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	� omments on proposed 
rules implementing  
Real ID are being 

reviewed as Congress begins 
to question whether the plan 
should move forward. 
  Real ID is the federal law 
requiring states to standard-
ize driver’s licenses, essen-
tially creating a national ID 
card. It was tacked on to a 
must-pass appropriations bill 
two years ago and passed 
with virtually no discussion. 
  As states have learned the 
law’s details, uproar has en-
sued. More than a dozen 
states have passed statutes or 
resolutions against Real ID. 
  The Vermont House passed 
a resolution in opposition. A 

similar resolution was intro-
duced in the Senate, and 
sponsored by a majority of 
senators. 
  The Senate Transportation 
Co mmi t tee ,  ho weve r , 
brought out a bill to begin 
implementation. As more 
questions arose nationally 
about Real ID, though, the 
bill was put on hold. 
  In May, Sen. Patrick Leahy, 
who chairs the Senate Judici-
ary Committee, held hearings 
in Washington on Real ID. 
Testimony against the pro-
posal came from a variety of 
people, including ACLU-
Vermont Executive Director 
Allen Gilbert. 
  Real ID would require Ver-

monters to go to a DMV 
office to have their identities 
proven by providing a birth 
certificate, Social Security 
card, and other identification. 
These documents would be 
scanned and kept on file. All 
licenses would be required to 
have photos on them, and 
license information would be 
shared among states. 
  The system would be ex-
pensive — $8 million for 
Vermont, with no federal aid. 
  Some data experts think the 
system could actually 
threaten security rather than 
protect it. A driver’s license 
would become a national 
super-identity card — invit-
ing identity thieves. 
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� he ACLU-Vermont’s 
third annual student 
“Bill of Rights 101” 

conference was held this year 
in Brattleboro, giving students 
in the southern part of the 
state the opportunity to spend 
a day discussing civil liberties 
issues and legal cases. 
   Attorneys Steve Saltonstall 
(pictured in photo at right) 

and Sandy Shriver, along with 
Vermont Law School Profes-
sor Jackie Gardina, led stu-
dents through case studies and 
discussions of topical issues. 
  Free speech and habeas cor-
pus were major topics, re-
flecting interest in the 
ACLU’s Guiles v. Marineau 
case and ongoing events in 
Washington. 
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��t was a very busy spring. 
The Legislature went into 
high gear, the effects of 

the change in Congress be-
came apparent, and the Su-
preme Court issued a major 
abortion decision. 
  The court’s “partial-birth” 
abortion ban ruling con-
firmed many people’s worst 
fears: Through his court ap-
pointments, President Bush 
will cast a long shadow over 
constitutional freedoms. 
  The Gonzales v. Carhart 
decision suggests that the 
current court is moving back 
to a time when the law did 
not protect women’s health. 
  The court disregarded the 
medical opinion of leading 
doctors who opposed the ban. 
Even if a woman’s health is 
threatened, the court essen-
tially said, “Too bad.” 
  There was some good news 
out of Washington to balance 

the bad. 
  The Defense Department 
announced it was disbanding 
the “Talon” program. This 
was the Pentagon program 
that spied on peace activists 
protesting at military installa-
tions and even recruiting 
offices. Several Vermont 
groups were targeted. 
  Sen. Patrick Leahy deserves 
credit for keeping up the 
pressure on the Pentagon to 
end the program. He also 
deserves credit for fighting 
Real ID, and for champion-
ing the restoration of habeas 
corpus rights stripped away 
by the previous Congress’s 
Military Commissions Act. 
  And one more bit of good 
news was a compromise 
Leahy brokered on the immi-
gration bill the Senate con-
sidered. It would have al-
lowed some Mexican work-
ers to stay on Vermont dairy 

farms, helping to correct a 
thorny issue. Unfortunately, 
the Senate immigration bill 
hit stormy waters. 
  The context for many of the 
issues affecting foreign 
workers is an Immigration 
and Customs Enforcement 
(ICE) program called 
“Endgame.” It’s a 10-year 
campaign to track down and 
deport all immigrants living 
and working in the United 
States without proper docu-
mentation. The tactics used 
to carry it out have, at times, 
become vicious, as seen in 
the March raid of a New 
Bedford, Mass., factory. 
  Our NSA phone records 
case slowed as the federal 
lawsuit was transferred with 
similar cases to California for 
multi-district litigation. 
  For news about the Ver-
mont Legislature, see the 
wrap-up on the next page. 
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� he ACLU of Vermont 
acknowledges with 
sadness the passing of 

legendary journalist, colum-
nist, and long-time ACLU 
supporter Molly Ivins.   
  We were fortunate to have 
Molly come to Vermont on 
two separate occasions, first 
in 1997, and again in 2003, 
packing the Burlington 
Sheraton both times.  These 
benefit appearances were 
part of her vow to do some-
thing for the ACLU at least 
once a month. 
  Molly never wavered in her 
commitment to the mission 
of the ACLU, and worked 

tirelessly as a spokesperson 
to benefit our organization. 
  Her legacy of support will 
live on through her bequest 
to the ACLU, a gesture she 
energetically encouraged 
others to make as well.  As 
she put it, "I can't think of 
anything I'd rather do with 
my worldly goods than fund 
folks who will be a pain in 
the ass to whatever powers 
come to be." 
  To learn how to make a 
bequest for the future of the 
ACLU, please visit aclu.org/
legacy or call toll-free, 877-
867-1025. 
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�� or those who may not 
know the lead author, 
Anthony Romero is 

the executive director of the 
National ACLU. He’s No. 5 
on Bernard Goldberg’s list of 
“100 people who are screw-
ing up America,” leading 
what Bill O’Reilly calls the 
“most dangerous organiza-
tion” in the country. 
  In this book you can see 
why Romero, and the ACLU 
generally, are so often vili-
fied. Romero tells uncom-
fortable stories about incon-
venient things — things that 
never should have happened 
but did  — because constitu-
tional rights weren’t re-
spected. 
  In Defense of Our America 

is five stories about five very 
different issues involving 
very different people. 
  There’s John Walker Lindh, 
the so-called “American ter-
rorist”; the Dover, Pa., 
School Board, which wanted 
intelligent design taught in 
Dover schools; the effort in 
South Dakota in 2006 to ban 
all abortions; a developmen-
tally delayed gay Hispanic 
teenager who got caught in a 
web of sex offense charges; a 
protestor snagged by the Pen-
tagon’s secret “Talon” spy 
program; and prisoners held 
in New Orleans infamous 
Orleans Parish Prison during 
hurricane Katrina. 
  What makes these stories so 
powerful is that the abuses 

underlying each of them 
were done in our name, sup-
posedly to protect us — from 
terror, from sex, from the 
secular, from criminals. 
  The “protection” often 
meant the trampling of indi-
vidual rights and the aggran-
dizement of power by the 
already powerful. 
  These are the very things 
the Constitution is supposed 
to protect us from. 
  But the Constitution is not a 
self-enforcing document. So 
when respect for the rule of 
law wanes, as it has in the 
last six years, trouble builds 
– as In Defense of Our Amer-
ica shows. 

 — Allen Gilbert 
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In Defense of Our America by Anthony Romero and Dina Temple-Raston, Morrow, 2007 
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��  more detailed review 
of legislative actions 
can be found on our 

Web site (www.acluvt.org), 
but here are some highlights. 
  Innocence protection bill 
passed. DNA can be a pow-
erful exoneration tool, as has 
been shown time and again 
by the national Innocence 
Project. Passage of this bill 
must be considered one of 
the session’s biggest wins. 
  Parental notif ication 
measure introduced, but is 
turned back. When the Su-
preme Court’s decision ban-
ning “partial birth” abortions 
came down this spring, abor-
tion opponents quickly 
moved to take advantage of 
the wedge created by the 
court. A parental notification 
measure was tacked on to 
another bill, but it failed. 
  Campaign finance bill 
crafted but vetoed. Last 

year the U.S. Supreme Court 
overturned Vermont’s cam-
paign finance law. The Leg-
islature developed a replace-
ment law with changes it 
hoped would pass constitu-
tional muster. The governor 
vetoed the bill, saying the bill 
favored “special interests.” 
  Discrimination based on 
gender identity outlawed. 
This bill was fine-tuned and 
resubmitted after a guberna-
torial veto last year. The law 
adds “gender identity” to the 
list of classes protected from 
discrimination. 
  “Civil commitment lite” 
sneaks through conference 
committee at session’s end. 
This bill flouts numerous 
constitutional protections. 
Testimony was limited, and 
the bill passed the House 
only after a rules suspension 
at the end of the session. A 
court challenge is likely. 

  End-of-life choices ad-
vanced, but ultimately de-
feated. This measure went 
further this session than be-
fore – out of committee and 
to the House floor. But in-
tense lobbying by opponents 
and emotional debate led to 
defeat on the House floor. 
  Medical marijuana use 
expanded. The quantity of 
marijuana a registered user 
can grow and possess was 
raised, and the range of ill-
nesses broadened. Stripped 
from the bill was language 
protecting nursing home use. 
  Discrimination investiga-
tions in prisons allowed. 
The Department of Correc-
tions wanted the Legislature 
to strip the authority of the 
Vermont Human Rights 
Commission to investigate  
discrimination in the state’s 
prisons, following a court 
ruling. The move failed. 
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��n the summer of 2005, a 
Connecticut library con-
sortium called Library 

Connection was served by 
the FBI with a National Se-
curity Letter demanding pa-
tron information. The con-
sortium decided to resist and 
filed suit, with help from the 
ACLU. 
  The “John Doe” librarians 
involved were gagged from 
saying anything about the 
case – until now. During a 
visit this spring to the Uni-
versity of Vermont,  Peter 
Chase and George Christian 
gave an inside look at how 
the USA PATRIOT Act is 
being applied. 
  The gag order prevented 
Chase and Christian from 
telling anyone about the case 

for eight months—including 
library staff, family mem-
bers, and the media. 
  When they met with ACLU 
officials, they couldn’t be 
identified. They couldn’t 
attend their first court hear-
ing because if they did their 
identities might be revealed. 
When Congress debated and 
reauthorized the PATRIOT 
Act, they were prevented 
from testifying about the law. 
  A news reporter called 
Chase’s house one night. 
Chase wasn’t home, but his 
son was. The reporter told 
the boy his father was being 
investigated by the FBI. 
When the boy asked his fa-
ther what he had done, Chase 
couldn’t talk about the case – 
even to explain to his son the 

predicament he was in. 
  The “John Doe” librarians’ 
vindication came with with-
drawal of the gag order and a 
news headline that read 
“Patriot Act Smackdown: 
Librarians 1, FBI 0.” Eventu-
ally, the FBI dropped the 
entire investigation, having 
determined the case was 
meritless. 
  Two days before Chase and 
Christian’s talk at UVM, the 
inspector general of the De-
partment of Justice detailed 
abuses in the FBI’s use of 
secret NSL orders. Congress 
is asking questions. 
  The librarians’ visit was 
sponsored by the Vermont 
Library Association. 
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