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Calendar 

 
   Calendar Planning Meeting                                                      
   At the home of Laura Kratz 
 

Wednesday, July 19, 7:30 p.m.  
 

 
Please join the discussion as we fill in our calendar for 2006-2007.  How do you want to celebrate our 75th Anniversary?  
Which community issues is our League in a unique position to address?  Bring your ideas for Rendezvous and other 
fundraising events too.  This is the meeting that sets the tone for the coming year.   
 
     
    
   Meet the Superintendent 
       Dr. Lynn Krizcik  
  

Thursday, July 20, 4:00 p.m. 
At the home of Jan Dorner 

Dr. Lynn Krizic, the new District 205 Superintendent, will drop by for this informal outdoor gathering.  We look forward to 
introducing ourselves and welcoming her to Elmhurst.  Please bring a small snack to share.  Drinks will be provided. 
 
 
         
   Board Meeting   
         
 

Saturday, August 5, 9:00 a.m.  
At the home of Laura Kratz 

 
 

 
 

Elmhurst delegates at the League’s National Convention: Jeanne Davik, Jan Dorner, Jan Vanek, Laura Kratz. 
You can view more Convention pictures on our website, www.lwvelmhurst.org . 
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President’s Corner 
 
Summertime – time to play outside, relax, and plan for 
the coming year.  Our first, order of business, however, 
is to extend a hearty thank you to Marcella and 
Jeannine Schonta who so graciously opened their 
home to us for the Annual Meeting in May.  We had a 
great turnout – more than a quorum for the business 
meeting and plenty of good conversation and tasty 
refreshments afterward.   
 
2006 is our LWV National Convention year so Jan 
Vanek and I represented the Elmhurst LWV in 
Minneapolis.  Elmhurst members Jeanne Davik, who 
represented Kewaunee, and Jan Dorner who serves as 
LWVIL Secretary and represented Chicago at 
convention, joined us.  Over four days we, and 1,000  

fellow Leaguers from 49 states, worked on a wide range 
of issues – our reports that follow will provide a good 
overview of what was accomplished and what is on the 
horizon. 
 
On Wednesday, July 19th, 7:30 pm we will hold our 
annual Planning Meeting.  It will be at my house, 292 
Forest.  This is where we will talk about our ideas for 
celebrating our 75th Anniversary, topics and speakers for 
our monthly meetings, and the direction in which we are 
heading.  If you are unable to attend, please send me 
your ideas so they may be added to our list. 
Since there is so much information from Convention, I 
will sign off here.  I wish you all a great summer!��
� � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � � �
�

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
LWV Elmhurst Annual Meeting Highlights 

 
Election of Officers 
The slate of officers and directors was elected as presented.  You can find most of our contact information in your 
Yearbook/Directory although there are some changes/additions since it was published. 
   
President: Laura Kratz 
1st Vice President: Position Open 
2nd Vice President, Program:  Lisa Landreth 

            
Treasurer: Connie Zillig 
Secretary: Gina Brigham 

    
Membership: Donna Blue 
Voter Service: Gail Anderson 
Voter Registration:  Jan Vanek 

Observers & Publicity:  Jan Dorner 
Webmaster:  Jeanne Davik 
Shop Talk Editor:  Carolyn Landwehr 
 
 
Off Board Chairs: 
Finance Drive:  Jeanne Stuart,  
Nominating Committee:  Nelly Cheng, Chair,  

Corinne Johnson, Marilyn Thompson 

 
 
Local Program 
The members voted to retain the Support and Action Items for 2005-2007 as published in your Yearbook/Directory on 
page 16 with one amendment (highlighted below, in bold): 
 
Item 5.  Adopt a one-two year serious study of the financial issue and the consequences of insufficient funding facing Unit 
District 205.  This study should lead to possible action by the League, which will serve the interests of our community.  
The League will monitor and evaluate the use of the referenda funds. 
 
Rationale:  As a result of LWV endorsement and subsequent passage of the two local school referenda last spring, our 
League is in a unique position to advocate for wise use of the taxpayer money under our existing positions on education, 
child welfare, and the environment.   
 
Budget 
The budget was approved and is included in this Shop Talk.  Please keep in mind we have NOT raised our dues even 
though we will pay more to both the Illinois and National Leagues for each member this year.   We plan to make up the 
difference through various fundraisers including our fall Finance Drive, 75th Anniversary Celebration, Rendezvous events, 
and window cling sales. 
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LWVUS Convention 2006 
Plenary [Sessions attended by all delegates meeting together] by  � � � �� � � � � � �

�
The “Meeting in the Middle,” also known as LWVUS 
Convention 2006, started with President Kay Maxwell 
using a gavel that belonged to Susan B. Anthony to 
call the meeting to order.  The gavel, on loan from the 
LWV of New York, was given by Susan B. Anthony to 
Carrie Chapman Catt.  With the bang of this gavel, we 
started our convention with Dr. Thomas E. Mann of the 
Brookings Institution, speaking about "American 
Democracy in a Partisan Era" at the opening plenary 
session on Saturday, June 10th.  Dr. Mann’s words, while 
entertaining in their delivery, were daunting in what was 
said.  He stated that he felt that this time is the worst, 
politically, that he has seen.  The two parties are 
ideologically polarized, there is intense struggle with 
every election, and the demand for political money is 
high.   
 
Kay Maxwell addressed the convention in her 
presentation entitled “Reflections.”  She spoke of the 
LWVUS accomplishments over the last two years.  One 
key element that would be repeated often throughout the 
4 days was to focus on a limited number of priorities and 
maintain that focus.  LWVUS cosponsored an activity or 
project only if it fit into our agenda and had impact and 
visibility.   
 
The Proposed 2006-2008 National Program was also 
presented at this time, as well as 12 intent-to-move- 
consideration of not-recommended program items.  
Program was addressed again on Sunday.  LWVUS 
moved  

·  the adoption LWVIL abolition of the death penalty 
concurrence,   

·  a 3-year study of immigration policies, 
·  and retention of all existing positions. 

Of the 12 not-recommended program items that were 
announced the day before, 4 (LWV name change, 
update and further study of the International Criminal 
Court, update of our military and defense spending 
position, and amending the position on electing the 
President) did not make it through the process of 
consideration. 
 
Sunday afternoon’s plenary session included a brief 
report of our two UN Observers’ activities given by Doris 
Schapira, one of the two Observers. 
 
Monday’s plenary started with a Judicial Panel on 
“Understanding the System to Defend the Courts.”   

Following were the votes on the 
program for the next two  
years.  Concurrence on LWVIL’s 
abolition of the death penalty was 
passed with little objection. Of the 8 
remaining not-recommended 
program items, the delegate body approved three.  They 
were: 

·  A resolution requiring a voter verified paper ballot 
or paper record with electronic voting systems. 

·  A resolution elevating the restoration of our 
system of checks and balances and separation 
of powers to a top priority. 

·  A resolution for LWVUS to support the concept of 
Internet neutrality by calling upon Congress to 
protect equal access to the Internet. 

The final two motions of this session were adoption of a 
3-year study of immigration polices and the retention of 
all existing positions. 
 
Monday afternoon was spent in workshops.  There were 
12 from which to choose including redistricting, 
fundraising, membership and civil liberties.  The banquet 
was that evening, where all enjoyed great food and the 
stories of Garrison Keillor, the host and writer of “A 
Prairie Home Companion” and “The Writer’s Almanac,” 
heard on public radio stations across the country. 
 
Our last plenary session was on Tuesday, where our 
new President, Mary Wilson gave her address on 
“Taking the League to New and Greater Heights.”  We 
finished this convention with Guidance to the Board.  
This lasted about an hour, and many of the same issues 
that were brought up in Program discussions came up 
again.  Some of those who spoke complained about the 
lack of time for program discussion.  
 
Those of you who have attended an LWVUS convention 
know lots of activities were not discussed in this article.  
The Budget and Per Member Payment information are 
discussed in another article.  There were 22 hours of 
“pubs and wares” where LWVIL staffed and grossed 
about $1000.  There were many caucuses (some of 
which will be discussed in other areas of Shop Talk) 
from early in the morning until late at night. The dine-
around was a chance to network with people from 
throughout the country.  Many other times, usually over 
food, were used to share ideas.  This meeting in the 
middle was exciting, exhausting and exhilarating.

. 
 
 
Directory Update:  Two of our long-time members are moving to Beacon Hill, a retirement community in Lombard, IL. 
Carolyn Landwehr will be moving on July 20.  Ginny Pomerance will be moving to the same building on August 4. 
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LWVUS ADVOCACY UPDATE  by����� � � �� � � � � � ����
Lloyd Leonard, LWVUS’s Advocacy Director, and Betsy 
Lawson, LWVUS’s Senior Lobbyist, presented an update 
on the advocacy issues with which they have been 
dealing.  They are focusing on what the League calls the 
“Democracy Agenda.”   This effort seeks to protect our 
electoral processes through: 

·  Campaign Finance Reform:  Lloyd reported 
that we have been forced to protect what we 
have by fighting the challenges of increasing 
limits and leadership PACs. Work is continuing 
to regulate 527 Organizations.  Public funding of 
Presidential campaigns needs to be updated 
and it appears that Shays-Meehan may 
introduce a bill in the House and that perhaps 
Feingold will introduce one in the Senate.  Since 
McCain may be running for President, it doesn’t 
appear that he will sponsor such a bill.  LWVUS 
is working with a coalition that is pushing for 
public financing of Congress.  Again, Shays-
Meehan may bring a bill to the House and 
Durbin is projected to bring one to the Senate. 

·  Election Reform:  New barriers to registering to 
vote are featured in an article in the latest issue 
of the National Voter.  There has been funding 
to the states to support HAVA (Helping America 
Vote Act of 2002).  There have been 
amendments added to a housing reform bill 
prohibiting not-for-profits from registering voters.  
An amendment to an Immigration Bill required 
an ID for every voter by 2008.  Although this 
passed in the Senate, due to a procedural  

      problem, it will not be moving on. 
 

·  Civil Liberties:  Betsy reported that the 
delegates from the 2004 convention lobbied 
their legislators about the SAFE Act.  LWVUS 
supported McCain’s anti-torture of prisoners bill 
and the Open Government Act.  Although we did 
not support the reauthorization of the USA 
Patriot Act, it was passed. 

·  Ethics and Lobbying Reform:  Currently, 
outside complaints are not allowed to come 
before the Ethics Committee and neither political 
party wants to turn in the other one.  Shays-
Meehan are putting together a lobbying reform 
bill, which they will be introducing soon. 

·  Redistricting Reform:  This is primarily a state 
or local issue, but a League can lobby on 
redistricting if: 

o 1 person/1vote 
o minority voting rights protected 
o no partisan gerrymandering 
o open and transparent process 

·  Reauthorization of the Voting Rights Act of 
1965:  The reauthorization bills are HR9 and 
S2703. 

LWVUS has been supporting D.C. Voting Rights for 40 
years.  The newest effort is a statutory approach, 
focusing on the House.  The House would be expanded 
by 2 seats – one to go to D.C. another to the state next 
in line for another – Utah.  This seems to be moving in 
the right direction.  The Lobby Corps has also worked on 
ANWR, Health Care, and several other issues that fall 
within our positions.    

_________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

�    LWVUS Budget / PMP    [Per Member Payment]      by����� � � �� � � � � � �

�

$ Budgets are always a sticking point during a national 
convention, and this year was no exception.  To start the 
discussion, LWVUS has been operating within budget, 
with income and expenditures essentially in balance 
over the last four years.  Cash and invested reserves 
have substantially increased in value over the past four 
years due to gifts by League members and a rising stock 
market.  But, 42% of the combined expenses of LWVUS 
and LWVEF were for fund raising.  As far as income is 
concerned, 27% comes from PMPs (Per Member 
Payments) and 44% comes from direct marketing.  With 
8,000 more members, the 2001 – 2002 budget was 
funded by PMPs at a 38% level.  Only 13% of the 
LWVUS and LWVEF income comes from grants.   
 

$ In order to propose a balanced budget for this 
upcoming year (2006 - 2007), the National Board 
recommended a $2.50 PMP increase to $26.30.  $1.00 
of this is attributed to loss in membership.  This increase 
will also fund 2 additional staff members – 1 part-time to 
work with Leagues on membership and another full-time 

position to work with Leagues on voter outreach, 
education and election reform activities.  For the 2007 – 
2008 year, an additional $0.50 was recommended.  A 
small investment was proposed for a new website, to 
replace DNet, which will focus on election information 
(state specific).    
 

$ Although these dues and the amended proposed 
budget were ultimately accepted, many had other ideas 
on how to save some money.  The same people who 
were pushing for increased activity (updating a position 
or starting a new study) in specific position areas or 
increasing priority levels of other positions thought it 
might be a good idea to move the office out of 
Washington, D.C.  (How about having our lobby corps 
work out of St. Louis?)  Others felt that our studies could 
be done using our in-League experts.  Most of these 
suggestions were repeated in guidance to the Board, 
where the LWVUS Board will consider these 
suggestions. 
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National Program for the 2006-2008 Biennium   

by����� � � � � � � � � � �  
 

The existing National Program 
(statements of positions 
maintained by the 
membership) was retained.  In 
addition, 72 non-
recommended item topics 
were submitted prior to 
convention as possible 
program additions or updates.  
Of these, 13 received motions 

for consideration with 7 actually making it to the debate 
stage.  Because there were so many items, debate on 
each, including the two recommended items, was limited 
to 9 minutes each.   
 
Recommended Items Approved: 
 
Abolition of the death penalty position:  The LWVIL 
abolition of the death penalty position was adopted by 
concurrence on the convention floor on Monday, June 
12th.  The position states The LWVUS supports abolition 
of the death penalty.   
 
Adoption of a three-year study of immigration policies:   
The scope of the study will be determined by the 
LWVUS Study Committee and approved by the LWVUS 
Board.   
 
Non-Recommended Items Approved: 
 
Voter-verified paper ballot or paper record requirement 
for electronic voting systems:   
 
It was resolved that the position on the Citizens© Right to 
Vote is to be interpreted to affirm that L WVUS supports 
only voting systems that are designed so that: 

a) they employ a voter-verifiable paper ballot or 
other paper record, said paper being the official 
record of the voter©s intent; and 
b) the voter can verify, either by eye or with the aid 
of suitable devices for those who have impaired 
vision, that the paper ballot/record accurately 
reflects his or her intent; and c) such verification 
takes place while the voter is still in the process of 
voting; and 
d) the paper ballot/record is used for audits and 
recounts; and 
e) the vote totals can be verified by an independent 
hand count of the paper ballot/record; and, 

 f) routine audits of the paper ballot/record in 
 randomly selected precincts can be conducted in 
 every election, and the results published by the 

jurisdiction. Fittingly, the position was approved after a 
paper ballot vote. 
 
Resolution favoring restoration of checks and balances: 
This resolution elevates restoration of our nation’s 
system of checks and balances and the separation of 
powers to a top priority by specifically adding it to our 
Democracy Agenda for advocacy and education.  Not 
only does the resolution denounce the erosion of the 
checks and balances system, it calls upon Congress to 
assume its vital role for oversight and act as a co-equal 
branch of government responsive to the citizens its 
members represent. 
 
Internet Neutrality 
This resolution states that the LWVUS supports the 
concept of Internet neutrality and calls upon Congress to 
protect equal access to the Internet. 
 
Workshops and Caucuses 
 
New Ways Communities are Collaborating and Creating 
Solutions in our Democracy 
Matt Leighninger, Director of the Democracy Workshop, 
led this very crowded workshop.  He asserts that the 
relationship between public officials and the communities 
they serve is changing radically.  Well-educated, 
articulate, skeptical citizens are not willing to sit back 
and let their elected leaders represent them.  We are 
moving to a type of democracy where our elected 
leaders work directly with constituents who are 
committed to working for change.  The League of 
Women Voters is in a unique position to serve as 
“neutral conveners” by bringing people and government 
officials together in an environment that is fair to parties 
on both sides of an issue.   
 
Global Warming: How Should We Respond 
Delaware LWV member Chad Tholman, a retired 
scientist, gave a very detailed explanation of global 
warming.  He estimates we have a decade or two to get 
change going at the grassroots level to make a 
difference.  He encouraged us to think of it as an ethical 
and moral issue:  the average American generates more 
air pollution than our counterparts in Europe, Asia, or 
Africa.  Yet it is the people in the poorest countries who 
suffer the most.  He said 150,000 die each year from 
climate change that results in floods, famine and 
disease.  Alas, the attempt to add a global warming 
position to the LWVUS program was defeated in part 
because there is no one on the LWVUS staff who is fully 
schooled on this issue. 
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Thanks to the Elmhurst LWV for sending me to the National Convention.  I last attended a National 
Convention in 1990 in Washington D.C.  This one was also exciting, invigorating, and again 
demonstrated that LWV members are smart, dedicated and interesting and come in all ages, 
shapes, sizes and include many more men.  There were many interesting meetings and caucuses 
to attend and not enough time to attend all.  I attended Membership, National Voter Project, and 
Getting Publicity for Your League.       

National Voter Project  by � � � �� � � ��  
[State-based Plan for Electing the President by National Popular Vote] 

  
National Popular Vote’s proposed 
interstate compact is a practical 
way to implement nationwide 
popular election of the Presidents.  
This goal is consistent with the 
LWV position to abolish the 
Electoral College and establish a 
national popular vote for President.  
Recent Gallup polls show 70% of 
Americans want this as well.   
 
It works like this – the constitution 
says states can determine how 
they will award their electoral 
college votes, and because states 
can form compacts, states will 
pass a state law which gives all 
their electoral votes to the popular 
vote winner.  Once there are 
enough states in the compact to 
total 270 electoral votes, the 
compact will take effect.  
 
One major shortcoming of the 
current system is that voters in 
2/3rd of the states are 
disenfranchised in presidential 
elections.  Presidential candidates  

concentrate over 2/3rds of their 
advertising dollars and campaign 
visits in just 5 states and over 99% 
of their advertising dollars in just 
16 states.  Six of the ten most 
populous states (California, Texas, 
New York, Illinois, New Jersey, 
and North Carolina) are spectator 
states.  Twelve of the 13 least 
populous states (except New 
Hampshire) and a majority of the 
medium sized states are also 
spectator states.    
 
The Gore-Bush election showed 
that the popular vote winner may 
not win the election.  In the Kerry-
Bush election, if just 60,000 votes 
had gone to Kerry in Ohio he 
would have won the electoral votes 
even though Bush had 3.5 million 
more votes.  The National Advisory 
Board of National Popular Vote 
includes former congressmen John 
Buchanan R-AL, John Anderson 
R-IL, Tom Campbell R-CA, and 
former Senators Birch Bayh D-IN, 
David Durenberger R-MN, and 
Jake Garn R-Utah. See  

www.NationalPopularVote.com.   
This bill is being sponsored by Kirk 
Dillard R-Hinsdale, Illinois, and 
Chairman of DuPage Republicans.  
There will be a push in 2007 to get 
this compact passed in enough 
states to total 270 of 538 electoral 
votes.   They believe once this 
happens all states will join to give 
their electoral votes to the popular 
winner.   
 
During this session there was 
interesting discussion led by 
League members from Arizona.  
They wanted the Convention to 
adopt a program to study how to 
improve representation in state 
legislatures including multiple 
member districts and cumulative 
voting (didn’t Illinois have this?) 
and prevention of gerrymandering.   
 
I was told that Kirk Dillard would be 
holding public hearings in Chicago 
on this National Popular vote bill in 
fall.  I will find out and keep you 
informed.     

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Membership   by    � � � �� � � �� �

 
Membership has declined in the past 10 years by 16.7%.  
National hired an outside consulting firm to evaluate and 
help them develop a strategy for increasing membership.  
Without new members the LWV cannot fulfill its mission.  
Michelle Molloy, VP of Spitfire Strategies, presented 
their findings and outlined a 12 month pilot project for 5 
Leagues across the country to run a compressive 
membership plan. 
 
Spitfire conducted a media thread analysis and found 
705 mentions of LWV in major print publications during 
period 2002-2005.  Of those 705:  50% were news items 
such as Op/Ed, Focused LWV information, 30% event 
items and 20% obituaries.  They found because the 
LWV focuses on so many issues, people do not identify 
who and what the LWV stands for quickly.  The message 
must resonate with the core concerns of potential 

members.  It must connect with what they already care 
about.  A good brand message should  immediately 
bring to mind “What we do & how we do it”.  For 
example, Sierra Club immediately connects with those 
interested in environmental issues.   
  
The age group Spitfire recommended the LWV focus on 
is ages 50-65 – there are millions of women who are 
reaching the retirement phase and they are diverse in 
race, ethnicity, and family status and are already civic 
minded and want to make a difference in their 
communities.  They assured us that this age would bring 
the average LWV age down by 10 years.  The National 
budget will fund 5 pilot sites to be chosen from request 
for proposals submitted by local leagues.  All leagues 
will be kept up to date about what is working and the 
branding messages that work.    
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“The Independence of the Judiciary Is Threatened” 

by����� �� � � ��� � � �	 ����
 
That was the message of a 
top-notch Judicial Panel at a 
Plenary (all-delegate) 
session, discussing the 
upsurge of threats against the 
independence and impartiality 

of our courts.  No matter what method a state uses to 
select its judges (appointment, merit selection, 
nonpartisan election, partisan election) 87% of all judges 
face some kind of election.  The election process leads 
judges to (1) seek campaign contributions, (2) reveal 
how they would decide a particular issue, and (3) 
announce a party affiliation. A recent Minnesota court 
ruling (White) said that, under the “free speech” 
provisions of the U. S. Constitution, judicial candidates 
cannot be prevented from doing any of those things. 
 
 This dilemma was also taken up by a Minnesota 
Appeals Court judge in a Caucus session.  In 
anticipation of what could happen in Minnesota, she 
cited examples of what has happened elsewhere.   

Her first bad example: Illinois, where a Supreme Court 
race a few years ago produced attack ads, and the two 
candidates spent a combined  $9.3 million on the 
campaign. 
 
 What can be done?  Here is a hodge-podge of 
ideas presented at the two meetings: 

1. If a judge announces his position on an issue, 
he should not be allowed to sit on a case 
involving that issue. 

2. Have jurors (and/or prosecuting attorneys and 
defense attorneys) evaluate the judges under 
whom they’ve served, noting administrative 
qualities, temperament, and character. 

3. Campaign Conduct Committees should be 
empowered to neutralize negative campaigning, 
especially those last-minute attack ads. 

4. Candidates Meetings and Voters Guides should 
cover judicial races.  Information on 
qualifications and experience of the candidates 
should be provided. 

5. Judicial elections should be publicly financed. 
 

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 Problems with Electronic Voting and Network Neutrality   by�� �� � � ��� � � �	 �

 
What in the world is “Network Neutrality,” you ask, and 
why should I even think about it?  I shall answer that 
question in a minute, but will take up some technology 
topics that are simpler to explain first.  Bear with me. 
First let me say that technology was a very big deal at 
this Convention, beginning with the LWVUS President’s 
opening address, in which she exhorted the 
membership, “ If you don’t have an email address, get 
one!”  The Elmhurst League is doing quite well in that 
regard: 95 of our members have given us their emails 
out of a total membership of approximately 108. 
 
Technology can be abused, as we all know, and two 
resolutions passed at Convention were attempts at 
addressing actual or potential abuses.  The first, dealing 
with Electronic Voting, affirms that the League only 
supports electronic voting systems that employ a Voter 
Verified Paper Trail (VVPT). The problem stems from 
computerized voting systems with no paper record to 
verify accuracy. With private companies providing voting 
machines and software, high-tech fraud is a possibility -- 
and some would say, a reality. With a trail of paper 
ballots, voters can verify their choices at the time of 
voting, and the paper ballots can be used for automatic 
random audits and for recounts if the results are called 
into question. 

Network Neutrality is a term used to describe the 
debate over whether companies that own the Internet 
infrastructure, the fiber-optic cables, for example, can 
charge Web companies for better access. If 
telecommunications and cable companies (like AT&T, 
Verizon and Comcast)�charge certain companies and 
customers extra fees to ensure that they have the best 
possible connections, what happens to everybody else? 
The fear is that the Internet will become multi-tiered, and 
access to some sites and some services, specifically 
those that don’t have a special deal with the telecomm 
companies, will be blocked altogether or slowed so badly 
that you cannot access them. 
  
At that point who will control the information we receive?  
Against whom will they discriminate – someone who 
doesn’t share the telecomm companies’ view of the 
world?  I hope my explanation hasn’t confused you more 
than you were before. I recommend that you do a 
Google search on Net (or Network) Neutrality, but do it 
fast.  Although Convention delegates resolved to call 
upon Congress to protect equal access to the Internet, 
the House of Representatives recently defeated a Net 
Neutrality amendment to the Telecommunications Act. 
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The United Nations – Will It Survive?   by�� �� � � ��� � � �	 ����
 
The League has three UN observers, all 
volunteers, who reported to us at 
Convention and led discussions at both 

a Caucus and Workshop.  Is UN survival in doubt?  
Perhaps so. There are strong differences of opinion 
about the direction of reform and governance at the UN, 
and uncertainty about whether the UN will be adequately 
financed in the future.  This scary situation has given rise 
to a campaign, which you can read about at this website: 
www.DontShutDowntheUN.org. 
 
 The U.S. does not have a pristine record of 
support for the UN. Consider the following: 

1. CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination Against Women) – 90% 
of the countries have ratified CEDAW; the U.S. 
has not. 

2. Convention on the Rights of the Child (To 
protect children from neglect, exploitation, and 
abuse) – Only two countries have not ratified it, 
the U.S. and Somalia. 

3. UN Dues – The U.S. is almost always late and 
may not pay past June, 2006, because of a 
stalled reform process. 

 
The League’s UN observers have been especially  
involved in two programs: (1) An NGO called the  

Working Group on Girls, and (2) The  
UN Millennium Development Goals. Because of space 
limitations I’ll just point you to the website for the 
Working Group on Girls -- www.girlsrights.org – and rely 
upon you to look into it on your own. 
  
Here’s some background on the MDGs: World leaders 
gathered in 2000 at the Millennium Summit and 
unanimously adopted eight Millennium Development 
Goals to be achieved by 2015. They pledged to 
eradicate extreme poverty and hunger, eliminate gender 
inequality and environmental degradation, and ensure 
access to education, healthcare, and clean water. The 
process is in trouble because of a lack of political will on 
the part of these world leaders. 
 
What can the League do?  Local Leagues can put on 
public meetings to raise citizen awareness and 
encourage people to take action to hold governments 
accountable for their Millennium pledges. The LWVUS 
has received monetary grants that it will pass-through to 
local Leagues who can guarantee an attendance of at 
least 100 at such a meeting.  The UN will provide a 
speaker at no charge, but the local League would be 
responsible for providing transportation and housing. 
Would you be willing to work on such a meeting?  

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

GETTING YOUR LEAGUE ATTENTION IN A CROWDED, MEDIA MARKETPLACE   by � � � �� � � ��  
 
 This workshop was presented by Lori Sturdevant, editorial writer and columnist for the Minneapolis Star-Tribune 
and Todd Melby, host and producer of weekly documentary programs that air on KFAL, a volunteer-based community 
radio station for Twin Cities to an audience of diverse racial, social, and economic backgrounds.  
 Key tips for volunteers to use:  Build and Maintain Relationships with local editors and reporters – visit them 
and call them; seek to be a known reliable resource – reporters appreciate a good source; pitch a story and write opinion 
pieces; follow deadlines and word count; restrict news releases to real news and email it or fax it; stay on top of local 
issues and relate position to local and state issues; and write letters to the editor. From the newspaper perspective, she 
stated, most papers view LWV as nonpartisan advocates on positions, and it is okay to ask to write opinion pieces, which 
should be submitted electronically. Give opinion pieces exclusively to one paper – if they don’t use it after awhile send the 
opinion piece to another paper after you tell the first paper you are sending it to another since they haven’t used it.  If you 
have something urgent and important to announce, hold a press conference.  Make it interesting with visuals and 
handouts.   
 Writing tips: Use first sentence to grab them – clear, focused; be enthusiastic and write as if speaking to one 
person who you want to inform.  Todd Melby said it is his experience that community radio welcomes interviews.  Does 
Elmhurst College have a community radio?  Community public radio wants to be of service, and such topics as voter 
registration etc. would be of interest.  One community explained in Spanish the entire experience of voting - what would 
happen in the polling place.  A League in Indiana with 9,000 residents does a weekly column.  Investigate new 
technology, such as podcast the League’s Candidate Forums on MP3 or on the web page.  Use the local cable channel 
for locally-focused public affairs and talk shows.  Get to know the producers and hosts, and pitch ideas.  See if the LWV 
can produce their own show.  Do we have a budding Katie Couric or Diane Sawyer who would host a show? 
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 
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