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by Eli Beckerman

Lifelong Cantabrigian Luc Schuster 
decided it was time for a change. He knew 
that Cambridge’s public schools were 
hemorrhaging students -- losing 7% of the 
school population just this past year. He 
was aware of the de facto segregation of 
the Cambridge schools and the inequity in 
education along race and class lines.  And 
he believed that education was the bedrock 
of democracy, and that standardized test-
based education was eroding that bedrock. 
So 25-year-old Luc, after gauging that 
he had the support from his friends and 
family, as well as that of the Cambridge 
and Somerville local of the Green-Rainbow 
Party (the MRGRA), decided to throw 
his hat into the ring, not sure of what to 
expect.

The idea of running for office was 
first planted back in 2001 in Chicago, at 
the founding convention of the Campus 
Greens, which is the campus branch of 
the Green Party. There Luc attended a 
workshop on young people running for 

local office, led by a couple of Greens in 
their late 20s who were later elected to 
the Madison, Wisconsin City Council. 
“And it was great,” Luc said, “they talked 
about how much fun they had on their 
campaigns, organizing with their friends, 
having parties. They would throw parties, 
but instead of having it be just a drinking 
party, they integrated the politics also. So it 
was still fun, doing the same type of things 
you might do on a weekend with your 
friends, but they were registering people to 
vote at the same time.”

Luc’s other inspiration came from 
two 2004 campaigns that he took part in. 
While volunteering during Green Party 
candidate David Cobb’s presidential run, 
Luc saw Carolina Johnson’s campaign 
for State Representative in Cambridge 
and was invigorated. Johnson, then a 21-
year-old senior at Harvard University was 
putting herself out there and organizing 
her friends in Cambridge. Luc felt strongly 
that ordinary people should be running 
for office and populating the halls of our 
government buildings. Witnessing these 

Victory in Cambridge! 
Luc Schuster elected to school board - “An Educator for a Change”

Luc Schuster celebrates with supporters in Cambridge

continued on page 7

by Lisa Richards

The 2005 March To Abolish Poverty 
started in New Bedford on “Juneteenth 
weekend” (June 18) through Independence 
Day (July 4) ending with a tent city in 
Franklin Park, Boston.

There some really cool pleasant 
surprises such as the handful of new 
activists who spoke for their first time 
publicly. These speeches were full of 
emotion, facts, and personal stories. 
Hearing the story firsthand from the true 
experts, low-income people themselves, 
was incredibly powerful. Without the 
incredible vision, dedication, creativity, 
organizing and leadership skills of 
everyone who participated such an event 
would be impossible. 

In each community, the local poverty 
issues were spotlighted in different ways 
throughout the state.  In each community 
the very people living in poverty created 
well thought-out programs that could start 
the process of abolishing poverty not only 
in their community but the whole country 
and possibly the entire world.

When we arrived in New Bedford at 
the Rockdale West and BayBerry housing 
developments, we met up with Donna, 
who is a board member of the Mass HUD 
Tenants and part of the Save Our Homes 
Coalition. There were about nine adults 
and twelve children from under a year 
old up to twelve years old. We all took 
the signs we created highlighting the 
local and statewide housing issues and 

2005’s March To Abolish Poverty

continued on page 2

WHY ARE GRP MEMBERS 
TRAVELING TO 
WORCESTER?

On March 4, (snow date, March 11) 
2006, members of our party from across 
the state will converge on Clark University 
in Worcester. On that day, we plan to 
nominate a diverse slate of candidates for 
the 2006 statewide elections. (See boxes for 
details and registration information.)

At our state convention in June 2005, 
members approved an initiative to 
establish a Diverse Exploratory Committee 
to investigate the feasibility of running a 
DIVERSE slate of candidates for the 2006 
statewide elections (US Senate, Governor, 
Lt. Governor, Secretary of State, Treasurer, 
Attorney General, and Auditor).

Because we lost our legal status as a 
recognized political party (in the 2004 
presidential election, our candidate did 
not receive at least 3% of the vote), we 
have a tremendous opportunity to run an 
entire slate of seven candidates on just one 

petition. We will need to gather almost 
20,000 signatures to guarantee the required 
10,000 valid signatures by August 1, 2006.

Why did the annual convention 
overwhelmingly approve this proposal? 
Why do many of our members believe 
this is a great opportunity for our party 
to make a major contribution to our 
“commonwealth”?

Every day we live with the knowledge 
that the Empire is waging war against our 
sisters and brothers who live in other lands. 
Every day we know that this same Empire 
is waging war against our people here 
across our state. In both cases, peoples of 
color and low-income people of all races 
are bearing the brunt of this oppression. 
The Empire vigorously promotes the 
corporate agenda while attacking our 
democratic and human rights. The forces 
of reaction are intensifying the defense 
of their interconnecting systems of 
white supremacy, male supremacy, rich 
supremacy, and homophobia.

SPECIAL STATE CONVENTION MARCH 4th TO 
NOMINATE A DIVERSE SLATE OF CANDIDATES 
FOR THE 2006 STATEWIDE ELECTION
Attend the Convention to nominate a diverse slate of candidates!

“The love of power builds fences; the power of love opens doors.”  -Mel King

by Mike Heichman for the Exploratory Committee

Full convention and campaign details - Page 8

Please join us in choosing who 
represents you, your community and your 
values in the statewide decision-making 
body of the Green-Rainbow Party. We 
know you share our commitment to 
grassroots democracy even as we fight to 
protect our right to vote in public elections 
- but it only works if we all participate 
locally on up!

Regional Conventions elect 
representatives to the State Committee 
of the Green-Rainbow Party from each 
region. A gender-balanced delegation 
is required from each region. The State 
Committee is the Party’s policy-making 
body between annual State Conventions 
and meets at least four times a year as a 
whole. State Committee representatives 
are required to participate on at least one 
of the Party’s eight working committees, 
which generally meet once a month.

Your region has a number 
of Proportional Representation 

representatives to the State Committee 
based on the number of registered Green-
Rainbow voters in that region. Our 
Party members elect State Committee 
representatives from within our ranks 
to be our voice on the State Committee. 
To participate, you must be registered as 
Green-Rainbow (J); or pay dues and either 
be registered Unenrolled (independent) or 
not registered to vote. 

Below is the list of regions with contact 
information, and the location, date, 
and time of the regional conventions 
where available.  It is your energy and 
participation that will help make this party 
the vital force for change we all so much 
need and want!

Please join us at your regional 
convention and consider running for State 
Committee representative and support 
our commitment to achieving diversity on 
GRP governing bodies.

Choose your rep. to the GRP!

For your regional convention information, see page 2
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Cape and Islands
Contact: Jim Churchill, 508-289-2807, 

capeislands-info@green-rainbow.org
Location, date and time to be 

announced. Look on our website for more 
info.

Berkshire
Contact: Wanda Boeke, 413-997-2108, 

berkshire-info@green-rainbow.org
Saturday, March 25, 2006, 1 to 4pm, 

potluck meal at 5pm, at the Springside 
House, Springside Park, 874 North St. 
(Route 7), Pittsfield

Bristol
Contact: 978-688-2068, bristol-

info@green-rainbow.org
Location, date and time to be 

announced. Look on our website for more 
info.

Essex
Contact: Oliver Sawtelle and Meesh 

McCarthy, 978-463-0810, essex-
info@green-rainbow.org

Sunday March 26 from Noon to 4pm 
in the Children’s room, Newburyport 
Library, 94 State Street, Newburyport, 
MA 01950, 978-465-4428, <www.
newburyportpl.org>

Franklin
Contact: Jim Bosman, 413-369-0326, 

franklin-info@green-rainbow.org
Saturday, March 18, 2006 from 

11am-2 pm in the Community room at 
Sunderland Public Library, 20 School 
Street, Sunderland, 413/665-2642, <www.
wmrls.org/directions/sunderland.html>

For lunch, bring a sandwich. Drinks, 
snacks and sweets will be provided. 
Hampshire Regional Convention will 
be held at the same time and place as 
Franklin.

Hampden
Contact: Owen Broadhurst, 413-786-

1508, hampden-info@green-rainbow.org
Saturday, March 18, from 

noon to 4 pm, Springfield Central 

Library, Community Room. <www.
springfieldlibrary.org>

Hampshire 
Contact: Sue Bartone, 413-527-9228, 

hampshire-info@green-rainbow.org
See “Franklin” for location, time, and 

details.

Middlesex
Contact: David Rolde,  978-256-5558, 

middlesex-info@green-rainbow.org
Sunday, March 26, between 2pm 

and 5pm,  snow date April 3, at the 
Cambridge Citywide Senior Center, 806 
Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, (617) 
349-6060, <www.cambridgema.gov/
DHSP2/citywide.cfm>

Norfolk
Contact: Julie Saad, 781-690-1735, 

norfolk-info@green-rainbow.org
Saturday, March 18th, 2006, from 

1-3 pm, at the Morrill Memorial Public 
Library, 33 Walpole Street, Norwood. 
<www.ci.norwood.ma.us/library>

Plymouth
Contact: James Hayes-Bohanan, 508-

531-2118, plymouth-info@green-rainbow.
org

Saturday, March 25, 2006, from 1 – 
3pm, Bridgewater Public Library, 15 South 
St, Bridgewater, MA 02324, 508-697-3331, 
<www.bridgewaterpubliclibrary.org> 

Suffolk 
Contact: Kim Lampereur, 617-780-

2910, suffolk-info@green-rainbow.org.
Sunday, April 2, from 5 to 7pm, 

Bowditch Building Community Room 
(entrance to the left of main staircase), 82 
Green St, Jamaica Plain

Worcester
Contact: Mark Laserte, 978.353.4396, 

worcester-info@green-rainbow.org
Saturday, March 18th, 1pm Saxe Room, 

Worcester Public Library, 3 Salem St., 
Worcester, MA 508-799-1655, <www.
worcpublib.org>

City uses legal tactic to block 
ballot question
by Bill Cunningham

Despite a well-coordinated opposition 
campaign waged by Congressman Mike 
Capuano, Somerville Mayor Joe Curtatone 
and other pro-Israel politicians, the 
Somerville Divestment Project (SDP) 
amassed 4500 signatures of Somerville 
residents for a petition calling for the 
issue of divestment to be placed on the 
municipal ballot.

This is the largest number of signatures 
ever collected to place a question related to 
Israel on a ballot in the United States.  SDP 
coordinator Ron Francis says that “many 
people in Somerville, and probably the 
whole US, obviously feel uncomfortable 
about financial connections to Israeli 
human rights violations”.  

The petition calls on Somerville to 
divest (remove investments) from Israel 
Bonds and companies that “provide arms 
and equipment” for Israel’s military based 
on three points:  Israel denies Palestinian 
refuges the right to return; Israel engages 
in legalized racial discrimination 
(apartheid) inside of the Green Line; and 
Israel violates the Geneva convention 

with its military occupation outside of the 
Green Line. 

In the United States divestment 
proposals have been passed by many major 
religious organizations, including the New 
England Untied Methodist Church, as well 
as the Green-Rainbow Party, the National 
Lawyers Guild and some faculty and 
student groups.

Capuano, Curtatone and anti-
divestment organizers had called on 
Somerville citizens to not sign the petition 
by leaving phone messages and doing mass 
mailings to Somerville residents.

In spite of this well-financed effort 
to discourage Somerville voters from 
signing the divestment petition, SDP 
went door-to-door and was successful at 
collecting the 4,500 signatures, a number 
considerably over the 10% (3960) required 
for a municipal ballot question. 

SDP organizers were prepared to deliver 
the first 4,500 petitions on Thursday, 
September 22nd, but Superior Court Justice 
Julian Houston intervened: he refused 
to issue an injunction forcing the City of 
Somerville to accept SDP’s divestment 
petition forms.

In court, the City Solicitor John 
Gannon had argued that SDP could not 
use signatures collected before August 9th, 

Divestment group collects 4,500 
signatures for ballot question

continued on page 6

continued from page 1

marched through the two local housing 
developments. We all took turns leading 
the chants. The children expressed 
their understanding of the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and urged 
the residents to vote and become active 
to save their housing. We then boarded 
the bus to ride to Fall River to repeat our 
chanting and marching in another housing 
community. The Fall River and New 
Bedford housing communities we marched 
through were scheduled to stop being 
affordable and turned into market-rate 
apartments. It is clear to us that destroying 
housing when the need continues to grow 
in huge leaps and bounds is not only wrong 
but also very shortsighted.  

We continued our journey around the 
state, marching and speaking out in a 
number of low-income communities.  In 
Springfield, ARISE hosted us and served 
ice cream sundaes in the local warming 
shelter. There were posters hung up around 
the big room stating facts about poverty 
and news articles highlighting their work. 
A group of six people from Philadelphia’s 
PPEHRC (Poor Peoples Economic Human 
Rights Campaign) joined us for the day. 
The people from PPEHRC spoke about 
their experiences setting up tent cities, 
state and nationwide marches, housing 
takeovers, and organizing poor people in 
Philadelphia and support groups across the 
country to do the same. 

The march finished up in Boston where 
David Ebony Barkley, also known as Third 
Arrow, performed an incredibly powerful 

Native American ceremony. At the first 
event of the day of action, a group of thirty 
plus people gathered to share in a prayer, 
our personal vision of a healthy & safe 
world.  

A few of the most powerful highlights 
from the Boston stop included two women 
sharing their personal stories for the very 
first time. These stories were about first 
hand battering, their escape, and the red 
tape they ran into with the very system 
that claims to protect women. 

Finally, we ended our march in 
Franklin Park where we built a tent city 
and held a public hearing on an array of 
poverty issues. Low-income people spoke 
out to a panel of Boston area activists.  I 
was strongly moved by City Councilor 
Chuck Turner and an activist from District 
7 Round Table who spoke about the 
effects of drugs and jails on men of color 
especially.  July Fourth, we held a BBQ and 
celebrated our vision of interdependence 
for all human beings across the world.

I hope when you read this article you 
could sense the inspiration and hope that 
was filling the air during the entire March 
to Abolish Poverty. I hope to see you when 
we gather again to speak out about the 
need to abolish poverty in the USA and 
across this world.  See our website at 

www.abolishpoverty.net and consider 
joining the New Abolitionist Committee of 
the Green-Rainbow Party!

2005’s March To Abolish Poverty

March to Abolish Poverty 2005 - Marchers walk through the streets of Lowell 
carrying a “relocated tent,” symbolically illustrating the struggle of the homeless.

By Daniel Melnechuk

The Community Preservation Act 
(CPA) was passed in Waltham by 9 
votes on November 8, 2005 - a pretty 
slim margin. And a recount requested 
by the anti-CPA forces (mostly 3 vocal 
Libertarians) 2 weeks later resulted in the 
winning margin dropping to 4 votes. 4 
votes is still a win and a real civics lesson 
that every vote counts, that is if you count 
every vote. The city clerk and his team did 
a fantastic job of being totally impartial on 
the recount where every vote was counted.

For those who don’t know, the CPA is a 
state law that allows a community to self 
impose an increase in the real estate tax 
(from 0.5% to 3% surcharge of the tax 
rate) with the money being exclusively 
earmarked for affordable housing, 
protection of open space and historical 

preservation. In Waltham, the average 
homeowner will pay about $40 a year.

The best part is that the state matches 
the money collected locally, up to 100%, 
which it has done for the last 4 years and 
projected to for at least the next four. 
Combined, Waltham will see about 3.5 
million dollars a year to create affordable 
housing, buy and protect more open 
space, and preserve some more history. 
The matching funds from the state come 
from small $10 and $20 fees collected on 
mortgages (new and refinance) as well as 
registering deeds throughout the state.

Waltham is slowly being gentrified 
as well as way too many high priced 
condos and apartments being built. If 
we had public transportation then more 
development around that transportation 
could be argued as a good thing. But 
Waltham has no public transportation 

Community Preservation 
Act passes in Waltham

continued on page 7

Information on your Regional Convention

http://www.abolishpoverty.net
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by Colby Peterson, State Committee 
Representative (Worcester)

At the October 15th State Committee 
meeting in Springfield, I was pleased to 
introduce a proposal with my colleague 
and friend Owen Broadhurst that would 
solidify and strengthen the Green-Rainbow 
Party’s stance on what I believe history 
books will consider to be one of the most 
important civil rights battles in the United 
States, the fight over equal marriage 
protection for same-sex couples. The 
proposal would first and foremost ensure 
that we continue to support initiatives and 
candidates that are on the side of marriage 
equality. Secondly, it would create a task 
force to investigate ways the GRP could 
support efforts to maintain, particularly 
here in Massachusetts, the equal status of 
marriage.

I am pleased to report that the proposal 
passed with full consensus. With much 
of the discussion having already taken 
place at the summer State Committee 
meeting (although quorum was not met 
at that time), the proposal was on the fast 
track for approval at the October meeting. 
With quorum met, the Green-Rainbow 

State Committee demonstrated a serious 
commitment and union over this extremely 
important and very contemporary issue. 
The passing of this proposal reenters the 
GRP into the political fray in a new and 
more active way than ever. 

The proposal mandates three very 
important activities for the new Equal 
Marriage Rights Task Force to perform:

1. Protect the SJC’s decision by maintaining 
the current status of marriage in the 
commonwealth by working with 
non-partisan groups, independently, 
and through other methods devised 
by the group, all under the partisan 
banner of the Green-Rainbow Party. 

2. Develop educational literature for the 
general public and internal literature 
for the party membership concerning 
the stance of the party, the actions 
we intend to take on them, and the 
legitimacy of the SJC’s decision. 

3. Raise awareness and public profile of the 
Green-Rainbow Party’s position and 
actions in the public consciousness 
and imagination. 

This new task force is not only designed 
to protect those who would be persecuted 

here in Massachusetts, but it is also 
deliberately fashioned to increase our 
own public image on this issue, which 
other than individual campaigns, has 
been low to nothing up to this point. It is 
very important that we get our message 
out on this issue because there are many 
opportunities to build alliances with other 
organizations, and also because of the 
GRP’s unique stance on the issue- “We 
have always and always will be in favor of 
equal marriage rights.” We need to show to 
the GLBT+ community that we stand with 
them, and we will never leave them. No 
other political party can say that. 

The historical context for this proposal 
and call to action could not be better. This 
is the pivotal year for action on this issue. 
The constitutional amendment with the 
proposed language change from “marriage” 
to “civil unions” was defeated in its second 
constitutional convention, thereby killing 
it. But the clock is again ticking as a new 
proposed amendment that eliminates all 
versions of same-sex marriage could appear 
before voters in 2008 if it is not stopped. 
This issue is an opportunity the Green-
Rainbow Party cannot remain silent on 
any longer, and cannot afford to miss. We 

have a legacy of diversity and acceptance in 
our party, and from the beginning we have 
supported civil rights; It is certainly time to 
show that actions are greater than words. 

If you feel strongly on this issue and 
have been looking for a way to funnel 
that energy into something tangible, you 
must join the Green-Rainbow Party Equal 
Marriage Task Force. An email list has 
already been created to discuss a physical 
meeting time and place with the intent to 
build momentum. To join the list, simply 
visit this web site: 

www.green-rainbow.org/mailman/
listinfo/equalmarriage

and follow the easy instructions. Even if 
you are remotely interested, join and you 
can at least read the developments in an 
email digest form. The time has come 
to form this task force so we can get a 
head start on this new amendment and 
begin our very important work defending 
marriage equality in Massachusetts and 
beyond. Join us!

GRP launches powerful new equal marriage initiative
Task force formed and looking for members

It may seem against all odds, but 
strong opposition grows against Boston 
University’s plan to build a federally 
funded bioterrorism laboratory in a 
densely populated area of Boston next to 
the highly trafficked Southeast Expressway. 
This biosafety level-4 laboratory would 
handle live strains of diseases for which 
there is no known cure.

GRP member and former Boston 
mayoral candidate, Mel King, is one of 
the plaintiffs in a civil rights lawsuit that 
charges racism in targeting a community 
of color for the lab’s location.

And King, along with GRP member 
and Brookline resident, Merelice, had the 
following letter published in the Brookline 
TAB prior to Brookline’s November Town 
Meeting at which a Warrant Article was to 
be considered. (The letter is reproduced 
below.) Parts of Brookline would be well 
within the danger zone in case of accident, 

and major routes for transporting lethal 
substances run through Brookline.

Brookline’s Town Meeting did pass a 
resolution in support of state legislation to 
regulate the location and operation of Bio-
safety Level 4 laboratories. Town Meeting 
Members amended the resolution to clarify 
that their support is for the legislation as 
originally filed and not the gutted version 
that came out of the Joint Committee on 
Environment, Natural Resources, and 
Agriculture.

WHAT YOU CAN DO
Legislators throughout the state will 

need to act on this legislation: HB1397, 
An Act to Protect the Public Health and 
Environment from Toxic Biological Agents. 
Contact your state legislature and the 
Speaker of the House, Salvatore DiMasi 
(617-722-2500). Tell them we need a strong 
bill.

GRP activists oppose BU bioterror lab
by Merelice

TOWN MEETING CAN HELP PREVENT DISASTER
Reprinted from the November 3, 2005 issue of the Brookline TAB

Like Taunton, Boston and its neighbors 
face a dam that is threatening to break. 
Like New Orleans, our residents could 
be inundated because of poor leadership 
and priorities. But unlike Taunton and 
New Orleans, we have the opportunity to 
eliminate this threat.

The Boston University bio-terror 
laboratory proposed for the South End of 
Boston – rated the highest level of safety 
risk --  represents a hazard to the people. In 
the name of fighting terrorists half a world 
away, several of our governmental leaders 
are willing to terrorize the residents of 
Boston and its neighboring communities. 
Even skilled researchers who work in 
laboratories assert that a lab of this high 
risk doesn’t belong in a densely populated 
city, next to a highly trafficked highway.

If this lab is built, our roads will become 
avenues of danger with the transporting 
in and out of deadly biological agents. 
Any accidental release of these strains of 
diseases for which there is no known cure 

would be easily air borne and impossible 
to control. The laboratory as well as the 
transporting of materials would make the 
Boston area more susceptible to the threat 
of terrorism. Mayor Menino’s economic 
rationale that the lab would produce jobs 
is an empty promise: Other development 
proposals for the same site have much 
more potential for employing city residents 
than does this lab.

Why impose such life-threatening 
hazards when we don’t have to? Those 
of us who feel terrorized by the thought 
of putting our region at such risk can let 
our feelings be known: in Boston at the 
November city election, and in Brookline, 
through a Warrant Article at the November 
Town Meeting.

….[A] Level-4 bio-terror lab, whatever 
its currently unregulated safety standards, 
does not belong in this area and presents a 
potential disaster we can and must prevent.

Merelice, Brookline
Mel King, South End, Boston

Mel King addresses press rally at which a civil rights lawsuit was announced. 
King is one of the plaintiffs opposing a proposed BU bioterror lab scheduled to 
be located in a community of color. GRP member and Boston City Councillor 
Chuck Turner (to the right of King) also addressed the rally. Photo by Merelice

We have now had two years of 
mobilizing the March to Abolish Poverty 
and rallying people around particular 
issues using traditional grassroots issue-
based organizing tactics; the issues of land 
development, divestment, anti-military 
recruitment, and alternative media come 
to mind.  The question now is: what are 
we to do with this new issue-based energy?   
How do we move our organization into a 
position of power to affect change?

 The Membership Committee has 
addressed this question and decided that 
local organizing should be prioritized.  
Across the state, Green Rainbow folks have 
been working on counter recruitment, 
environmental protection against PCBs 
and Honduras solidarity (Berkshires), 
public financing (Cape), land use and 
preservation (Waltham), Jill Stein’s work 
on land privatization (all cities and towns), 
a selectman race and counter recruitment 
(Nashua), zoning laws (Agawam), 
divestment (Somerville), CORI and biolab 
(Boston), education, School Committee 
Race and Media (Mystic River).

We have also begun some new 
initiatives.  The Cambridge GR Issues 
Group is looking at challenging the 
form of local government to make it 
more responsive. The West Somerville 
GR is looking to challenge the mayor of 

Somerville who has discriminated against 
political groups with respect to civil 
liberties.  In Concord-Maynard-Acton 
we are organizing for a local effort to 
challenge the existence of poverty.   

At the same time that all of this 
issue-based work has been going on, we 
ran three local candidates and won all 
three including Luc Schuster (School 
Committee) in Cambridge, Chuck 
Turner (City Council) in Boston, and 
Bruce Menin (School committee) in 
Newburyport.  In the North Shore we 
also won a School Committee seat. Dan 
Kontoff got on the ballot in Allston but 
was eliminated in the preliminary.   

We have also been preparing the party 
for statewide races in 2006; at our last 
State Convention, a proposal to form an 
Exploratory Committee for statewide 
candidacies passed by consensus.  These 
races can help us build and run for local 
State-Rep seats where appropriate.   Our 
Candidate Development and Leadership 
Committee continues to refine our 
technique for running candidates 
and come up with more sophisticated 
guidelines for candidates.

It may seem that we are on two tracks 
(issue-based & candidate-based) as far 
as our approach to building the party.   
However both approaches can reinforce 

Co-Chair Report
by Ron Francis 

continued on page 6

What is the only Massachusetts Party whose leadership and candi-
dates consistently support equal marriage rights? 
Read our letter to you on page 7 for more information.
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Grassroots coalition fights state land privatization
MASS. COALITION FOR HEALTHY COMMUNITIES SAYS, “KEEP SURPLUS LANDS IN OUR HANDS!”

Legislative schemes to privatize state 
lands face a major hurdle. Communities 
in Massachusetts have a long tradition of 
local land use planning. Not infrequently, 
communities resist development 
proposals hatched on Beacon Hill. For 
this reason, a key part of the land use 
proposals introduced this year have been 
provisions to bypass local planners and 
weaken community controls. The citizen’s 
coalition working with the Massachusetts 
Coalition for Healthy Communities 
has been successful in removing or 
weakening some of the moves against 
community planning, but the drift toward 
disempowerment is a disturbing, recurrent 
theme in recent Beacon Hill proposals.

The marginalization of community-
based boards (such as planning boards, 
fair housing commissions, conservation 
commissions, and agricultural 
commissions) weakens local democratic 
processes and makes effective local 
land use planning almost impossible. 
According to Nat Fortune, MCHC board 
member and former GRP candidate for 
state representative, community advocates 
are pushing to reverse this trend toward 
local disempowerment: 

“We need to empower community-
based reuse planning committees - not 
render them powerless. And we need to 
make acquisition of land by communities 
possible at little or no cost when the land 
will be used to meet locally-determined 

needs for affordable, environmentally 
sustainable housing, community-based 
farms, and environmental protection. 
Granting special favors and leases to 
private speculators and developers while 
making cash-strapped communities pay 
to use public land for the public good is 
unreasonable and unfair.”

Legislation promoted by House 
leadership has included proposals to:  

• Allow the quasi-public 
economic development agency 
MassDevelopment the right of first 
refusal to control state land and 
convey it to private corporations 
at reduced cost. MassDevelopment 
has been criticized as being 
unaccountable, untransparent and 
unfriendly to civic traditions. (This 
provision has been modified in the 
current Jones-Stanley bill to give local 
communities a nominal right of first 
refusal to purchase surplus property, 
but at a prohibitively high price.)

• Allow corporations (but not 
municipalities) to acquire surplus 
state land through 99-year leases 
- which is in effect a permanent 
transfer without a capital investment. 
(This provision is still included in the 
proposed Jones-Stanley bill.)

• Pressure communities to use an 
expedited 180-day permitting process 
that tilts the permitting process 
away from adequate public review. 

Under the expedited permitting 
rules, if boards cannot establish 
evidence needed to demonstrate that 
a development would be harmful 
within the 180-day time frame, the 
proposal is automatically approved. 
(This provision has been enacted as 
part of a recently enacted “economic 
stimulus package”, a measure 
squandering hundreds of millions 
of dollars for “pork” and corporate 
welfare.) 

• Undermine local zoning throughout 
the Commonwealth by requiring a 
special permit process for R&D and 
manufacturing proposals in any non-
residential zoning district. Unlike 
zoning, the special permitting process 
allows a developer to challenge any 
denial in court, creating a risk of 
costly litigation whenever a local 
board denies a development proposal. 
(Community opposition successfully 
removed this provision from the 
current Jones-Stanley bill.)

• Give automatic approval to surplus 
land disposal if the legislature does 
not vote to reject the proposal within 
75 days. This allows the Legislative 
leadership to secure land disposal 
without having an accountable local 
legislative sponsor, a specific proposal 
for use of the property, or a recorded 
vote. (This provision is contained in 
the current Jones-Stanley proposal.)

by John Andrews

For the past year, a David versus 
Goliath battle has been taking place over 
the fate of public lands that the state may 
in the future declare to be “surplus”. A 
broad coalition of citizen groups working 
with the Mass. Coalition for Healthy 
Communities says that such public lands 
are an irreplaceable public trust. If state 
agencies no longer see a need for a parcel 
of land, that property should be reused 
in a way that serves the highest public 
interest. The citizen groups are fighting a 
series of land privatization proposals that 
would allow public land to be sold off for 
quick cash, privatized through backroom 
deals, or doled out as corporate welfare 
disguised as “economic development”. 

The Romney Administration and the 
Legislative leadership have been working 
together on a series of land privatization 
proposals advanced over the past year. 
Their proposals would provide $200 
million in taxpayer subsidies to help large 
corporations develop these and other 
lands.  On several occasions, grassroots 
and community advocates have prevented 
passage of such harmful surplus land 
“reforms” and have forced sponsors 
to retreat on some of their goals. It is 
testimony to the power of grassroots 
democracy that, at this writing, the 
outcome of the battle is still undecided.

The centerpiece of the battle is the 
bipartisan Jones-Stanley bill (H4491), 
which promotes privatization of public 
property, and removes key safeguards and 
local controls that communities currently 
enjoy over the use of this land.

Some 32 public interest organizations 
- including the Sierra Club, MassPIRG 
and local community groups have signed 
a letter asking that public hearings be held 
before current surplus land safeguards 
are weakened. Boards of selectmen in 
three towns passed resolutions asking for 
statewide hearings.  

Using the anti-democratic techniques 
that have become standard practice under 

House Speaker Salvatore DiMasi, the text 
of a greatly revised and expanded Jones-
Stanley bill was unveiled less than 24 hours 
before a planned vote on July 22 – with the 
intention of rushing it through before the 
summer recess. Because the impending 
vote was announced several days in 
advance, the citizens coalition had time to 
launch an email blitz alerting community 
advocates across the state, and enough 
questions were raised to cause the vote to 
be postponed.

When Jones-Stanley was reintroduced 
in the fall, legislative leaders avoided 
triggering community opposition by 
withholding advanced public notice of 
an upcoming vote. The bill was rushed 
through committee in one day, without 
holding public hearings, and passed 
unanimously on the floor of the House. 
Though several key provisions had been 
modified from prior versions of the bill, 
the changes were largely cosmetic.  These 
changes included a token right of first 
purchase by municipalities at a prohibitive 
high price; the introduction of powerless 
“smart growth” advisory committees; 
and a sham “legislative review” allowing 
automatic approval of state land disposal 

without a specific proposal, an accountable 
local sponsor, or a required vote.  

Since the House passage of Jones-
Stanley, community activists have focused 
on the Senate, asking Senators to hold 
public hearings and rewrite the bill. In 
an apparent response to these concerns, 
the Senate put off action on the bill until 
January. According to Jill Stein, president 
of Massachusetts Coalition for Healthy 
Communities (MCHC), and 2002 GRP 
gubernatorial candidate, “The Jones-
Stanley bill squanders irreplaceable 
public lands, undermines democratic 
safeguards in land use, and erodes the 
community’s right to plan its future. 
Activists, local planners and municipal 
officials have good reason to vigorously 
oppose this legislation. Surplus public 
property is an invaluable resource for open 
space protection or reuse for affordable 
housing and community-based sustainable 
economic development. Its future should 
be decided through a community-based 
approach that promotes a sustainable, just, 
democratic future.”

For more info, visit the MCHC website 
www.masschc.org, or call 617-852-4727.

“Keep Surplus Lands in Our Hands” Boston area residents shared community-based solutions for sustainable, just 
development at an August 18 MCHC workshop. This was one of four such workshops held around the state this year. 
Photo by Adam Sacks

by Ken O’Connor and 
Rebecca Davies

Let’s be blunt.  2005 has been a bleak 
year for progressives in politics.  With 
George W. Bush elected again under 
suspicious circumstances, with Mitt 
Romney having one eye overlooking 
injustice in Massachusetts and the other 
eye looking at the White House, the 
Democrats more or less capitulating 
to the most disastrous policies of the 
Republicans, and our own Greens in 
some disarray as to how best challenge 
the current political climate, it could 
foment nihilism in even the most diehard 
activist.  This is why we decided to attend 
this year’s annual Green-Rainbow Party 
convention:  To help us see the light at the 
end of this dark tunnel.

The beauty of the woods and gentle 
river at the 4H Camp Middlesex in Ashby 
proved to be simply the icing on the cake.  
Seeing the determination of the party 
members, the mutual respect that was 
shown, the informative and engaging 
workshops we participated in, and the 
success of consensus decision-making 
was the real treat.  We found that it felt 
good to connect with other Greens and to 
participate in the process of deciding the 
party’s policy and strategy.  Our favorite 
workshops were those dealing with Israel/
Palestine and the peace movement and we 
were grateful for the speakers that were 
invited to lead these discussions. 

We were also grateful for the childcare 
provided for our three-year-old girl and 
also for the vegetarian dishes - the falafel, 
in particular.  Sometimes relatively 
little things like these can make all the 
difference for certain people, and even 
if we didn’t need these things, its good 
to know the party strives to include all 
people.

In the end, we were convinced by the 
convention to take a more active role in 
politics rather than just sitting on the 
sidelines shaking our heads.  We love the 
Green-Rainbow Party and want to help it 
grow and shine.

Our day at the 
2005 GRP State 
Convention

ISOLATED INCIDENT? HOW THE STATE IS UNDERMINING 
LOCAL LAND CONTROL FOR CORPORATE FAVORS

GREEN-RAINBOW PARTY NEWS 
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the LOCALS page
Green-Rainbow activities from around the Commonwealth

The Nashua River chapter of the 
Massachusetts Green-Rainbow Party 
has continued it’s progressive efforts in 
the northern Worcester County region, 
maintaining party activity and work 
towards both environmental objectives and 
efforts towards expanded human rights. 
The Nashua River Green-Rainbow (NRGR) 
meets monthly, where all members exert 
energy towards the realization of the 10 
Key Values through our entire region.

In the spring of 2005, member 
Rich Zitola ran a town Selectman 
board campaign in Clinton. Members 
of the chapter volunteered to run an 
active campaign, canvassing Clinton 
neighborhoods and holding public 
standouts. Despite this being Rich’s first 
Selectman campaign, Rich finished second, 
in a three-candidate race.

At the July meeting, we were visited by 
a transgendered woman from our area. 
Through her presentation and following 
group discussion, chapter members learned 
about a segment of our population that is 
often overlooked, and the practical and 
legal challenges that it faces.

In mid-August, Cindy Sheehan’s request 
to meet with President George W. Bush 
made national news, as she camped out 
on the road approaching his Crawford, 
Texas ranch, asking to speak with him 
about the war in Iraq. The effort gained 
much support when peace activists across 
the country joined her with candlelight 
vigils across the country. Members of the 
NRGR demonstrated their questioning of 
US foreign policy by joining three different 
candlelight vigils across Worcester County.

In the Fall of 2005, the NRGR honored 
two local community members with 

awards for their contributions to the 
citizens of Northern Worcester County. 
Ginny Smith was honored with the 
Rainbow Award for her thrift shop, 
which hires disabled individuals, and 
offers discounted and often free clothes 
and home goods to low-income families. 
Martha Ford was honored with the Green 
Award for starting and maintaining a local 
recycling center. We are planning to honor 
local individuals with a Green Award and a 
Rainbow Award every year.

NRGR members plan to enact a counter 
recruitment program, wherein high school 
students will find information balancing 
military recruitment and ROTC programs. 
On March 18th, the NRGR is hosting 
the Green-Rainbow Worcester County 
convention with a purely non-genetically 
modified food dinner. By the holiday 
season of 2006, the NRGR will have 
begun a toy gun buy-back program, where 
children will earn a reward for turning in 
their toy guns. 

More details on the NRGR’s activities 
can be seen at the local website, nrgr.org. 
Throughout 2005, the Nashua River Green-
Rainbow has been an inspiring example of 
intelligent citizens working collaboratively 
toward the 10 Key Values of the Green 
Party and the Human Rights goals of the 
Rainbow Coalition. As we proceed into the 
electoral year of 2006, positive activities 
will continue. As members continue their 
profound efforts, 2006 is sure to be a 
productive year in Northern Worcester 
County.

NASHUA RIVER LOCAL CONTINUING HUMAN RIGHTS 
AND ECOLOGY EFFORTS
by Paul J. Mushrush, Secretary, Nashua River Green-Rainbow

It has been a busy year for the Boston/JP 
local. Our chapter again took a leading role 
in planning events for the Boston end of 
the March to Abolish Poverty. This year the 
March culminated in Boston on the Fourth 
of July weekend. Sunday, July 3rd was an 
especially action packed day. It began with 
a prayer circle in Roxbury, followed by 
a speakout for health care at the Boston 
Medical Center and a protest for affordable 
housing at Section 8 subsidized housing 
on E. Canton St. Later in the afternoon, we 
held a rally near the proposed site of the 
BU Bioweapons Lab that included small 
group direct action training sessions. The 
day ended at Franklin Park with a tasty 
dinner and a moving “people’s hearing” 
on unpaid work, where some low-income 
participants felt empowered enough to 
speak out for the first time about their 
struggles. The March drew to an end on 
the 4th with a celebratory cook out and 
much sharing and socializing.

This was a significant undertaking for 
our chapter and we had the joy of working 
with allies from other organizations and 
with low-income leaders in the city. Our 
chapter is currently exploring ways that 
we can build an on-going relationship 
with these contacts so as to further our 
collective work to grow the movement.

Chuck Turner was re-elected to his 
position on the Boston city council in 
November. His organization, the District 
7 Advisory Committee, has been one of 
the major centers of our local work. Two 
of our members, David “Ebony” Barkley 
and Gary Hicks, have taken leadership 
positions within the committee and many 
of us have been involved in the monthly 
roundtables in Roxbury. 

Preceding a large anti-war 
demonstration in Boston on October 29, 
and in a move interpreted as somewhat 
controversial, our chapter joined in 
solidarity with the District 7 Advisory 
Committee in calling for a “know justice, 
know peace” anti-war movement that 
targets war, racism, and exploitation. The 
statement we issued also withdrew our 

support for the October 29 demonstration, 
voicing our concern and alarm at a number 
of persistent and very troubling dynamics 
within the anti-war movement. Since then, 
some of our members have been active in 
more diverse organizing efforts, including 
the Rosa Parks march on December 1 and 
in Chuck Turner’s long-standing Fund the 
Dream campaign.

In the electoral world, member Dan 
Kontoff ran for city council in Allston-
Brighton against incumbent Jerry 
McDermott and another challenger, 
Paul Creighton. With extremely limited 
resources, Dan ran a remarkably 
courageous campaign. And although he 
ultimately was not elected, Dan carried 
voter registration cards everywhere he 
went during his campaign and signed up 
many new members to the party. He is now 
interested in starting a new party local in 
Allston-Brighton.

Currently, our chapter is in the midst 
of planning an event in Boston on January 
15 (5pm at 82 Green St in JP) to get input 
on our party’s statewide slate idea. We 
hope to get feedback from the community 
on the possibility of running a slate of 
statewide candidates in 2006, and to 
collect ideas on how to recruit candidates 
and on what to include in the campaign 
platform. Working off the statewide GRP 
membership list, we are attempting to call 
as many members in the city as possible. 
We are also planning a mailing to these 
members with information about the slate 
meeting and about our chapter. We are 
excited about the prospects of growth for 
2006 as a result of this and future outreach 
efforts!

The Boston/JP chapter meets the first 
and third Sundays of every month from 
5-7pm in the Bowditch building in Jamaica 
Plain, at 82 Green St. For questions or for 
more information on how to get involved, 
contact Kim Lampereur at 617-780-2910.

BOSTON/JP GRP LOCAL REFLECTS ON DYNAMIC YEAR 

by Kim Lampereur

CENTRAL BERKSHIRE 
GREENS ACT LOCALLY 
AND GLOBALLY

Initiatives Help Those Here and 
Abroad

by Wanda Boeke

The Central Berkshire Greens, 
representing Berkshire County, are proud 
to be numbered among the go-to people in 
our area when it comes to following up on 
important issues involving our region and 
our state. Below you will find updates on 
some of the initiatives the local has been 
involved in. 

The Honduras Project
CBG/GRP member Eddie O’Toole got 

wind of two school closings (a third came 
on board later) and approached the school 
district about donating items to needy 
schools in Honduras, one of which he 
built himself in Guaimaca with local help.  
CBG/GRP members emptied the schools of 
all educational accessories and furniture.  

Other organizations and individuals added 
medical and sports equipment, clothing, 
and pottery kilns.  Three truck containers 
were shipped.  This effort, undertaken in 
the summer’s heat, took two months to 
complete.  Eddie and his family were in 
Honduras to distribute the much-needed 
materials.  For more information on the 
Honduras Project, to offer vocational 
instruction, or simply to visit El Centro 
Nueva Esperanza in Guaimaca, Honduras, 
go to www.eddieotoole.org or call 413-329-
0512.

Initiatives With Other Social 
Justice Groups

In conjunction with Berkshire Citizens 
for Peace and Justice (BCPJ), CBP/GRP 
members moved Pittsfield’s mayor in 
July to join the mayors of Hiroshima and 
Nagasaki and sign on to the international 
Mayors for Peace program.

Also with BCPJ and the Global Issues 
Resources Organization, CBG/GRP 
members put on a well-attended truth-in-
recruiting forum entitled, “Is the Military 
Your Best Option?” on Sept. 29.  The forum 
included three veterans, two men and one 

woman, who movingly testified to their 
unexpected, life-changing experiences in 
different branches of the military.

The above coalition also convinced the 
Pittsfield school superintendent to extend 
the original five-day response window in 
the Pittsfield school department policy 
handbook published this fall and to create 
an insert alerting students and parents to 
the “opt-out” option (not giving personal 
information to military recruiters).  Result?  
At one high school, 14% of juniors and 
seniors opted out.  At another, 21% of 
seniors and 23% of juniors opted out (as 
opposed to 2 parents withdrawing the 
names of their children last year).  At a high 
school in Great Barrington, half of the 300 
juniors and seniors have had their names 
deleted from lists.  BCPJ members have 
created PowerPoint presentations on the 
selective service for public presentations

Local Conservation Efforts
The Housatonic River Initiative (HRI), 

founded by GRP member Tim Gray, has 
battled GE over the dumping of PCBs in 
over 100 sites in and around Pittsfield, 
which GE denied in 1998.  Although some 
miles of the local Housatonic River are 

finally being cleaned up, Hill 78 (5.6 acres 
of GE property where the contaminated 
soils are being stored) is located at the 
edge of an elementary school’s grounds.  
HRI this past month reported that school 
air filters it had tested contained PCBs 
when the U.S. EPA and MA Dept. of 
Environmental Protection inspectors, 
testing the same filters (but unwilling to 
disclose what kind of testing they did), 
found none.

“Green Speaks” Cable Show
CBG’s local access program Green 

Speaks, creates monthly hour-long TV 
shows.  A few of this year’s topics: war tax 
resistance, divestment from war-affiliated 
companies, eye-witness accounts and 
footage of the Iraq war, remembering 
Hiroshima and word from the Never 
Again campaign, “Is the Military Your Best 
Option?” veterans speak out, local citizens 
in an international peace group (including 
Bianca Jagger) visited Iran and Syria where 
they met with the king.  Interviews with 
Eddie O’Toole and Tim Gray are also 
available. For DVD copies of our shows, 
call 413 329-0512.

 What is the only Massachusetts Party to exemplify its 
commitment to diversity through its choice of leader-
ship (from co-chairs of both genders, including at least 
one person of color, sometimes both gay and lesbian) 
and its key political themes (abolishing poverty, etc.)? 
Check out our letter to you on page 7!
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Join Us! The membership committee 
would like to invite folks to get involved 
with the work that we are doing.  Our 
main mission is to build membership and 
strengthen local chapters. 

Over the last year, the Membership 
Committee has been focusing on three 
different areas: First, establishing readily 
available resources for party activists to 
use when tabling or otherwise. Second, 
identifying models that allow us to 
understand the nature of our own local 
organizing. And third, trying initiatives to 
build and/or strengthen existing chapters. 

Resources 
We are going to be updating all of our 

materials including our brochure this 
winter.  We would like to develop a box 
for each region of the state that has a set 
of outreach materials (buttons, flags, 
brochures etc...) that can be easily obtained 
and used. 

Six Organizing Models and 
Best Practices 

During the past year, the Membership 
Committee identified six models that 
were being used around Massachusetts 
and the country.  The six models are: 
1) Candidate-based campaigns which, 
whether won or lost, turn into issue-based 
campaigns, 2) Candidate-based campaigns 
which, whether won or lost, lead to 
subsequent candidate campaigns, 3) State 
or local level issue-based campaigns run by 
other organizations but supported by the 
Party, 4) Issue-based campaigns initiated 
by and carried forward by the Party, 5) 
Concerned Citizen Groups in a given 
local that weigh in on several issues, and 
6) Common Project community building 
approach.  It is clear that many chapters or 
other activities connected with the party of 
the GRP combine some of these models.  

The purpose of identifying these models 
is to determine what are some of the best 
practices associated with each model.  This 
has yet to be done.  It is an interesting 

exercise for the reader to consider which 
one or more of these models best describes 
the local work you are doing, and what 
practices do you have that can be shared 
with others. 

Local GRP Chapter 
Strengthening and/or 
Building 

The Committee decided to try to 
stimulate chapter development in a 
few locals in the hopes of developing a 
model for chapter initiation / rebuilding.  
The cities of Concord, Cambridge and 
Somerville were chosen. 

In October, a brunch meeting was 
held in Cambridge for Ward 5 residents.   
A 60-piece mailing was sent out.  Nine 
folks from Cambridge turned out (3 from 
Ward 5) and discussed local issues for two 
hours, including the form of government 
in Cambridge, and wanted to keep going!  
Luc Schuster and two campaign aides also 
attended the meeting. The next meeting 
was scheduled for January. Contact 
Elie Yarden at 617-491-5350 for more 
information. 

In December an effort was made to 
rebuild the Somerville GRP.  The effort 
involved a 230-piece mailing and a 35-
person phone list to many Somerville 
GRP members, and eventually a meeting 
involving eleven people from Somerville 
occurred.  Participants at the meeting 
discussed local issues and are interested in 
continuing with the GRP.  Next meeting 
was planned for January.  Contact Ron 617 
230-2835 if interested.  

At this point, as far as Membership 
is aware of, the GRP has chapters in the 
cities and towns of Medford, Cambridge, 
Somerville, Jamaica Plain / Boston, and 
Amherst.  We have regional groups in the 
Mystic River area, the Nashua River area, 
the Central Berkshires, and the Upper 
Cape area.  Individual GRP members 
are also involved, of course, with many 
different issues in many different locals 
including some ballot questions.  

Boost your party’s people power!
Join the Membership Committee!

Somerville divestment group collects signatures
continued from page 2

It has been both a pleasure and a 
challenge to work as the female co-chair of 
this party.  This party is busy and buzzing 
with local activism.  I have found that each 
member has found a niche that allows 
him or her to grow and stretch as a Green-
Rainbow Party member.  And as a member 
of the party it enriches us further.

On the state level, we’re working on 
ways to unify the membership for the 
electoral season, including the statewide 
calling of members, creating the means 
to run a slate of statewide candidates, 
and increasing our membership and 
membership donations.  I have found that 
everyone I have talked to and everyone 
who I have worked with are dedicated to 
our cause 100 percent!

The GRP culture of decentralization 
makes us very powerful at the local level. 
Our GRP locals have worked hard on 
many different things.  Though statewide 
we may seem quiet, if one were to look 

beyond into a district, town or city, one 
would find a plethora of activity- from 
civic participation and international 
action, to environmental causes and battles 
to keep our habitats clean- the GRP locals 
are the backbone of our party!

I find that the Green-Rainbow Party 
and I have much in common.  We are 
both young in this world and still shaping 
our identity, being influenced by outside 
forces and the agendas of those in our 
midst.  As Co-chair I have found that the 
strength of the GRP are the convictions of 
its wonderful people.  Everyone is in this 
party to fight for their beliefs and what 
they know to be true. And so, as the GRP 
and I move from our relative infancies, I 
dream to see the GRP emerge a political 
force that will become truly the best party 
for the people.  It has been a pleasure, and 
an education to be co-chair of this party!

Co-Chair Report
by Wendy van Horne

each other and are in fact very intertwined.   
For example, the Exploratory Committee 
is looking at devising a platform (and 
candidates) that reflects key grassroots 
issues that people have been working on 
around the State. Conversely folks working 
on particular issues have begun to think 
about running candidates, or having ballot 
questions, with platforms that include key 
local issues.

Regardless of whether we are issue-
focused or candidate-focused we need to 
try to use best practices for our organizing.  
Best practices certainly include 
maintaining more phone contact with 
potential supporters.   To that end a special 
$5000 donation has been procured to 
facilitate calling all of our members across 
the state in order to mobilize them.

Best practices also include recognizing 
the need for ongoing fundraising work; 
we have tried to address that by hiring 
a part-time staff person to regularize 
our fundraising.   While results have not 
been spectacular, they have been good: 
we haven’t lost any money as a result 
of these initiatives and certainly we’ve 
contacted many people and encouraged 
them to make their seasonal contributions.   

Asking for money on a regular basis is one 
way of showing that we are serious about 
social change work.

Other best practices include a) finding 
ways to involve new people and following 
through with these new folks, b) using 
compelling outreach materials, c) having a 
local focus first or at least approaches that 
lead to local bases, d) setting achievable 
objectives,  goals, and timetables and 
e) evaluating and improving.  There is 
no substitute for these good organizing 
practices.

Outreach by phone is also now being 
used for Statecom meetings and the 
Statecom has reminded its members 
that they are actually representatives of 
different counties and should seek input 
from locals.

In summary our party is moving to 
a point of greater growth in both issue-
based and candidate-based organizing, 
and these efforts coincide with a growing 
dissatisfaction with corporate parties.  The 
year 2006 offers a unique chance for us 
to build, strengthen and have an impact.  
Let’s go for it.

continued from page 3
Co-Chair Report

 What is the only Massachusetts Party that refuses to participate in and works to dis-
mantle the corporate control of elections and fights for genuine democracy such as 
Instant Run Off voting? Read our letter to you on the next page for more info!

GRP 2005 MUNICPAL ELECTION RESULTS
Daniel “the Bagel Man” Kontoff - Boston City Council, 9th District
235 votes or 7.3% (primary election), not elected

Chuck Turner - Boston City Council, 7th District
6625 votes or 98.81% (incumbent, ran unopposed), ELECTED    

Luc Schuster - Cambridge School Committee
1827 1st place votes and placed 5th out of 6 seats*, ELECTED

Bruce Menin - Newburyport School Committee
2699 votes or 51.63% (incumbent), ELECTED

* Cambridge uses a single transferable voting (STV-PR) system that makes voting 
proportional. STV-PR operates in a manner similar to instant runoff voting in 
that voters rank their candidates on their ballots.

2005.  SDP organizers disagreed citing 
Massachusetts law (chapter 53, section 
18A) that makes no reference to when 
signatures are to be collected.

Gannon also had argued that SDP had 
to use the language that was drafted by the 
city’s election board.  SDP again disagreed, 
citing Massachusetts State law again, 
which only references “a petition” and says 
nothing about the municipality writing the 
language of the petition. 

SDP had earlier contacted the city’s 
elections department, as well as the 
Massachusetts’ state elections department 
earlier in the year to verify this procedure 
according to Francis.  “They told us to 
write the petition and that we had to have 
each signature on a form that had the 
question visible”.

At the trial Judge Houston scolded the 
City elections department for changing the 
language of the ballot question saying that 
the city had taken out “the heart” of the 
petition.   However, Judge Houston also 
ruled that the city “had a right to make 
rules about the process of placing a non-
binding question on the ballot” according 
to SDP attorney Cathy Highet.

Presumably Judge Houston is referring 
to the nature of the form since he had 
stated himself that the city had erred in 
changing the petition.  SDP is considering 
appealing the decision arguing that it has a 
right to set the language for its petition and 
not the city.  

Although the injunction was denied 
by Judge Houston, the case has not been 
dismissed and remains to be heard.  As of 
yet no court date has been set.

Last year in November SDP had 

attempted to get the City’s Board of 
Aldermen to pass a divestment proposal.  
At first 8 of 11 Aldermen had co-sponsored 
the resolution – an act which was a first in 
the United States as far as this reporter is 
aware.

Although initially the Aldermen co-
sponsored the divestment resolution, 
they eventually voted against divestment 
after receiving pressure from Mayor 
Curtatone, Congressman Capuano, local 
anti-divestment activists and the Jewish 
Community Relations Council of Boston.  

Capuano is a member of the Democratic 
Party, which nationally received significant 
campaign contributions from Pro-Israel 
lobbies as well as corporations that profit 
from Israeli human rights violations.

This year, Somerville Mayor Joe 
Curtatone went on an all-expenses-paid 
trip to Israel provided by the government 
of Israel.  Part of the tab was picked up by 
the Jewish Community Relations Council, 
a lobbying organization that recently was 
involved with business before the city 
of Somerville.  The trip raises questions 
of ethics, as several state legislators have 
refused such trips.

Curtatone subsequently blocked 
SDP from participating in Somerville’s 
summer ArtBeat festival because SDP was 
a “political” group.  ArtBeat is a project 
of the Somerville Arts Council, which is 
controlled by the Office of the Mayor.  

SDP has considered suing the city over 
the ArtBeat matter although as of yet SDP 
has not submitted a complaint.

It remains to be seen whether SDP will 
be able to get the citizens of Somerville to 
vote on divestment.
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Brookline re-explores CPA

our government buildings. Witnessing 
these two small grassroots campaigns only 
reinforced that feeling, and showed him it 
was possible, that you didn’t have to be an 
expert. “You can teach yourself as you go, 
and it’s okay to make mistakes.”

His main hesitation in running was 
that he hadn’t been very involved with the 
Cambridge School Committee and in fact 
had never attended one of their meetings 
at the time he decided to run for that very 
committee. “I was very different from 
many candidates who run, who have been 
very involved in School Committee politics 
or City Council politics for a while, and 
are finally pushed over the edge and want 
to run themselves. I didn’t feel like I was 
starting out with much expertise at all in 
terms of Cambridge-specific knowledge. 
But the more I thought about it, I realized 
I did have some expertise -- being a recent 
graduate of the Cambridge schools and 
being a teacher. That is very relevant 
experience, and it helped differentiate 
me from the rest of the candidates.” 
Indeed, Luc drew on his connections 
to the Cambridge schools, building a 
campaign team of his friends at Cambridge 
Rindge & Latin School. His friends were 
students there when the debates about 
restructuring the high school were taking 
place, so they knew the issues personally 
and had strong feelings about them. So as 
a GED teacher in Boston with experience 
teaching in the Cambridge schools, and 
having gone through the Cambridge public 
school system himself, Luc knew he had 
something to offer.

When people at MRGRA meetings in 
the late winter and early spring this past 
year were talking about the municipal 
elections coming up, and whether anybody 
was thinking about running, Luc started 
to entertain the idea. Previously he 
had thought more about working as a 
campaign manager, where he could be very 
involved without having to put himself 
out there. But as he got more involved in 
the local party and started going to some 
meetings, he realized he had a unique 
opportunity as a native Cantabrigian, 
“whereas most people active here came 
from elsewhere.” Schuster, committed to 
growing the party, thinks we need to do 
it locally at the same time we organize 
nationally. He was inspired by David 
Cobb’s emphasis on building the party 
locally through his campaign --  making 
himself accessible to local Green chapters, 
traveling across the country and sharing 
his list with local parties. He also believes 

Cambridge has the potential for growing 
the Green-Rainbow Party. “It’s a place 
perceived to be progressive and left-leaning 
and it shouldn’t be a one-party city. We 
should be able to break in.”

Luc attributes the success of his 
campaign to the energetic people power 
behind it, as well as the power of strong 
community ties. “There were several city 
councilors who were supportive and who 
invited me to their kickoff events and their 
fundraisers and that was a great way to 
reach out to potential voters. I don’t know 
what it would have felt like if I hadn’t had 
the same roots that I have in Cambridge.”

Seeing both the promises and failings 
of Cambridge’s unique approach to 
education, Luc campaigned on a platform 
of curricula that reflect Cambridge’s 
values, democratizing the Cambridge 
schools, and educating ALL students. The 
campaign team focused on door-to-door 
efforts in specific neighborhoods, and in 
the end saw the direct impact of that work. 
The 3 wards where they amassed the most 
votes were the 3 wards with the biggest 
door-to-door effort. Throughout the 4 
months of the campaign, Luc cultivated 
his connections across the city. The Green-
Rainbow folks did weekly standouts in 
front of T-stops, his high school friends 
went door-to-door once or twice a week, 
and people from the Porter Square 
housing cooperative where Luc grew 
up organized phonebanking down the 
stretch. Ultimately, the campaign peaked 
on Election Day, with nearly 50 volunteers 
standing out at the polls across the city.

In the end, Luc bested 3 incumbents, 
placing 5th in an 8-person race for 6 seats, 
becoming the first Green-Rainbow Party 
candidate ever elected in the “People’s 
Republic of Cambridge.” And for Luc, the 
campaign was just the beginning. The 
challenge for him will be to turn the energy 
and organizing behind the campaign 
into an ongoing force, moving from the 
electoral process into participation in 
governance. It will take a movement to 
counter the organized efforts of the past 
century to move power away from local 
communities to control education. With 
the Education Reform Act of 1993, the 
introduction of charter schools and the 
MCAS test, and the No Child Left Behind 
Act of 2002, education has radically 
changed in Massachusetts. But Luc 
Schuster is up to the challenge of making 
the Cambridge public school system work 
for all of its students.

and the roads are over crowded from 
morning rush hour to evening rush hour. 
Add the fact that fire fighters and school 
teachers can’t afford to buy a home in the 
community where they live and the afford-
able housing situation is only getting worse 
here. There is a lot of talk but there has not 
been much action from the city govern-
ment about that. 

As for open space, Waltham is in what 
is known as the end game. We have some 
remaining open space but not a whole lot. 
Just last year after fighting for almost 2 
years, a large developer built 300 units on 
a 26-acre parcel which including blasting 
into a ledge that had kept it from being 
developed for many years. The traffic from 
this development will dump onto one of 
the busiest streets in Waltham. To her 
credit, the mayor has recently purchased 
some open space for the city. 

In February 2005, the Waltham Land 
Trust and the Waltham Alliance To Create 
Housing, a Community Development 
Corporation helped to get started by Mel 
King, both realized that if we were ever 
going to pass the CPA it would have to be 
this year for a number of reasons. First, 
76 communities already had adopted it 
and 25 more were looking to pass it this 
spring. As the number of communities go 
up the amount of money the state pays out 
to match goes up which eventually will 
result in the match dropping from 100%. 
The match being at 100% was seen as a real 
selling point to citizens in our community.

Second reason to do it this year was 
that it was a local election where only city 
councilors and school board members were 
running for office, which results in a much 
smaller turnout at the polls. The smaller 
the turnout, the smaller number of people 
you have to convince that the CPA is the 
right thing for Waltham.

There are two ways to get the CPA 
on the ballot. Either the community’s 
legislative branch can vote to put it on 
the ballot or you can do a petition where 
you have to get 5% of the registered voters 
to sign your petition. We went with the 
petition approach for three reasons: to 
have a grassroots effort to put it on the 
ballot versus having the city council place 
it on the ballot was seen as a big selling 
point to Waltham citizens, petitioning 
is great outreach, and to avoid the city 
councilors having to take a position on it 
which could cause citizens to react to what 
the councilors say versus take their own 
position on the merits of the CPA itself. 

The petition outreach was fantastic 
and a real lesson that petitioning is a great 
way to educate people in your community 
about an issue. Nine out of ten people had 

never heard of the CPA. After telling them 
about it, including that their taxes would 
go up, 99 out of 100 would sign it. 

From the time we started petitioning to 
the election, there were letters in support 
of the CPA in the local daily paper at 
least once a week. As chairperson of the 
Municipal Ballot Question Committee 
working to pass the CPA, I was able to 
get a monthly guest column in the local 
paper. We also had a public forum where 
we presented as complete a picture about 
the CPA as possible and opened the floor to 
questions from the audience.

After getting enough signatures to get 
the CPA on the ballot by the deadline at 
end of September, we got into high gear 
for the remaining month of October. We 
had a second forum, mailed 3 postcards 
to the target voters who we thought would 
vote in the local election, and did voter ID 
calls to the same target voters asking if they 
would be voting for the CPA. Results from 
the voter ID calls looked good and seemed 
to predict a larger success than a 4 vote 
win. On the day before and the day of the 
election, we called back everyone who had 
indicated they might or would vote for the 
CPA to remind them to vote. We offered 
rides to voters, one of which I personally 
gave a ride to.

The coalition that worked on 
passing the CPA was wide. We had 13 
organizations in Waltham endorse the 
passage of the CPA, including the Waltham 
Democratic City Committee. We had 
two city councilors on the campaign 
committee and many people helped gather 
signatures as well as work on all aspects of 
the campaign. 

When asked after the election by my 
partner if I thought it would win or not, 
I thought hard for a while and responded 
that while the question came up in my 
mind a few times I always dismissed it as a 
distraction. Sure at the very beginning of 
the campaign in February we evaluated if 
we had a chance of winning to help decide 
whether to go forward or not. But in the 
end and up to the evening before election 
day, all I did was work as hard as I could so 
I would know that even if I lost, it wasn’t 
because I didn’t do my part. And boy am I 
glad I worked as hard as I did.

With $3.5 million a year for affordable 
housing, open space, historic preservation, 
and the ability to leverage that money to 
get even additional grants easily doubling 
if not tripling that amount, I am looking 
forward to improvements in Waltham that 
will make it more affordable to live in and 
with fresh air to breath.

CPA passes in Waltham

Schuster wins in Cambridge
continued from page 1

continued from page 2

Having once rejected the 
Community Preservation Act (CPA) 
at its Town Meeting, Brookline is 
taking another look. GRP member and 
Brookline resident, Merelice, reports 
that a land-preservation subcommittee 
of the Brookline Greenspace Alliance 
that she serves on was successful in 
first creating a broad-based, multi-
constituency committee to consider 
whether and how to bring the CPA to 
the town for reconsideration. In turn, 
this committee developed a strategy 
to help Town Meeting Members and 
Brookline residents get an accurate 
picture of how the CPA has worked 
in other communities and might 
work in Brookline. (More than 100 

communities have adopted the CPA.) 
They wrote a Town Meeting Warrant 
Article to form a study committee. The 
Article was discussed at the November 
Town Meeting but needed no action 
because the Board of Selectmen 
meanwhile had accepted their proposal 
and was taking steps to implement it. 
There is still strong anti-tax sentiment 
against the CPA, notes Merelice. That 
is why an objective study committee 
is more likely to carry credibility if 
and when it sponsors another Warrant 
Article at the Spring Town Meeting, 
which, if approved, would then put the 
CPA on a town ballot for Brookline 
citizens to accept or reject.

Dear GRP member,
Throughout this newsletter we have 

named some of the many critical ways 
in which the Green-Rainbow Party is a 
unique political force in this state.  One of 
the other ways is because of you.

Over the next few months, we plan to 
call, email or in other ways try to reach and 
speak with you, who make up the uniquely 
visionary base of our groundbreaking 
party.  Like the rest of us, you are very 
concerned about our planet, our society 
and the rest of the people of this state. We 
all know that there is a more progressive 
way to be involved in the electoral system.

But we need to know more specifically 
what issues are important to you.  In these 
hard times we need to be more closely in 
touch and more aware of the work each of 
us contributes to creating change.

We will need money to do this:  To 
arrange more than 10,000 calls, emails 
and other contacts;  To enter statewide 
and local elections, we hope, with a slate 
capable of at least bringing the voice of real 
issues in the debate and winning us back 
our formal party status.  

We hope to see victories in which we 

have had a part: moving forward the 
agenda of abolishing poverty, mobilizing 
the broad opposition to the occupation of 
Iraq to end this war, working with others to 
stop the BU biolab, opposing the building 
of new prisons, halting the destruction of 
our environment, curbing the influx of big 
money “development” in our communities 
and moving resources instead toward 
Funding the Dream (Martin Luther King’s 
Dream, the Dream we all share).  

And we hope to support your social 
change work more directly as well by 
speaking with you, encouraging your 
leadership and support in being more 
visible as Green-Rainbow Party members, 
members of the voice of change in our 
electoral system and our larger society.

Please join us in funding the work 
that will move all of us toward a just, 
ecologically sustainable, and genuinely 
peaceful society, one critical piece of which 
is your party, the Green-Rainbow Party! 
Please take a moment to give something, 
whatever you can, today!  And consider 
including us in your ongoing finances 
so you can continue to give something 
tomorrow!  See page 8 to find out how to 
make your donation to YOUR party!
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FINANCIAL SUPPORTER AND MEMBERSHIP FORM
r Yes! I want to be a dues-paying financial supporter of the Green-Rainbow Party. r I am renewing my dues.

m $10 low income m $20 regular m $30 family m $50 supporting m Other $   
m Monthly Sustainer: $  /month *

r I am a member of the Green-Rainbow Party since I am
m registered as a Green-Rainbow voter in Massachusetts, or
m paying dues and am registered as Unenrolled in Massachusetts, or
m paying dues and am not registered to vote.

r Save postage! Send my future newsletters via email. r Keep me informed! Add my email address to the Announcements email list. 
r Please contact me. I am interested in volunteering with a local GRP chapter. 

First  Middle  Last  

Address   Apt #  

City  State  Zip 

Phone  Email  

CC#**  Exp  

Signature  Date  

Occupation***  Employer***  

IMPORTANT NOTES

By giving this donation you 
acknowledge that as specified 
by US federal law you are a 
US citizen or a federally rec-
ognized permanent resident.

Donations over $100 must be 
made by check or credit card.

*  Due to credit card 
processing fees, the 
minimum monthly amount 
for sustainers is $10.

**  Credit card billing 
information must match 
name and address.   

***  If your total contribution 
is more than $200 in a 
year, federal law requires 
us to furnish this 
information.Fill out form and mail to: Green-Rainbow Party,  

PO Box 440353 Somerville MA 02144-0004. 
Make checks payable to: Green-Rainbow Party Federal Fund. 
All contributions go towards building the Green-Rainbow Party! 

WHAT RUNNING 
A CAMPAIGN CAN 
ACCOMPLISH

We know we can regain our ballot 
status. Because we no longer have ballot 
status, we can collect signatures for our 
entire slate on one petition. We will 
need 10,000 valid signatures (which any 
registered voter in this state can sign) 
by August 1, and will need only one of 
our candidates to win 3% of the vote in 
November. (In 2002, Jill Stein got 3% 
for Governor and Jamie O’Keefe got 8% 
for Treasurer.) We also want to double 
the membership of our party from 
about 10,000 to 20,000. (We need about 
40,000 registered GRP members to gain 
permanent party status.)

We believe this statewide campaign 
can help us strengthen existing local 
chapters, rebuild former ones, and create 
new ones. This campaign can help us to 
reconnect and strengthen our relationship 
with the Campus Greens at the state 
and local levels. Running a statewide 
slate can provide party visibility that 
will encourage other members to run 
for the state legislature. We expect local 
legislative candidates and the statewide 
slate to reinforce and support each other’s 
campaigns.

Our plan to recruit a diverse slate of 
candidates and to run a vigorous campaign 
across the state is ambitious. And it is 
only a plan until you, our members, 
decide whether to make this happen. As 
this article is being written, our diverse 
Exploratory Committee has been meeting 
for months. Right now we are contacting 
local chapters and other party activists and 
asking them to set up meetings across the 
state. At these events, party members and 
our friends and allies will discuss this plan 
and other local activities.

WHAT TO CONSIDER IN 
A CANDIDATE AND A 
CAMPAIGN

We are especially encouraging low-
income people, people of color, women, 
GLBT, and youth (at least 18 years old 
for most offices) to step forward to be 
candidates for the statewide slate or for the 
state legislature. 

To be a member of the slate, you must:

1.  Be a registered GRP voter by the March 
nominating convention. (The state-
required deadline is March 7; our 
convention is March 4.)

2.  Be at least 30 years old if you are 
running for US Senate; for other 
statewide offices and for the state 
legislature, you must be at least 18 
years old.

3.  Be in agreement with the GRP’s 10 Key 
Values (visit our website to see this 
document).

4.  Agree to be an active participant in 
our party-led campaign and to 
support the entire slate of endorsed 
candidates.

5.  Be nominated by our party at our 
special convention in March.

If you decide to become a candidate, 
please let us know. It is especially 
important to contact us if you decide 
to raise and spend funds before the 
nominating convention, because we can 
assist you with the rules and regulations of 
the campaign finance laws.

We need much more than candidates to 
run a vigorous campaign across the state. 
We will need a core campaign committee, 
a support team for each candidate, and 
a non-violent army of volunteers who 
will wage our campaign at the local level. 
Please fill out the volunteer form and send 
it back to us ASAP. This information will 

Special Nominating Convention: March 4th, Clark Univ., Worcester

NOW IS THE TIME TO BUILD CAMPAIGN FUNDS! 

We know that this campaign will not be successful unless we raise sufficient 
funds, including now at the exploratory stage. Would you be willing to make a 
contribution now? If yes, please follow the directions below:
1. Make out the check to “Green-Rainbow Party Federal Fund”.

2. Please fill out the FINANCIAL SUPPORTER and MEMBERSHIP FORM below: 

   a. Name, Address, E-Mail, Phone # 

   b. All contributions over $200 must include occupation and employer. 

   c. Donations may not be more than $10,000/year per person.

3. Send your contribution along with the completed form to: Green-Rainbow Party, 
PO Box 440353, Somerville, MA, 02144-004. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION ABOUT THE CONVENTION OR SLATE, 
SEND AN E-MAIL TO slate2006@green-rainbow.org or call MIKE HEICHMAN 
AT 617-265-8143. 

GRP 2006 NOMINATING CONVENTION - INFORMATION
WHEN: March 4th, 2006, 10AM-4:30PM (Snow Date: March 11th)
WHERE: Tilton Hall, Clark University, 950 Main Street, Worcester, MA, 01610
HOW MUCH: Registration fee is based on a sliding scale (based on income ranges) 
between $5 and $30. There is no form; Pay at the door.
FOOD: Lunch will be served. Details to be available at green-rainbow.org.
CHILDCARE: Available, free! Please call ahead for us to assess how many providers 
we will need. Contact Dan Melnechuk at (781) 894-5544.
TRANSPORTATION: For rides from the train station and carpooling information, 
contact Wendy van Horne, (978)407-4057
TABLING: Available to allied organizations for $20 with your own table, $25 with-
out. Call Ron Francis at (617)230-2835 to make arrangements; This is a great way to 
spread your word!

continued from page 1

give us, before our March convention, the 
beginnings of our campaign structure and 
feedback about the level of support for this 
project.

Our campaign will not be successful 
unless we raise sufficient funds, including 
now at the exploratory and recruitment 
stage. Campaign finance laws prevent us 
from accepting any contribution greater 
than $10,000. Please send us a generous 
donation that you can afford and please 
send it now. (See the donation box.)

For further information about our 
campaign and March convention, visit 

our website at www.green-rainbow.org.  
Additionally, you can get in touch with our 
campaign by sending an e-mail message to  
slate2006@green-rainbow.org.

 This bold plan will go nowhere without 
your support and the full support of our 
party. Who are we waiting for? YOU are 
the one we are waiting for. And WE are the 
ones we are waiting for.

We are the Green-Rainbow Party – the 
Party in which the “power of love opens 
doors.”

THERE ARE MANY WAYS TO SUPPORT OUR 
CAMPAIGN:
1. RUN FOR OFFICE (the slate or state legislature)

2. Campaign Managers (slate or state legislature)

3. Core Campaign Committee

4. Field Manager and Regional Field Managers

5. Treasurer(s) and Fundraising Committee(s)

6. Website and tech support

7. Researcher (campaign issues, etc.)

8. Creating campaign literature 

9. Media and Communications Committee

10. Scheduler

11. Support Person/Travel Companion for each candidate

11. Collecting signatures to get our candidates on the ballot

12. Being a Coordinator in your precinct.

13. Distributing campaign materials.

14. Translating our literature into other languages. [Which language(s)?]

15. YOUR IDEAS

If you know you can fulfill any of these roles or in another capacity, or aren’t sure 
how to help but want to, send your information to slate2006@green-rainbow.org or 
call Mike Heichman at 617-265-8143

For updated info on the slate or con., see the GRP website at: green-rainbow.org


