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When!?
All along the election trail in 

Vermont — just last year — we 
the people told everyone running 
for office that the number one 
concern of all Vermonters was the 
ever-increasing property taxes. 
But, then something happened. 
We elected more Democrats and 
— poof! — did they take a forget 
pill or something?  

Most legislators have chosen 
to ignore, and forget, the property 
tax issue.  

Not all the legislators have 
ignored Vermonters’ cry for 
property tax relief. On Feb 16, 
an amendment was proposed by 
Rep. Pattie Komline, R-Man-
chester, and Rep. Steve Adams, 
R-Hartland, and there was a vote 
on repealing Act 60 (Vermont 
Guardian, Feb. 16). Yes, finally 
a vote to repeal ACT 60, and 33 
brave legislators heard our collec-
tive cry from every corner of the 
state, “Reduce our property taxes 
now.”

But 93 turned a deaf ear, and 
voted against repealing the most 
flawed, complicated, unfair tax 
law in our state or any other. 
What were those 93 legislators 
thinking? 

Find out how your legislator 
voted on H.88, and more info 
about the property tax relief ef-
fort, by going to www.revoltan-
drepeal.com.

Don’t wait for your prebate 
check this year to pay your tax-
es. In a separate vote, 94 legis-
lators voted down Rep. David 
Sunderland’s, R-Rutland Town, 
amendment to protect our privacy 
and give us back our tax money. 
That’s right, folks, 94 legisla-
tors don’t think we can manage 
our own money, so they voted to 
credit our tax bills instead.

Do you know that this will 
let everyone who can do simple 
math know just how much money 
you make? The legislators have 
spent seven weeks learning about 
global warming, more time debat-
ing the Iraq War, and it took them 
less than two hours to vote down 
some very important issues to all 
Vermonters — property taxes and 
our privacy.

Hey! Ms. Speaker, how about 
seven weeks working to reduce 
our property taxes and protect 
our privacy. If seven weeks is not 
enough time, then why not vote 
to repeal Act 60/68 by Jan. 2009 
and find a solution over the next 
two years? We voting Vermonters 
must stand up and tell our elected 
officials again, until they hear us, 
loud and clear, that they need to 
reduce our property taxes now. 

Repeal Act 60/68 by 2009 and 
find a fair, less complicated, and 
less divisive way to fund educa-
tion. This is not a Democratic or 
Republican issue, this is a Ver-

mont issue and as a voting Ver-
monter, I humbly request some 
action.

Andrew J. Tarantino
Manchester Center

Get the facts about 
physician-assisted 
dying

As someone who has worked 
long and hard to strengthen end 
of life choices, recent comments 
by those individuals opposed to 
the current PDD (patient directed 
dying) bill in the Vermont Legis-
lature are tough to witness (Ver-
mont Guardian, Feb. 16).

My request is that before you 
write,  do your homework and try 
to be honest with yourself about 
your opinion. Does it represent 
your own religious beliefs or does 
it reflect the reality of the current 
legislation?

Contrary to those who misun-
derstand the legislation, no doc-
tor is required to comply with a 
request for a prescription. The 
patient must initiate the process, 
must make three requests over a 
period of 15 days, and must be 
able to self-administer the medi-
cation.

The proposed legislation spe-
cifically states that euthanasia is 
illegal. The patient must be able 
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Leading the way 

Yep, we did it. Went right off the deep end and into the great 
unknown. Will it be worth it? Are we foolish? Only time 
will tell.

After intense discussions with staff, advertisers, inves-
tors, and readers, we have concluded that it makes good business, and 
environmental, sense to move away from printing a newspaper and 
becoming a completely online news organization.

Since its founding, the Vermont Guardian has been at the forefront 
in Vermont of what newspapers could, and should, do on the Internet. 
We were the first newspaper to offer breaking news and web exclusive 
content, and have been evolving to add special features to help other 
small Vermont businesses connect to each other, and to our readers.

The community we sought to write about and connect with more 
than two years ago — you — has been incredibly encouraging whether 
through criticism or praise.

We have built a strong reputation in the past two-and-a-half years as 
a credible, award-winning publication with the ability to break news 
ahead of much larger, and well-financed and staffed, competitors.

We blended the best of a weekly print publication with that of a 
modern, online news organization. Now, we embark on a new adven-
ture and hope you’ll let us know what you think.

We had been contemplating this move for months as we struggled 
to figure out how to manage a statewide newspaper when newspaper 
advertising is on the decline and younger readers are getting their in-
formation from the Internet. In fact, discussions had been underway 
to transition to becoming an online-only publication late last year and 
into this year.

These were not easy discussions, but the reality is that independent 
news organizations are hard to get off the ground, and struggle finan-
cially in their early years. The Guardian was not immune to this stan-
dard, and we have sought new ways to keep the ship afloat.

Then, the recent blizzard knocked us out of commission for the week 
and we couldn’t distribute the paper. (And, by the way, The New York 
Times and Burlington Free Press were among those who didn’t deliver 
a paper that week either to many places in Vermont so we were in good 
company.) So, we had to come up with an alternate format of getting 
the news out, and making folks happy.

We did, it worked, and because it was a success we quickly began 
to talk to key advertisers about going entirely paperless. In those early 
talks, some advertisers and readers wondered what took us so long to 
make the move.

In the past six months, especially so much of our attention, and re-
sources, were spent each week on publishing a print edition — but the 
demand from readers and advertisers was for us to put more time, and 
money, into the website.

We’ve seen more than 1 million readers in the past year, with more 
than 4 million page views.

As an organization with finite resources, and being on a planet with 
dwindling resources, we decided it just made good business, and eco-
logical, sense to discontinue the weekly print edition.

Still, it was not an easy decision to make, but to keep providing you 
with the quality reporting you’ve come to rely on from the Guardian, 
we had little choice. We know that some of you will miss the print edi-
tion. We will too.

For the time being, the Guardian will provide a dual delivery meth-
od — HTML-based stories and downloadable PDFs — each week. 
And, in between our weekly offerings we will bring more news and 
information, along with audio and video, to our readers.

The reason for doing both versions right now is simple: Some peo-
ple, and advertisers, want to see a “printed” version. So, for those with 
good Internet connections, they can download a PDF. Or, those who 
don’t care, or can’t download large files, we have the HTML version.

It’s terrifying, and exciting, at the same time, and the response so far 
has been overwhelmingly positive. 

We couldn’t have made it this far without our dedicated readers, 
advertisers, contributors, and all the friends and family who helped us 
get off the ground and this far. We look forward to hearing from you, 
as we want you to help us write the new history of media in Vermont 
together.

Always feel free to drop us a line on what you’d like to see more, 
or less, of in terms of news coverage, topics, and what special fea-
tures you’d like to see us provide. E-mail us at info@vermontguardian.
com.
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to take the oral medication, un-
aided. 

More than 600 doctors and 
nurses in Vermont have told 
Death With Dignity Vermont that 
they support the proposed legisla-
tion.

Eight years of documented 
experience with essentially the 
same law in Oregon indicated 
no abuse of the law. During that 
time, Oregon has become a leader 
in the nation for palliative care 
improvement and hospice utiliza-
tion. Passing the legislation is not 
an “either/or” proposition. In Or-
egon in 2005, 92 percent of those 
who used the law were in hospice 
care.

A study by the Vermont Leg-
islative Council, the legal arm 
of our legislature, debunked the 
scare scenarios of the opposi-
tion in their 2004 study. Scare 
tactics of the opposition are just 
that: Their imagined scenarios 
just haven’t happened in Oregon 
where the law has been in effect 
for nine years.

A poll by a nationally respected 
pollster has shown that 78 percent 
of Vermonters, regardless of reli-
gious persuasion, party affiliation, 
or region of residence are in favor 
of the legislation.

Nothing in the bill threatens 
disabled people. They will have 
the same rights as everyone else. 
Oregon has no record of any 

chronically disabled person using 
the law and no surrogate or guard-
ian may act for the patient.

I respect the rights and opin-
ions of those who have moral or 
religious philosophies that cause 
them to oppose PDD for them-
selves, but I and most other in-
dividuals do not intend to allow 
others to limit the choices avail-
able to us at the end of our lives. 
Simply, decisions about death 
belong to the individual who is 
dying; this legislation is about 
strengthening that principle. 

Mark Furnari
South Burlington

Time to stand for 
“we the people”

To all those who listened and 
discussed, with respect and inten-
sity, on Feb. 22, to the panel on 
impeachment convened by the 
Northeast Kingdom Democracy 
Reading Group, and to all who 
have been informing themselves 
on this issue, it is now our turn to 
continue this conversation at our 
town meetings on Tuesday.

Such conversation is our right 
and responsibility. Armed with 
information and references to fur-
ther reading, we can individually 
and collectively communicate the 
facts and history on why Article 
II of the U.S. Constitution must 
be exercised: It provides for con-

gressional investigation regard-
ing issues of whether or not the 
current administration has per-
petrated “high crimes and mis-
demeanors” on the people of this 
country. Article II provides that 
the House create Articles of Im-
peachment — the indictment and 
accusations. It is the Senate where 
the facts will be judged, and pre-
sided over by the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court. 

The decision to impeach Pres. 
George W. Bush and Vice Pres. 
Dick Cheney is about their for-
feiture of our trust, as our highest 
elected officials. Impeachment is 
about “We the People.”

Our House of Representatives 
is charged with detailing accusa-
tions of Bush and Cheney’s per-
petration of lies and deception in 
order to wage pre-emptive war, 
their abuse of executive power, 
violations of the laws of this land 
(i.e. Geneva Convention) respect-
ing torture, habeas corpus, and 
rights to privacy (warrantless 
wiretapping).

As panelist Joseph Gainza im-
plored: “We are the people, the 
sovereigns … of this country, and 
we need to know.” 

Article II, while it may not be 
“mandatory,” is the single provi-
sion of our Constitution that al-
lows the people’s elected represen-
tatives to fulfill their sworn oath 
to our Constitution, the founding 
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document of this country. Should 
we let that constitutional provi-
sion be ignored and unused, we 
are setting a precedent for further 
and future violations of our U.S. 
Constitution.

It is “we the people,” attend-
ing, standing up, and speaking 
out at our town meetings that will 
signal we are taking our respon-
sibilities faithfully. By so doing 
we can demand that our elected 
officials fulfill their same respon-
sibility.

It will not be easy to speak 
out in the midst of some of our 
neighbors and friends, with what 
may be uncomfortable points of 
view. 

But here we are, in the safety 
of our communities, who ask our 
young men and women to put 
their lives on the line, their health 
and their families’ futures in the 
violent streets of Baghdad. 

The least and the most we can 
do is refuse to be silent in the 
safety of our home communities.

Tuesday is our time to support 
the U.S. Constitution, the one 
document under which “we the 
people” are all bound, and under 
which document our troops serve. 
It will be to our peril should we 
fail to defend our democracy here 
at home.

Peggy Sapphire
Craftsbury

Stalling the
disasters

If impeachment proceedings 
were made against Pres. George 
W. Bush and Vice Pres. Dick 
Cheney, maybe they wouldn’t 
have so much time to get us into 
other wars and disasters.

Mary Chipman
Springfield, MO

Impeachment, 
a nice idea 

I appreciate your cause in pro-
moting the impeachment process 
of this country’s current president 
(Vermont Guardian, Feb. 16). 

The fact is that any intelligent 
news reader should realize their 
voice has no counsel nor recogni-
tion. Speak all you want regard-
ing this issue. It will do won-
ders for your internal emotions 
to vent, but it will do nothing to 
remove this sitting president. We 
have two more years. 

Although I personally see ev-
erything this president says as 
fabricated rhetoric of the worst 
kind, I at least accept and real-
ize that no voice will grow loud 
enough for his removal from of-
fice. There are just too many peo-
ple who don’t follow the news or 
participate in learning the truth. 

It’s not really their fault. They 
have simply been bred this way 
by a U.S. system that counts on 
ignorance in numbers. The main-
stream voice is the only voice 
that counts. Although I applaud 
your efforts, FOX News is going 
to win.

Wyatte Stier
Cumberland, MD

Vermonters don’t 
need help on
impeachment

Cindy Sheehan and I will trav-
el Vermont this weekend, stop-
ping in towns from Burlington to 
Brattleboro, to talk about why we 
think the president and vice presi-
dent should be impeached — and 
the essential role that Vermont-
ers are playing in the process. 
We come not to tell the people of 
Vermont how to vote on warrant 
articles regarding impeachment 
at their town meetings next week. 
That would be not just presump-
tuous but foolish. Frankly, the 
voters who have given the United 
States George Aiken, Ralph Flan-
ders, Robert Stafford, Jim Jef-
fords, Patrick Leahy, and Bernie 
Sanders do not need any advice 
from us about how to make po-
litical choices.

Rather, we come to celebrate 
the wisdom of Dan DeWalt, El-
len Tenney, and the thousands of 
other Vermonters who have cho-
sen to embrace a Jeffersonian vi-
sion of how U.S. citizens relate 
to their federal government, and 
to take some of that wisdom back 
to the rest of the country.

It was Thomas Jefferson who 
observed more than 200 years 
ago, “Yes, we did produce a near-
perfect republic.”

It was Jefferson, as well, who 
asked of those who would inherit 
that republic: “But will they keep 
it?”

The answer to that question, 
for this particular moment in 
history, will come from the Ver-
mont town meetings that debate 
calls for the impeachment of 
Pres. George W. Bush and Vice 
Pres. Dick Cheney. No, decisions 
made in town meetings across the 
Green Mountain State will not, in 
and of themselves, restore the re-
public — which, rather than the 
punishment of individual men, is 
the purpose of impeachment. But, 
as we in towns and cities across 
this great country despair at the 
determination of our president to 
surge the country deeper into the 
quagmire that is Iraq and react 
with horror at courtroom revela-
tions about the manner in which 
our vice president has used his 
office to manage attacks on the 

reputations and livelihoods of 
an administration critic and his 
spouse, Vermont can signal to the 
nation that there is an appropriate 
response to the crisis.

More importantly, Vermont 
can put that response — impeach-
ment — back on the table for use 
by the people and their Congress. 
The attention to the votes cast by 
Vermonters will remind the peo-
ple of this country that the found-
ers did not intend for the people 
or their representatives to allow 
any president or vice president to 
act as “a king for four years.”

House Speaker Nancy Pelosi 
was wrong to suggest, as she did 
during the heat of last fall’s elec-
tion campaign, that impeachment 
was “off the table.”

No section of the Constitution 
can or should be rendered inoper-
able by any politician — even a 
well-intentioned one.

The authors of the U.S. ex-
periment had a deep and healthy 
distrust of concentrated power, 
especially when that power was 
held by a regal figure, be he iden-
tified as king or president. They 
crafted a constitution that made 
no mention of god, corporations, 
or political parties. They made 
no effort to establish a process 
for nominating candidates for 
the presidency, and gave only the 
barest outlines for the selection 
of the commander-in-chief — an 
electoral college was established, 
but little preparation was made 
for how or when the electors 
would be chosen, let alone who 
would do the choosing.

No less a U.S. citizen than 
James Madison said, after assur-
ing that the Constitution would 
include a broad authority to sanc-
tion members of the executive 
branch, observed that “it may, 
perhaps, on some occasion, be 
found necessary to impeach the 
President himself.” The occasion 
has arrived. The necessary argu-
ments for the impeachment of the 
president — and the vice presi-
dent — have been identified. That 
Vermonters are among the first to 
recognize the circumstance does 
not surprise us. Rather, it inspires 
us. This is why we have come: to 
share in a great democratic mo-
ment, and to carry the faith for-
ward to people in other states. 
It is the faith of the founders, a 
faith that is being restored by the 
people of Vermont.

John Nichols
Madison, WI

John Nichols is the author of  The 
Genius of Impeachment: The 
Founders’ Cure for Royalism.

38 Main Street
Middlebury, VT 05753
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