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Gay/Same Sex Marriage: Critical Analysis/Argumentation
INTRODUCTION
The issue of gay/same sex marriage has always proven to be a controversial one with both opponents and supporters being continually at loggerheads on whether people of the same sex should be allowed to marry and be granted equal marriage rights as the heterosexual couples. Whereas many valid reasons are given against homosexual marriages, supporters claim that those reasons are nothing but pretentious excuses that arise from deep-rooted homophobic and transphobic tendencies. This, they say, is the fear of relations between homosexuals and transgender people. However, this contention holds little value especially when viewed in light of the society’s moral fabric and traditional values that have guided the practice and institution of marriage since time immemorial. 
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 
The global media is increasingly directing its attention to the injustices that couples of the same sex are facing in different regions of the world. Although people of legal age are at liberty to marry whenever they want, age-long traditional institutions and legal laws confine this right only to heterosexuals. Presently, in the United States as well as other regions in the world, one does not have to delve too deep into the media reports to identify that the issues relating to gay/same sex marriage lies at the forefront of major controversial topics in the American political discourse. Many countries have placed bans on same sex marriage but there are a few who in the recent past have been fighting for gay rights, thereby disregarding the moral and legal foundations that prohibit such relations. 

THESIS
The global media is increasingly directing its attention to the gay community arguing that they are subjected to immense injustice and discrimination in different regions of the world because of their sexual orientation. However, holding such an argument is biased because in so doing the global media agency is failing to put the gay issue into the context of the societal moral values. Marriage is defined as a union between a man and a woman and therefore a union between people of the same sex cannot and should not be treated as a legal or holy matrimony/marriage. For this reason, this paper argues against gay/same sex marriage because such unions threaten the institution of heterosexual marriage as well as the existence of the family. 

TOULMIN MODEL
CLAIM: Gay/same sex marriage is prohibited because it is harmful, deviant, endangers heterosexual marriage, and eventually leads to the deterioration of the family. 

PROOF: Over 74 countries across the globe criminalize same sex relationships. Of these seventy-four, gay/same sex marriage is punishable by death in 13 countries; bans are in place in 17 of them to prohibit any propaganda aimed at promoting same sex relationships. At the same time a gay panic that enables members of the public to commit crimes against gay people on claims of provocation is retained in 40 of the countries.   

WARRANT: Criminalizing gay/same sex marriage is an important step towards safeguarding and ensuring the continuity and wellbeing of the heterosexual marriage and family institutions. 
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OPPOSING ARGUMENT 
All people are born free and equal and deserve the freedom to choose a marriage partner without having their sexual orientation or identity used as a weapon against their enjoyment of this right. In other words, gay/same sex couples are humans too and have as much rights as their heterosexual counterparts, and this reason, their marriage rights should also be respected by everyone. 

ELEMENTS OF THE TOULMIN MODEL FOUND IN THE OPPOSING ARGUMENT
CLAIM: Gay/same sex marriage does not affect the heterosexual marriage in any way and their rights should also be treated as fundamental Human Rights 


PROOF: Currently 55% of Americans support same sex marriage.  Of these, the number based on group affiliation is as follows:  by religious affiliation – 58% Catholics and 64% white mainline protestants; political party – seven-out-of-every-ten democrats, 61% of independents, and 33% of republicans; by political ideology – 66% of moderates , 29% of conservatives, and 78% of liberals; by race – 42% of blacks and 57% of whites

WARRANT: More people especially in the U.S are acknowledging and supporting gay/same sex marriage – thereby implying that those who argue that gay/same sex marriage endangers heterosexual marriages and threatens the family institutions are misguided by their homophobic and transphobic tendencies and not reason 

BIAS IN THE OPPOSITIONG ARGUMENT
The opposing argument is biased in the sense that it is not fully inclusive. Much of the argument is founded on data derived from a very limited sample that has already accepted gay relationships. In this way it fails to be inclusive of other regions whose moral fabric do not allow the gay/same sex marriage and lifestyles. 

FALLACIES IN THE OPPOSING ARGUMENET 
One of the fallacies in the opposing argument is that of “appeal to authority”. This fallacy is at play when the arguer attaches the argument to an authority or individual of power in an attempt to give trustworthiness to the argument. In the present case, this fallacy is at work in the sense that the opposing argument is appended to the U.S, one of the most civilized nation in the world. Implies that if the U.S is open-minded about gay/same sex marriage other nations should too.

The second fallacy is that of “appeal to popular opinion” which is at play when the arguer asserts that the argument is correct because a majority of the general population accept it. In this case, the opposing arguments makes it clear that a majority of Americans support gay/same sex marriage – thereby implying that the rest /few who are still unsupportive should follow suite. 

REBUTTAL OPPOSING ARGUMENTS
Marriage is a union between a man and a woman and not a man and a man or a woman and another woman. On this note a union /relationship between homosexuals does not count as a marriage. It is a violation of the natural law upon which the institution of marriage and family are established. When members of the same sex are allowed to marry a confusion of who is the mother and father as well as the husband and wife arise.  It apparently, threatens the definition, composition, and even survival of these two essential institutions in our society. 
