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Living in a major metropolitan area means that if you drive in the downtown areas, you are bound to find at least a few one way streets.  This is to be expected and as you navigate around town you learn to use these streets to get to your final destination.

When it comes to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness, however, I would think that there should never be one way streets.  


All that we hear about today is diversity.  According to the Merriam-Webster Dictionary the definition of diverse is “the condition of being diverse : variety; especially : the inclusion of diverse people (as people of different races or cultures) in a group or organization <programs intended to promote diversity in schools”.

According to the Wikipedia Online Encyclopedia the definition of diversity used in politics is “the political and social policy of encouraging tolerance for people of different backgrounds”.

According to the “Things That Trouble Me” in my mind dictionary the definition of diversity is “the allowance of anything that people would never even think of discussing thirty years ago and the outlawing of everything that people held in high esteem thirty years ago”.


Even though I made up that last definition, I think most readers will get the point.  The idea for this column came to me as I read an email about the latest attack on Christianity in the name of diversity.


In a 5-4 decision, the U.S. Supreme Court rejected ruled against a law school chapter of the Christian Legal Society located at the University of California's Hastings School of Law. The law school denied official recognition to the student chapter of the Christian Legal Society. While CLS welcomes anyone to attend meetings and events, it requires that the officers and voting members who provide direction for the Society agree with and abide by the group's Statement of Faith. UC Hastings considers CLS' faith requirement to be in conflict with the school's non-discrimination policies.

Now on the surface of this ruling it just makes me mad that the U. S. Supreme Court would take away the rights of a small club of Christians that wanted to meet weekly or monthly at their law school.  Then as the ruling kept swirling around in my mind and festering an absolutely horrible taste in my mouth, I began to wonder about some of the other so-called diversity born groups at this school.


For instance, let’s look at the most obvious club to stand against the Christian club.  The gay and lesbian club has a chapter at this school. (the lack of capitalism was on purpose because I don’t feel they deserve it)  While I am sure that they allow anyone to attend their meetings the same as the Christian club, they also require that anyone who is in a leadership capacity to be …… a gay or lesbian.  Can you imagine a board of directors for the gay and lesbian clubs being populated completely by straight heterosexuals?  But I don’t see their club being banned for not allowing straight people to be their leaders.


How about the Jewish Club?  I also noticed that they have a chapter on this campus.  I also noticed that they require that the people that lead their club chapters must be ……Jewish,  I can see they picture of the future now where the Jewish club is being led by a board comprised of a Southern Baptist, a leader of the Nazi party and a lesbian.


How about a chapter of the United Negro College Fund being led by a Caucasian, a Latino and a   Korean?


Okay.  So I’m getting a little carried away here but the point is, when did we lose all prospects of having any common sense whatsoever in our court system?  American citizens wonder daily about the fairness of today’s court system and rightly so.  While the courts have to rule on a lot of varied cases, if they continue to issue rulings that are so far out of sync with the citizens that they are supposed to serve, those citizens will lose all respect for the entire court system.


Our American courts have to start using a little common sense in their rulings.  And those same courts need to have some kind of awakening on the definition of diversity.  They cannot continue to say that American citizens have to accept diversity and only apply that diversity to certain groups.

Of course the Christian groups are going to be led by Christians.  Who else would anyone with common sense think was going to lead them.


Until the day that we hear the court system say that the gay and lesbian group has to open their leadership to straight people, or the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People’s can be led by a white man, or the local Nazi group can be led by a Jewish woman, then we don’t want to be told that a non-Christian should be allowed to lead the Christian group.


Unfortunately, the U. S. Supreme Court apparently thinks that diversity is a one way street and that traffic is not allowed to run both ways.  What they need to learn is that diversity means that Christians are allowed to speak too.


And as far as the federal government and all of their quickly passed laws and executive orders that proclaim that all of our citizens must be subject to the whimsical views of a few?  Well, we just have to remember that this is the same government that doesn’t know that illegal immigration is illegal.


We can change that in the coming months.


Remember in November,  
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