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Everywhere in the virtual world, whether in print, on TV or the 
internet, folks have been telling Democrats how feckless they 
are and what they should do next.  Meanwhile, in real time, the 
Jackson Co. Democrats are getting to work. This issue focuses 
on our plans and actions. 
  Operational Goals for 2005 were decided on at the January 13th  
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RESOLUTION 
 JACKSON COUNTY DEMOCRATIC CENTRAL COMMITTEE   

~  1/13/05  ~ 
WHEREAS a great deal of interest in the outcome of the election for Chair of the Democratic Na-
tional Committee has been communicated to the Jackson County Democratic Central Commit-
tee, and 
WHEREAS public media has reported that the National Democratic Party leadership may be of 
the opinion that this is a time to push an agenda that accommodates frequently articulated Re-
publican views, and 
WHEREAS we are not going to compromise our principles, and  
WHEREAS the Democratic Party has always been progressive and sought to promote the welfare 
of citizens through fair business and trade practices, the enforcement of fair labor laws which 
provide adequate livable wages, the creation of a comprehensive social security the integrity of 
which must be preserved; and by providing affordable health care, educational opportunities, a 
protected and sustainable managed environment, public safety, equal rights, progressive taxa-
tion and budget discipline, and 
WHEREAS, Democratic Party activists, who have given their time, money and effort to support 
candidates who share their views, are deeply concerned about civil rights, including the repro-
ductive rights of women, the preservation of Constitutional liberties and the social welfare of citi-
zens of all ages, races and creeds, and who oppose pre-emptive war while fostering interna-
tional cooperation, and  
WHEREAS the Democratic Party leadership has not effectively conveyed our message and has 
allowed the Republican Party to define the issues, and  
WHEREAS the Democratic National Committee benefits from the effort of local central commit-
tees; 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED:   The Jackson County Democratic Central Committee urges 
Oregon Delegates to the National Democrat Party not to compromise core Democratic beliefs 
and to elect as chair one who will effectively articulate and support progressive Democratic 
positions. 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Democratic National Committee must develop a strategy for 
respectful two-way communication and cooperation with county central committees. 
 

This resolution was sent by JCDCC Chair Chuck Keil to the Oregon Delegates to the Democratic National 
Committee: The Honorable Ted Kulongoski, Governor; Jim Edmundsen, Chair, Democratic Party of 
Oregon; Meredith Wood Smith, Vice Chair, Democratic Party of Oregon; Wayne Kinney, DNC Dele-
gate; Jenny Greenleaf, DNC Delegate;  Gail Rasmussen, DNC Delegate  

  The Democratic Party of Oregon meets quar-
terly, usually in the Portland metro area, but this 
year it decided to meet around the state instead. 
On July 16-17, this large gathering of De-
mocrats throughout the state will meet in the 
Rogue Valley. The JCDCC will be hosting 
everyone and we will need many volunteers 
to make sure our compatriots are made to     
feel welcome.  

Expect to hear more about this quarterly meet-
ing!     We have without doubt been chosen be-
cause southern Oregon, and the Rouge Valley 
in particular, made a name for itself as a well 
oiled machine during the 2004 election cycle. 
Our growth as a county party has been phe-
nomenal and our delegates to the DPO and 2nd 
District are helping to make sure we continue 
our growth outside the Ashland/Medford area.�x   

DPO SUMMER QUARTERLY MEETING IS IN MEDFORD  
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 SPECIAL 
 JCDCC MEETING 
ELECTION ANALYSIS   

By Cathy Shaw 
 

Democratic  Central  Committee Members 
Only* 

 

Thursday, February 24, 2005 
 6:30 - 9:30pm @ the OEA Offices 

2495 So. Pacific Hwy, Medford 
Admission: $25.00 for analysis materials  

Cathy Shaw will present an analysis of the Nov 
2004 election in Jackson County. The JCDCC 
asked Cathy to provide an overview of each sig-
nificant race, both candidate races and issue 
races. She will look at turn-out, precinct perform-
ance, the impact of issue races (Measure 36) on 
candidate races, the effect of under votes, and 
anything else she thinks we should know about. 
Knowledge of what happened in each precinct "by 
the numbers" will be important as we prepare our 
party and our candidates for the 2006 and 2008 
elections.  We will devote the entire 3 hours to 
Cathy's presentation, so there will not be a busi-
ness meeting. There will be extensive written ma-
terials for each of us to take away. The admission 
of $25.00 is to cover the reproduction costs and 
provide Cathy with an honorarium.  
 

*Because we will be discussing future political 
strategies, admission will be limited to JCDCC 
members, precinct committee persons, De-
mocratic office holders or candidates, & cam-
paign managers.  
 

The Executive Committee must approve anyone 
else wishing to attend. Precinct Captains and 
Campaign Managers are encouraged to nominate 
key volunteers to attend. Please send their names 
to the Executive Committee by 2/21. We would 
like to have a minimum of 40 attendees, so that 
each precinct has at least one person with knowl-
edge of the discussion and access to this informa-
tion.  
Questions? Contact Chuck, chuckkeil@opendoor.com  
                   or Gail,  gpbeason@jeffnet.org  

 RED LETTER DAY! 
 

DEMOCRATIC HEADQUARTERS 
        IS OPEN FOR BUSINESS 
 

      HOURS: 11:00am - 3:00pm 
 

   TUESDAYS through SATURDAYS 
 

     328 South Central Ave., Medford 
   at Central and 11th near the Library 
 Tel: 858-1050      email: info@jcdemocrats.org 
 

 Tuesday, February 1st the doors open on a regular  
 basis, thanks to volunteers who will staff the office 
 in four hour shifts, at least for the next two months. 
 Arlene Aron was the spark-plug behind all that’s 
 been accomplished. 
 

 Our regular staffers are:  
 Gail Beason, Brian Smith, Jon Boswell,  
 Joe Barrios & John McKelligott    

 Substitutes ready to step in and help are:  
 Christine Haynie,  Arlene Aron, Joe &Charlotte  
 Holzen, Bob & Barbara Ullman, Kurt Staicoff, 
 Tana Domecq-Davis & Dan Davis.  
  

 A terrific work crew made up of many of the folks 
 already mentioned, cleaned out the clutter left  
 from the election and readied the office for walk 
 in visitors and small meetings. There is still a stash  
 of stuff left over, so if you are missing something  
 you donated to the election office come pick it up. 
 If you have office equipment to donate, contact  
 our friendly receptionists -  
 

 Anybody have a printer?  
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1.  Secure ongoing financial support for JCDCC 
operations.  The primary goal is to quickly create a 
steady cash flow that covers the general operating ex-
penses of the organization and begins to build a fund in 
preparation for the 2006 elections.  We will do this by: 
• requesting each PCP and JCDCC member set up at 
least a $10.00/month donation using JCDCC’s elec-
tronic funds transfer process or monthly reminders.  
• reaching beyond the existing pool of active local 
Democrats to secure large donations and additional 
monthly contributions. 
• sending at least one fund-raising letter to all current 
donors, volunteers, and frequent voters. 
• hosting fundraising events, such as the Roosevelt-
Kennedy Dinner and annual picnic. 
2.  Recruit Precinct Committee Persons (PCPs), 
precinct captains, and volunteers to fill all avail-
able positions, with particular focus on organizing Med-
ford Democrats and integrating the Kerry volunteers 
into the JCDCC structure.  Particular attention will be 
paid to recruiting people from specific demographic 
groups and local social change organizations. 
3.  Conduct outreach programs, including voter 
registration, in areas with new residents and 
among Non-affiliated Voters (Independent) in 
precincts that supported Democratic candidates 
in the 2004 election.  An effort to gather information 
from the community about what issues are most impor-
tant to voters may include precinct walks, outreach to 
local high schools, community colleges and Southern 
Oregon University. 
4.  Organize seminars, symposia, etc. for rank 
and file Dems to meet party leaders - local, state, 
and federal, and to learn about emerging issues. 
5.  Recruit and groom candidates and lay the 
foundation for successful campaigns in the 2006 
elections by: 
• encouraging party activists to volunteer within their 
communities and serve on charitable boards, school 
boards, etc. 
• encouraging party activists to run for non-partisan 
seats. 
• providing training to campaign managers and treas-
urers at the end of 2005 in preparation for the 2006 elec-
tions. 
• identifying and recruiting candidates for all avail-
able seats in the 2006 elections. 

6.  Develop a political philosophy that will guide the 
Platform and Resolutions Committee in its effort to 
develop Jackson County’s platform planks and successfully 
navigate them through the state convention to ensure their 
inclusion in the Democratic Party of Oregon’s State Plat-
form.  This will be done by: 
• involving community members active on issues sup-
ported by the JCDCC to ensure that the JCDCC leadership 
has the best information available on specific issues of im-
portance to local Democrats. 
• having the Platform Committee function throughout the 
entire year, not just prior to the deadline for completing 
JCDCC’s platform. 
• developing a plan for advocating for our platform 
planks at the Democratic Party of Oregon’s Platform Con-
vention. 
• successfully incorporating JCDCC’s platform planks 
into the state platform. 
7.  Improve communication within the local party 
to support party building efforts and create the foun-
dation necessary for the 2006 elections. Specific tasks in-
clude: 
• develop a more effective website and email listserves to 
ensure smooth communication for committee members and 
other volunteers. 
• create policies for determining who has the authority to 
send messages as well as what messages are emailed to the 
larger JCDCC email list 
• streamline processes for recruiting, tracking and com-
municating with volunteers and donors. 
8.  Hire a part-time staff person to support the JCDCC 
with record keeping, research, outreach, and base-building 
if adequate funds are raised. 
9.   Build the local party to create the foundation of 
volunteers, donors, and candidates necessary to 
win elections in 2006 and put the party on the path 
to becoming the majority party in Jackson County.  
The office in downtown Medford will be the focal point of 
this effort. 
10.  Review and revise the organizational by-laws to 
ensure smooth operation of the party and encourage ac-
countability.  This process will involve a complete review 
of the current operational structure and the long-term goals 
of the organization. 
11.  Develop and implement a long range (5 – 10 
year) strategic plan and one year work plan prior 
to the start of  2006.  ▲ 

JCDCC ORGANIZATIONAL GOALS 
 

At the January 13thJCDCC meeting members voted to accept these operational objectives for 2005  
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Don’t Think of an Elephant! Know Your Values and Frame the Debate 
By George Lakoff 

Reviewed by Bruce Borgerson, Communications Committee Chair 
 

 George Lakoff, professor of cognitive science and linguistics at U.C. Berkeley and senior fellow of the 
Rockridge Institute, has enjoyed sudden transformation from dry academician to progressive celebrity.  That 
has come about for two reasons: 1. A boost from Howard Dean, who wrote this book’s forward.   2. Some old, 
non-Lakoff ideas didn’t work very well, particularly in the presidential race. 

Yes, it’s time for fresh perspectives, and this slender volume has become a must-read if only because it 
gives the best answers so far – not perfect, but better than the others – to questions that have perplexed us.  
Namely, why did 77% of Americans believe Saddam was responsible for 9/11?  And, why did millions of 
Americans vote against their own economic self-interest? 

Why?  It’s the frames, stupid.  Or, as Tina Turner might have sung, “What’s truth got to do with it?” 
We need new conceptual tools to deal with this reality, and Lakoff obliges. The opening chapter (31 pages) 

could be the most important short read you’ll do this year. First, he introduces the crucial concept of  framing, 
which is concerned with the way certain words and associated images connect with underlying conceptual con-
structs.  It has nothing – or at least very little – to do with logic or facts.  Rather, it’s the framework within 
which we interpret words that influences our gut reactions, our thoughts, and eventually our political decisions. 
Frameworks for interpretation, he points out, determine whether or not a message is accepted or rejected.  “To 
be accepted, the truth must fit into people’s frames.  If the facts don’t fit a frame, the facts are rejected and the 
frame stays.” 

But where do these frames come from?  How can reasonably intelligent people accept linguistic frames 
that, to us, seem both ludicrous and self-defeating? On this point, Lakoff puts forth two (continued next page) 

PRECINCT ORGANIZATION 
COMMITTEE MEETING 

Thursday, February 17, 2005 in The 
Adams Room, Medford Library 

6:30 - 8:30 pm  
LISTENING TO OUR GRASS ROOTS  

At our January meeting precinct captains agreed that 
the best place to start a  listening campaign is at the 
precinct level.  For the February meeting, an ad-hoc 
committee of Nan Trout, Carol Wilder, Carol Voisin 
and Nancy Golden will organize a training, using the 
George Lakoff book, "Don't Think of an Elephant" as 
their principal training text, and model the facilitating 
that will be our major role in this process.  One goal 
of this project is to give all precinct captains an addi-
tional vehicle to continue to build precinct activist or-
ganizations throughout the valley.  
   The idea is that leaders in each precinct would in-
vite volunteers and friends to small get-togethers to 
talk about what being a Democrat means to them, 
what they expect the party to represent. Our dialogue 
begins with a search for consensus on what values 
are embedded in the issues we care about. These 
meetings can be expanded to book clubs, church 
and other social groups as well as with precinct vol-
unteers. To make sure nothing gets lost in transla-

tion, we will train ourselves at this meeting to listen 
and record the words and ideas that people use to 
express their concerns. After we gather ideas, we will 
use a regular meeting of the JCDCC to prioritize 
them and tweak the language for use in developing 
the 2006 Jackson County Democratic Platform. (All 
party platforms begin at the county level!) Expect to 
see our ideas expressed in our press releases and 
ads as well.  
   Our delegates to the state Platform Committee will 
carry our views to the Democratic Party of Oregon 
and work to have our values and positions on issues 
included in the state platform in time for the 2006 
elections.  
   Dave Asche has donated copies of the George La-
koff book, reviewed below, for anyone interested in 
how to frame ideas. You may borrow a copy from our 
office at 328 So. Central Ave, Medford. It is a short 
book and very reasonable at $10.00, so you may 
want to get a copy of your own. In addition to this 
seminal book, we will provide additional directions on 
how to record and transmit the information we glean 
from our friends inside and outside the party. One of 
our skills as precinct committee people must be to 
keep our ears open to what people we know are con-
cerned about, and how they are responding to the 
ongoing political life of the county, state and country.  
Elections are won precinct by precinct, after all. �x  
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underlying conceptual models, based on family relationships: the strict father model and the nurturing parent 
model.  The ultraconservatives – the religious Right in particular – adhere closely to the strict father model, 
while liberal/progressives swing overwhelmingly to the nurturing parent model. In the middle are what La-
koff calls the “bi-conceptuals.”  These are voters who resonate with both models, but in different circum-
stances and life situations.  Bi-conceptuals can be lured one way or the other by framing issues that appeal to 
one model or the other.  Obviously, in our case, we want to frame issues in a way that activates the nurturing 
parent model in this group – but do so in a way that doesn’t offend an opposite model that may be active else-
where in their lives. 

That’s the guts of his argument, and it’s persuasive. For the rest of Part I , Lakoff fills out his theory with 
examples largely collected from speeches and journal articles, including the war in Iraq, the “war on terror,” 
the California gubernatorial recall, and the gay marriage debate. In Part II, “From Theory to Action,” he out-
lines strategies for putting his tools to work on behalf of progressives.  After the revelations of the first chap-
ters, there’s a bit of a letdown here only in that there’s not much surprising or new.  Once you understand his 
basic principles, what follows tends toward the obvious. 

Also, I could quibble with some of Lakoff’s specific examples and proposed actions.  In some places, he 
strikes me as simplistic, as if we could convert those “bi-conceptuals” in a flash once we understand framing 
techniques.  I don’t think the job is going to be that easy.  But at least, in this book, he has given us access to 
highly useful linguistic and conceptual tools.  They make sense, and we need to put them to work. Now. �x  

HELLFIRE NATION:  
The Politics of Sin in American History, 

by James A. Morone 
Self-righteousness came ashore with the Puritans and, ac-
cording to Brown University political scientist James Mo-
rone, the impulse towards a holier-than-thou crusade 
against perceived evil in others has ever since swept over 
Americans in recurring waves. That’s why Morone sees the 
jeremiad - a lament that the people have fallen into sinful 
ways and face ruin unless they swiftly reform - as the es-
sential American literary form for political discourse.  
     His history emphasizes these cycles of fervor that capti-
vate large portions of our population at regular intervals.  
“Political life constantly gets entangled in two vital urges - 
redeeming ‘us’ and reforming ‘them’,” writes Morone, and 
his book is divided into five sections neatly categorized by 
the upwellings of religious enthusiasm we call “Great 
Awakenings”.  These periods are the Puritan ‘City on a 
Hill’ model between 1630-1776, the Abolitionist crusade 
from 1800-1865, the Victorian quest for Virtue, 1870-1929, 
the Social Gospel period from 1932-1973 and our present 
cycle wherein the Puritans are roaring again.  
     A cursory look at these periods makes it clear that they 
are interwoven with our great wars; the Revolutionary, 
Civil, First and Second World Wars, and Vietnam. (This 
book was published just as the latest crusade in Iraq had 
begun.) The recurring patterns of religious fervor which 
often preceded these conflagrations (continued on next pg.) 

FREETHINKERS: 
A History of American Secularism 

by Susan Jacobi 
 

Everything left out of Morone’s book is the subject of this 
study by Susan Jacobi about how Enlightenment thought 
was understood, not only by our founding statesmen, but 
by liberal religionists, secular humanists, agnostics and 
non-believers who appreciated the newly developing sci-
ences that explored, examined and explained the real 
world of physical and social organization.  
   Jacobi uses the principal of separation between church 
and state to illustrate the divergent history of ideas be-
tween secularists and religionists in America. She starts 
with the well documented decision by church members 
and deists alike to write history’s first deliberately Godless 
Constitution. Much of  ‘Freethinkers’ covers the same 
ground as ‘Hellfire Nation’, but Jacobi’s emphasis is on 
the seminal work of reformers who understood the neces-
sity of building a nation based on the civil liberties defined 
in the Bill of Rights in the face of recurring religious hys-
teria and reaction. The issues are the same, the perspec-
tives are not.    
    Secularist and secularism, came into common use in the 
second half of the 19th century to denote a concept of pub-
lic good based on human reason and human rights rather 
than divine authority.  These words replaced the adjective 
civil, used by Tom Paine, James Madison, John Adams 
and Thomas Jefferson to mean the same thing. (next page)   

The three books reviewed on these pages together frame the religious and secular attitudes of mind that are often in con-
flict in our cultural history. No ‘values’ discussion should ignore their power. Liberal freethinkers  have been on the 
forefront of change, whether they called themselves Republicans or Democrats, Progressives or Populists. Their actions 
always generated a reaction, usually a very reactionary response indeed!  Nan Trout reviewed the two books below . 
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were driven by both positive and negative impulses; a 
genuine urge to improve the community and a fear and cas-
tigation of invasive others whose habits and very existence 
threaten the true believers.    

     Completely absent from the book is any discussion of the 
Enlightenment thought that so influenced our founding 
statesmen, the influence of scientific (secular) thought and 
experimental methods, or even a very close reading of the 
liberal religious sects that tried to mediate between scien-
tific truth and religious ecumenical reform.  Amazingly, 
given the book’s theme, William James is never mentioned 
- nor are John Adams (who certainly would have been con-
sidered a Puritan), James Madison, nor Thomas Jefferson’s 
famous letter advocating a ‘wall between church and state’.    

  This is how Morone frames his argument: ‘In the Begin-
ning’ Puritan communities determined not only to practice 
their religious beliefs without interference, but to build a 
Utopian society where every soul had a place, all worldly 
goods would be shared and nothing would change. They 
didn’t call themselves ‘saints’ for nothing!  However, not 
every member of the community was part of the elite hier-
archy; this was Calvinism, after all. Which brings up the 
ever-present problem of evil, and therein lies the tale.      

     The paradox was that nothing in this new world remained 
fixed.  People were free to leave, improve their lot, change 
sects and otherwise override the carefully dictated mores of 
the group.  This freedom was exhilarating, but it also al-
lowed for an awful lot of bad behavior.  Morone makes the 
case that, although our founding generation left state affilia-
tion with a particular church out of the Constitution, Ameri-
cans are forever building new communities of souls as a 
defense against the fearful Other.  Our narrative is full of 
fulminations against new arrivals, discrimination against 
new religious sects, and racial hatred against blacks and 
native Americans.       

      But not all our impulses were mean-spirited, as Toc-
queville noticed early on. The religious impulse embedded 
in the Sermon on the Mount propelled revivals of enthusi-
asm for social reforms to improve the lot of those less for-
tunate among us. Abolition, Women’s Suffrage, and Civil 
Rights all arrived on the crest of a wave of religious fervor, 
as did Prohibition, the Wars on Crime and Drugs and other 
less tolerant crusades. What we don’t so readily acknowl-
edge is that the darker side of these movements rationalized 
racial violence, governmental oversight of people’s morals, 
and attacks on political dissent.   
 

    The historical anecdotes in this book are fascinating and 
unsettling. For a religious skeptic like me, this has not been 
a particularly easy read, but I recommend it anyway.�x   

   Jacobi re-introduces us to both familiar and unfamiliar 
reformers who “accepted Christianity as a formidable 
challenge to a healthy civic life and went after it with de-
termination and a critical vigor,” as reviewer David A. 
Hollinger noted in a recent Harper’s. Throughout our his-
tory secularism has been espoused and encouraged among 
the broadly educated; and feared by those whose under-
standing of knowledge was, by choice or circumstance, 
filtered through a literal reading of the Bible. It is not 
wealth, but intellectual curiosity which defines freethink-
ers, and they have withstood derision and neglect for act-
ing on their convictions against the reaction of their adver-
saries. They were called infidels, communists, socialists 
and  atheists before their ideas were understood or had 
proven compelling. Today the epithet of choice is elitist. 
   Most of civic life in America continues to be secular in 
both thought and institutions. The controversies which 
divide liberals and conservatives rage around a response to 
science, both the method of discovery and the findings that 
affect social and religious conventions. The problem is 
that fundamentalists care more about issues based on their 
beliefs than others do, and they express themselves ada-
mantly in hyperbolic emotional language.  
   Ironically, the artifacts of technology are accessible to 
and pragmatically exploited by both factions, but the un-
derlying world view of secular wisdom that is the abiding 
bedrock of our political heritage is again being attacked by 
a determined will to write God into the Constitution. We 
urgently need a strong secularist defense of both science 
and civil governance and Jacobi calls on today’s secular-
ists - believers and atheists alike - to find ways to convey a 
passionate humanist commitment to social justice and in-
sist that Americans think for themselves instead of relying 
on received revelation. We also have some institution 
building to do. The question is, can we do it fast 
enough?�x   

HELLFIRE NATION FREETHINKERS  
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PRESIDENT’S DAY- Save the Date!  Monday, Feb. 21  
NOON RALLY ON THE CAPITAL STEPS IN SALEM    

10am - 3pm Training and Legislative Meetings in Rm. 350  
Bring your children - Buses are being organized   

To register contact Amy at  488-1909 or aamrhein@mind.net  
 

Amy Amrhein, who managed Peter Buckley’s campaign, now works as a staffer for Stand for Children to advocate 
for adequate funding for K-12 education. Those of you with children in school can help Amy by mobilizing a con-
tingent  of folks from Jackson County for a rally in Salem: 
  

School Funding - A Summary 
    In 2004 A legislative committee established $5.4 billion as the figure needed to maintain “level funding” adjusted for 
increased costs (mainly health care cost increases and PERS). The Governor, focused on higher education and unwilling 
to propose any new revenue, has proposed $5.0 billion for K-12 – $400 million short of this baseline figure.  
    For many parents and teachers, a decade of cutbacks has eroded faith in the public school system and the possibilities 
of improved student outcomes. If strong, strategic pressure is not applied to fund K-12 at a responsible level, Oregon’s 
business climate and quality of life will continue to suffer. The educational experience of thousands of children will de-
cline as class sizes rise and the school year shrinks, and the gains in achievement that we are starting to see will be at 
risk. 

The Responsible School Funding Package 
Stand for Children seeks to partner with statewide and local education, business, parent, faith, and civic organiza-
tions. Working together under the umbrella of a Responsible School Funding Package, this effort will engage and organ-
ize a cross-section of the public at the local legislative district level. The goal: to secure a 2005-2007 appropriation for 
K-12 school funding that balances a full school year and no further class size increases with sensible savings and ac-
countability measures. The Responsible School Funding Package includes: 
�’ A responsible level of funding -- $5.424 Billion -- that maintains state funding at the current level to prevent further  
loss of school days and further increases in class size; 
�’ Sensible cost-saving and efficiency strategies to stretch limited K-12 dollars; 
�’ Accountability measures that ensure school district expenditures align with educational goals. 
 

The campaign will use credible, localized information to approach the legislature respectfully and strategically. It 
will offer examples of new and redirected revenue sources that don’t involve cutting other social services. By in-
creasing the number of citizen lobbyists who are informed and effective in the 2005 legislative session, the cam-
paign will build civic capacity that will contribute to longer-term reform. 
 

Stand for Children’s Role -  Pressing the legislature for adequate school funding is the top priority of Stand for Chil-
dren’s 1,400 members.  The organization has field staff in Jackson, Lane, Marion, Clackamas, Washington, and Mult-
nomah counties; a legislative organizer developing action teams in key districts; and relationships with legislative, edu-
cation and business leaders. Stand for Children has retained the lobbying services of The Tresidder Company. 
 

Partner Organization’s Role -  The campaign to secure responsible school funding will be led by a working group of 
statewide organizations.  Local organizations that support Stand for Children’s Responsible School Funding Package are 
invited to participate in citizen lobbying activities on the local and statewide level.  So if you care about school or your 
kids are at risk of losing more teachers or school days, jump on board.. 
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SEND THANK-YOU NOTES! 
 

Senate confirmation hearings are traditionally ceremonial with 
great deference given to the President's nominees. This time 
was a little different, 13 Senate Democrats voted against Con-
doleezza Rice's confirmation for Secretary of State. 
 

Of course, highlighting these 13 is not to criticize others. Be-
ing an effective opposition party requires picking your spots 
and we need all of our Democratic Senators to deliver when 
individually they can have the most impact. That said, this 
vote was the largest "NO" vote against a cabinet nominee 
since 1825. Please recognize the following Democratic Sena-
tors who used this vote to stand up for a critical American 
value - ACCOUNTABILITY: 
 

Sen. Daniel Akaka (D-HI), Sen. Evan Bayh (D-IN), 
Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-CA), Sen. Robert Byrd (D-WV), 
Sen. Mark Dayton (D-MN), Sen. Dick Durbin (D-IL), 
Tom Harkin (D-IA), Sen. Jim Jeffords (I-VT), 
Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-MA), Sen. John Kerry (D-MA), 
Sen. Frank Lautenberg (D-NJ), Sen. Carl Levin (D-MI), 
and Sen. Jack Reed (D-RI).  
 

Note: Governor Ted Kulongoski, a former Marine, has been 
an outspoken critic of the administration's handling of the 
military in Iraq and Senator Ron Wyden & Oregon's entire 
Democratic congressional delegation voted against giving 
Bush a blank check in Iraq. 

 


