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recognizing the First 
Amendment, I am 
disappointed that it 
did not take into 
consideration the 
privacy of those 
trying to obtain 
housing," Mark 
Wittow, a lawyer at 
Preston, Gates, and 
Ellis, who tiled a 
friend of the court 
brief on the behalf of 
the American Civil 
Liberties Union, said. 
"Religious freedom 
should never be 
impacted in the area 
of commercial 
housing," he said. 
"And, there is no way 
to know the private 
details of a person's 
life unless you violate 
his or her privacy to 
gain that 
information. " 

Cliff Groh, arguing the 
case for the defense, 
said that both the 
Anchorage Equal 
Rights Commission 
and the Municipality 
of Anchorage are 
pursuing further 
review of this case 
and will file a petition 
next week for review 
by a larger panel of 
judges. "If this is 
granted, it would add 
another year to the 
shelf-life of this 
case," Groh said. 

"Some federal judges 
just do not get it! II 
Thomas Coleman, a 
California lawyer and 
Executive Director of 
the American 
Association for 
Single people, said. 
"It is one thing to ask 
for laws you find 
oppressive because 
of religious reasons, 
but when a law 
causes harm to an 
identitiable third 
party, then a line 
needs to be drawn," 
he said, representing 
80 million unmarried 
adults in the U. S. 

In the decision, 
Coleman said the 
judges gave "short 
shrift" to the part of 
the constitution 
referring to separation 
of church and state. 
"N ow the court is 
giving us the OGod 
told me to do it' 
exemption. Will we 
now allow business 
owners to give a 
religious test?," 
asked Coleman. 
"When judges allow 
this decision to 
stand, it is the 
govenunentputting 
its seal of approval on 
this. That is 
establishment of 
religion, which 
violates the 

Constitution's 
provision for 
separation of church 
and state," he said. 

Coleman, a straight 
man fighting for 
marital status 
inclusions to be in 
anti-discrimination 
laws, said that the 
gay community 
needs to open its 
eyes. 

"The cases hitting 
the radar screen are 
straight cases that 
will effect everyone," 
he said. "But, Gay 
people need to see 
the connection. What 
happens to one 
constituent group 
today will happen to 
them tomo~ow." 


