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Courtesy of Vision Maker Media, “The Great Law of Peace - Injunuinty,” Corporation for Public Broadcasting, 12 November 2013
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Declaration of Independence, July 4, 1776

Courtesy of Library of Congress, "In Congress, July 4, 1776. The unanimous declaration of the thirteen 
United States of America," 4 July 1776



Preamble to the U.S. Constitution, September 1787

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Preamble to the U.S. Constitution, September 1787



U.S. Constitution, 1787 (pg.1)

Courtesy of Library of Congress, “We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
union...” Constitutional Convention, 1787



U.S. Constitution, 1787 (pg.2)

Courtesy of Library of Congress, “We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
union...” Constitutional Convention, 1787



Bill of Rights in the U.S. Constitution,  
September 25, 1789 (pg.1)

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Madison, James, “Amendment to the U.S. Constitution,” U.S. Congress, 
25 September 1789
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Courtesy of Library of Congress, Madison, James, “Amendment to the U.S. Constitution,” U.S. Congress, 
25 September 1789



Iowa Constitution, 1857 (pg.1)

Courtesy of Iowa Secretary of State, “Constitution of the State of Iowa,” 1857



Iowa Constitution, 1857 (Transcribed Excerpt)

Courtesy of Iowa Secretary of State, “Constitution of the State of Iowa,” 1857

 
 

Transcribed Excerpt from the  
Constitution of the State of Iowa 

 
Preamble 
WE THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF IOWA, grateful to the Supreme Being for the blessings hitherto 
enjoyed, and feeling our dependence on Him for a continuation of those blessings, do ordain and 
establish a free and independent government, by the name of the State of Iowa, the boundaries whereof 
shall be as follows: 
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Independence Hall in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, ca. 1900

Courtesy of Library of Congress, “Independence Hall, Philadelphia,” Detroit Publishing Co., ca. 1900



“How Does a Bill Become a Law?” Infographic

Courtesy of USAGov, “How Does a Bill Becomes a Law?”

HOW DOES A BILLBECOME A LAW?
1 EVERY LAW STARTS WITH AN IDEA

That idea can come from anyone, 
even you! Contact your elected 
officials to share your idea. If they 
want to try to make it a law, they 
will write a bill.

2 THE BILL IS INTRODUCED
A bill can start in either house of Congress
when it’s introduced by its primary sponsor, 
a Senator or a Representative. In the 
House of Representatives, bills are placed 
in a wooden box called 
"the hopper.”

3 THE BILL GOES TO COMMITTEE
Representatives or Senators meet in a small group to research, talk 
about, and make changes to the bill. They vote to accept or reject 
the bill and its changes before sending it to:

the House or Senate floor for debate or 
to a subcommittee for further research.

the

Here, the bill is assigned 
a legislative number before 
the Speaker of the House 
sends it to a committee.

4 CONGRESS DEBATES AND VOTES
Members of the House or Senate can now debate the bill and 
propose changes or amendments before voting. If the majority vote 
for and pass the bill, it moves to the other house to go through a 
similar process of committees, debate, and voting. Both houses have 
to agree on the same version of the final bill before it goes to the 
President. 

HOUSE
MAJORITY

SENATE
MAJORITY

DID YOU KNOW?
The House uses an electronic 
voting system while the Senate 
typically votes by voice, saying 
“yay” or “nay.”

5 PRESIDENTIAL ACTION
When the bill reaches the 
President, he or she can:

APPROVE and PASS
The President signs and approves 
the bill. The bill is law.

THE BILL ISTHE BILL IS

LAWLAW

The President can also:
Veto
The President rejects the bill and 
returns it to Congress with the reasons 
for the veto. Congress can override the 
veto with 2/3 vote of those present in 
both the House and the Senate and 
the bill will become law.

Choose no action
The President can decide to do 
nothing. If Congress is in session, 
after 10 days of no answer from the 
President, the bill then automatically 
becomes law.

Pocket veto
If Congress adjourns (goes out of 
session) within the 10 day period 
after giving the President the bill, 
the President can choose not to 
sign it and the bill will not become 
law.

 Brought to you by
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
Agency (LSA)
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
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Courtesy of LSA, “The Three Branches of Government and How they Work in Iowa,” Legislative Services 
Agency (LSA)
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Courtesy of USAGov, “3 Branches of the U.S. Government”



Comparing Three Branches of Government in Iowa 
Versus the U.S. (pg.2)

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, “Iowa’s Constitution,” The Goldfinch: Constitutional Issues and 
Iowa, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp. 7, February 1987
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Courtesy of Library of Congress, Marshall, John, “U.S. Reports: Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. (1 Cranch) 
137 (1803),” U.S. Supreme Court, 1803



Marbury v. Madison, 1803 (Overview)

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Marshall, John, “U.S. Reports: Marbury v. Madison, 5 U.S. (1 Cranch) 
137 (1803),” U.S. Supreme Court, 1803

Library of Congress: Marbury v. 
Madison
The U.S. Supreme Court case 
Marbury v. Madison (1803) 
established the principle of judicial 
review—the power of the federal 
courts to declare legislative and 
executive acts unconstitutional. The 
unanimous opinion was written by 
Chief Justice John Marshall.

President John Adams named 
William Marbury as one of forty-
two justices of the peace on March 
2, 1801. The Senate confirmed 
the nominations the following 
day, March 3, which was Adams’s 
last full day in office. However, 
acting Secretary of State John 
Marshall failed to deliver four of the 
commissions, including Marbury’s. 
When Thomas Jefferson took office 
on March 4, he ordered that the 
four remaining commissions be 
withheld. Marbury sued the new 
secretary of state, James Madison, in 
order to obtain his commission. The 
Supreme Court issued its opinion on 
February 24, 1803.

The Establishment of Judicial 
Review
Although it was first asserted in 
Marbury v. Madison  to strike down 
an act of Congress as inconsistent with the Constitution, judicial review did not spring full-blown from the brain of 
Chief Justice Marshall. The concept had been long known, having been utilized in a much more limited form by Privy 
Council review of colonial legislation and its validity under the colonial charters,  and there were several instances 
known to the Framers of state court invalidation of state legislation as inconsistent with state constitutions. 

Courtesy of Library of Congress, “Marbury v. Madison,” Primary Documents of American History
Courtesy of Constitution Annotated, “ArtIII.S1.1.1.1 Judicial Vesting Clause: Doctrine and Practice”

Marbury v. Madison



Architect’s Drawing of the Iowa State Capitol, ca. 1880

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, ca. 1880



Supreme Court Building in Washington, D.C., ca. 1980

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Highsmith, Carol M., “Supreme Court Building, Washington, D.C.,” ca. 1980



The White House in Washington, D.C., ca. 1980

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Highsmith, Carol M., “The White House, Washington, D.C.,” ca. 1980



Aerial View of the U.S. Capitol in Washington, D.C.,  
April 30, 2007

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Highsmith, Carol M., “Aerial View, United States Capitol Building, Washington, D.C.,” 30 April 2007



Iowa Supreme Court Ruling on Montgomery v. 
Ralph, 1839

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, Mason, Charles, 1839



“Declaration of Sentiments” Address by Elizabeth Cady Stanton in 
Seneca Falls, New York, July 1848

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Stanton, Elizabeth Cady, “Declaration of Sentiments,” July 1848



Illustrated Portraits of Dred Scott and His Family, 
Harriet, Eliza and Lizzie, 1857

Courtesy of Library of Congress, “Visit to Dred Scott - His Family - Incidents of His Life - Decision of the 
Supreme Court,” Frank Leslie’s Illustrated Newspaper, 27 June 1857



Arabella (Belle) Babb Mansfield, First Certified 
Female Attorney in the United States

Courtesy of Hard Won, Not Done, Corey, Kristin, “Arabella (Belle) Babb Mansfield” / Courtesy of the Iowa 
Department of Human Rights, Iowa Women’s Hall of Fame



Portrait of Alexander Clark, 1868

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, Robin, Augustus, Portrait of Alexander Clark: Engraving, New 
York: Date unknown



Iowa Supreme Court Rules on Equal Access

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, Silag, Bill, Bridgford, Susan Koch & Hal Chase, Outside In: 
African-American History in Iowa, pg. 72-73, 2001
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Ola Babcock Miller, Iowa’s First Secretary of 
State

Courtesy of Iowa Department of Human Rights, “Ola Babcock Miller”



“Mennonite School Teacher with Class of Amish, Mennonite and 
Pennsylvania Dutch Children,” March 1942

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Collier, John, Jr., “Lancaster County, Pennsylvania. Mennonite School Teacher with Class of Amish, 
Mennonite, and Pennsylvania Dutch Children,” March 1942



“Republican Senators During a Meeting on Amendments to the 
Civil Rights Act,” May 20, 1964

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Trikosko, Marion, S., “Republican Senators during a meeting on amendments to the Civil Rights Act,” 20 May 
1964



Participants at a Civil Rights March from Selma to Montgomery, 
Alabama, 1965

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Pettus, Peter, “Participants, Some Carrying American Flags, Marching in the Civil Rights March from Selma to 
Montgomery, Alabama in 1965,” 1965



“D.M. Schools Ban Wearing of Viet Truce 
Armbands” Newspaper Article, December 15, 

1965

Courtesy of National Archives, Magarrell, Jack, “D.M. Schools Ban Wearing of Viet Truce Armbands” The 
Des Moines Register, 15 December 1965



President Lyndon B. Johnson Signs 1968 Civil Rights Act,  
April 11, 1968

Courtesy of Library of Congress, Leffler, Warren K., “Lyndon Baines Johnson signing Civil Rights Bill,” 11 April 1968



March in Support of Migrant Workers in Des Moines, Iowa, 
February 1969

Courtesy of Iowa Women’s Archives, University of Iowa Libraries, Iowa City, Iowa, “March in Support of Migrant Workers,” The Des Moines 
Register, February 1969



News Release from Muscatine Community Effort 
Organization about H. J. Heinz Company Boycott, 

1969

Courtesy of LULAC Council 10 Records, Iowa Women’s Archives, University of Iowa Libraries, Iowa City, 
“Muscatine Community Effort Organization (CEO) News Article on the Boycott of Heinz,” 1969



“Iowa Constitution and Race” from Iowa PBS, 1978

Courtesy of Iowa PBS, “The Path to Statehood,” The Iowa Heritage: Program #3, Iowa PBS, 1978

https://iowaculture.gov/history/education/educator-resources/primary-source-sets/government-democracy-and-laws/iowa-constitution-race


“Religious Rights” Essay from The Goldfinch, 
February 1987

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, “Religious Rights,” The Goldfinch, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp. 16, 
February 1987
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Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, “The Black Armband Case,” The Goldfinch, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp. 
17-18, February 1987



“The Black Armband Case” Essay from  
The Goldfinch, February 1987 (pg.2)

Courtesy of State Historical Society of Iowa, “The Black Armband Case,” The Goldfinch, Vol. 8, No. 3, pp. 
17-18, February 1987
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April 3, 2009 (pg.1)

Courtesy of CaseLaw, “Varnum v. Brien,” Iowa Supreme Court, 3 April 2009

VARNUM v. BRIEN 

Supreme Court of Iowa. 
Katherine VARNUM, Patricia Hyde, Dawn Barbouroske, Jennifer 

Barbouroske, Jason Morgan, Charles Swaggerty, David Twombley, 

Lawrence Hoch, William M. Musser, Otter Dreaming, Ingrid Olson, and Reva 

Evans, Appellees, v. Timothy J. BRIEN, In His Official Capacities as the Polk 

County Recorder and Polk County Registrar, Appellant. 

No. 07-1499. 

Decided: April 03, 2009 
Roger J. Kuhle and Michael B. O'Meara, Assistant County Attorneys, for appellant. 
Dennis W. Johnson of Dorsey & Whitney, LLP, Des Moines, and Camilla B. Taylor and 
Kenneth D. Upton, Jr. of Lambda Legal Defense & Education Fund, Inc., Chicago, IL, for 
appellees. John M. Murray of Murray & Murray, PLC, Storm Lake;  Paul Benjamin Linton, 
Special Counsel, Thomas More Society, Northbrook, IL;  Paul R. Devin, Supreme 
Advocate, Knights of Columbus, New Haven, CT;  and Thomas Brejcha, President and 
Chief Counsel, Thomas More Society, Chicago, IL, for amicus curiae Knights of 
Columbus. Norman L. Springer, Jr. of McGinn McGinn Jennings & Springer, Council 
Bluffs, Mathew D. Staver, Stephen M. Crampton, Mary E. McAlister, and David M. Corry, 
Liberty Counsel, Lynchburg, VA, for amicus curiae Liberty Counsel. Michael J. Manno, 
West Des Moines, for amici curiae Jews Offering New Alternatives to Homosexuality, 
Parents and Friends of Ex-Gays & Gays, and Evergreen International. Jason M. Steffens 
of Simmons Perrine, PLC, Cedar Rapids, and Roger T. Severino of The Becket Fund for 
Religious Liberty, Washington, DC, for amicus curiae The Becket Fund for Religious 
Liberty. Andrew J. Boettger of Hastings & Gartin, LLP, Ames, and Steven W. Fitschen, 
Barry C. Hodge, and Nathan A. Driscoll of The National Legal Foundation, Virginia 
Beach, VA, for amicus curiae The National Legal Foundation. David James Hanson of 
Hofmeyer & Hanson, P.C., Fayette, and Joshua K. Baker of Institute for Marriage and 
Public Policy, Manassas, VA, for amici curiae James Q. Wilson, et al., Legal and Family 
Scholars. Timm W. Reid of Galligan, Reid & Galligan, P.C. and Iowa Liberty and Justice 
Center, Des Moines, and Benjamin W. Bull, Brian W. Raum, and James A. Campbell of 
Alliance Defense Fund, Scottsdale, AZ, for amicus curiae Iowa Legislators. Robert R. 
Anderson, Vinton, Stuart J. Roth of American Center for Law & Justice, Washington, DC, 



Iowa Supreme Court Case Varnum v. Brien,  
April 3, 2009 (Transcribed Excerpt)

Courtesy of CaseLaw, “Varnum v. Brien,” Iowa Supreme Court, 3 April 2009

 
 

Transcribed Excerpts from Iowa Supreme Court Case  
Varnum v. Brien, April 3, 2009 

 
...In this case, we must decide if our state statute limiting civil marriage to a union between a man and a 
woman violates the Iowa Constitution, as the district court ruled. On our review, we hold the Iowa 
marriage statute violates the equal protection clause of the Iowa Constitution. Therefore, we affirm the 
decision of the district court... 
 
Unlike opposite-sex couples in Iowa, same-sex couples are not permitted to marry in Iowa. The Iowa 
legislature amended the marriage statute in 1998 to define marriage as a union between only a man and 
a woman. Despite this law, the six same-sex couples in this litigation asked the Polk County Recorder to 
issue marriage licenses to them. The recorder, following the law, refused to issue the licenses, and the six 
couples have been unable to be married in this state. Except for the statutory restriction that defines 
marriage as a union between a man and a woman, the twelve plaintiffs met the legal requirements to 
marry in Iowa... 
 
In turning to the courts, the twelve plaintiffs filed this lawsuit in the Polk County District Court. They 
claimed the statutory same-sex marriage ban violates certain liberty and equality rights under the Iowa 
Constitution.  The individual rights claimed by plaintiffs to be adversely affected (by the action of the 
legislative branch in enacting the same-sex marriage ban and the action of the government officials of 
the executive branch in enforcing the ban) included the fundamental right to marry, as well as rights to 
privacy and familial association. Additionally, plaintiffs claimed the legislative and the executive actions 
unconstitutionally discriminated against them on several bases, including sexual orientation... 
 
The plaintiffs produced evidence to demonstrate sexual orientation and gender have no effect on 
children raised by same-sex couples, and same-sex couples can raise children as well as opposite-sex 
couples. They also submitted evidence to show that most scientific research has repudiated the 
commonly assumed notion that children need opposite-sex parents or biological parents to grow into 
well-adjusted adults. Many leading organizations, including the American Academy of Pediatrics, the 
American Psychiatric Association, the American Psychological Association, the National Association of 
Social Workers, and the Child Welfare League of America, weighed the available research and supported 
the conclusion that gay and lesbian parents are as effective as heterosexual parents in raising children.   
 
For example, the official policy of the American Psychological Association declares, “There is no scientific 
evidence that parenting effectiveness is related to parental sexual orientation: Lesbian and gay parents 
are as likely as heterosexual parents to provide supportive and healthy environments for children.”    
 
Almost every professional group that has studied the issue indicates children are not harmed when 
raised by same-sex couples, but to the contrary, benefit from them. In Iowa, agencies that license foster 
parents have found same-sex couples to be good and acceptable parents. It is estimated that more than 
5800 same-sex couples live throughout Iowa, and over one-third of these couples are raising children. 
 
The district court concluded the statute was unconstitutional under the due process and equal protection 
clauses of the Iowa Constitution and granted summary judgment to the plaintiffs. It initially ordered the 
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“Celebrating Ten Years of Marriage Equality in 
Iowa—Yes, Iowa,” April 3, 2019 (pg.1)

Courtesy of Zach Wahls, Wahls, Zach, “Celebrating Ten Years of Marriage Equality in Iowa—Yes, Iowa,” 
April 3, 2019

By Zach Wahls

Today — April 3, 2019 — marks the tenth anniversary of the Varnum v Brien decision from Iowa’s Supreme Court, 
which legalized same-sex marriage in our state. We were only the third state in America to recognize marriage 
equality, and we were the first to do so with a unanimous ruling from our Supreme Court. If you have never read 
the actual decision from the court, it is worth reading in full and is easy to read, even if, like me, you are not a 
lawyer.

It feels like the decision was handed down just yesterday — and a lifetime ago. April 3, 2009 was a Friday, sunny and 
crisp, not unlike today. My moms were in the air, flying to visit family in North Carolina, when the Gazette broke the 
news that morning. They were both struck by successive feelings of shock, disbelief, and then joy and then relief. 
At the time, I was a senior in high school. This morning, I was able to share my experience on the floor of the Iowa 
Senate.

As the son of a same-sex couple, I had grown up with a front-row seat to, and often been directly affected by, 
the effects of discrimination against LGBTQ people. And because my mother Terry was diagnosed with multiple 
sclerosis when I was eight years old, I saw first-hand how “intersectionality” — the intersection, in my mother’s 
case, of her disability and her sexual orientation — compounded our family’s challenges. In medical situations, my 
mother Jackie was often overlooked or outright ignored because she was not a male spouse, despite the fact that 
she both had a medical power of attorney and is herself a highly trained medical professional.

For us, “intersectionality” was not sociological gobbledygook; it was our reality. And the Varnum decision made a 
world of difference — including in ways that we were not expecting.

In April 2009, as most people will also clearly remember, our economy was in tatters. I know many people 
wondered why our state government was focused on LGBT rights for a small minority group when so many people 
were still suffering so much economic harm. The lawsuit that led to the Varnum decision was sparked in late 2005, 

Celebrating Ten Years of Marriage Equality in Iowa—Yes, Iowa
With Varnum v. Brien, Iowa became the third state in America to recognize marriage equality
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