wODDY CREEK CAUCUS
1.5, AND COLORADO “BILL OF RIGHTS DEFENSE? RESOLUTION
Warch 3, 2004
Waedy Creehk, Colorado

"This Bill of Rights Befcnse Resolution was adopted on March 36, 2006 by the Woody Creek Cancus, n
neighhorhemsd canens arganized imder the Pitkin Connty Home Rule Charter.

1. Constitutlanal naths of public officials. This reselution expresses our deep concerns ta all who Lold constitutienat
offices--judicial, lepislative and execnlive—in our Jocal, state and federal gnvernments. We especially ditect these
concetng and comments to our representatives in Congress, and the President and Altorney General of the United
Sintes of America, in addition ta other loca!, state and federal offteials,

s Each of you -- as a condition to cxereising your official powers-- swore an eath to “protect and defend” the LIS
Canstitution, which is the sole souree ol your ofiices and your official powers of federat officials.

o All state and loca? officials in Colorado take the same oath, and alsa swear to “protect and defend” e
Canstitution of the Staje of Colorade, which is the source of their offices and official powers,

+  Bnth the 115 and Colomdo Constititions contain {he same fundamental Rill of Rights provisions ——-guaranteeing
froedam speach, teliglon, press, assenbly, to petition for prievances and the puarantec thel persona or property
may not be erreasonably searched (including official tax fended surveillance of their private activities) or seized -
- without a warrant issued by a conrt based upon probable cavse that a crime has been coimmitted,

« W call upon cach of you bo refuse (o cooperate or condone, and to instst an thorough diselosires and
inveslipations of, actions of any federal officials who assert the right to overty ar seecetly fail or refuse lo “protect
il defend” these fundamental constitutionat righis.

2, Oath reaflivnextion, signing statemcenis; office policy clarvifications. Cn or Yefore Tty 4, 2006 and afler
concluding such joint public hearings, we ask each of our participating local oilicials o

n.  Re-affirm your offtcial oaths, which may be aceompanied by

L.  Yourpersonal “zsigning siatcments”, and

c. Anapuncements of your policy clarifications to protect and defend the Bill of Rights,

2, Local officials’ Joiut public hearings on Rill of Rights Defense coneerns, We call npon anr ineal elected officials
fo meet with oor reprosentatives to develop processcs to convene joind peblic hearings --by the Sheriff, the Boavd of
County Comanissioners, and heads of hospital and library boards-- to take evidence and te adopt pelicy o address tho
Bill of Rights Dafense coneerns which we share with many cilizens and communitics acrosa our state and our Mation,

4. Seope af hearings. loint public hearings should provide a basis For your citizens to urge your oash re-affirmation
and signing statements, and to apasunee your new official peliey clatfications eoncerning the following Bill of Rights
Defense concerns;

a. Claimsz of authorily to nse secrol, warrantless searches, scizuores and zurveitlance of the persons, homes

privaie records of Ameriean citizens without required “prohable canse™ requirad by the Bill of Rights;

b, Claims of anthority to hold jail 115, eitizens by secret Prestdential designations that they are “cnemy
combatants” without filll sccess to federal courts;

g Claima that execotive department officials may conduct surveillance and investigative practices that chill, or
cansts US Citizens to be apprehensive about, their cxercise of their Bill of Rights frecdotms --such as troedom
of speech, association, peacelinl asscmbly, privacy ancd relighon;

d. Claims that the U.5. government can imposc and enforce scerecy, and nither practical obstacles, o prevent
LIS, citizens, (heir milics and Inwyers, from discovering or objecting to Lheee exensses, and 1o excrcise their
righia (o have violations of their constitutionat rights promptly reviewed by Fedemi court proceedings and
Congressional investigative aversight,

5. Hearing topics at the joint public hearing processes should permit participants to show, hy ocal and ewside
axperts, that our Bifl of Rights Delfense concerns are widcspread, (or cxample
a.  Other US commamity Bill af Rights Defense resolotions. Other local Bill of Right Defense actions in
Colarada and clsewhere, by more than 400 city govermments, commumities, anel by several siafe governments,
reatfirming the obligation of these local and skate governments to protect the rights of their citizens, and often
directing local governmenl etaployees Lo piiblicly repoert, and to refuse to participate in any such Federal
AMONICY EXCERSES,
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ARA warning to federal executives & Congress. Cavtionary warnings, to the President and Attorney
General, by ithe American Bar Association {America’s most prestigious association of attorneys) in the form
of a Fobruary 2006 report of the ABA*s Task Force on Domestic Surveillance --composed of eminend federal
and state lawyors—- as well as the ABA's resolution and letter to the President and Attorney General of the
Uniicd States. These ABA docaments reminded the Bush administration and Congress that:

s The Constitution imposes on the President checks and halanees and assipns essenlial roles o Congress
and Judicial Branch to assurc oer national security in i manner consistent wirtlk Constitutional guarantees;

»  Urped Congress to conduct thorough, comprehensive investigaliong of the nature and extent of electronic
supveillance of 1.8, persens condueiad by any ELB, povernment agency that may not comply with
fedoral sialutes or the Conshitotion;

s Hecommended that Congressioma! invesipalions be conducted in an apen and public manner, to the
maximen extent possible, to provide a clear and eredible account to the American people of these
activities and any deficiencies in curreat Taw,

President’s disclaimers in March 15, 2006 Pairlot Act slgning statement, The President’s March 15,

2006 “signing staicment” (accompanying Lhe reathorization af ihe USA Patriot Act) claimed the abilily in

pick and choase when the executive branch wonld provide infarmation required by Congresa’s weak

overgighl amendmenis,

Colorado Legislature’s BORD direction to stake entities. Local government’s obligation to fallow the Bill

of Rights Defense directions of Colorado Senate Joint Resolation 05-044, edopted by bath houses of the State

of Colorado’s General Assembily an May 9, 2005, which direcled slale povernment employecs, and ather

“Iostrumentalitics” of the siate govermmont, such as lacal governments and speeial districta, as followa:

o  That cetlain provisions of lhe TISA Patriot Act “cxpand the power of the Tederal Government to detain
anl inyesligate peaple in the United Slates and to engage in surveillance activities that may be
incongistent with rights and liberties gusranteed by the Siaie and Federal Constitutions,”

s Resolved that the “campaign agnainst terrorisin™ shouid not be waged at the expense of the essential civil
rights enshrined in the Constitutions of the: United States and the Siaie of Coloragdo,

»  Resalved that the policy of the State of Colorado is "te oppose any provision in the USA. Pawint Act that
wauld vielate the rights and liherties guaranteod™ by the State of Colorade and 11,5, Constilutions and

+  Insiricted state agencies, “that in aceordance with the policy of the State of Colorada, no agency or
instromentality of the Slate shoold, without reasonable suspicion of eriminal activity under Colorado law,
initiate, perticipate in, asqist, or cooperate in any inguiry, investigation, surveillance or detention, or
record, file, or share infelligence information concerning any person or organization inchuding libeary
lending and rerearch records, books and video stores and venlal accounts, medical records, finpncial
records, student records, internet mail or usage recordy or ather personat data cven iFauthovized under
the USA Patriot Act,”

r  Required all State apencies or insteumentalitics [which term would inglude monicipatities ad specipl
distriets] Lo avoid participation in any such activities unless “there are reazonable grovnds to suspect thal
the subject of the information {8 involved in ctiminal conduoet,

& {Miictally requested the United States Congress 1o amend the provistons of the USA Parriot Act and
other related legislation that “Inftinge on civil tights and libortics and opposes enactment of fotore faderat
legisiation that infringes on civil rights and liherties.”

5. Bilk of Ripthts Defense Zone deckaration. The Wondy Creck Cavens declares iis caucus area to he the first “Thll of
Riphts Defense Zone™ in Pitkin County and urges other earcus arcas and civic organiztions to criler into similar
resolutions and enpage with loeal officials in developing Bill of Rights Defense policies and public hearinga,

0. Woody Creelk Cancus assistaoee to local oificials. The Wandy Creek Caucus diveets its represeitatives to olibr
assistance to tocal goverament alficials in developing local procederes, schedules and preseatations lor the joint public
hearing, as well as recommendations as to dignified and appropriate eath re-affinnations, “signing statements™ and Bil
of Rights Defense policy claifications by individual officials.

Approved by vote of the Wondy Creclc Cnueus
March 3, 2006
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