UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
_FORTHE,
DISTRICT OF VERMONT

V.0., a minor by and through her next ﬁiend,

M.Q,, Case No.

Plaintiff,

VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR
INJUNCTIVE AND DECLARATORY
RELIEF

V.

UNION SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 3;
WILLIAM LEE SEASE, in his individual capacity )
and in his official capacity as Superintendent of )}  Civil Rights Action (42 U.S.C. § 1983)
Union School District No. 3; and WILLIAMD. ) '
LAWSON in his md;wdual capacity and in his )
official capacity as Prmmpal of Middlebury Union )
High School, )
)
)

Défendants.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff; V.O., by and th_rougﬁ ber next friend, M.O.}, pursuant to the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and for her ca_usés of action against Defendants, avers the
following:

INTRODUCTION

1. Thisiéacivil rights actionunder 42 U.S.C. § 1983, the Equal Access Act, 20 US.C.
§4071, et seq., and the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, brought
to remedy 4 violation of the constitational and statutory rights of V.O.z a student at Middlebury

Union High School (“MUHS"), located in Middlebury, Vermont.

lPursuant to Section (I)(1) of the Court’s Administrative Procedures for Electronic Case
Filing (addressing privacy concerns created by Intérnét access to Court documents), V.0. is

identified by her initials, rather than her full name, in order to maintain private her identity. Forthis.

reason also, V.0.’s parent’s name is herein indicated only by her initials.




2. Plaintiff brings this suit for the reason that her Youth Alive Club has been denied
rights, privileges, and benefits equal fo those received by other student clubs officially recognized
at MUHS. (See Defendants’ denial letter, attached hereto as Exhibit A.}

3. Defendant School District has imple'mented policies and practices which permit
chartering of clubs, 7.e., official recognition, that are both curriculum related and non-curticulum
related.

4. Along with official recognition, the stud_ent clubs at MUHS are granted certain
henefits and privileges.

5. Plaintiff’s Youth Alive Club, however, is denied such official recognition based on
the fe}jg'ious nafure of the Ci”ub, and is accordingly denied equal access to all such benefits and
privileges. |

6. Moreover, the District has officially recognized student clubs such as the Gay/Straight
Organization (“GAIGHT”), the Arabic Club, the Outing Club; and the Student Coalition on Human
Rights (“SCOHR”).

7. The Equal Access Act, along with the First and Fourteenth Amendments, prohibit
governmental discrimination of this type and guarantee access and ﬁeaime’nt of religious student
clubs equal to that of other non-curriculum related studext clubs.

8 Plaintiffbrings this action i) to enjoin Defendants from violating her constitutional
and statutory rights, as well as the rights of others interested in the Youth Alive Club, and (i) to
order Defendants to grant official club status to Plaintiff’s Youth Alive Club, with all of the
accompanying rights, benefits, and privileges equal to other officially recognized student clubs at

MUHS.




JURISDICTION AND VENUE

9. This action arises under the United States Constitution, specifically the First and
Fourteenth Amendments, 2nd under federal law, particularly 28 U.S.C. § 2201, 42 U:S.C. §§ 1983
and 1988, and the Equal Access Act, 20 U.S.C. §§ 4071-4074.

10.  This Court possesses jurisdiction over PlaintifP’s claims by operation of 28 U.S.C.
§§ 1331 and 1343.

11, Tlns Court is vested w1ﬂ1 anthority to grant PlaintifP's requeéted_ declaratory relief by
operation of 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201 and 2202, and pursuant to Rule 57 of the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure.

12.  This Courtis authorized to grant Plaintiff’s requested injunctive relief pursuant to 42
U.S.C. § 1983 and Rule 65 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.

13.  Venue is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391 in the United States District Court for the
District of Vermont becausé the events g:iving rise to the claim occurred within the District and
because all parties are résidents of the District.

IDENTIFICATION OF THE PLAINTIFF

14,  Plaintiff V.O., aminor, is aresident of Shorecham, Vermont, and a student at MUHS.

15. V.0.is a professing Christian.

16.  Pursuant to her sincerely held religious beliefs, V.O. desires to meet with other

students through the Youth Alive Club at her school.
17. In acpordané‘e with her sjhcerely held reﬁgious beliefs, V.O.,_ asan officer of the Club,

desires to share her Christian faith with fellow students at MUHS th_rough Youth Alive Club

activities.




18.  V.O. desires to worship, pray, study the Bible, and enjoy fellowship together with
other students at Youth Alive Club meetings at MUHS.

19.  Atthe Club meetings, V.O. desires to discuss issues facing students, including those
related to faith and religion; serviceto bt_hers; premarital sex, including homeosexuality; humanri ghts
issues, including the intrinsic value of human kife; bullying and taunting; and promoting respect and
dignity for all students at MUHS, ]ust to name a few.

20. MO, next ﬁiend, is V.O.’s parent and guardian, and at all times relevant to thjs
Complaint, 1s aresident of Shoreham, Vermont.

IDENTIFICATION OF THE DEFENDANTS

21.  DefendantUnion School District No. 3 (the “District”) isabody politicand cotporate
with the powers incident to a municipal 6drporaﬁof1.

22.  The District may sue and be sued in its corporate name.

23.  The District is organized under the laws of the State of Vermont.

24.  The District is charged with the administration and operation of MUHS.

25.  TheDistrict is responsible for the enactment, enforcement, and existence of policies
and practices related to the formation and organization of student clubs at MUHS.

26.  The District is also responsible for the énactment, enforcement, and existence of
policies and practices related to the rights, benefits, and privileges afforded to such student clubs at
MUHS.

27,  TheDistrictis responsible for denying official club status to Plaintif’s Youth Alive
Club, as well as the rights, benefits, and privileges attendant to official club status, pursuant to its

policy and practice, through implementation by its Legal Counsel and otherwise,




28.  The District is likewise responsible for the implementation and applicaﬁozi by the
Superintendent and Principal of its policies and practices pertaining to student clubs.

29.  TheDistrictis similarly responsible fordelegating to the Superintendent and Principal
final autherity as to the official recognition of student clubs.

30.  Defendant William Lec Sease is the Superintendent of the District’s public schools,
including MUIIS.

31.  Defendant Seasepossesses responsibility, final authority, and discretion, as delegated
by the District, as to administration of District policies as they relate to student actix'riﬁes o1l campus.

32, Defendant Sease possesses responsibility; final authority, and discretion, as delegated
by the District, as to administration of District policies related to the establishment of student clubs
and to the benefits said clubs receive.

33. Inthis capacity, Défend_ant Sease possesses final supervisory responsibility over the
Principal of MUHS.

34.  Defendant Sease is tesponsible for the Policies and practice leading to the dénial of
equal bepefits to the Youth Alive Club.

35.  Defendant Seaseis alsoresponsible for the denial of equal benefits to the Youth Alive
Clpb_.

36.  Defendant Sease is sued both in his individual capacity and in his official capacity
as Superintendent of the District. ‘

37.  Defendant William D. Lawson is the Principal of MUHS.

38.  Defendant Lawson is charged with the administration of MUHS, including District-
delegated responsibility, authority, and discretion as to enforcement of District policies relaﬁng to

student clui)s.




39.  Defendant Lawson is responsibie for the Policies and practice leading to the denial
~ of equal benefits to the Youth Alive Club.

40.  Defendant Lawson is also responsible for denying equal benefits to the Youth Alive
Club.

41.  Defendant Lawson is sued Bo'_ch in his individual capacify and in his official capacity
as Principal of MUHS.

42.  Defendant Lawsonmade the decision to dény official recognition to Plaintiff’s Youth
Alive Club pursuant to the Policy and pré,ctice implementation and direction of the District, and
through its Legal Counsel.

43, This decision by Defendant Lawson to deny official recognition to Plaintiff’s Club
was made at the direction of the Superintendent and of the District.
ALLEGATIONS OF FACTS

44.  MUHS is a public high school located in Middlebury, Vermont.

45. MUBHS is under the direction of the District.

46.  MUHS includes grades 9 through 12,

47.  MUHS constitutes a secondary school under Vermont law.

48.  Upon information and belief, MUHS and the Disfrict receive federal financial
assistance.

 49.  The District, acting through Defendants Sease and Lawsor, as Superintendent and

Principal, respectively, grant official club status to non-curriculum related student clubs.

50.  The District, acting through Defendants Sease and Lawson, allow said clubs to meet

on school premises at MﬁHS during non-instructional time.




51.  Non-curriculum related clubs currently recognized by the District include, among
others, the Gay/Straight Organization (“GAIGHT"), the Quting Club, the Arabic Club, and the
Student Coalition on Human Rights (“SCOHR™).

52.  These clubs address issues involving, among others, promoting respect and dignity
for stadents at MUHS; community service; premarital sex, including homosexuality; rzising
awareness of human rights issues; and bullying and tauntin_g.

53.  Participation in such clubs is not required by school faculty in connection with
curriculum course work.

54.  Participation in such clubs isnot directly encouraged by school faculty in connection
with curriculum course work.

55. Defendants, puréuant to the_:'irPolicies and practice, permit officially recognized non-
curriculum related clubs to conduct meetings during non-instructional time on campus.

56.  Defendants, pursuant to their Policies and practice, permit officially recognized fion-
curriculum relai_ed clubs to list tﬁeir club in the MUHS yearbobk with an _acoompanying photo.

57, Defendants, pursuant to their Policies and practice, permit officially recognized non-
curriculum related clubs to have their club listed on the MUHS website and in the MUHS
Student/Parent Handbook along with other clubs.

38. Défendants, pursuant fo their Policies and practice, permit officially recognized non-
curriculum clubs to have access to an advisor.

59.  Defendants, pursuant to their Policies and practice, permit officially recognized non-
curriculum related clubs to receive access to District resources, including, among others, equipment,

supplies, and club funding,




60. In July of this year, Plaintiff, pursuant to her sincerely held religious beliefs,
submitted a written request to the District asking that the Youth Alive Club be granted official club
status &t MUHS.

61.  Defendants, acting pursuant to their Policies and practice, denied Plaintiff’s request
based on the belief that granting official club status to PlaintifP’s Club would violate the
Establishment Clause of the First Amendment due to the Club’s teligious pature. (See Exhibit A.)

62. Upon inforr_nation and belief, Defendants have, in previous years, denied similar
requests by the Youth Alive Club for official recognition due to the religious nature of the Club.

63. Defendants have denied, and confinue to deny, Plaintiff the right to official
recognition of the Youth Alive Club at MUHS, as well as ali of the attendant rights, privileges, and
benefits equal to all other non-curriculum related clubs.

64.  Defendants have not afforded Plaintiff and her Youth Alive Club such equal
recognition, rights, benefits, and privileges due to the religious nature and speech of the Chub.
ALLEGATIONS OF LAW

65.  All of the acts of Defendants, their officers, a'get_lts, employees, and servants were
executed and are continuing to be executed by the Defendants under the color and pretense of the
policies? statutes, ordinances, regulations, customs, and usages of the State of Vermont.

66.  Plaintiff is suffering itreparable harm from the conduct of Defendants.

67.  Plaintiffhasno adequate or speedy remedy at law to correct orredress the deprivation

of her rights by Defendants.

68.  Unless the conduct of Defendants is enjoined, Plaintiff will continue to suffer

irreparable injury.




FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION: VIOLATION OF THE EQUAL ACCESS ACT

69.  Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates herein, as though fully set forth_, all previous
paragraphs of this Complaint.

70.  MUHS is a public secondary school under Vermont law, located in Middlebury,
Vermont.

71.  The District and MUHS receive federal financial assistance.

72.  Defendants have created a “limited open forum™ at MUHS within the meaning of the
Equal Access Act, Title 20 U.S.C. §4071, et seq., by permitting one or more non-curriculum related
student groups to meet on school premises during non-instructional fime.

73. Such clubs include the Gay/, Strai ght Organization (“GAIGHT”),_ the Arabic Club, the
Outing Club, and the Student Coalition on Human Rights (“SCOHR”).

74. Th@ee clubs address issues involving promoting respeet and dignity for students at
MUHS; community sefvice; premarital sex, including homosexuality; raising awareness of human
rights issues; and bullying and taunting, among others.

75, The Youth Alive Club has voluntary membership.

76. The Yqufh Alive Club is open to any student at MUHS.

77.  The Youth Alive Club desires to assemble on the campus of MUHS during non-
instructional time for the purpose of Club meetings, exchange of ideas and information, and
discussion of issues, from a religious perspective, that are significant to them.

78. Such issues inciude, among others, those related to faith and religion; servi_cc to
others; premarital sex, including homosexuality; human rights issues, including the intrinsic value

of human life; bullying and taunting; and promoting respect and dignity for all stadents at MUHS.




79.  The Youth Alive Ciub’s activities arc voluntary, student-initiated, and stndent-

80.  Plaintiff does not desire school officials to Iead, direct, plan, sponsor, or otherwise
control the content or direction of the Youth Alive Club’s meetings.

81.  Non-MUHS students do notdirect, conduct, plan, control_, or attend Youth Alive Clob
meetings during non-instructional time on school premises.

82.  The Youth Alive Club’s activities on campus do not materially and substantially
interfere with the orderly conduct of educational activity within MUHS.

83.  Defendants have denied a fair opportunity, have discriminated against, and have
denied Plainﬁff' equal access to all school facilities, benefits, and privileges, because ofthe rgﬁgious
content of the speech and association at Youth Alive Club meetings.

84.  Defendants’ conduct cannot be justified by a compelling governmental inferest, nor

is it narrowly tailored to advance any such interest.

85.  Defendants have accordingly abridged and continue to violate the rights-of Plaintiff
under the Equal Access Act, 20 U.S.C. §§ 4071-4074.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffrespectfully prays that the Cogrt grant the declaratory and injunctive
relief set forth hereinafter in the prayer for relief,

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION: VIOLATION OF THE FREE SPEECH CLAUSE

86.  Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates herein, as though fully set forth, all previous
paragraphs of this Complaint.

87.  Defendants have, by Policy and practice, created an open forum by permitting the

formation of student clubs at MUHS.
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88.  Defendants’ Policies and practice prohibit the equal treatment of PlaintifPs Club
sponsored by religious students and containing religious speech in this forum.

89.  Defendants are prohibiting Plaintiff’s speech despite the fact that she desires to
address the same or similar issues currenﬂyiaeing addressed by other student clubs, including issues
related to faith and religion; service to others; premarital sex, including homosexuality; hilman rights
issues, including the intrinsic value of human life; bullying and taunting; and promoting respect and
dignity for all students at MUHS, just to name a few.

90.  Theunequal treatment of Plaintiff’s Club containing religious speech or activities is
a contenf—'based restrict_ion in an otherwise open forum.

91.  Defendants’ denial of Plaintiff’s religious speech while permitting other secular
speech a_lso constitutes viewpoint discriminaﬁon.

92,  Such viewpoint disqriminaﬁon is unconstitutional in any fype of forum.

93.  The Free Speech Clause also recognizes and protects the right fo association.

94.  Plaintiff’s Youth Alive Club is an expressive association that desires to advocate its
Christian message and viewpoints at MUHS.

95.  Defendants violate Plaintiff’s Club’s right to association by denying them status as
an officially recognized stadent club, and all the r_ights, privileges, and benefits attendant thereto,
based solely on the Club’s intended religious speech, ideologies, philosophics, and beliefs.

96.  Defendants’ Policies and practice ﬁnpose an unconstitutional 1_5ﬁor restraint becanse
they vest District officials with the unbridled discretion to petmit or refuse protected speech equal
access to the forum.

97.  IfDefendants claim they have no Wntten policies re_latiilg to official recognition of

stadent clubs, their practices amount to a Policy.

11




98.  Moreover, if Defendants possess no specific written policies to guide their actions
as to official recogrition of student clubs, this too amounts o an unconstitutional prior restraint.

99. Defendants’ lack of specific written policies permit District officials to exercise
unbridled discretion in permitting or refusing protected speech on the basis of the religious content
and/or viewpoint of a student club’s proposed speech.

100. Defendants’ Policies and practice are overbroad because they sweep within their
ambit protected First Amendment rights in the form of religious speech.

101. The overbreadth of Defendants Policie_s and practice chills protected speech by
discouraging individuals and groups ﬁ'om applying for recognition in the forum for purposes of
engaging in certain protected speech.

102.  Defendants’ Policies and practice chill, deter, and restrict Plainfiff from using District
facilities on an equal basis with others to discuss issues from a religious perspective.

103. Defendants have interpreted and applied the Policies to disqualify Plaintiff from
accessing equally all faciliﬁes under their control and otherwise open to student groups, solely
because of the religious nature of Plaintiff’s activities and the religious conteént and viewpoint ofthe
Youth Alive Club’s speech.

104. Defendant’s Policies, as interpreted and applied by them to prohibit equal use as
requested by Plaintiff, are not the Ieast restrictive means necessary o serve any compelling interest
which Defendants seek thereby to secure.

105.  Defendants’ Policies and practice accordingly violate Plaintiffs nght to Free Speech
as guaranteéd by the First Amendment to the United States Constitution as incorporated and applied
to state action under the Four_teenth Amendment.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffrespectfully prays that the Court grant the declaratory and injunctive

relief set forth hereinafter in the prayer for relief.
12




THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION: VIOLATION OF THE EQUAL PROTECTION CLAUSE
106. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates herein, as though fully set forth, all previous
paragraphs of this Complaint.
107. The Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment requires that the
government treat similarly situated persons equally.
108. Defendants have opened the forum to Plaintiff’s Youth Alive Club by permitting the

formation of other stud_ent clubs.

109. Defendants, however, have denied Plaintiff's Youth Alive Club equal access ﬁ_) all
school facilities, benefits, and privileges.

110. By discriminating against the content and viaWpoint of Plaintiff’s speech, Defendants
are treating Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s Club differently than other similar situated public school students
a%nd student clubs on the basis of the religious content and viewpoint of Plaintiff’s speech.

111.  Defendants’ Policies and practice violate various fandamental rights of Plaintiff; such
as rights of free speech, equal protection, and fiee exercise.

112. befegdants lack a rational or compelling state interest for such disparate treatment
of Plainfiff.

113. Defendants’ denial of access to Plaintiff is not narrowly tailored.

114.  The conduct of Deferidants accordingly violates Plaintiff’s right to equal protection
of the laws as guaranteed by the Fouxteeﬁth Amendment {o the United States Constitution.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffrespectfully prays that the Court grant the declaratory and injunctive

relief set forth hereinafter in the prayer for relief.

13




FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION: VIOLATION OF THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE

115. PIainﬁff re-alleges and incorporates herein, as though fully set forth, all previous
paragraphs of this Complaint.

116. Plaintiff sought, and continues to seek, equal access to all benefits and privileges
provided to other clubs.

117.  Further, Plaintiff’s Club satisfies the Policies’ criteria for club recognition, whether
labeled by Defendants as a non-curriculum ot co-curricutum student club.

118. Despite satisfying PlaintifPs Policies, Defendants’ Policies and practice have been
written and applied to prohibit equal reco gniﬁon of the Youth Alive Club based on its religious
speech.

119. Defendants’ Policies and practice are vague and allow for unbridled discretion in
determining which stadent clubs do and do not satisfy club criteria and thus qualify for official club
status.

120. ‘Defex_ldanfs’ Policies are vaguc in that they faﬂ to define “co-curricular” or otherwise
indicate in what circumstances a student club is deemed sufficiently related to the curriculum S0 as
to be eligible for official club status.

121. Defendants® Polices grant u;lbﬁdled discretion in that they lack any deﬁnitiqn_s or
gui‘deiines as to how to determine whether a student club sat_isﬁes club criteria and t_hereby qualifies
for official club stafus.

122.  Defendants’ Policies and practice accordingly violate Plaintiff’s rights under the Due
Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Umted States Constitution.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffrespectfully prays that the Court grant the declaratory and injunctive

relief set forth hereinafter in the prayer for relief.

14




F1FTH CAUSE OF ACTION: VIOLATION OF THE
FREE EXERCISE OF RELIGION CLAUSE

123. Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates here_:in, as though fully set forth, all previous
paragraphs of this Complaint.

124, Plaintiff desires to engage in expressive activities on the basis of sincereiy held
religious beliefs and to share her beliefs with others.

125. Defendants’ Poﬁcies and practice substantially burden Plaintiff’s free exercise of
religion by conditioning receipt of government benefits on foregoing her free exercise rights.

126. Defendants® Policies and practice force Plaintiff to choose between engaging in
religious speech dand foregoing the governmental benefit of equal access to the Youth Alive Chﬂ),
or foregoing the free exercise of religion to receive the access.

127.  Defendants Policies and practice substantially burden Plaintiff’s free exercise of
religion by denying her permission to access all facilities equally in order to meet with like-minded
individuals to discuss religious topics and {o spread her message.

128.  Defendants’ Policies and practice substantially burden Plaintiff’s frec exercise of
religion by denying her the abiﬁty to list the Club in the MUHS yearbook with an accompanying
photo, to have the Club listed on the MUHS website and in the MUHS Student/Parent Handbook
along with other student clubs, and to receive access to District resources, including, among others,
equipment, supplies, and club funding.

129.  Defendants” conduct constitutes the tmposition of: special_ disabilitics on Plaintiff due
to her religion and her intent to engage in religious expression through the Youth Alive Chub.

130. These special disabilities placed on Plaintiff are neither neutral nor of gefieral

applicability.
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131. Defendants’ conduct cannot be justified by a compelling governmenta)l interest and
is not narrowly tailored to advance any such interest.

132, Defendants’ interpretation and application of their Policies chill Plaintiff’s freedom
of religious discussion and exercise, both of which are fundamental rights guaranteed Plaintiff by
the First Amcndment.

133.  Defendants’ conduet constifutes an éxc'_es sive burden on Plaintiff’s rights to freedom
in the exercise of religion and has violated the Free Exercise Clause of the First Amendment to the
United States Cons'[:itlitiozi.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffrespectfully prays that the Court grant the declaratory and injunctive
relief set fort_h hereinafter in the prayer for relief.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully prays for judgement as follows:

a.  Thatthis Courtissue a Prf;ﬁminary and Permanent Infunction, restraining Defendants,
their officers, agents, employees, and all cher persons acting in active concert with
them from enforcing the Policies that prohibit the Youth Alive Club from official
recognition and from receiving equal access to all club benefits and pﬁvﬂeges, thereby
rf;q_uiring Defendants to grant the Yoﬁth Alive Club official recognition and equal
access;

b.  That this Court render a Declaratory Judgment declaring as unconstitutional facially
and as-applied the District’s Policies and practices that proh:_i’bit Plaintiffand other Club
members from official recognition and receiving equal access to all club rights,
benefits, and privileges;

¢.  That this Court adjudge, decree, and declare the rights and other legal relations of the

16




parties to the subject matter here in controversy, in order that such declarations shall

have the force and effect of final judgment;

That this Court retain jurisdiction of this matter for the purpose of enforcing any
Orders;

That the Court award Plaintiff’s costs and expenses of this action, including a
reasonable attorneys’ fees award, in accordance with 42 U.S.C. §§ 1988 and the Equal

Access Act.

That this Court award nominal damages of one doMar for the violation of Plaintiff’s
constitutional rights;

That this Court issue the requested injunctive relief without a condition of bond or
other security being required of Plaintiff; and

That the Court grant such other and further relief as the Court deems equitable and just

in the ciréumstances.

17




Respectfully submitted this !ié" day of October, 2007.

NI/ s

BENJAMIN W. BULL* DAVID A. EORTMAN
JEREMY D. TEDESCO* Lead Counsel
AZ Bar. No. 0234847 GA Bar No. 188810
ALLIANCE DEFENSE FUND JOSHUA B. BOLINGER*
15100 N. 90® Street OH Bar No. 0079594 _
Scottsdale, AZ 85260 ALLIANCE DEFENSE FUND
Telephone: (480) 388-8051 1000 Hurricane Shoals Road, NE
Facsimile: (480) 444-0028 Building D, Suite 600 '
bbull@telladf.org Lawrenceville, GA 30043
jtedesco@telladf.org Telephone: (770) 339-0774
' Facsimile: (770) 339-6744

_ deortman@telladf.org
ANTHONY R. DUPREY jbolinger@telladf.org
Local Counsel '
VT Bar No. 66-04-02
NEUSE, DUPREY & PUTNAM P.C.
1 Cross Strect

Middlebury, VT 05753-1445
Telephone: (802) 388-7966
Facsimile: (802) 388-9713
anthony@zsvlaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff V.O.

* Application for admission pro hac vice submitted concurrently with this Coniplaint
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EXHIBIT A




Mfﬁ[zﬁmy Union High School |

. WILLIAM D LAWSON | CATHERINE D.DIEMAN SEAN M FARRELL
Princlpat Assistant Principel Acthities Disctor
Angust 21, 2007
YeuﬂzAﬁve—
Middlebury Union High School
Re:Y it Alfve’s Petition for Middlebury Usion High Schoof Co-Curricidar Club Status
- D PR I-

?Ieasa be gssared that Middlebuiy Unfon I-Iigh Scheol has ziven full consideration to Youth
Alive’s pr:tmon for co-cuprieniar <lub status, Regraﬁ:ﬂy, the School mist respeotfully deny the

requebt.

Even as&nning, for present purposes, fhat Youth Alive could be deeted accarately es “co-
curricular,” such club status would mem that Youth Alive’s activities would become schocl-
sponsored with monetary support sid an advisor assigned, Underthe law, any such spansors].up
by the School would violate the Bstsblishment (lause of the First Amendinent.

© Quthe ather hand, MUHS %as for some years now ackmwledgcd and complied wi‘ﬂ: the Equal
Access Act by providing. Youth Alive with space, supervision, non-cumriculs time, space for
appropriste posters, efv., and T School is sl committed fo continme this Iegaﬂy—appsopaate
forum for your chub. We wish Youth Alive a successfuf 2007-2008 schaol year.

Ihankyeufaryourgrwp s:equest,asweilasthesapperhngmajspmﬁdeé ?Ieaseget
back to one of us with any questions.

Sincerely,

Willism % on, Principal SeaBaneH, Acﬁﬂﬁes Director :
Co: W Lee Sease, Suﬁ' 'itendem }
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