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Court Rules For GPGU
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i by Sarah R TP Judge Bran:lal:lldld not accept this’
5 y Cdnf:m““;;:f'" 3ol iargumc_m. pointing out llhnl the D.C. ||
i : =~ law prohibits not only discriminatory |
E ¥ Gay'groups on carhipus won a partialS inient; hut;}also disctiminatory -effect! -1

svictory Monday ‘when D.C. Supetipt ' Lo {ermed. th i
R e Uliversity’s interpreta-
§:Coyrt Judge, Leonard. Braman ml’-daq tion;‘‘tntenable as'a matler ofglaw":
f"-ﬂ“‘]‘ oo University: hasiy ‘ang went: on, to-say, tat **discritnina-
jiviolated the. D.C. Human Rights'Act'“\jon |5 dot saved from condemnation
; bylrefusmg ta charter the Gay Pedple! éFbccausc it:is applied uniformly.”
8 Georgétawn . University (GPGU)%,'A GPGU lawyer Ron Bogard argu
‘and the Gy Right Cbalition (GRCJ bf %' i Tavor-of a summary judgement by,
&th: Georgetown :Law ___Schopl._,{:z coritending  thal “the Univetsity did,
_,Ho_weve;;-—he‘démed another part 'of " hraqaif 'the law, and ‘since it' has ac-|
# the summary judgerient motion whigh' i cepied large amounts of federal money
ﬂlhc two gay issue grolips .t;a.d filkd . iy jl--hasi waived jits right-to cxemptidnt
4. A summary judgement is issued by 8, . phased on ' the  First " Amendméht
ii-“gdge without trial when there is,n0 ¢ gyaranied*of free religious exercise.. 375
ddubt as to the concrete aspetfs of the ||, yudge “Braman' agreed - thal thi:
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| e . Lot U Georgetown has broken. the law, buc”
5 tri;‘_“."cr":;" t{'f Icase. wﬂ}: m°"'°.g.'_ea°.,;.,~*1.he_said the issue of whether or not the;
liise t'cma;e 2‘]3 nvetmwlh ‘:", ';“"i **“Irequirement of the law.are a violatioh
mfh rc-tr ial':easss isoensass'él i‘o:l;‘ti al""; J.0f the religious freedom guarantee of'
¢z ang Seil; e e August " ihe First Ameqdmént cannot be dccid_-.ﬂ
{357, : ; ; syl i
o ';‘h_eroD.C. Human Rights Act- of40 djsutimatily
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sabis-Of -'sam'm-. creed, ‘sexual or'idﬁfw; [Lc&hnﬁnly properliy-bc :;ml;fd Whise

k ' ) Dot v there, 13 1no genuine doubt as, &

: l?ct’t)ﬁi‘fai_l_d 1othbr_ arbitrgry F]g;s:ﬂgal_ 14 material .iséu% of fac%. Where there i
‘Charles Wilson, one of the Univ'ersi-!',?'gi:;:?t;ft:ep:nl;,r:::nt:i;r !(’e BWAY,the
. ty lawyers, argued that Georgetown's! | ' 1 }

Si - In another e; the

irefusal to clharl?r the gay groupsdoes’ poginst Uu:l- Un::'sel:si‘lyl‘s clg?r:gt;a?:;d*

'not consitute: discrimination,. He. said ' gay grbups shouid not be able to us
that Uhiversity policy is neutral and; - \he words ‘‘Georgetown University in
wapplies equally o ali groups: if -the & their 'names.  Judge ‘Braman said that!
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tuition dollars for their fight against

Leonard Braman' ruled
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T

1

In twice voting to charter the GPGU, the Stu-

’s refusal to charter

d on

ination base

: sity) does constitute discrim

ties: Commission recognized the

vi
al value of the group and activities
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de

| sexual orientation, and therefore violates the

. D.C. Human

it

ity is

education
* Sponsors..

But in this case, the Univers

ights ‘Act. The question which
be answered is whether or not ap-

i

clearly not concerned with the question of what
..is best for the education of Georgetown
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emains to
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plication of this law to the University violates the

students. Rather, the University is fighting-to
preserve its own interpretation of Catholic doc-

trine.

constitutionally protected right to free religious

practice.

, Georgetown’s claim that it

did not break the law has been overruled, and

In other words

Since the welfare of the students is not an
issue here, the students should not have to pay
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the only defense which remains is that it does

the tremendous legal costs the upcoming trial

not have to obey the law because it is a religious

institution.

will require. Rather, the Catholic Church,’the
Jesuit Order, or some other body of *‘Christian

.Soldiers’’ should pay for the crusade.

Georgetown has two
cular one of promoting liberal
and the sectarian one of pro-

w

As a Catholic university,

purposes: the se

arts education,

We reaffirm our support of the GPGU as a
group which is an asset to this community. Hav-

ing none of the financial resources that the

University does, we only hope the group can
overcome its monetary handicap and thus allow

the University to win the case by default.

he law,

faith. Now that the judge
has said Georgetown definitely broke t

the only element left in this case is religious in

moting the Catholic
nature.

Given this, we feel that the Univcrs;uy should




