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Gay Marriage
	Gay marriage is one of the most controversial issues of the day; some believe it is inhumane to oppose gay marriage while others believe homosexuality would ruin the sanctity marriage forever. In this essay I will discuss gay marriage from the three theoretical perspectives; structural-functionalist perspective, conflict perspective, and symbolic interaction perspective.
	Structural functionalists look at various aspects of human culture to determine what its function is. So, what is the function of marriage? The personal function may be love and companionship, having children, or easing the financial burden. But for society as a whole it may be something more along the lines of sexually transmitted disease control and a commitment to having enough help to raise a child properly. 
Now the question is would gay marriage violate these functions? When it comes to the personal functions of love, companionship, and financial stability those would remain intact in a homosexual marriage if it were made legal. Having children is slightly more complicated by the fact that a homosexual couple just does have what it takes to make a baby by themselves but the couples can adopt, which would actually help society function better by putting unwanted children in good homes, or they may choose artificial insemination to have a biological child. Gay marriage wouldn’t violate the societal functions of marriage either because monogamy is customary in both heterosexual and homosexual relationships, therefore the function of disease control would remain intact and as for commitment to raising a child, there would still be two adults caring for and sharing responsibility for that child’s wellbeing, just like in a heterosexual couple.
The next theory says that families are in constant conflict because of the varying personalities. It is true that there is conflict in any relationship, especially a marriage, because the combining of two lives is not an easy task then add a child into the mix and things just get more complicated from there. I don’t see how this would change from a heterosexual relationship to a homosexual relationship, either way there will be conflict and resolution then more conflict and resolution. The only thing that would maybe cause more conflict in a homosexual relationship is the discrimination of heterosexual couples around them and the stress of not having the rights to marry that a heterosexual couple has.
The next perspective is symbolic interactionism; it deals with how members of a family interact with each other. A gay marriage would definitely create a different dynamic than a heterosexual one but that doesn’t mean bad, just different, and since it would be their daily life it would be normal for them, they wouldn’t know any different. It would have little to no impact on heterosexual families because they would simply maintain their own reality separate from homosexual families just as they do from other heterosexual families.
My belief is that what any couple does is no one’s business but their own and that extends to homosexual couples. If they want to be married, they should be married and no one should have to “allow” it because it should just be their right. It goes back to the declaration of independence where Americans claimed the right to the pursuit of happiness and marriage is one of the huge things that should be included in that declaration.
Many people would argue that allowing two men or two women to marry would be to destroy the sanctity of marriage. But what I think violates the basis of marriage more is heterosexual shotgun marriages in Vegas that get annulled the next day. Why aren’t those people who are fighting gay marriage in the name of its sanctity fighting shotgun marriages or easy divorce? It’s because they are using that as an excuse to be prejudice against gay and lesbian couples.
[bookmark: _GoBack]I have met gay couples with ten times the commitment to each other than most of the heterosexual couples I’ve ever met so why shouldn’t they have the right to make it official in the eyes of the U.S. government. I say butt out of other people’s relationships, and what gives you or I the right to tell anyone who it is and isn’t okay for them to love? 
