Women’s Restroom A Thing Of The Past
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A call to all women, how do you feel about having men in the women’s restroom?  Suppose you went to the women’s restroom for a call of nature and there was a man in there who was also answering the call of nature.

How about if you took your young daughter or granddaughter into the women’s restroom, only to find a man at the sink washing his hands after relieving himself.  Would this make you feel a little uncomfortable?  


Well, get used to it because at the rate this nation is going it will not be long before that is a possibility in cities around the country.

This Monday, the South Bend City Council will consider City Ordinance # 30-10, which has been mislabeled by some as merely a minor change in the city’s human rights law, according to the American Family Association of Indiana.. Far from being a minor item, this ordinance threatens the religious freedom of business owners, employees, citizens and organizations. The ordinance is being driven by homosexual demands groups and resurrected for the third time after repeated failures.  It is so poorly written that it could allow men with a gender identity disorder to use a women’s changing room at a local Kohl’s or JC Penny (for example) exposing mothers and children to their lifestyle choices. Under 30-10 a man could not be barred from entering or using a women’s locker room at a fitness center unless the business wanted to risk a costly discrimination lawsuit. The ordinance grants special rights to cross dressers and homosexuals based solely upon their behavioral choices.  Even the failure to embrace "perceived" gender confusion could be a basis for suing a business owner.
This is not simply a set of observations from AFA-IN surrounding a political ordinance. This is the opinion of legal scholars that were asked to review this ordinance who have expertise in these types of measures at the Alliance Defense Fund. They have described the ordinance as vague and poorly written, and classified the so-called religious exemption as intentionally deceptive.
Here is a real life example not too far from South Bend. In Lansing, Michigan a cross-dressing man who had successfully applied for his fitness club membership by mail using his female name of “Naomi,” attempted to enter the women’s locker room at a fitness center. Thankfully, a center employee saw him and blocked his entrance. The ACLU threatened to sue the business on behalf of the cross-dresser and homosexual activists who supported his agenda. Thankfully local residents had recently rejected an ordinance just like South Bend’s 30-10. The defeat of the ordinance protected the center’s owners, employees and patrons from his exposure, misbehavior and a costly politically charged lawsuit from the far-left.
Now I don’t know about you but I tend to think that the majority American citizens would not be  agreeable to, or comfortable with, having men of ANY sexual orientation in the women’s restroom of ANY local business.

I know that the Obama administration has been pushing this diversity agenda really hard but at some point the American citizens have got to stand up and say enough is enough.  
When the founding fathers wrote the Constitution with the phase that “all men are created equal”, I do not believe that their intention was for all men to be allowed to intrude on the privacy of women in their restroom. 

While we are on that subject, WHY would ANY man want to use the women’s restroom when they have a perfectly good one located right next to it?  There is only one reason that I can legitimately think of and that would be that the women’s restroom is cleaner than the men’s restroom.  But if men start using the women’s restroom all the time, it will end up no cleaner than the men’s.

Any other reason that ANY man would want to continually use the women’s restroom would be perverted.  But then we have to remember that this is a gay agenda that is being pushed by gay activists.  The whole point of their agenda is not so they can use the women’s restroom but to have the RIGHT to use the women’s restroom.  Of course, once the right has been gained, they will actually use the women’s restroom instead of the men’s simply to prove they can and WE can’t do anything about it.
I cannot believe that ANY man, straight, gay or otherwise, would actually WANT to use a women’s restroom for anything unless they are perverted and wanting to actually do or see something lewd or private.

Whether they want to admit it or not, there are still some things in this country that are private and gender specified.  If you are not a woman, then you need to stay out of the women’s restroom.  That is the way it is, that is the way it has always been, and that is the way it is going to stay.

I am sure that if they ever get this law passed in any city, that any man worth half a grain of salt, will be standing outside the women’s restroom while his wife, daughter, granddaughter, sister or any other female in his life, and just waiting for any perverted man to try to enter the restroom.  I know that if I am ever put in that position, the man who tries to enter the door may be a man when he tries but will feel like a women as he limps away.
It is time to put a stop to all this nonsense and take back our country.  Talk to YOUR Senators and Representatives and find out their views.  Look up their voting records and see if they vote the way YOU want them to.  

Then remember that when you enter the voting booth in November.
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