
Dear Max,  
My name is Ava and I was told that we were assigned as partners in the ANODE 

exchange project. In this letter I would like to briefly present my opinion on the topic 
“Everybody should have the right to marry whoever they want.”  

Let me begin by quoting article 16 from Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
which says: “Men and women of full age, without any limitation due to race, nationality 
or religion, have the right to marry. Marriage shall be entered into only with the free and 
full consent of the intending spouses.” What requires to be emphasized is that there is 
no mention about any other limitation for people aspiring to enter into marriage. From 
that I conclude that marriage in general should be considered an institute open to all 
adult people including racially and religiously mixed couples as well as same sex 
couples.   

I personally find the conservative views such as “marriage purely as a union of 
men and women” quite obsolete, especially in the modern Western society. It is an 
unquestionable fact that there is a high number of non–heterosexually oriented people 
in our society and I just do not see valid reasons for denying them the right to marry 
someone they love.  

I certainly recognize the right of every state to adapt the conditions of entering 
the marriage to its culture and religion. I also understand that certain countries with 
strong religious or ideological influence on ruling forces are not very likely to 
embrace this open-minded concept of marriage, definitely not in the near horizon.   

In my opinion, it would be ideal if all countries attempted little by little to 
accomplish the most tolerant possible state in this area at a pace corresponding with 
their cultural and historical development.  

To sum up, I am convinced that introduction of more liberal marriage laws cannot 
have any significant negative consequences for society and for many people it would 
mean desired fulfilment of the relationship.  

  
I'd say that's all from me. I will look forward to your answer.  
Sincerely  

Ava  
 

  



Dear Ava, 

thank you for your letter. I really look forward to our further communication, as I was pleasantly 

surprised with the text I received. Since our opinions differ a bit, I would like to present my 

point of view. 

First, I would like to clarify/make clear/explicitly state that I don’t mind non-heterosexual couples at 

all. In fact, my father turned out to be gay when he was 40, and I would also like to present 

his point of view. He said: ‚,I live with the man I love and I don’t need no marriage to confirm 

that.‘‘ Not only from that statement do I assume that non-heterosexual marriages can cause 

more problems than they would solve, if allowed. 

Marriage as a status has some legacy that we can’t overlook. It has been viewed as a sacred act of 

love between a man and a woman for centuries, and by allowing non-heterosexual couples 

to obtain this status we would just make more people angry than happy. For example, the 

entire Catholic community, or the Middle Eastern world. 

I would also like to point out, that by non-heterosexual marriages I don’t strictly mean homosexual 

couples. Think about a man who would like to marry his distant cousin. And by that, I’m 

afraid I must disagree with you about the negative consequences. I think some people would 

be willing to start a fight for that, and I definitely don’t like the idea of a conflict because of a 

single marriage, so I’d rather prevent such event from happening. 

Finally, I’d like to make a conclusion from the things that I’ve written before. My solution to this 

problem would be to create an entirely new status for those couples who wish to have a 

status (especially one officially recognised by the state). I agree with you in the matter of a 

modern Western society‘. Nevertheless, the world has changed a lot in the recent years, and 

is still changing, so a new status for a new world sounds much better as opposed to keeping 

the old one from the old world and by doing so, creating quite a lot of unpleasant 

consequences. 

I think this is all I have for now, and I’m looking forward to hearing from you again. 

Sincerely,  

Max 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Dear Max, 

Thank you for the letter. I appreciate the opportunity to look at the issue from someone else's 

perspective and I found your point of view very interesting. While your arguments sound reasonable, 

I did not find any of them fully convincing. 

  I understand the point that the idea of marriage as a sacred union of man and woman is 

rooted deeply in history and I am also aware that the mere debate on marriage for non-heterosexual 

couples often provokes outraged reactions. In my opinion, however, respect for something as 

fundamental as equal rights for all people is too essential in this regard to be suppressed by the 

potential negative response of a section of society. 

You pointed put forward the argument, that many people would be willing to start a fight 

against a/the law on non-heterosexual marriages. I don't think it's very likely to happen, but naturally 

it's possible. In my judgement any kind of resistance movement would not be the valid reason to 

submit to it. Although such a situation could be challenging, I insist on my initial view that everyone 

has the right to marry without distinction and that this right is worth fighting for. 

Of course, I am conscious of the fact that in many countries, where homosexual intercourse 

is considered illegal and can be severely punished, the primary concern should be to uphold the most 

fundamental human rights of sexual minorities and marriage for all is absolutely out of question 

there. But you also mentioned the Catholic community, which I think is a completely different 

matter. Although the Catholic Church may seem rigid in this regard, I do not consider a/the change 

unrealistic. I am convinced attitudes of church members can be strongly influenced by the views of 

their representatives and it is a well-known fact, that Pope Francis himself has recently stated he 

regard it appropriate for homosexuals to enter civil unions. From that I conclude, that there is 

potential for some liberal reforms in the future. 

In your letter you present the solution in the form of creating a new status for same-sex 

couples and for several reasons I can't concur with that.  First of all, most non-traditional couples 

want to be accepted by society and become its fully accepted component. And that cannot be 

reached by „special status“, which would relegate them to some atypical phenomena. I also think 

that granting same-sex couples a special status naturally leads to granting them rights other than 

those of ordinary married couples. This can eventually lead to various types of discrimination, such as 

the impossibility of adopting a child, as we can see in civil unions in the Czech Republic. 

In my opinion, the ideal solution would be to promote reforms to gradually equalize all kinds 

of couples and educate people about the whole issue, which may help reduce homophobia and fear 

of the unknown in society, and amend the matrimonial law when the society is ready for it. 

I'm sorry if this letter is a little too long and I look forward to your reply. 

Sincerely, 

Ava 

 

 

 

 



Dear Ava, 

thank you for your letter. To be honest my opinion was on the edge for a while, it was very 

convincing. But after all, I still managed to find some points I don’t agree with. 

I still think that people would be willing to start a fight for it. Take the situation in the US, for 

example. I've noticed some price increases and supply shortages linked with the fact that 

Americans are focused on their presidential election too much. Consequently, adding another 

matter of dispute could make these issues even worse and potentially destabilise the already 

divided society even more. 

I also changed my mind about the Catholic church, and I must fully agree with you. I did some 

research and I found out that they are not that conservative at all. That being said, I still think that 

the process of including homosexual marriage in catholic rituals would be quite complicated, and 

there would be many church representatives against it. I don’t really think it’s worth the hassle. 

About the countries where homosexuality is a deadly sin, I don’t like it, and I don’t agree with it at all. 

In that regard, I think that presenting homosexual marriage as something new could possibly change 

their point of view. On the other hand, introducing homosexual marriage as a part of western 

religion could further fuel the disagreement between ‘us and them ‘. 

In my opinion, people tend to accept something that seems new and trendy better than something 

that has always been there and is quite controversial. And by that I don‘t want to say that it wouldn’t 

be controversial if presented in another way, I just think it wouldn’t be so dramatic. In other words, if 

you change something that’s a rock-solid tradition, it’s worse than trying to introduce a new 

tradition. 

In the end, I just think that introducing homosexual marriages now is not a good move. I totally agree 

on educating people about homosexuality, as I have quite a few homosexual friends and relatives 

and I want to support them. I don’t like that they are afraid to go out, because people would make 

fun of them for holding hands, and that even further makes me keep my current opinion. That is, I 

think it’s not a good idea right now, and some other status would make the situation better for 

everyone. 

Thank you for taking the time and writing the letters. Sorry for the delay, I was just busy all the time. 

I’m looking forward to another letter. 

Sincerely, Max 

  



Dear Max,   
Thank you so much for your response and I am also sorry for answering quite late.   
I think from your letters I understood the point of view you represent, and 

I concluded that at the heart of the matter we agree with each other. However, in the dispute on 
which our views differ, I still do not find most of your arguments convincing enough.  

You have mentioned that you see the process of including homosexual marriage in religious 
ceremonies as complicated and on that point, I agree with you, because something like that really 
sounds utopian at this moment. At present, I see the ideal solution in civil marriage confirmed by a 
state authority.  

Although I understand the reasons why you defend the special status for non-heterosexual 
couples, I still insist that this solution would inevitably lead to a dead end, because there would be 
only two ways to create that status.  

Number one, the rights of the couples with "special status" would be the same as the rights 
of traditionally married couples. I would consider distinguishing those two institutes only 
by formal name pointless, because it would satisfy neither the mentioned couples, nor staunch 
conservatives, because "special status" sounds exactly as a prototype of something non-traditional 
that they want to avoid.  

In the other case there would be differences in rights between couples with this status and 
traditionally married couples. When we look at such a case rationally, as we should, it is clear it is 
basically discriminatory. 

In your letters you have kept pointing out the impact of the negative response to the 
legalization of marriage for all. I am aware, that in many countries it is simply impossible now. On the 
other hand, there are many states that have achieved it, and not only in western Europe. From that I 
conclude that the normalization of marriages of non-heterosexual couples does not always have to 
be directly conditioned either by religion or culture and that their implementation in other countries, 
including ours, is not unrealistic.  

I share the opinion, that discussion over LGBT+ rights can be controversial. Yet I do not 
think it should be the reason not to allow the marriage of same sex or other couples. I am convinced 
that such political decision can in the end only reduce tension, intolerance, and homophobia. 
Because only presenting minority as normal by giving them equal rights and chances can eventually 
lead to wider general acceptance of it.  

To sum it up, from my point of view marriage for everyone is the only way to normalize non-
heterosexual couples and to make them perceived and accepted as full-fledged component of the 
society.  

Sorry for this letter being so long again. I am grateful for this opportunity to exchange those 
letters with you. Seeing things from different point of view was interesting and stimulating 
experience for me. So, thank you.  

 

Sincerely,   
Ava 


