TO: Interested Parties

FROM: Zach Silk, campaign manager, Washington United for Marriage
RE: Rick Santorum Is Not Welcome in Washington

DATE: October 4, 2012

Preserve Marriage Washi ngt ogayasdlegblamMW) cl| ai ms a
Washingtonians is seriously undermined by its decision, through its affiliated Family Policy

Institute (FPI), to bring Rick Santoruma politician who has never missed a chance to insult

and degrade gay Americafndo our state.lf they are committed to the rhetoric on their website

and spouted endlessly to media and voters alike, they should cancel these events and tell Rick
Santorum he is not welcome in Washington.

Santorum is scheduled to kick off two higtofile fund raisers, one in Spokane on Oct. 9, and a
second in Bellevue on Oct. 10, to raise money
which would affirm t he Tbrang Sardrem Helie m ¢the final san mar
weeks of this election season is both msaimited and ill advised.

Why? Because there isn’t a |iving politician wh
gay and lesbian Americans than Rick Santoro u * d  h a vketo theaaygod Jessa
Helms to find rhetoric as hurtful and demeaning as that uttered by Santorum through the years.

While PMW s current opposition to R74 puts a
about respecting their gay and lesbiaighbors, bringing Santorum here should finally put that
ruse to bed.

In fact, by choosing to headline Santorarmomeone who has likened sasex marriage to the
tragedies of 9/ 11, <calling +onlyundemscoreswleadi mat e h
opponents’ true colors.

Santorum’ s views are so outside the mainstrea
Cabin Republicans in 2004, said, “1 think tha
intolerance.I think that if we aregyoing to maintain our status as the majority party in this

country then we can't be (ROlICHI MP4)f ol ks | i ke Ri
Pl ease take a |l ook at just a small sampling o

leshian Americans.

Rick Santorum’s Greatest Hits of Intolerance

Santorum Said Imprisoned Fathers “Who Abandoned Their Kids Were Still Better Than”

Gay Parents. During the 2012 Republican primary, Santorum cited anpoverty expert in
arguing against sarrsex couples as parentS.a nt o r u he fosiral ithalt evert‘fathers in jail

who had abandoned their kids were still better than no father at all to hiwegr ichildren's

lives ” Santorum al s o -ssxacoupletb deimarriedland oase chilgrendeads e
t orobbing children of something they ned#ldey deserve, they have a right to. You may
rationalize that that isn't true, but in yourowreelif and i n your own heart
(Los Angeles Times, 1/7/12)

Y



Santorum Invoked “Man On Child, Man On Dog” While Discussing Homosexuality,

Importance Of Marriage, And Procreation. Sant orum said: “Every soci
man has uphelthe institution of marriage as a bond between a man and a

woman. Why? Because society is based on one thing: that society is based on the future of the
society. And t h a tChildrens\horogamMmous relationshipgn every society, the

definition of marriage has not ever to my knowledge included homosexudlityat * s not t o
onhomosexualityl t *' s not, you know, man on child, man
be ’(Pittsburgh PosGazette, 5/4/03)

Santorum Said That Bigamy Was A Logical Conclusion To Arguments For Gay
Marriage. Dur i ng a 2004 appearance on the CBS news

said that bigamy was “a | ogi cadsexmarrages‘usti on” t
say three or four people now say theywdtdde allowed to get married tod. f it’s OK for
peopl e, why not for three or four?...This sho

mean '(Madison Capital Times, 3/1/04)

Santorum Co-Sponsored Amendments to the U.S. Constitution in 2004 & 2005 which
would have banned same-sex marriage, marking the first time the Constitution would have
been used to deny people rights. Both measures failed in Congress. (Library of Congress,
Bill Summary & Status, 10Congress, SJ Res 1; Library of Congré&i Summary & Status,
108 Congress, SJ Res 4fitp://thomas.loc.gov

Santorum Said Marriage Equality Issue Was “Just Like 9-11.” In 2004, defending his

Federal Marriage Amendment, Santorum saldhis is an issue just like®1. We di dn’t deci
we wanted to fight the war on terrorism because we wanteld was brought to usAnd if not

now, when?When the supreme courts in all the other states have succumbed to the

Massachusetts version ¢f & | gAleAtdwn Morning Call, 2/25/04)

Santorum Called Federal Marriage Amendment The “Ultimate Homeland Security.” In a

July 2004 editorial, the New York Daily News criticized the Federal Marriage Amendimikeat.
editori al b o a pnd) thevpropdnents wa's Sdmn.iRek Sarmamum of Pennsylvania,

who proffered the most fatuous of argumeritst  woul d ar gue that the f ut
hangs in the balance because t ®aptordmstidir esndft ma
thatte ul ti mate homel and security, (NesYokaly ng up a
News, 7/15/04)

Santorum Repeated Belief That Marriage Was “Not To Affirm The Love Of Two

People” and Would Lead to “Lots of Different Combinations.” During an August 2003
appearance on “Fox News Sunday,” Santorum sai
number one, it’s common sense t hateag,evargr ri age
civilization in the history of man has recognized a uaigond. Why? Because- principally

because of children.  me a-nit,is the teassn formarriagé.t * s not t o affirm |
people.] mean, that’s notmeahibthatware the case dhenlatsof about .
different peoplemad | o't of different comh.i Matrirormag ec o sl
about affir mi s ome boldty’”’ ss doo/wet fwmri tsiome btoadgye t
children, to t h e (FoxNewsj8/3[0® at i on i n our soci

S
ng
fur


http://thomas.loc.gov/

Santorum Warned That Heterosexuals Stopped Marrying In Countries That Adopted Gay

Marriage, Leaving Children To Be Raised By The State. During a 2004 GOP news

conference, Santorum warned that, in countries that had adopted gay marriage, heterosexuals
stopped gettig marriedkSant orum sai d, “And what we’ ve seen
gay marriage- and there are several countries who have done so in Edrsp®t that many

gays have decided to get marridd.fact, quite the contrary; very few havé/ha has happened

is that heterosexuals stopped getting married. Peopl e just aren’t gettir
and, as a result, families aren’t being for me
cases, {(FederaldNews Seevice, 2D4)

Santorum Said By Allowing Marriage To Only Affirm The Love Of Two People, Then

“Mothers And Daughters And Fathers And Sons Could Be Married.” During a February

2004 GOP news conference, Santorum spoke in support of the Federal Marriage Amendment,
arguing that the purpose of marriage was procreatibtarriage has been set up by cultures

in the past not to affirm the love of one person of another. If that were the case, mothers

and daughters and fathers and sons could be married, if all it was aboutvas affirming love

between two peopleThe whole point of marriage and why it was treated as a special status in
society was for the procreation and furtherance of the culture with the raising of children in a
stable environment where a man and a wonaenparticipate in the nurturing of a chilédnd

that that’®s why i.tWhatdoss hgvinyothar peopecother than a snanandu s
a woman who are not related be marriaifRat does that what does that do, and why is that a
threat if we dbw others to be marriedBecause it devalues what marriageltsurns marriage

into not a union of two people for the purpose of the furtherance of the culture, but simply a sign
of affirming someone’ s | ove f enottlercentrahtyeof , whi c
what mar r i gkpderaliNsws &drvice, 2/24704)

Santorum Wanted To Limit States’ Ability To Make Marriage Laws. In 2005, discussing

the proposed Feder al Marriage AmendmentfoSant
allow states to decide marriage laws ontheirodant or um sai d, “ Marri age
foundati onal institutions of our society, and

different things in different states. t * s f ar .t (blailined 1/26/065y pt i v e

Santorum Vehemently Condemned the U.S. Supreme Court Ruling That Struck Down the

Texas Anti-Sodomy Law in 2003. Following the ruling, Santorum issued a statement saying the
court’”s ruling ®“under mi bydimiting thegr abfity to ppeaktor ol e of
issues of public moralityThe policymaking process belongs to elected representatives, not to

the courts, whatever t he(Pittsbusgh RosGazete, 62H/@3) ever t

T In Siding With The Minority On The Court, Santorum Links Homosexuality With
Bestiality, Incest, Obscenity And Bigamy: In an Associated Press interview in April

2003, Santorum sai d: “Today, the dissentin
stating, * Th eniablgseeksto farther thaibelief ofuts aitizens that certain
forms of sexual behavior are i mmor al and u

criminal laws against fornication, bigamy, adultery, adult incest, bestiality and
0 b s ¢ e NRittsbyrgh’PdstGazette, 6/27/03)



1 Santorum Said The Right To Have Consensual Gay Sex Would Lead To The Right
To Bigamy, Polygamy, Incest, Adultery. On t he Supreme Court’' s ru
Texas' sodomy | aw, Santorum suhavdtherighttb t he
consensual (gay) sex within your hortteen you have the right to bigamy, you have the
right to polygamy, you have the right to incest, you have the right to adulferyhave
the right to anything” ( Associ ated Press, 4/ 21/ 03)

1 Santorum Said Right To Privacy “Doesn’t Exist.” During an interview in which
Santorum discussed the right to privacy that the Supreme Court referenced in striking
down Texas'omyntliaw, Bveould aogueythis right to mrivacy]

thatdoe n’t exi st, in my opinianrn, (iArs stolte alreidt &
4/21/03)
Claimed Satan Is Attacking The Great Institutions Of America. Santorum said in a 2008
speech: “Satan has set his si géattackingthagrdgathe Uni t
institutions of America, using the great vices of pride, vanity, and sensuality as the root to attack
all of the strong plants that h@astortsnoAddiesse pl y r

Ave Maria University, August 2008)

During 2012 Presidential Primary, Santorum Again Compared Same-Sex Marriage To

Polygamy. Sant orum said during the 2012 Republican
marry anyone el se. ... S0 anWeb what aboatthreeraenft v s eve
reason says that if you think it's OK for two, then you have to differentiate with me as to why it's
not OK f(New YorkhTimes 1/9/12)

Santorum Argued State Legislatures, Not Courts, Should Legislate Morality. In January
2004, Santorum was asked if a push to constitutionally ban gay marriages was an attempt to

legislate morality.Sant orum initially r esThequatodiswhtiI he ans
goi ng t o ISantypruns daid thecissietvddalsa questi on of | egal it
legal construct.So the question is, are we going to allow the legislatures of this country to create

new rights and amend their constitutions as they see fit, or are we going to allow the courts to

dictate howthé egi s| at 8mesodaomi s@8id Republicans wante

and t elLlhter,rBgntofura changdd his nind ersthew h at t
slating morality: g‘morhliey. Tmoig e | th

from going n
[
h e (thteligencer Journalcl/2p/G4dp cess . ”

[
i ssue of 1 eg
protecting t

Santorum Does Not Believe in Separation of Church and State. Sant orum sai d on A
“This Week” in 2012: “1 don't believe in an A
absolute. The idea that the church can have no influence or no involvement in the operation of

the state is absolutely antitheticalttdhe obj ecti ves and vision of o
Week,” February 2012).



