4

THE
DEFENDER

July - December
2007

Newsletter of the American Civil Liberties Union of Iowa

Vol. 35, Nos. 3-4

Iowa Voters Care About Civil Liberties

As Jowa voters continue to meet with
presidential candidates and focus on whom
they will support in the caucuses, we hope
they will press the candidates on the vital
issue of restoring the rule of law in America.
To date, few candidates in either major
party have renounced the abuse of power
by the Executive Branch.

Iowans should ask candidates about
their views on eavesdropping on Americans
without a court order, on torture, on secret
U.S.-sponsored overseas prisons, on closing
down the Guantanamo Bay prison, and the
whole host of incursions on civil liberties
brought about by the Bush Administration
running roughshod over the Constitution.

A recent poll of likely caucus-goers
shows that they have strong opinions about
all these issues and more. The poll of 804
likely Iowa caucus-goers was conducted in
September 2007 by a respected national
polling firm on behalf of the American Civil
Liberties Union (ACLU) and has a margin
of sampling error of plus or minus 4.9%.

by Anthony D. Romero and R. Ben Stone

The poll shows that Democrats, and a
good number of Republicans too, are
strongly united in their desire that the next
president restore and protect our civil
liberties and our precious Constitution.
Iowa Democrats also express a high degree
of anger with the failure of Congress to
provide the necessary checks and balances
on the Executive Branch and its attacks on
our civil liberties.

The poll shows that Democratic voters
in particular are adamant: they want the
next president to uphold the Constitution
and oppose torture, warrantless
eavesdropping, and the unlawful treatment
of Guantanamo detainees. A full 94% of
Democrats want the next president to make
clear “that the policy of the United States is
to oppose torture and follow the Geneva
Conventions,” and they are joined by 77%
of Republicans. Republicans voters, at 59%,
also support the statement that the next
president should “work with Congress to
establish a legal definition of ‘enemy

combatant’ rather than leaving it up to each
president to decide,” a view supported by
88% of Democrats.

On the need to restore habeas corpus for
people held at Guantanamo, 88% of
Democrats agree; Republicans 42%. Eighty-
four percent of Democrats agreed that the
government should have to get a court order
to listen to the telephone calls of people in
the U.S.; Republicans 46%. And on the issue
of closing Guantanamo and scheduling U.S.
trials for terrorist suspects being held there,
80% of Iowa Democrats concur; Republicans
33%.

Democrats are particularly united in
expressing displeasure with Congress’ lack of
oversight of the Executive Branch on civil
liberties, with 83% saying the Congress has
not been effective in protecting constitutional
rights from Bush Administration policies, a
statement supported by only 19% of
Republicans.

(continued on page 3)

Recent Poll:
Constitution

Civil Liberties Union (ACLU).

Republicans);

lowa caucus-goers want the next president to:

*  End torture: Gnake it clear that the policy of the United States is to oppose torture and follow the Geneva ConventionsO
(94% of Democrats, 77% of Republicans);

*  Define Genemy combatantQ Qvork with Congress to establish a legal definition of @nemy combatantOrather than
leaving it up to each president to decideO(88% of Democrats, 59% of Republicans);

*  Restore habeas corpus: Gestore habeas corpus rights for people held at GuantanamoO(88% of Democrats, 42% of

Iowa Caucus-Goers Seek a President Who Will End Torture and Restore the

Iowa Democrats Overwhelmingly Want Next Chief Executive to Protect Civil Liberties, and Seek
More Assertive Congress; Republicans Join Democrats on Some Key Issues

DES MOINES, IA - Likely lowa caucus-goers express a strong desire to elect a president who will do more to protect civil
liberties and the Constitution, according to a recent survey of 804 lowa likely caucus-goers conducted for the American

The poll also found that the vast majority of likely lowa Democratic caucus-goers are dissatisfied with CongressQeffort
to check presidential abuses of power, and that a majority of likely Republican caucus-goers support two key civil
liberties issues. lowa Democrats express an overwhelming preference for a presidential candidate who will uphold the
Constitution, and Republicans oppose torture and support defining Gnemy combatants.O

(continued on page 2)
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Civil Liberties Issues and Presidential Candidates

The American Civil Liberties Union and the
ACLU of Jowa are non-partisan
organizations, which do not endorse nor
oppose candidates for public office.
However, we strongly encourage lowa
ACLU members to question political
candidates on civil liberties when the
opportunity arises.

lowans are in a unique position in
the process of determiningwho might bethe
next ecider Oof this great nation. ACLU of
lowa members who plan on attending the
first-in-the-nation caucuses on January 3,
2008, have a responsibility to become
familiar with civil liberties issues that affect
our freedom B because every four years, the
State of |owa becomes a magnet for smiling
politicians who claim thatbQ am the best
candidate to be the next President of the
United States.OEach tellsustheir respective
plan for making this a better country. They
tell ustheir viewson education, the economy,
taxes, and numerous other issues. Although
these issues are all very important, will the
candidates tell you their specific plans on
how they will make us SAFE AND FREE?

The ACLU of lowa hopes to make
things easier for members who wish to
participate in the caucuses. Below, we offer
suggestions for asking questions and how to
present them; we guide memberstoreliable
sources of information; and we do our part
to assist ACLU members and others who
desire a need to learn more about complex
federal issues that are not consistently
reported by the media.

Remember to ask tough questions...
and expect a straight answer!

Keep the question brief and simple!
For example: CBenator ____, will you allow
your administration to spy on American
citizens?0 There® no need to explain your
question. If thecandidate doesn®know what
you®e talking about, then the candidate
should withdraw from the race. @senator
____, please just answer @esCor Go.OWill
your administration follow the FISA law
when conducting surveillance on domestic
communications?0

Be careful not to structure a
question that allows a candidate to sidestep
the issue entirely. For example: GGovernor
____,what isyour position on the Federal
Marriage Amendment?0 You®e likely to get
an answer that fallsalongtheselines: QWell,
| have always supported the tradition that a
marriage is between one man and one
woman.O Okay, did that answer your
question? No, not really.

Another important civil liberties/
human rightsissueto ask candidatesisabout
the treatment of detainees at Guantanamo.
It can be difficult to pin candidates down on

this one! But since the media won® ask B
then voters should!
Finding reliable sources....

There are several places to get
information on particular candidates and
specific issues. The ACLU keeps track of
Congressional votes with civil liberties
implications (/4¢tp.//action.aclu.org/site/
VoteCenter?page=votelList), and goes back
far enough to even pick up a few votes of
former Senator Fred Thompson®final years
in Congress.

The ACLU Congressional
Scorecard won® give you information on
candidateslike Rudy Giullani, Mitt Romney,
or Bill Richardson. Where can you get
information on these candidates? Theworst
place to go is the website or campaign
headquarters of an opponent. Perhapsthe
second worst place to go is the candidate®
own website. If it@acontroversial issue, it®
not likely to be included on the candidate®
website, brochure, or campaign office. Itis
best to use independent news sources to
learn what candidates have donein the past,
and what they haveindicated they will doin
the future.

What are the issues?

Remember, while the process of
choosing delegates for the presidential race
gets all the attention, the primary purpose
of the caucusisto choose local party leaders
and build aplatform of positionsb one plank
at atime. If you areinterested in introducing
civil liberties planks at your party caucus, let
us know by emailing iowaclu@aclu-ia.org.
The ACLU of lowa intends to distribute a
Statehouse Update at the end of December
with a group of suggestions for planks to
submit at your caucus.

Restoring /abeas corpus, ending
torture and rendition, and closing
Guantanamo Bay areimportant national and
international issues. Unchecked
government surveillance b such as the so-
called Protect America Act of 2007,0which
has been dubbed the GPolice America ActO
by the ACLU D is a serious national issue
with international implications that is
largely ignored by the mainstream media.
The QPolice America ActCallowsthe Attorney
General to issue program warrants for
international calls without court review. It
is anticipated to expire in February 2008.
Nonetheless, it is better to put a general
statement in a party platform, showing our
disdain for the direction in which our
country has been skirting the rule of law.

As we approach the January caucuses, it
will be a good idea to check the national
ACLU website, www.aclu.org, on a weekly,
if not daily, basis. Stay tuned - stay
VIGILANT!

(IO WA POLL == continued from page 1)

* End warrantless wiretapping:
Qequire the government to get a
court warrant to listen to the
telephone calls of people in the U.S.0
(84% of Democrats, 46% of
Republicans); and

*  Close Guantanamo: Grlose the prison
at Guantanamo and schedule trials
in the U.S. courts for the te,rrorist
suspects currently held thereO(80%
of Democrats, 33% of Republicans).

CCandidates should not ignore the
broad consensus across the partisan
divide for change in our policies,O said
ACLU Executive Director, Anthony D.
Romero. (Congress is preparing to vote
on a bill that will modernize the domestic
surveillance law, and they should use this
opportunity to respond to the mandate
for change expressed by voters in this
poll. Members of Congress should take
note: voters want the attacks on the
Constitution to end.O

The survey also reports that lowa
Democrats are extremely disappointed
with the unwillingness of Congress to
check President Bush® abuse of power,
even more so than Democrats polled
nationally. A full 83% of lowa Democrats
said that Congress has not done enough
to protect the Constitution, compared
with 74% of Democrats nationally.

Orhis survey shows that the
overwhelming majority of lowa
Democrats, and a substantial number of
Republicans, are outraged by the
president® blatant disregard for the civil
liberties of Americans,Osaid lowa ACLU
Executive Director, R. Ben Stone. Qt also
demonstrates that they are appalled with
the lack of Congressional oversight of the
Administration and furious that Congress
has given the president a blank check
when it comes to domestic spying, torture
and other violations of the Constitution.O

The ACLU is a non-partisan
organization that does not support or
oppose candidates for elective office. The
organization works with both Republicans
and Democrats in advocating protections
for civil liberties.

The random sample telephone
interview survey was conducted for the
ACLU by the Washington, D.C.-based
polling firm of Belden Russonello &
Stewart during August 21-September 9,
2007, period, and has a margin of
sampling error of + or - 4.9%. [ Results
from the poll are available at: http://
ent.groundspring.org/EmailNow/
Pub.php?module=URLTrackeré&
cmd=track&j=166755639&u=1651528.
Web users can answer all the poll
questions on-line and compare their
answers to the official poll and to other
respondents in their state.]
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Lawsuit unlocks voter registration; supporters
of minor parties may register

Seventeen years after losing our first lawsuit to open up lowa’s voter registration system
to minor political parties, the ACLUF of lowa has successfully settled a lawsuit achieving that
very goal. As a result, supporters of minor political parties will now be able to register their
true political affiliations instead of the current choices of “Republican,” “Democrat” or “No
Party.”

Leaders of the Libertarian and Green parties, who served as our clients and plaintiffs in the
case, were elated with the settlement. For the first time in lowa history, they will be able to
identify and contact their own supporters through the lowa Voter Registration system. Access
to voter demographic and registration information from lowa’s voter registration system is a
fundamental tool for effective political organizing.

“When the Green Party lost the option of party registration in 2002, we heard that some
people believed we no longer existed. Obviously, not being able to register by party name has
been a real disadvantage to us,” says Holly Hart, an official with lowa’s Green Party.

In 1987, the ACLU of lowa brought suit on behalf of the lowa Socialist Party. On appeal, the
U.S. Court for the 8th Judicial Circuit characterized the Socialist Party supporters interests as
those of a “frivolous” “tiny fractional interest” and, over our objections, imposed a balancing
test concluding that although the administrative burden on the State of lowa was slight, it
nonetheless outweighed the political rights of a fringe party. lowa Socialist Party v. Nelson,
909 F.2d 1175 (8th Cir. 1990).

Over time, however, we continued to consider the feasibility of a new lawsuit. Conditions
were right last year as the State of lowa was completing a statewide-computerized voter
registration network. With computers doing the job, the state’s burden (consisting of simply
allowing more choices in the party affiliation field of its voter registration database) became
negligible.

We sued then Secretary of State Chet Culver prior to his election as governor, but settlement
negotiations did not really get under way until his successor, Michael Mauro, took office. After
months of negotiation, a settlement was finally agreed to in July of this year. Under the
settlement a “non-party political organization” (i.e., minor political party) can become an option
on lowa voter registration records if it submits a petition signed by at least 850 eligible electors
spread among at least five counties requesting that the organization be listed. Both the lowa
Libertarian and Green parties are expected to successfully achieve listing status, which will be
reviewed every two years based on actual registrations.

For minor parties this is a chance to work with some of the very same organizing tools that
keep the major parties strong. For lowa voters, it means a chance to stand up and be counted
on behalf of minor political parties and the strong agendas that require their support.

“Having more political organizations for voters to choose from broadens and increases
participation in elections, and that is good for democracy,” says Daryl Northrop, co-chair of the
lowa Green Party.

Op-Ed -- continued from page 1

When our Founding Fathers wrote the
Constitution, they set up a strong system of
oversight of the executive branch by the judicial
and legislative branches. Iowans of both parties
clearly understand this, and so we hope they will
not hesitate to confront the candidates on issues
related to the rule of law and restoration of these
checks and balances.

Given the very high percentage of sitting U.S.
senators and representatives in the presidential
race, Iowa voters who feel strongly about these
issues have an excellent opportunity to make a
two-fold impression: they will not only be pressing
civil liberties issues with aspiring presidents but
also with many who already sit in the Senate and
House — and will be right back there if their
presidential bids fail. Consider the many
possibilities: for Democrats, Senators Biden,
Clinton, Dodd and Obama, and Representative
Kucinich; for Republicans, Senator McCain and
Representatives Hunter and Paul.

As a non-partisan group, the ACLU does not
support or oppose candidates for office. We are
advocates for civil liberties, work regularly with
both Republicans and Democrats, and hope Iowa
voters in both parties will take the case for civil
liberties to their candidates. By getting candidates
to publicly renounce abuses of executive power,
Iowans may be able to preserve the rule of law in
future administrations.

APRIL 12, 2008

We are excited to announce that the
ACLU of lowa will host its “Second
Annual Conference on Civil Liberties”
on April 12, 2008, at the lowa Memorial
Union on the University of lowa campus
and, in the evening, the traditional Annual
Dinner will be sponsored by ACLUF-IA
and the Hawkeye Chapter. Among our
guests will be Caroline Fredrickson,
national ACLU Legislative Director.

The afternoon conference will offer
various workshops on:

+ VOTING RIGHTS: reform on the
national and state levels, etc.

+ REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS: history
in the U.S. and lowa; projected
future; current challenges.

+ HABEAS CORPUS & RELATED
ISSUES: the ability to seek relief
from unlawful detention; torture;
other security issues.

Soon, watch for detailed information on
our website, www.aclu-ia.org, and in the
next issue of The Defender.

Do not miss these exciting events in
Anthony D. Romero is the executive director of the 2008 — mark your calendar today!!!
national ACLU. R. Ben Stone is the executive director

of the ACLU of lowa. L

A B-I-G THANK U!

You probably did not know this, but the
ACLU of Iowa Office has been going
through a large remodeling project during
the past few months...not only to upgrade
and remodel previous office space, but to
add approximately half again as much space
as before. In addition to new space for
our new staff member - Development
Director - we now have a beautiful
conference room, lots more storage space,
and additional workspace for special
projects, interns, volunteers, etc.

As part of this remodeling project, the
ACLU of Towa wishes to thank the Principal
Financial 6roup for donating a considerable
number of used (but in good conditionl)
pieces of office furniture for use in our
newly-remodeled space. Not only was the
furniture donated, but free delivery was
provided by The Terrus Real Estate Group,
who serves as Principal's property manager.
A total of approximately 25 pieces were
donated, which included small tables, guest
“swival” chairs, file cabinets, and a
complete desk. These items will be used
to both expand and upgrade previous
furniture and equipment.

Finally, we want to thank all project
personnel from The 6raham 6roup and
6raham Construction Company, who
provided the design services, project
coordinators, and skilled workers that
completed the actual remodeling. They
were full of good ideas, easy to work with,
and willing to accept all the changes along
the way! Needless to say, all staff
members are enjoying their hew “digs"- now
if we can only get all the boxes unpacked
and files and storage areas sorted....

ACLU Foun ion of low
join ni Way’
Donor Choice Program

United Way of Central Iowa seeks
to be the leader in mobilizing people,
resources and organizations to identify
and address human service needs
throughout central Iowa. In that role,
United Way conducts 1its annual
fundraising campaign, with its Donor
Choice Program being an integral part
of that campaign. Donor Choice allows
United Way donors to have a voice in
how their individual contributions are
spent!

The ACLU Foundation of Iowa 1is
pleased to announce that we have been
approved to participate in the Donor
Choice program - which means that you
can now choose to have all or part of
your United Way gift directed to the
ACLU Foundation of Iowa! Simply write
us in as your gift designation on the
optional section of the United Way
Campaign Pledge Form, along with your
contribution amount.

If you are a United Way donor,
THANKS for considering us when
completing your United Way pledge form.
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Gay Marriage Ruling result of Strict Construction, not Judicial

Activism

When a Polk County judge ruled in late
August that lowa’s law banning same-sex
marriage violated gays’ and lesbians’ right to
equal protection (Varnum v. Brien), he
touched off a controversy that will likely
resonate through the 2008 political campaign
season. Critics call it “judicial activism,” a
Jjudge making law from the bench. But as
media critic and attorney Dave Saldana
notes, a strict interpretation of the
Constitution could yield no other result:

District Court Judge Robert Hanson’s ruling
overturning lowa’s same-sex marriage ban as
unconstitutional, added fuel to a Presidential
campaign that has lacked excitement lately.

Of course, Republican candidates, eager to
demonstrate their conservative bona fides, quickly
flamed Judge Hanson. Mitt Romney, former
governor of Massachusetts, where same-sex
marriage is legal, called Judge Hanson a judicial
activist: “Trying to redefine marriage and disregard
the will of the people.” Arizona Senator John
McCain, with his presidential hopes foundering,
also chimed in. He said the decision “only
reinforces my belief that we must have a president
who is committed to appointing strict
constructionists to the bench.”

If a future President McCain, or any other
future president, were looking for a strict
constructionist to appoint to the bench, | have a
good candidate for them: Polk County District
Court Judge Robert Hanson.

Strict constructionists believe the Constitution
means exactly what it says. The words of the
document, they argue, are the only ones needed
to determine its meaning and import, and any judge
who goes beyond them dishonors his or her robes.
Judge Hanson has done no such thing. Rather,
he applied the U.S. and lowa Constitutions to same
sex couples precisely as worded.

The lowa Constitution states, “The general
assembly shall not grant to any citizen, or class of
citizens, privileges or immunities, which upon the
same terms shall not equally belong to all citizens.”
That echoes the substance of the 14th Amendment
to the U.S. Constitution, which holds that no state
may deny to any person within its jurisdiction the
equal protection of the laws. And that’s that!

Note that neither document says equal
protection of the law only applies to popular parties

or to those whose lifestyle is approved of by the
majority. It applies to everyone, equally. Anything
else is legislated discrimination. Heterosexual
couples may marry under lowa law. Therefore,
pursuant to the governing documents of the state
and the nation, so may homosexual couples.

Judge Hanson’s ruling is bulletproof, if the
lowa Supreme Court adheres to the words of the
Constitutions. That is, if they are strict
constructionists.

How they rule likely won’t be seen for another
two years or so. Inthe meantime, we’ll see plenty
of political angling, wrangling and gamesmanship.
Remember, Massachusetts allowing gay marriage
proved a powerful motivator for religious
conservative voters in 2004.

Already, the blogs are ablaze with point and
counterpoint, with reasoned argument, heartfelt
conviction, and irrational vitriol. The debate is
highly instructive. Much of the argument against
Judge Hanson’s ruling is religious opposition.
Many faiths forbid their clergy from performing
same-sex marriages, including Methodists, of
which Judge Hanson is reportedly a proud and
active member.

Most online discussions include the oft-
quoted line from Leviticus condemning gay men;
that lying down with man as with woman is an
“abomination.” No word on whether lesbians also
are abominable.

But that’s a religious argument, not a legal
one, and has no business in a court’s
deliberations. In fact, the First Amendment
prohibits the preferential consideration of any
religious tenets in the application of the law.

Some opponents say this is an example of
the country turning its back on its Christian
traditions. Butthatis a false assertion. The United
States is not a Christian nation, and never was
intended to be one. For proof, look no further
than the Treaty of Tripoli, which became the law
of the land in 1797, eight years after the
Constitution became effective. President John
Adams, with the unanimous support of the Senate,
signed the treaty, which stated in part, “The
Government of the United States of America is
not, in any sense, founded on the Christian
religion.” If you want to see the original intent of
the Founders, you could hardly get a clearer
picture.

by David Saldana

| certainly don’t intend or attempt to convince
religious people that their beliefs are wrong. That
would be arrogant, offensive, and in any case,
pointless. | do, however, intend to point out that
their religion ought to have no impact on the law,
just as the law ought to have no impact on their
religion. That’s what the First Amendment says,
in plain language. And it’s what Americans,
religious and secular alike, hold dear about our
system of government.

And that is what, through strict construction,
Judge Hanson upheld.

Guest Contributor, David Saldana is a
licensed attorney, member of the National
Lawyers Guild, and a 2001 graduate of USC
Law School He is currently an adjunct
assistant professor at the Greenlee School
of Journalism & Communication at lowa
State University.

s e o o I o o Y o R o o R
The ACLUF of Iowa, together with

the national ACLU Lesbian, Gay
Bisexual, Transgender & AIDS Project
and several Iowa academics, submitted
a “friend-of-the-court” brief in the
Varnum v. Brien case. We are calling
it “The Iowa Courage Brief”-- for it
describes in an inspirational way how
the courts and legislatures of Iowa
have historically led the nation in
advancing human rights.

Please read the “lowa Courage Brief”
posted in its entirety on our website
at www.aclu-ia.org. Click on “Legal”
at the top of the Home Page; then
click on “Briefs / Stuff” in the left-hand
margin; finally open the 4th pdf on the
list lowa Courage Brief/January 2007)
or go directly to: bttp://www.aclu-ia.org/
pdf/iowacouragebriefpdf
Oo0oOoOoOoOoooOoooaod

affiliate programs.

ATTENTION MEMBERS, SUPPORTERS & FRIENDS!

Every fall since 1986, current and former members of the ACLU of lowa Board of Directors have fanned out across our state to visit with our
supporters about freedom and our efforts to preserve it, as well as to garner financial support for our continuing programs. As we approach
the end of 2007, the ACLU Foundation of lowa’s Annual Gift Campaign (AGC) is well underway, with nearly $140,000 worth of pledges and
gifts received from over 150 supporters. When finished, the AGC is expected to provide nearly half the income needed to operate our

If you have been contacted by a solicitor — or even if you haven’t —won’t you please consider making a tax-deductible donation to the ACLU
Foundation of lowa before the end of the year? Simply use the coupon on the back of this Defender to send your check donation by mail;
or if you wish to use a credit card, just visit our web site at www.aclu-ia.org and click on the “Donate Now” button. Thanks!
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INTRODUCING OUR FIRST DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR

Holly Robertson is a native of Des Moines — a Roosevelt High School grad and former track athlete for the University of Nebraska, with a degree in
journalism. Holly has also worked at her alma mater, in both student services and a pre-college preparatory program, and has completed some graduate
work at the University of Nebraska at Omaha and The Pennsylvania State University (Penn State).

Holly’s development career began at Penn State as Associate Director of Annual Giving — directing the development and management of programs
designed to acquire new donors, as well as maintain and enhance levels of giving from current annual donors, friends of the University and alumni. In
October 2001, Holly returned to Des Moines, where she became the Director of The Grand View Fund and later the Director of Donor Relations and
Special Events at Grand View College, coordinating alumni association and advancement events and activities, were she developed, implemented and
oversaw all phonation and direct mail strategies for the annual giving operational plan, including identifying and qualifying prospects and donors. She
was also involved with the solicitation of corporations (including grant proposals).

During her development career, Holly has worked extensively with volunteers, friends, students, parents, faculty and staff, and alumni and also has
significant experience in building new and updating existing programs and events. Over the years, she has also attended several seminars at the
renowned Indiana University Fund Raising School and has held memberships with the Council for the Advancement and Support of Education and the
Association for Fundraising Professionals.

Personally, Holly has been involved with many civil rights causes and has experienced her own issues with discrimination as a female and being
African American. “To some degree there has been an overlap in interests and passions with civil liberties,” says Holly. “I am personally committed to
advancing the ACLU’s mission, goals and programs and am keenly interested in issues pertaining to individuals being treated fairly, freedom, tolerance,
equality and racial justice.”

As the Development Director for the ACLUF of lowa, Holly will be responsible for planning, supervising and executing development and community
outreach programs and leading the progression of Foundation fundraising strategies. She will work closely with the ACLU of lowa staff, Development and
Outreach Committees of the board, and the board members of the ACLU of lowa to review strategies in order to reach annual and long-range goals. She

will also develop a plan to partner and collaborate with like-minded groups and organizations, networking with community leaders and other activists.
Holly is already actively involved with the ACLU of lowa’s members and donors, having attended two Board of Directors’ meetings, fall House Parties
in Des Moines and lowa City, a Peace Fair in Des Moines, and New Staff Orientation at the national ACLU Office in New York.
Feel free to contact Holly Robertson, ACLUF of lowa Development Director, at 515.243.3576, ext. 15, or holly.robertson@aclu-ia.org with ideas or
suggestions, questions about upcoming events, or to volunteer to assist with various ACLU of lowa programs and events.

...and please join us all in welcoming Holly to our ACLU Family!

Planned Giving - Legacy Challenge Re-Launched)!

WHAT IS PLANNED GIVING?

Planned giving is a type of charitable
giving that is coordinated with a donor®
overall financial and estate planning. Often,
one is contributing assets in ways designed
to generate the most tax savings.

The contribution may provide either the
donor or the organization with current
income, or may be a bequest or a beneficiary
designation that will benefit the organization
after the donor@ lifetime. Representing a
deliberate transfer of a portion of one®
estate, planned gifts are usually much more
substantial than annual gifts and can be a
real expression of the donor® wish for a
more long-term life legacy.

ADVANTAGES TO THE DONOR

Planned gifts have many advantages to
the donor. Not only can it provide the deeply
personal satisfaction of making a significant
gift to a cause one believes in, but these
gifts can also help reduce income or capital
gain taxes, reduce the size of the taxable
estate, provide money management, and
provide income for self, spouse, dependents,
and heirs.

NATIONAL OFFICE SUPPORT

The ACLU Development Department has
planned-giving staff and materials, including
experts they can send to lowa to meet with
those who have expressed interest. They
also manage the DeSilver Society, which is
the ACLUB means of recognizing and
honoring supporters who have made
provision for long-term support to the
organization and a new marketing tool for
securing bequests and planned gifts.

Re-Launched Legacy Challenge:
Effective June 1, 2007 - May 31, 2009

In January 2005, the Legacy of Liberty
Challenge was first offered to the ACLU
Foundation by the Robert W. Wilson
Charitable Trust. For a period of two years,
any supporter who named the ACLU as a
beneficiary of their estate qualified the ACLU
Foundation for up to $10,000 in immediate
matching funds. Our success during the
Challenge was tremendous. Over 1,200
ACLU supporters accepted the Challenge
and notified the ACLU of over $100 million
in legacy gifts, generating over $3.6 million
in matching funds for immediate use by both
the national and affiliate offices.

On June 1, 2007, the national ACLU
announced that the Robert W. Wilson
Charitable Trust has again partnered with
the ACLU to re-launch the Legacy Challenge
with certain revised terms and procedures.
For a period of two years, until May 31,
2009, the Robert W. Wilson Charitable Trust
will match each new planned gift to the ACLU
Foundation with up to $10,000 in immediate
cash support.

Matching Formulas:

1) For notifications of bequest provisions
to the ACLU Foundation established after
June 1, 2007, the cash match will be 10%
of the gift value, up to a maximum match
of $10,000 per donor.

2) For new notifications of bequest
provisions to the ACLU Foundation
established prior to June 1, 2007, the cash
match will be 5% of the gift value, up to a
maximum match of $10,000 per donor.
The gift value will be either the amount of

the intention (if a specific dollar amount) or
the estimated amount reported by the donor
(if stated as a percentage). A $100 match
will be given for bequest intentions of
unspecified amounts.

hare of h M h:
50% = Nationgl ACLU Foundation
50% = Donor@ state affiliate foundation

T f Gifts th

Challenge:

* New bequest provisions to the ACLU
Foundation or affiliate 501(c)(3)
organizations

* New notifications of previously executed
bequests (qualify for a 5% match)

* Contingent bequests in the wills of both
members of a coupleN effective at the
death of the survivor of the two

* Bequests restricted to a particular
program area of the ACLU Foundation

* First time life income gifts (i.e.,
charitable gift annuities, pooled income
fund gifts, charitable remainder trusts)

lify for the L

T f Gifts Excl

Challenge:

* Bequests to the GAmerican Civil Liberties
Union, Inc.0 or affiliate 501(c)(4)
organization

* Increases, additional or subsequent gift
provisions from existing DeSilver Society
members

* Contingent bequests

* Beneficiary designations in retirement
accounts or life insurance policies, or
CPay on DeathOdesignations on bank,
brokerage or other accounts

* Charitable lead trusts

from the L
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"Those who expect to reap the blessings of freedom must p. 1 lowa Voters & Civil Liberties
undergo the fatigue of supporting it."

--Thomas Paine p. 2 Preparing for the lowa
Caucuses in January08

Your tax-deductible contribution directly funds litigation, public education, p 3

and outreach in this state to keep all Iowans safe and free. New Voter Registration

Law
:z[z::s:f‘\llotjﬁ@ium giftof $__ toward the work of the ACLU-IA Conference &
Annual Dinner
Namte United Way/Donor Choice
Address p. 4 Same-Sex Marriage Law

. . Annual Gifts Campaign
City / State Zip
p. 5 New Development Director
Clip and mail to: ACLUF-IA, 505 - Sth Avenue., #901, Des Moines, 1A, 50309-2316 OR

Visit our website at www.aclu-ia.org and click on “Donate Now” Planned Giving: New
Legacy Challenge
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