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Burlington, what a 
place to live

A really nice thing to see 
shortly after 8 a.m. on a recent 
Sunday morning in Battery Park 
was a city employee hard at 
work with a special machine to 
make ready the small ice skat-
ing rink near the police station 
so kids and others could enjoy 
Sunday winter wonderland rec-
reation. It is that kind of atten-
tion to detail that makes this city 
a great place to live.

Dennis McMahon
Burlington

Can we wait any 
longer?

It is heartwarming for me to 
enter this 98th year of living on 
Earth knowing that most of the 
choices I made for how to live 
and what to work for were the 
“right” causes.

Because I understood as a 
child some connection to Earth, 
I had a vision of the role my 
country and I could play in cre-
ating the paradise this planet 
could become. I’ve spent my life 
making unpopular choices. I’ve 
supported all kinds of initiatives 
which would have given all life 
a better world but were never 
given a chance — solar power, a 
single payer health care system, 

no nuclear technology, several 
types of non-polluting trans-
portation, preserving the family 
farm in the late 1940s, and other 
attempts to keep business small 
and life simple.

I was always politically active 
because I have been given a vi-
sion of our country’s potential. 
We were working to become a 
democracy — governing of the 
people, by the people, and for 
the people. With our example, 
other countries would be able 
to envision such a future. There 
were always groups with this vi-
sion to support.

As Earth consciousness sur-
faced in the 20th century, there 
were more and more “positive 
futures” groups — some started, 
got discouraged, and gave up; 
others continued to enlighten 
and change thinking. Now many 
understand an Earth-human con-
nection; what we do to Earth, 
we do to ourselves; we are the 
global brain. We have proof of 
this connection with what we 
have done to our bioregions and 
ecosystems. A global warming.

We could witness the great 
awakening. A group of humans 
from all over the planet have 
been able to formulate “The 
Earth Charter: Values and prin-
ciples for a sustainable future.” 
We need to ratify this and use 
it. In 2003, millions of humans 

rejected war as a way of solving 
human problems. We are one hu-
man family that shouldn’t fight.

I’ve been waiting a long time. 
I like to think I may live to see 
it happen.

Marion Leonard
Rochester

Communities need 
more protection

Over the past couple of years, 
St. Albans Town, St. Albans 
City, and the surrounding com-
munities have struggled with 
how to fairly and accurately 
evaluate the potential impacts 
of big box development on local 
economies and infrastructure. 
Because oversized, out-of-place 
development can harm com-
munities, local officials need 
as much accurate, objective in-
formation as possible to make 
the most informed decisions on 
whether, where, and under what 
terms to permit large-scale retail 
stores.  

St. Albans’ story — whereby 
the Act 250 District Commis-
sion sent Wal-Mart’s economic 
consultant back to the drawing 
board because of “flaws” and 
“omissions” in its economic 
analysis — provides the most 
striking example of why the 
Legislature should pass the 
Community Impact Study Bill. 
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It’s time to get some backbone

In October, a Newsweek poll showed 51 percent of the U.S. public 
believes impeachment should be a top priority for the new Con-
gress.

John Dean, the former White House counsel to Richard Nixon, 
wrote a best-selling book Worse Than Watergate: The Secret Presiden-
cy of George W. Bush. Two other books — one by John Nichols and the 
other by Dave Lindorff — have also sold tens of thousands of copies.

With all of this, it’s clear that the issue of impeachment is one that 
the U.S. public has not taken off the table. So, why are elected officials 
in Washington and Montpelier so dismissive?

In Washington, House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, D-CA, declared im-
peachment “off the table” before even one hearing. Instead, she wants 
the Democratic-led Congress to focus on “changing course.”

In Vermont, where the impeachment movement has inspired count-
less communities throughout the country, key state leaders dismiss 
the grassroots effort as a distraction. Last week, House Speaker Gaye 
Symington, D-Jericho, said, “The Legislature has a short amount of 
time and needs to focus its work on the issues most affecting Vermont-
ers.” 

During the Watergate investigations, the Democratic majority was 
able to pass major legislation such as  the Endangered Species Act. 
Certainly, our elected officials should be able to uphold the Constitu-
tion and chew gum at the same time.

While any impeachment effort in the U.S. House would likely re-
ceive a lukewarm reception in the Senate, where Democrats have a 
one-vote majority, that should not deter the House from empaneling 
the kinds of hearings necessary to hold the Bush administration ac-
countable for its actions, and to investigate claims of war profiteering 
and manipulation of pre-war intelligence.

To not conduct these investigations would force Congress to con-
tinue the abdication of its constitutional role to the executive and ju-
dicial branches of government. Voters in November wanted an end to 
the rubber-stamp, stay-the-course approach in Washington and expect 
Democrats to do better.

Will investigations lead to impeachment? Who knows and who 
cares. The bottom line is that Congress needs to hold this administra-
tion accountable. It’s time to stop beating around the bush.

Company you keep

Vermont’s blogosphere has been active recently, focusing 
on the Second Vermont Republic, the nascent organiza-
tion that has been arguing for peaceful secession from the 
United States.

Bloggers are raising questions about the advisors SVR has partnered 
with and their connection to Southern white supremacist groups.

While guilt by association is often a slippery slope, in this case what 
is equally as disturbing as intelligent, well-meaning Vermonters rely-
ing on racists to think about ways to secede is the response from SVR 
supporters when these disturbing facts are brought to light.

To them, it is ludicrous to think of the SVR, and those at the like-
minded publication Vermont Commons, to be racist. They claim to be 
nothing but inclusive and honorable. OK, that’s a defense. 

But, they are quick to dismiss the racist beliefs of these “advisors” 
who have links to documented hate groups in the South.

The Vermont Guardian has long been of the mind that the concept of 
secession has merits because it raises key issues that every democracy 
should struggle with from time to time.

But, we believe that is in the best interest of SVR and the Vermont 
Commons to disassociate themselves from people connected with se-
cession as a way to prove a Christian identity or racial purity through 
organizations such as the League of the South.

Nothing could be further from the core of Vermont’s own record as 
a nation-state: We were the first to outlaw slavery in a constitution, and 
sent thousands of soldiers to die during the Civil War in our desire to 
abolish slavery.

We have set strong examples for how a civil society debates issues 
and solves complex problems, and if it truly believes in the Vermont 
way, then SVR should set its own terms for secession, rather than bor-
rowing from the racist elements that have pushed the issue in other 
parts of the country. 

This nation has a long way to go to overcome its institutional racism, 
and we need to be all focusing on ways to make this nation more, not 
less, inclusive.
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The bill, now under consid-
eration by the Senate Economic 
Development Housing and Gen-
eral Affairs Committee, would:• 
Ensure that a community and re-
gional impact study is undertaken 
which analyzes the proposed 
costs and benefits associated with 
any large-scale retail project, 
upon which the host community, 
neighboring towns, district envi-
ronmental commissions, and oth-
er interested parties can make the 
most informed decisions; and,

• Allow the community to 
choose an unbiased, indepen-
dent consultant to conduct the 
study, but require the developer 
to fund it.

A solid foundation of unbi-
ased and fully-informed plan-
ning is essential to the viability 
of our communities in the 21st 
century. This bill will help avoid 
the costly, timely, and cumber-
some process that St. Albans 
went through. It will give com-
munities a tool — not just the 
developers — to ask for a full 
picture of the potential impacts’  
best-case scenario. Since that 
level of understanding is vital 
to ensuring the long-term health 
and prosperity of Vermont com-
munities, I hope the Legislature 
passes this important bill. 

Sue Prent
St. Albans

Stopping the race 
to the bottom

Most working people in 
Vermont are faced with eco-
nomic insecurity on a daily 
basis.  Fewer and fewer work-
ers enjoy health care cover-
age, real retirement security, or 
even a livable wage.  Too many 
workers are forced to work two 
to three jobs, taking a toll on 
families and communities.  And 
we are seemingly always 
caught between the rock of  
rising regressive taxes (such as 
the property tax, sales tax, and 
user fees) and the hard place 
of cutting public education and 
public services — illustrated no 
more clearly than in our Ver-
mont town meeting debates over 
school budgets every year. 

Some people, especially the 
few who are benefiting from 
the situation, would like us to 
believe that economic insecu-
rity for the many is simply a 
byproduct of uncontrollable 
forces of the economy, and 
that there is no other option to 
the status quo.  However, the 
reality is that economic inse-
curity is a result of specific 
policies promoted by large cor-
porations, the wealthy, and their 
far-right allies.  Federal trade 
policy has promoted outsourc-
ing, off-shoring, and plant clos-

ings that have devastated many 
communities.  Health insurance 
and pharmaceutical companies 
have poured millions of dol-
lars into defeating any kind of 
health care reform.  Billions of 
dollars have been wasted on an 
unnecessary and unjust war in 
Iraq.  These policies add up to a 
“race to the bottom” for work-
ers, and a race to the bottom is 
one that no one wins. 

Throughout history, whenever 
economic elites have defended 
the status quo with the argument 
that there is no other option, 
working people have stood up 
for an alternative vision, a vi-
sion of an economy that works 
for everyone.  

We can see that happening lo-
cally with the Verizon workers 
who are standing up to stop a 
sale that could not only destroy 
good jobs but frustrate Ver-
mont’s aspirations for quality 
broadband, in the fight that Spe-
cialty Filaments workers made 
for a just severance when their 
factory closed, in the struggles 
of nurses at Fletcher Allen for 
quality care and COTS work-
ers for a voice at work, and of 
school support staff for livable 
wages.

On Monday, Feb. 19, the Ver-
mont Workers’ Center, the Ver-
mont Livable Wage Campaign, 
and dozens of other local spon-
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soring organizations will hold 
a Workers’ Rights Board Hear-
ing where elected officials, faith 
leaders, and community leaders 
will hear testimony from work-
ers, and engage in a critical 
community discussion regard-
ing poverty wages, livable wag-
es, and the future of jobs in our 
community. It is only by linking 
our struggles together to create 
a common vision of economic 
and social justice, and a move-
ment based on that vision, that 
we will be able, as a community 
and a nation, to stop the race to 
the bottom. 

Jonathan Kissam
Burlington

Jonathan Kissam is secretary-
treasurer of UE Local 221.  The 
Workers’ Rights Board Hearing 
will be at 6:30 p.m. at Contois 
Auditorium at Burlington’s City 
Hall.  For more information, 
contact: James Haslam, Ver-
mont Workers’ Center, at 272-
0882 or james@workerscenter.
org, or Emma Mulvaney Stanak, 
Vermont Livable Wage Cam-
paign, at 863-2345 ext. 8 or 
livablewage@pjcvt.org.

For some, it may 
not be a choice

When, years ago, I first heard 
of the Hemlock Society, the idea 
that a person wishing to end his 
or her life could be helped by 
friends or family struck me as a 
courageous, radical idea. 

Ignorant about the subtleties 
of such a proposal and eager 
to rebel against any organiza-
tion’s prohibitions of suicide, I 
sympathized with the Hemlock 
Society’s goals as humanitarian. 
It was a case of honoring indi-
vidual rights. 

Now, however, the debate on 
personal choice is being used 
to create public policy that puts 
too much of the power of this 
final solution into the hands of 
physicians and insurance com-
panies. This is a very different 
and troubling matter.

I have a disability, blindness, 
once a largely accepted reason 
for suicide. I came to my ex-
perience with disability after 
a background of educational 
privilege and economic and per-
sonal opportunities. I have had 
access to resources and support. 
Society does not consider me a 

burden and my own conviction 
that I am not a burden to soci-
ety or friends and family makes 
my case very different from 
many others. Many individuals 
with significant disabilities are 
viewed by doctors and others 
as having a life not worth liv-
ing and are not getting needed 
services. I am troubled as well 
by what this proposal means for 
those who are poor and unin-
sured.

There are many reasons to be 
concerned. It is dangerous to le-
galize physician-assisted suicide 
when health care is severely ra-
tioned. People living with dis-
abilities or in poverty are often 
discriminated against and dis-
paraged. The bill gives doctors 
a role many are not prepared for 
and others do not want. Some 
physicians provide sensitive, 
compassionate, and effective 
end of life care.  Some — but not 
all.  Given the well-documented 
inability of many physicians to 
deal with death humanely, I for 
one would not want a physician 
to judge or be the arbitrator of 
the righteousness of my demise. 
Protecting doctors and hospitals 
from liability — as the bill now 

being considered does — repre-
sents a dangerous trend in pub-
lic policy.

I said that I came to this is-
sue from a life that included 
privilege; I also carry another 
history. 

I left Europe at a time when 
doctors put individuals with 
disabilities, Jews, and political 
dissidents to death. The eugen-
ics movement of the 1930s and 
40s, a philosophy formulated 
in this country (specifically in 
Vermont) and in Germany, used 
forced sterilization to eliminate 
“less worthy” or “less success-
ful” humans. Fear and the de-
sire for control led to bad public 
policy. I don’t want to see that 
happen again.

 The desire not to be a bur-
den or the fear of dealing with 
disability or death can make a 
lethal prescription seem like the 
only choice. Lack of access to 
effective and legal pain man-
agement and respectful end of 
life care also has the potential to 
promote a desire for death; even 
when death is not certain. 

This bill does not promote 
improved access to and funding 
for effective pain management 

services, hospice supports, and 
responsive end-of-life care. It 
only protects the doctor’s role 
in ending life.  

A more rational approach 
— such as universal health care 
— would make sure that pal-
liative care, hospice, and skilled 
pain management are available. 
Given the recent advances in 
palliative care and hospice, very 
few individuals need to have un-
treatable pain.

The benefits of this bill for 
the small number of individu-
als whose pain cannot be suc-
cessfully treated by current 
advances in pain management 
do not outweigh the potential 
risks to many other individuals 
whose lives and legal protec-
tions would be put at risk if the 
proposed “Patient Choice at End 
of Life” bill were passed. Real 
choice requires much more than 
this bill offers.

Andrew Potok
Montpelier

Andrew Potok is the author of A 
Matter of Dignity, Changing the 
World of the Disabled.

FEBRUARY 22 
                   TO MARCH 4, 2007

PLAN YOUR WINTER TRIP IN MONTREAL!
THE FESTIVAL IS STARTING IN TWO WEEKS

SUN LIFE 
FINANCIAL
PERFORMING ARTS

OVER 30 CONCERTS
AND EVENTS,SUCH AS

FESTIVAL DINNERS • PRESTIGIOUS GUESTS • FESTIVAL’S FINEST TABLES
FESTIVAL LUNCH MENUS • THE FESTIVAL OF OUR CHEESES
ACTIVITIES AT JEAN-TALON MARKET

3 EXCLUSIVE CULINARY TOURS!
Flavourful  Montréal  Old Montréal  Progressive Dinner 

Cook with the chef INFO-HIGHLIGHTS:  514 288-9955 • 1  888 477-9955

Travel packages available montrealhighl ights.com/packages

AIR FRANCE
WINE AND DINE EXPERIENCE
PRESENTED BY
AMERICAN EXPRESS

INFORMATION AND TICKETS
514 288-9955 • 1 888 477-9955 • montrealhighlights.com

THE MONTREAL ALL-NIGHTER
From Saturday, March 3, to Sunday, March 4, 
come spend the night with us! 

Hydro-Québec presents

More than 80 cultural, sports, and interactive activities 
— most of them free — and all of them spectacular to 
watch and experience in a single night! 

The party will be going strong all 
night long in three districts of the  
city, with three different circuits  
through local streets! A free 
shuttle service will take you 
from site to site.  And when 
dawn raises  its head, the jovial 
night-owl  crowd will be able 
to meet up for  the famous the 
Convivial  Breakfast presented 
by Milk,  served free to some 
3,000 night-time adventurers!

THE HYDRO-QUÉBEC
CELEBRATION OF LIGHT 

[bjm_danse]
LES BALLETS JAZZ
DE MONTRÉAL
FEBRUARY 22-23-24 
Théâtre Maisonneuve, PdA

VINCENT MANTSOE
MEN-JARO
FEBRUARY 27-28
Théâtre Maisonneuve, PdA

JOHNNY CLEGG
FEBRUARY 23 
Métropolis

SOWETO
GOSPEL CHOIR
AFRICAN SPIRIT
MARCH 3
Salle Wilfrid-Pelletier, PdA

BARBARA
HENDRICKS
MARCH 4
Théâtre Maisonneuve, PdA

CIE FERIA MUSICA
LE VERTIGE DU
PAPILLON
FEBRUARY 20 TO MARCH 3
TOHU, la Cité des arts du cirque

4th EDITION

8th EDITION


