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Securing Marriage Equality
By Rob Henry

There is much to celebrate! Over 7000 couples
have legally wed since the Goodridge decision
went into effect on May 17, 2004. We
overwhelmingly defeated the last anti-gay
amendment at last September’s Constitutional
Convention by a vote of 157 — 39. The
Freedom To Marry Coalition’s 7th annual
Valentine Dance, has been renamed “Our Just
Desserts,” and will be celebrated on Sunday,
February 12, to commemorate how far we
have come since the Freedom To Marry
Coalition was founded by visionaries in 1993.
We hope you can join us for a night of sweet
desserts and dancing. Our rights are not yet
secure so let’s take a night to celebrate our
gains to date and then begin preparing for the
challenges that lay ahead.

P

A petition amendment continues to march
forward that would take away the right to
marry from same-sex couples. It would
enshrine discrimination into our Constitution.
With the signatures gathered and certified, the
amendment advances to the next
Constitutional Convention in May. If
successful, our opponents would put the civil
rights of the GLBT community up for a vote
in 2008. It is critical that we preserve equal
marriage and defeat this discriminatory
amendment.

We are going to win, right? What is the
concern?

Our victory is certainly not assured, and our
opponents only need 50 votes this time in the
legislature to advance the amendment to the
ballot box. We do not have the votes to stop
them and it’s important that we lobby our

legislators about this vote and the impact it
will have on families across the
Commonwealth. We must build capacity in
legislative districts where legislators support
the amendment.

So why don’t we let them vote?

Although support for marriage equality
continues to grow across the Commonwealth,
thanks to the powerful advocacy of the GLBT
community and their friends, it is important
that no one’s fundamental human rights be put
to a vote. It is noteworthy that polls indicate
that there is increasing support for marriage
equality, but what they don’t reveal is what is
crucial. Across the nation, every time
marriage equality has been threatened in the
ballot box, our opponents have won.

It is comforting that younger citizens of the
Commonwealth view marriage equality as a
non-issue but their absence at the ballot box
leaves the rights of gays and lesbians at risk.
Only by getting them to vote and by
expanding our support beyond our base will
marriage equality be secured. I’ll talk about
how to do that below.

So how will we win?

Recent polls show that people are more likely
to support marriage equality if they are
friendly with and know gay and leshian
individuals and couples. Only by sharing our
lives and telling our stories can we put a face
on marriage equality and make it unthinkable
and reprehensible to take away our rights.
Solid marriage equality supporters typically
report having five or more gay friends or
relatives.

Our success to date has been built on this
foundation and helped transform the views of
citizens in our towns and cities across
Massachusetts about this issue. We must

continue this effort and go beyond our comfort
zone and reach out to those who still do not
support marriage equality.

Going Beyond Our Comfort Zone!

Have you spoken about marriage equality
recently? Have you spoken to someone new
about the importance of this issue? It is easy to
speak to members of the GLBT community
and their allies about this but it takes courage
to challenge others’ perceptions about
marriage equality. The Freedom To Marry
Coalition challenges you to reach out beyond
your inner circle and those who share your
beliefs and talk about the importance of
marriage equality and its impacts on
thousands of gays and lesbians across the
Commonwealth. The Freedom To Marry
Coalition seeks to empower individuals with
the knowledge and skills to carry out this
vitally important work. And the truth is you
are already well equipped to do this work
because your personal story — gay or straight
— is your most powerful advocacy tool.

Reaching out to diverse communities!

Support for marriage equality in many
communities is shallow and it is critical that it
be broadened. Whether racial, ethnic,
religious, business or civic it is important that
all communities are engaged in this debate and
that their GLBT members are embraced with
equality. We must actively work to deepen
this dialogue and build support for equality.
We ask all of you to help us on this essential
task. Reach out to these groups and we will
create a coalition where African Americans,
Asians, Latinos and Caucasians, people of
faith, business leaders, small business owners
and labor union members are all united
together in this struggle for equality. To do
this, the GLBT community will have to
confront its own racism and classism and
make sure that our movement is welcoming to



all people.
Creating an intergenerational dialogue!

Many older citizens of the Commonwealth
grew up in a time where the GLBT
community was largely unseen and have not
come to know individuals within the
community. It is important that we create a
dialogue with our older friends, colleagues
and family members. Have you spoke to your
grandmother, aunt, neighbor or colleague
about marriage equality? Have you shared
your personal story with an older person?
These efforts will help expand support for
marriage equality and help ensure that these
rights will never be taken away. It’s time to
invite your neighbors and co-workers to
brunch.

Securing Marriage Equality

Marriage equality will only be secured when a
super-majority of the Commonwealth’s
citizens embrace it. Our opponents will
continue their efforts to enshrine
discrimination against gay and leshians in the
Constitution until they realize that their efforts
are futile. This will only happen with your
help and when individuals across the diverse
communities of Massachusetts understand the
importance of marriage equality. By reaching
out to the diversity of our state and across
generational lines we can build the support
necessary to achieve this victory.
Additionally, thousands of gay and lesbians
families will be able to thrive with the support
of their fellow citizens.

So what can you do?

« Talk about marriage equality with everyone
you know

« Share your personal stories. They are your
most powerful resource

« Go beyond your comfort zone

« Talk to your legislators and other opinion
leaders

« Write letters to the editor and ask others to
write letters

« Get involved in a pro-equality campaign

« Donate money

Learn more at EqualMarriage.org — The
Freedom To Marry Coalition of Massachusetts

And as we have always said at the Freedom
To Marry Coalition of Massachusetts,
“Together we will win.”



Planning Your Wedding

By Laura Kiritsy

Planning to propose this Valentine’s Day?
Popping the question is nerve wracking
enough. But assuming your mate says “I will,”
getting to “1 do” will be the true test of your
marriage mettle. Because unless you’re
willing to throw a lot of cash at a professional
to do the dirty work for you, not only have
you and your betrothed become aspiring
brides or grooms, you’ve also become
wedding planners.

So what happens now? You’re about to fall
into what Kathryn Hamm, president of
GayWeddings.com, a one-stop website for
marriage-minded couples, fondly calls “the
wedding vortex.”

“It’s that plane of existence where all you talk
about and think about is your wedding,”
Hamm explains. “I’m sorry for all the people
that have dinner plans with you during that
time. But to put together an event that
involves emotional components, logistical
components, budget components, is a big
undertaking.” And those factors apply whether
you’re shooting for an intimate gathering in
your own backyard or aiming for a gala event
with 200 guests. When planning your
wedding, the first thing you and your partner
need to do is communicate. Hopefully, if
you’ve made it to the point of wanting to
make a public lifelong commitment, the two
of you have mastered this skill already. If not,
this is the point where you might also want to
consider a pre-nup (see “Everything you
wanted to know about prenups but were afraid
to ask”, page 17) “I really encourage a couple
to actually set some time aside to talk about
their vision for the day,” says Hamm, who
offers consulting services through
TwoBrides.com and TwoGrooms.com, which
are also owned by GayWeddings.com. “What
kind of celebration is it that you want to

have?”

That conversation was an important starting
point for Patrick Bennison and Emmanuel
Souza, Jr., who held their elegant wedding and
reception at the Exchange Building in the
South Boston Seaport District last June. Says
Bennison, “We started the process at the very
beginning [by asking], ‘What do we want the
day to accomplish?” And we decided that the
ceremony was about the two of us, and we
kept that focus. We decided that the reception
was about celebrating our lives with our
family and friends and we really put the focus
more on our family and friends with the
reception, wanting them to have a good time.
We found if we kept our focus on that then we
were planning just a great celebration.”

Unfortunately, the degree to which couples
must confront family homophobia can also

“Begin planning your
wedding a year in
advance to allow for
thoughtful decision
making processes.”

- Kathryn Hamm, GayWeddings.com

color early discussions about the size and
scope of a wedding. Wedding dreams may
look markedly different for partners if one is
the daughter of PFLAG parents and the other
hails from a family of devout Southern
Baptists. While the former may want an all-
out extravaganza that will see her four sisters
don bridesmaids dresses, a tuxedoed nephew
bearing the rings and her mother weeping in
the front pew of a church, the latter may be
content with a private ceremony at Herring
Cove beach with just the gals from the softball
team.

“If one family can’t wait to walk everyone
down the aisle what do you do if the other
family doesn’t want to show up?” says Hamm.
“The couple, | think, needs to spend a lot of
time talking about that and you have to end up
digging deep. You can just elope if you want,
but to really do the working through I think it
takes some really deep digging to figure out
what are you okay with and how do you find
that balance? If one family is going 150 miles
an hour, does that draw extra attention to what
is missing?”

Being somewhat new to the wedding world,
same-sex couples can clearly face some
unique challenges when planning their Big
Day. But Dennison points out that, having

lived so long outside the institution of
marriage and its attendant rituals, same-sex
couples are free — or forced, in the case of
Dennison and Souza, whose Catholic faith did
not allow them the church wedding they’d
have preferred — to create their own
ceremonies. “The bride doesn’t have to wear
white,” says Dennison. “We don’t have to
follow these rules so when you kind of let
yourself be free to create something that’s
your own it’s more work, but there’s less
stress.

“It’s different and it’s good and hopefully
that’ll be our gift back to the straight
community — don’t worry about the rules it’s
about you guys, it’s about your family, it’s
fun,” Dennison adds. “Don’t panic if you
don’t have something blue.”

The one thing that same-sex couples, like their
straight peers, can’t escape is the endless
amount of planning that a wedding involves.
Hamm suggests that couples make sketching
out a guest list a top priority, as it provides a
framework for the all-important question of
how much money you’ll be spending on
things like a venue, dinner and invitations.
Next you’ll want to secure a venue, which will
enable you to set a date.

Dennison agrees. Booking their wedding
venue was the first thing he and Souza did, he
says, “because you can’t make any decisions
— you can’t do invitations until you have the
venue, you can’t plan things without the
venue.” The second step they took was to hire
a band “they book up to a year, a year and a
half in advance.”

Hamm suggests that if possible, begin
planning your wedding a year in advance to
allow for thoughtful decision making
processes. Because you’re going to be making
a lot of decisions. DJ or band? Flowers?
Vows? Seating arrangements? Menu? Red
wine or white? Are the invitations
grammatically correct? And what the hell are
you going to wear, anyway?



It's All in a Name
By Chris Orchard

“By the power vested in me by the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, | now
pronounce you ... um ... | now pronounce you
... What?

What, exactly, is supposed to be said at this
crucial moment of wedding truth?
Traditionally, when a straight couple gets
married, the wedding officiant will say, “I
now pronounce you hushand and wife.”
Ignore for a moment the potential
connotations associated with the words
“husband” and “wife,” where “husband” is
partly derived from an ancient word meaning
master of the house and “wife” is, well, a
husband’s woman (or whatever). What exactly
should you say at a wedding involving two
husbands or two wives?

Most couples think it’s important to use the
right language. For Stephen Burdick and Alex
Sanchez, who were married in August, the
idea of being husbands was important, and the
officiant of their wedding pronounced them
“husband and husband.”

“It was the novelty of it for me,” said Burdick
about the choice to use those words.
“Husband. It’s official; it’s legal.”

For Thomas Landry an Hugh Kennedy, who
were married on July 30, it was a different
story, however. “We wanted it to be simple
and not obtrusive,” said Landry. “Husband
and wife, that really does belong to the
heterosexual world.” Landry and Kennedy
decided to be pronounced “partners for life.”

It’s not that one choice is more correct, but the
right language is a choice each couple needs
to make. “It’s worth asking the question: What
are we creating here? What is the name of
this?” said the Rev. Dorothy Emerson, a
Unitarian Universalist community minister
who’s performed several weddings (for both
same-sex and different sex-couples), and
who’s conducted services of union since the
1980s, before the civil marriages of same-sex
couples were legal.

To prepare for a wedding she asks couples,
“How do you want to be pronounced?” The
language involved in wedding
pronouncements is always changing, and “I
collect wording as | go along,” she said.

One of her more elaborate wedding
pronouncements was, “by the power of the
strength and love of this community, we, your
family and friends who have witnessed your
commitment and this ceremony of heart, now
pronounce you wedded partners for life.”

Another was “I now pronounce you partners

for life in a union legally recognized by the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts.”

“A lot of the early ceremonies | did were
couples [for whom] I had previously done a
service of union,” she said. For those couples,
who were already committed to each other for
life, the idea that marriage is a legally binding
union was the real meat and potatoes of their
wedding. Such couples like to emphasize the
legality of their marriage. For younger or
newer couples, the legal aspects of the
wedding often take a back seat to the creation
of a lifetime commitment.”

Some of the more simple pronouncements
include: “I now pronounce you married”; “I
now pronounce you spouses”; “I now
pronounce you wives”; “I now pronounce you
legally married spouses” and “I now
pronounce you companions for life.”

Bernadette Smith, who runs It’s About Time,
a wedding planning company for same-sex
couples, mentioned similar language. Many
couples chose to be pronounced “legally
married” or “partners for life,” she said. It’s
something couples think about, she said, but
it’s a personal choice. “It’s actually something
that’s so personal that the wedding planner
stays out of it,” she said.

“What I think is interesting is the effect it’s
had on straight couples,” said Emerson.
“[Now] they’re more creative in weddings.”

At the same time, “We’re seeing a major shift
in the kind of couples who are coming to us,”
said Smith. “Now we’re seeing a lot of
couples whose parents are involved ... our
weddings are becoming more traditional.”

And what happens once a leshian or gay
couple is legally married? It brings up another
quandary: What to call each other and how to
introduce each other?

“l usually hear partner or husband or wife.”
said Smith. “I think it’s whatever feels
comfortable.” A few people refer to each other
as “spouse.”

“I think some people choose husband or wife
just to validate their marriage in the eyes of
other people,” she said. Just having a wedding
ceremony gives the relationship “an amount of
weight and seriousness.” Certain language
“has the same effect.”

Emerson, who’s been in a relationship with
her wife, Donna Clifford for a long time, uses
the word “spouse.”

“In my case, | have over 15 years of
introducing Donna as my partner,” she said.
When they got married they wanted to say
something different. “[Spouse is] what we
chose after some amount of debate.” Between
the two of them, or when talking to close
friends, Emerson and Clifford will address
each other as wife.

Burdick says he refers to Sanchez as “my
husband.”

Landry said he and Kennedy refer to each
other as “life partners,” though in private they
joke to each other about being husbands. “We
don’t say partners because then people say,
what happened on July 30th?”

For Burdick, the issue of language can
sometimes turn amusing. “When | get phone
calls from Verizon, they say, is Mrs. Sanchez
there?” Burdick has a fun time explaining to
such callers just who Mrs. Sanchez is.



Getting Religion
By Ethan Jacobs

With all the blather from the fundamentalist
right about same-sex marriage, you’d think
that most clergy would run the other way
when same-sex couples come around looking
to be married. Thankfully there are several
denominations that allow clergy to marry
same-sex couples.

It’s little surprise that the Unitarian
Universalist Association (UUA), one of the
most pro-gay denominations around, allows
clergy to marry same-sex couples. Way back
in 1984, with Reagan in the White House and
Prince’s “When Doves Cry” topping the
charts, the UUA’s general assembly passed a
resolution to allow clergy to join same-sex
couples in ceremonies of union. On May 17,
2004, when the SJC’s Goodridge decision
went into effect, plaintiff couple Hilary and
Julie Goodridge were married in the UUA’s
Beacon Hill headquarters, and UUA President
the Rev. William Sinkford himself officiated.
Three days later the UUA’s Arlington Street
Church in Boston held a daylong wedding
marathon, marrying 49 couples.

Suffice it to say, if you’re looking for a
member of the UUA clergy to marry you, you
won’t have to go too far.

Another denomination with a longstanding
commitment to marriage equality for LGBT
people is Reform Judaism. Back in 1996 the
Convention of the Central Conference of
American Rabbis (CCAR), the central
rabbinical organization of the Reform
movement, passed a resolution in favor of
legal marriage between same-sex couples,
although it did not allow rabbis to perform
religious marriage ceremonies. That changed
in 2000 when the CCAR passed another
resolution permitting Reform rabbis to
officiate at same-sex weddings. The resolution
also gives rabbis the right to decline to
perform same-sex weddings, but overall many
Reform rabbis are supportive of marrying
same-sex couples.

The United Church of Christ (UCC) took a
history-making vote in its general synod in
July, becoming the first mainline Christian
denomination to officially support same-sex
marriage. Congregations within the UCC are
autonomous, and individual congregations can
decide whether or not to permit the marriage
of same-sex couples in their church. But as a
whole the UCC has a history of being a gay-
friendly denomination, and it stirred up
controversy last year when NBC and CBS
rejected its television ads featuring a same-sex
couple being turned away by one church and
welcomed by the UCC. Even before last
year’s resolution pastors were permitted to
marry same-sex couples, and many did.

There are several other denominations that
allow same-sex couples to marry. The
Metropolitan Community Church, a
denomination founded to serve the LGBT
community, will marry same-sex couples,
much to the surprise of no one. The Religious
Society of Friends, a/k/a the Quakers, gives
individual meetings the autonomy to decide
whether or not to marry same-sex couples, and

the Beacon Hill Monthly Meeting has allowed
same-sex couples to marry since 1988.
Reconstructionist Judaism, another
denomination with a long history of LGBT
inclusion, allows its clergy to marry same-sex
couples.

If you’re looking to be married by an
Episcopal minister, things are a little trickier.
While Episcopal clergy have been at the
forefront of the battle for marriage equality in
Massachusetts, the rules of their denomination
prohibit them from joining couples in holy
matrimony. Clergy may bless holy unions, and
some couples have opted to have ceremonies
with two officiants, an Episcopal pastor to
perform the ceremony and a member of the
clergy from another denomination signing the
license.

If you’re looking for clergy to officiate your
wedding, the Religious Coalition for the
Freedom to Marry (RCFM) has a small
database of clergy who might fit the bill at on
their Web site
(www.rcfm.org/resources/clergy.html). RCFM
also maintains a list on their site of the
hundreds of clergy from around the state who
have signed on to the organization’s
declaration of support for same-sex civil
marriage. Not all of those clergy support
religious marriage between same-sex couples,
and some are not permitted to marry same-sex
couples due to the rules of their denomination,
but it is as good a place as any to start looking
for the perfect person to officiate your
wedding.



Band vs. DJ
By Anthony King

Who knew that trying to decide between
a live band and a DJ for your wedding
would be such a hot topic? Thousands of
websites are dedicated to the debate.
Bands, DJs, wedding planners and, most
likely, your own mother, are losing sleep
over the decision. And engagements are
being called off because the brides
cannot agree (okay, | made that last one
up, but I’m sure it’s happened). So what
do you do? Did you even know there
was so much at stake? Pros for having a
live band are somewhat minimal, but
then so are the pros for a DJ. Bands are a
little more classy (of course The
Wedding Singer doesn’t exactly support this
theory), and they can get more people
involved because the music is live. Well,
maybe. That’s debatable. The music can be
personalized to the way the couple likes it,
sure, but | could personalize a DJ’s play list,
too.

DJ’s have literally thousands of songs to
choose from, but there really isn’t time to play
“thousands of songs” at your wedding and
besides, do we really need to hear every
Madonna remix? DJs are able to go all night
long (because of no breaks, silly), but you
don’t need music through speeches and
chocolate fountains, do you? In the DJ’s favor,
songs will be played by the original artists,
exactly like you and your guest remember
them, and there is nothing worse then a bad
cover of a good song (unless it’s karaoke, of
course, in which case | want an invite and a
live band).

Bands are more expensive. That is, unless
you’ve landed Junior Vasquez to spin for you.
I’m sure he’ll make you drop a few bucks.
The band may take

over, with your reception becoming more of a
concert than a highlight. Again, this is
debatable, and | know a
few DJs who can do the same thing these
days. The same is true for those who say the
DJ will take over by playing too loud
(you’ve never heard of a loud band?) There
are others complaints, too. Some guests will
find a DJ too informal (then don’t invite
Grandma), you’ll end up paying for the band’s
food (DJ’s don’t eat?), and so on and so on.

Okay, so a DJ is the typical gay way to go.
After all, you probably met your hubby in the
bathroom of a club on Lansdowne Street, and
you think having those pounding beats will
bring back fond memories. But on the other
hand, if you do decide to invite your
homophobic grandma, it’s hard to think of her

shaking her ass on the dance floor with all the
drag queens and kings you’re going to invite
(you wouldn’t forget Gaysha Starr, would
you?).

Honestly, the only conclusion | can come to,
is to just forget about it. Let the straights and
their wedding planners nit-pick over every
little decision for their weddings. Be different
and throw a good party, okay? And if you
don’t want to hear it from me (which |
assumed you wouldn’t), then take it from gay
wedding icon and author of last year’s most
important book about gay marriage, The
Commitment: Love, Sex, Marriage and My
Family, Dan Savage. While Savage was quick
to remind me that he and his boyfriend had an
anniversary party, not a wedding, he was kind
enough to shed some light on the big debate.
He says:

“This is just the sort of minutia that straight
couples obsess and battle over when they’re
planning their weddings. While | reject the
notion that gay people who marry are
somehow ‘acting straight,” | think we should
be thoughtful about what aspects of marriage
— the ceremony, the institution, the industry
— that we appropriate as we make marriage
our own. The cliché battling over this, that or
the other hugely unimportant, and quickly
forgotten, aspect of the ceremony or the
reception is something we should leave to the
straights. DJ? Live band? Who gives a shit?
Let the person in a couple who feels strongly
about this aspect choose. Then that person
should defer on some other point of
contention.”

There you have it, straight from one of our
favorite gay guy’s mouth. As a sidenote, I find
it important to note that Savage had both a live
band and a DJ at their anniversary party and
no, | wasn’t invited.



Everything You Wanted to
Know About Prenups

But Were Afraid to Ask
By Ethan Jacobs

Kanye West may have brought prenuptial
agreements back into popular consciousness
with his song “Gold Digger,” but you don’t
need to be a Grammy-winning rapper to
consider getting a prenup before you tie the
knot. Cambridge attorney Joyce Kauffman
said since same-sex couples began getting
married two years ago she’s seen the demand
for prenups in her office skyrocket.

“I have drafted more prenuptial agreements
for gay people in the last year and a half than |
did for straight people 10 years beforehand
because | think a lot of gay couples organize
their financial lives differently from
heterosexual couples, if for no other reason
than that we don’t have the tax advantages of
heterosexual couples,” said Kauffman.

And it’s not just wealthy LGBT couples
signing prenups before getting hitched.
Kauffman said there are plenty of reasons
couples should consider a prenuptial
agreement even if they don’t have a country
estate and a yacht.

“If one party enters into a marriage and has a
huge debt or an asset that they want to protect
for their children, for example, children from a
previous relationship, they might want to
consider a prenuptial agreement,” she said.
Kauffman said people often think of
prenuptial agreements as ways to protect each
partner’s assets in the event of divorce, but
they also protect partners’ debts. Without a
prenup, if one partner enters the marriage with
a massive debt the spouse could be
responsible for half of it in the event of a
divorce.

And since many same-sex couples are
entering marriage with children from prior
relationships, prenuptial agreements can also
be a good way to secure some assets for them
that won’t be touched in the event of any
divorce proceedings, Kauffman explained.

There are other good reasons for prenuptial
agreements. People might have some other
asset, such as a family business, that they want
to keep completely separate from the marital
estate. The bottom line is that there’s no one-
size-fits-all approach to the prenup.

That said, same-sex couples should keep in
mind that they could face problems getting
their agreement enforced.

“If a couple leaves Massachusetts... [and]
they’re living in a state that doesn’t recognize
the marriage they may not be able to get

divorced,” Kauffman explained.

If that happens and one party decides not to
follow the terms of the agreement, the other
partner will have to convince a court to
enforce the agreement, even if that state does
not recognize marriage. While not a foolproof
solution, Kauffman recommended including
language in the agreement acknowledging that
the marriage may not be recognized
everywhere but stating that both parties see
the document as a binding contract. It may
convince a judge to enforce the terms of the
agreement even if by law they cannot grant a
divorce.

Kauffman said there are other considerations
for couples hoping to get a prenup.

“It must be in writing. Each person must be
represented by separate counsel. Each person
has to make full financial disclosure about
income, assets, liabilities and expectations of
inheritance or future income. It has to be
entered into freely and voluntarily, no fraud,
no duress. It has to be fair and reasonable

under the circumstances when it’s signed. And

it also must include an informed waiver of
spousal rights,” said Kauffman. The latter
waiver means that spouses agree to give up
what rights they would have in standard
divorce proceedings to agree instead to the
terms of the prenup.

When it comes time for the agreement to be
enforced Kauffman said the judge could
refuse to do so if the outcome would be

“unconscionable,” leaving one of the parties in

dire financial straits or being otherwise unfair,
as determined by the court.

Despite their potential benefits, many people
look down on prenuptial agreements as a
statement that the couple doesn’t expect the
marriage to last. Kauffman said for couples
who are antsy about the agreements, one
common option is to put “sunset” clauses in

the agreement so that over time the terms
change. Couples can set up the agreement so
that at first all assets are kept separate but over
time more of them become jointly owned.
And even after a couple signs a prenup, they
can both choose to end it at any time.

One last piece of advice Kauffman offered
was to take care of the prenuptial agreement
well before the day of the wedding. The
process can be time-consuming, and no one
wants to compound the stress of getting
married with the stress of signing a prenup.



Celebrating That Last Night

of Freedom
By Linda Rodriguez

According to widely accepted reports, it was
the Romans who first happened upon the idea
of celebrating the death of a man’s
bachelorhood. Back in the fifth century, in
Sparta, legions of drunken Romans would
celebrate and toast their marrying friend’s
health on the eve of his nuptials. The
bachelorette party, of course, didn’t follow for
many a century.

In any case, thanks to our far-thinking Roman
ancestors and the countless subsequent
generations, any bar-going person on any
given weekend night is likely to see a sloppy,
drunken bride or groom being shuttled from
place to place by legions of well-meaning
enablers. However, despite the fact that at all
times of the year, places like Condom World
and Sweet n’ Nasty are overrun by overeager
hordes of giggling bridal tag-alongs, and
places like Centerfolds, one of the few
remaining strip clubs in the city of Boston, are
overrun by overeager hordes of horny young
men, this fascinating nuptial tradition has
surprisingly not carried over into the LGBT
community.

Bernadette Smith, founder and president of
It’s About Time, a lesbian-owned wedding
planning service, says that in the more than 25
weddings she’s helped make happen, she has
yet to see a bachelor or bachelorette party.
“It’s disappointing,” she said, laughing. “I’d
like to be invited!”

Smith says that their previous clientele
consisted mainly of people in their late 30s,
many of whom already had kids, a house, pets
together — a demographic making up a
majority of the couples married since the
Goodridge decision. Now, she says, their
clientele is skewing toward the late 20s, and
she’s expecting the self-imposed ban on
bachelor/bachelorette parties to lift. “I think
we’re going to see it happening more,” she
said.

David Toussaint, author of Gay and Leshian
Weddings: Planning the Perfect Same-Sex
Ceremony, agrees, noting that as same-sex
marriage vies to become more mainstream,
gay and lesbian couples are more likely to
follow straight traditions. While some gay
couples have forsaken the tradition, “because
it’s dated and bigoted and it applies to straight
couple,” he said, “it really depends on where
the couple is coming from.”

However, he also says that the traditionally
conceived bachelor or bachelorette party —
the drunken, debauched “last taste of

freedom” model — is one that many gay and
lesbian couples tend to shy away from. “They
don’t like the concept, ‘This is my last night
of freedom,’” he said. “They believe it should
be the start of something wonderful, not
something negative.”

With that in mind, we here at Bay Windows

want to support equality wherever we can and
that includes the hitherto unplumbed depths of
the bachelor/bachelorette party planning. Here

is a brief guide to hosting a before the
wedding bash.

Making it happen

The first step to any good bachelor or
bachelorette party is just figuring out who will
be throwing the thing. In the het world, it’s
typical for the party to be thrown and hosted
by the maid/matron of honor or the best man.
In the LGBT community, rules can be a little
bit different.

“I think those roles have sort of dwindled in
gay weddings... because the rules are getting
rewritten,” said Toussaint. “Do the same rules
apply? Well, there aren’t really any rules.”

Toussaint recommended a “common sense”
course of action: “If you really want one, you
throw it yourself,” he said. “Or — you hint!
It’s kind of like registering.”

Once you’ve figured out who’s throwing the
thing, it then is up to the host to decide how
it’s going to go down. Since traditional
bachelor and bachelorette parties have been
predicated along gender lines — no pinks in
the blues, so to speak — same-sex couples are
in a uniquely difficult position: Do you have a
joint bash or separate?

“One thing occurs to me is that if the original
purpose of the party is for same gender
bonding before one gets married, then being in
a same-sex relationship kind of puts that one
out,” laughed Kathryn Hamm, president of
GayWeddings.com, who has clocked six years

in the same-sex wedding business. What she
recommends is basing that decision on where
your friendship groups are and basically, what
you want out of your party. If it makes sense
for you to have separate bashes, because you
like to party in different ways and you have
separate enough groups of friends, then that’s
the way to go.



