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LGBT activist 
loses battle 
with cancer
Roger Reisdorf 
May 30, 1949 - Nov. 21, 2010

BY TARA CAVANAUGH

Roger Reisdorf, a 
renowned activist in the 
LGBT community, died 
Nov. 21 after battling 
colon cancer for three 
years. He was 51.

Reisdorf was heav-
ily involved with Af-
firmations Community 
Center in Ferndale. He 
volunteered, served on 
the board of directors, 
helped raise more than 

$5 million needed to open the new center in 
2007, and also helped create a $500,000 endow-
ment. The center honored Reisdorf with the Jan 
Stevenson Award for commitment and dedication 
in 2006, and the Chuck Moyer Philanthropic 
Award in 2010.

Kat LaTosche, the chief operating officer at 
Affirmations, knew Reisdorf for five years. “He 
was a very kind, gentle person,” she said, “one of 
those people who was always behind the scenes, 
a quiet understated guy.”

Even after being diagnosed with cancer, “He 
never missed a meeting,” LaTosche said. “He was 
always at the fundraising events and extra center 
gatherings and doing what he said he would do.”

In addition to his work for Affirmations, Re-
isdorf contributed to many other organizations. 
He was dedicated to his faith as a reader at the 
First Church of Christ Scientist in Plymouth. He 
was a member of the President’s Club at Ferris 
State University until his death. 

Reisdorf, who had a B.S. in public admin-
istration from Ferris, also worked for the Wyatt 
Corporation and Granderview Nursing Home. 

Later in his life, Reisdorf served as V.P. with 
McWilliams Credit Reports in charge of opera-
tions. For the last five years, he worked as the 
executive assistant to the director of the Detroit 
Transportation Corporation. 

Reisdorf is survived by two brothers, Robin 
and Christopher Reisdorf, and special friends 
Stephen Ross, Donn Tufts, and Michael Sawdy. 

Memorials are encouraged to the St. Joseph 
Mercy Health System Oncology Department in 
Ann Arbor, Affirmations in Ferndale, or First 
Church of Christ Scientist in Plymouth.

Roger Reisdorf

New 2011 national rules for 
hospital visitation rights will 
impact LGBT patients

 “Where we have 
heard complaints 
is where family 
members have 
refused to allow 
a patient’s 
partner to visit 
or have chosen 
to disregard 

what the patient has indicated 
in their Durable Power of 
Attorney for Medical Care 
document regarding visitation.” 

- Jay Kaplan, staff attorney. 

Michigan ACLU LGBT Project

Individuals can protect the rights of a partner to make decisions 
and to be able to receive information about medical care if 
they have an attorney set them up with a patient advocate 
designation and a HIPAA medical privacy release.

BY CRYSTAL A. PROXMIRE

LGBT patients will have the right to de-
termine who can visit them, including their do-
mestic partners, according to new rules regard-
ing hospital visitation rights set forth by U.S. 
President Barack Obama. However, the rules 
do not completely protect the rights of domestic 
partners in some traumatic circumstances.

A regulation published Nov. 17 by the De-
partment of Health and Human Services will re-
quire any hospital that receives federal Medicare 
and Medicaid funding to allow patients the right 
to decide who visits them. The regulation also 
prohibits discrimination against visitors based 
on their gender identity, sexual orientation and 
other protected classes. Hospitals must also now 
inform all patients of their right to select visitors.

In April, Obama wrote a memo to the 
DHHS: “It should be made clear that designated 
visitors... should enjoy visitation privileges that 
are no more restrictive than those that immedi-
ate family members enjoy. Every day across 
America, patients are denied the kindness and 
caring of a loved one at their sides-whether in 
a sudden medical emergency or a prolonged 
hospital stay.” 

Patients in Michigan, who have had the 
freedom to choose visitors guaranteed since the 
early 90s, can now rest assured that right is theirs 
no matter where in the country they travel. How-
ever, the policy does not automatically protect 
partners and family members when a patient is 
incapacitated and unable to communicate his 
or her wishes. 

“Don’t rely on the government to come 
up with all the solutions,” said estate law attor-
ney Michael Witzke of Witzke Berry PLLC in 
Bloomfield Hills. “Take advantage of the rules 
we have now. The people you care about are 
the ones who are going to be taking care of you 
in an emergency. That’s why you should set up 
proper legal documentation.” 

The regulation allows gay and lesbian part-
ners to determine visitors for an incapacitated 
patient and states that hospitals should ask for 

legal documentation of a relationship only if 
a patient cannot speak and there is a dispute 
among parties. 

Witzke said that individuals can protect the 
rights of a partner to make decisions and to be 
able to receive information about medical care if 
they have an attorney set them up with a patient 
advocate designation and a HIPAA medical 
privacy release. He also said that parents should 

consider a delegation of parental powers form. 
This is useful for any parent with a child who is 
over 18 but would still like their parent to have 
control in an emergency situation. 

“Patients’ families have denied significant 
others from being in the room. Unless docu-
mentation is in place they can still be shut out 
of their loved one’s care,” Witzke said.

Jay Kaplan, staff attorney with the Michi-
gan ACLU LGBT Project said that his organi-
zation has not received many complaints about 
hospital visitation issues. 

“Where we have heard complaints is where 
family members have refused to allow a patient’s 
partner to visit or have chosen to disregard what 
the patient has indicated in their Durable Power 
of Attorney for Medical Care document regard-
ing visitation,” Kaplan said. “I am aware of one 
particular incident, where a lesbian patient’s 
partner was not informed about the progress 
of the patient’s surgery by the hospital, even 
though she was the listed contact person on the 
Power of Attorney.”

Kaplan praised the regulation as “a good 
first step,” and added that it can help improve 
life for people in more than just the emergency 
room setting. “I believe that this rule could 
have a large impact on LGBT patients living in 
nursing homes and assisted care facilities (that 
accept Medicare payments), who may have 
been forced to go back into the closet out of fear 
and are afraid or concerned that their visitation 
preferences would not be honored.”

The new regulation takes effect Jan. 18, 
2011. 

“Because it would be inconsistent with 
the U.S. Constitution,” said Cooper.

“As interpreted by the U.S. Supreme 
Court,” interjected Hawkins.

“Yes,” conceded Cooper.
But in 1870, the U.S. Supreme Court 

probably would not have interpreted the 
constitution to forbid segregation, would it? 
asked Hawkins.

Cooper conceded that was probably true.
“Well, how is this different?” asked 

Hawkins.
When Cooper tried to argue that society 

has a rational interest in the creation of chil-

dren and in promoting responsible procreation 
to ensure that children are adequately cared 
for, Judge Reinhardt suggested that might be 
a “good argument for prohibiting divorce.”

Judge Smith jumped in to challenge Coo-
per on this point, too. He noted that California 
domestic partnership laws provide same-sex 
couples with all the same benefits and rights 
to marriage, including those involving child-
rearing. What is the rational reason for denying 
same-sex couples the designation of the word 
marriage, he wondered.

Gay legal activists seemed pleased with 
how the arguments went Monday.

Evan Wolfson, head of the national 
Freedom to Marriage Project, said that, overall 
“it looks promising, both on standing and on 
the merits.” 

Jenny Pizer, head of Lambda Legal De-
fense’s Marriage Project, said she wouldn’t 
be surprised if the panel’s eventual ruling 
includes “multiple decisions” on how they 
reached the same outcome “with different 
reasonings.”

“And if they conclude Prop 8 is invalid 
while disagreeing about the details of why,” 
said Pizer, “that may be just fine.”

The panel is expected to render its 
decision on both the standing issue and the 
constitutionality of Proposition 8 within a 
few months. Boies speculated during a post-
argument press conference that the earliest the 
panel would likely render a decision is early 
next year and the earliest the case might be 
heard by the Supreme Court - during its almost 
inevitable appeal - would be 2012.	

® Prop 8
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