MINUTES

MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
53rd LEGISLATURE - REGULAR SESSION

COMMITTEE ON STATE ADMINISTRATION

Call to Order: By DICK SIMPKINS, CHAIRMAN, on February 12, 1993,
at 9:00 a.m.

ROLL CALL

Members Present:
Rep. Dick Simpkins, Chair (R)
Rep. Wilbur Spring, Vice Chair (R)
Rep. Ervin Davis, Vice Chair (D)
Rep. Beverly Barnhart (D)
Rep. Pat Galvin (D)
Rep. Bob Gervais (D)
Rep. Harriet Hayne (R)
Rep. Gary Mason (R)
Rep. Brad Molnar (R)
Rep. Bill Rehbein (R)
Rep. Sam Rose (R)
Rep. Dore Schwinden (D)
Rep. Carolyn Squires (D)
Rep. Jay Stovall (R)
Rep. Norm Wallin (R)

Members Excused: Rep. Sheila Rice
Members Absent: None.

Members of Senate State Administration Committee Invited:
Sen. Eleanor Vaughn (D)
Sen. Jeff Weldon (D)
Sen. Jim Burnett (R)
Sen. Harry Fritz (D)
Sen. John Hertel (R)
Sen. Bob Hockett (D)
Sen. Henry McClernan (D)
Sen. Bob Pipinich (D)
Sen. Bernie Swift (R)
Sen. Larry Tveit (R)

Staff Present: Sheri Heffelfinger, Legislative Council
Dorothy Poulsen, Committee Secretary

Please Note: These are summary minutes. Testimony and
discussion are paraphrased and condensed.

Committee Business Summary:
Hearing: HB 520; HJR 9
Executive Action: None.
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HEARING ON HB 520

Opening Statement by Sponsor:

REP. BOB RANEY, House District 82, Livingston, introduced HB 520
which makes the state electronic bulletin board system a
permanent state service, expands the types of information for
which the bulletin board is to be used, and requires the
Department of Administration to support broader state agency and
public use. REP. RANEY reviewed the history of the state
electronic bulletin board which originated in 1989 with
legislation sponsored by former Rep. Jack Ramirez to create a
pilot project. He explained the state electronic bulletin board
contains state government information and is accessible to
Montana citizens, industries, and state agencies. The bulletin
board has been very successful with 5,000 inquiries per month on
a system which can only handle 2,000 inquiries per month. REP.
RANEY stated by making this pilot project a permanent service,
Montana is moving into the twenty-first century.

REP. RANEY noted the bill specifies certain information to be
placed on the bulletin board and also directs the Department of
Administration to make the bulletin board more accessible and
"user-friendly". He contended moving into the electronic age was
critical to economic and job development in Montana. He said the
fiscal note showed a fiscal impact of $40,000 per year to
implement the bill and would be funded through the department’s
proprietary funds. REP. RANEY stated the agency needs an
additional 0.5 FTE to make the system more accessible to the
public and state agencies.

REP. RANEY cited benefits of the electronic bulletin board
including improved citizen communication with government and long
term savings to the state. He described how citizens would be
able to use personal computers to contact state government and
acquire information without the involvement of state employees.

Proponents’ Testimony:

George Ochenski explained he had drafted the bill and therefore
strongly supported it. He showed the committee an example of the
information which could be acquired through the bulletin board, a
report complete with graphs and charts. He said the cost to him
was one phone call, placed late at night, during which the
information was electronically transmitted to his computer. He
was then able to print out the report with his own printer. He
emphasized no envelopes, postage, state employee time were
necessary for him to receive the report. He stated the
electronic bulletin board reduced the cost of acquiring
information from state government and because of great demand
needed to be expanded. Mr. Ochenski read a letter from Senator
Conrad Burns in support of the bill. EXHIBIT 1
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Wes Krawczyk, Helena Micro-Users Group, stated the group was a
long-term supporter of the bulletin board system, and the bill
would make information more accessible to the public. He asked
for the committee’s support.

Mike Trevor, Administrator, Information Services Division (ISD),
Department of Administration, stated the department supports HB
520. He said ISD has run the pilot bulletin board since 1989,
and he considered it important to move from a pilot project to a
permanent system. He contended the bulletin board was a means to
make state government more efficient and more accessible. He
said the bulletin board benefitted both the private sector, which
gains greater access, and state government, which becomes more
streamlined through the use of technology. He described the
increased use of computer technology by state government
including the use of the central mainframe, which had observed a
50-fold increase since 1982, and the 6,000 personal computers now
in use in state government. Mr. Trevor stated the costs of the
bill, $43,191 in FY 94 and $41,691 in FY 95, would be due to an
additional 0.5 FTE, who would serve as system operator, and a
second 1-800 telephone line to provide greater access to the
system. He explained heavy use of the system created a demand
beyond the capability of a single 1-800 line, and thus a second
line was needed.

Mr. Trevor explained ISD operated as an internal service center
for state government and was funded through fees collected from
other agencies for computer services. The fiscal note showed
costs for HB 520 would be recovered from state agencies as
overhead incorporated into the existing rates charged by ISD.
Mr. Trevor stated ISD would absorb costs in the coming biennium
and would not increase the fees charged to other state agencies.
He said ISD would prorate costs for agencies for the following
biennium. He urged passage of HB 520.

Opponents’ Testimony: None.

Informational Testimony: None.

Questions From Committee Members and Responses:

REP. ROSE asked Mr. Trevor how ISD would absorb the additional
costs without hardship to the division. Mr. Trevor said he was
emphasizing not placing hardship on other departments.

REP. WALLIN noted other legislation had tried to ensure all state
agencies would be in the same computer system and asked Mr.
Trevor how the bulletin board fit into the state’s computer
system. Mr. Trevor said the bill dovetails with other
legislation. He said eventually other electronic bulletin boards
in the state, such as at the university system, could be combined
into the central bulletin board system.
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REP. DAVIS stated the bill was the first one he had seen which
made sense/cents. He asked Mr. Ochenski to explain the term
"user friendly". Mr. Ochenski said user friendly meant using
plain English in a menu format for direct access to the computer
system by individual users. He said user friendly really meant
the user did not need to be a "computer nerd" to use the system.

REP. SIMPKINS asked Mr. Trevor if ISD had considered using a
1-900 telephone line and charging the user. Mr. Trevor said they
had not considered the 1-900 telephone lines specifically, but
they had considered whether or not to charge the public for
access. He said they had decided it did not make sense to charge
taxpayers for public access to public information.

Closing by Sponsor:

REP. RANEY said testimony showed the pilot project worked and it
was time to move on and make the system permanent. He contended
government needed to be cut, and the bill reduced the need for
government far into the future. He said some state agencies were
not yet computer literate and did not know. how to use the
bulletin board; and, therefore, additional staff would be
required for the present time. However, he suggested the
increased staff would not be needed in two to four years. REP.
RANEY declared typewriters were history and the electronic age
had begun.

HEARING ON HJR 9

Opening Statement by Sponsor:

REP. RUSSELL FAGG, House District 89, Billings, introduced HJR 9
to urge the United States Congress to adopt a constitutional
amendment to balance the federal budget or to call a
constitutional convention for the exclusive purpose of proposing
a balanced ‘budget amendment. REP. FAGG stated the resolution was
the most important national matter faced this session by the
legislature. He noted some of his very good friends opposed the
resolution. He said these friends were very sincere and
courteous in their opposition, but he contended they were wrong.
He suggested they were acting out of fear rather than facts. He
asked committee members to separate fact from fiction during the
hearing.

REP. FAGG asked where the country would be today if the founding -
fathers had acted out of fear rather than doing what was right.
He claimed the founding fathers had written a constitution which
has withstood the test of time. He reviewed the procedure for
amending the Constitution. He explained amendments could be
proposed by two-thirds of the states or by two-thirds of the
members of Congress. The amendment must then be ratified by
three-fourths of the states. He asserted this procedure
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protected the Constitution from the kinds of changes feared by
opponents to the resolution.

REP. FAGG reviewed the history and provisions of the HJR 9. He
reported the resolution was proposed by the American Legislative
Exchange Commission and had been written to alleviate the fears
of opponents. He said the premise of the resolution was stated
in line 22-24, page 1, "that the fiscal irresponsibility at the
federal level is one of the greatest economic threats that faces
our nation". He referred to lines 12-25, page 2, which petition
Congress to adopt a balanced budget amendment or to call a
constitutional convention for that purpose. REP. FAGG emphasized
the protection of line 22, page 2, "for the exclusive purpose of"
in limiting actions in a constitutional convention. He referred
to lines 4-9, page 3, which provide that Montana’s petition for a
constitutional canvention would be rescinded if Congress were to
adopt a balanced budget amendment within 60 days after two-thirds
of the states had made application for a constitutional
convention. Finally, he referred to lines 10-13, page 3, which
rescind the request if the constitutional convention is not
limited to the "specific and exclusive purpose" of an amendment
to balance the federal budget.

REP. FAGG described three issues with regard to the resolution:
(1) the need for the amendment; (2) the reason organizations such
as the AFL-CIO opposed the amendment; and (3) the fear some
organizations, such as the Eagle Forum, had about calling a
constitutional convention. He reported the national debt was
approaching $4 trillion which he suggested was unfathomable. He
"said the deficits keep growing larger and asserted neither
Congress nor the President would act without impetus from the
states. He reported interest on the national debt was the
largest, single expenditure of the federal government and
represented 14% of the federal budget. He said $292 billion
would be spent this year to pay interest and urged the committee
to think of all the other programs on which this money could be
spent. He contended the country was in serious economic trouble
and needed a balanced budget amendment.

REP. FAGG alleged Don Judge and the AFL-CIO opposed the
resolution because of their legitimate concern about the loss of
money for the people they represent. REP. FAGG agreed a balanced
budget amendment would require a reduction in government spending
which would affect people represented by the AFL-CIO. He argued,
however, budget cuts were necessary because the alternative was
bankruptcy of the country.

REP. FAGG said the most illogical argument against the resolution
was the fear that the constitutional convention could not be
limited. He said the American Bar Association had completed an
exhaustive study in 1973-74 and concluded unanimously a limited
constitutional convention was possible.
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REP. FAGG reported 29 states have already called for a limited
constitutional convention and five more states were needed. He
contended Congress would act as the number of states approached
the necessary 34. He asked the committee to pass the resolution
in order to put additional pressure on Congress. He concluded he
would not consider calling for a constitutional convention if he
were not absolutely convinced it could be limited; and he said he
was equally convinced the amendment was absolutely necessary for
the country. :

Proponentsg’ Testimony:

SEN. BOB BROWN, Senate District 2, Whitefish, stated he was a co-
sponsor of HJR 9. He said the balanced budget amendment proposal
was before Congress in June 1992 and failed to pass by nine
votes. He said he had heard the Congressional debate and heard
Congressman Andrew Jacobs from Indiana who supported the
amendment. SEN. BROWN reported the congressman had been
successful in acquiring federal projects for his home district.
Congressman Jacobs had identified that success as a problem
because Congress failed to limit spending and therefore was
borrowing against future generations.

SEN. BROWN reported he had the opportunity to meet Senator Paul
Simon who co-sponsored the balanced budget amendment proposal.
He read a letter from Senator Simon in which the Senator
discussed the interest on the burgeoning national debt and its
affect in regressively redistributing the national wealth.

SEN. BROWN emphasized the financial crisis of the country caused
by the national debt. He read portions of the foreword written
by former Senator Warren Rudman to Bankruptcy 1995, a best
seller. Senator Rudman contended the country was at economic war
and impending economic collapse because of the national debt.
SEN. BROWN said, according to the book, in 1995 all of the income
from personal income taxes will be insufficient to pay the
interest on the debt.

SEN. BROWN said he initially opposed the proposed amendment
because he had considered it an indictment of representative
democracy. He said he thought it was Congress’s responsibility
to control the nation’s purse strings and was uncomfortable with
having an amendment in the Constitution which was then open to
interpretation by the court system. He said he also had formerly
had concern about an uncontrolled constitutional convention. He
said, however, Congress had not acted to control the budget
deficit; and he had concluded the only way to control Congress
was through the Constitution.

David Stanley, President, National Taxpayers Union, Iowa, stated
the Montana legislature held in their hands the future of America
because the country was headed toward a debt disaster which could
be averted only by action by state legislatures. He emphasized
the economic crisis facing the nation because of the budget
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deficit. He contended a constitutional amendment was the only

- way to force the national government to control the budget debt.
He distributed "How to Restore Federal Fiscal Sanity: The State
Legislatures Hold the Key" which addresses questions about the
balanced budget constitutional amendment and a limited
constitutional convention. EXHIBIT 2

John Armor, American Legislative Exchange Council, said he
appeared as an expert on constitutional law. He distributed an
article he had written, "The National Birthright of State
Legislators: Article V of the U.S. Constitution" printed in The
State Factor, May 1991, and published by the American Legislative
Exchange Council as part of his testimony. EXHIBIT 3

Mr. Armor also distributed an "Index of Original Documents" which
included all the original, official documents that caused the
Philadelphia convention to be called. He said he had prepared
the index to counter arguments to be given by Phyllis Schlafly.
He explained he had testified at similar hearings in other states
and had heard Ms. Schlafly’s testimony. He said his intent in
distributing the index was to give legislators the original
documents so that they could read them and judge the documents’
contents for themselves. Mr. Armor contended from the standpoint
of constitutional law, constitutional history, political history,
and common sense, the mechanism for amending the constitution,
Article V, could and should be used. EXHIBIT 4 '

Hays Kirby, Montana resident, representative of United We Stand,
America, presented written testimony in support of HJR 9.
EXHIBIT 5

Bob Henkel, United We Stand America, Helena, provided written
testimony in support of HJR 9. EXHIBIT 6

Cliff Christian, National Field Director, National Tax Limitation
Committee, American Taxpayers Federation, provided written
testimony in support of HJR 9. EXHIBIT 7

David Owen, Montana Chamber of Commerce, said when he thinks
about the national debt, he is reminded of Pogo who says "you
have seen the enemy and it is us". He said the Chamber’s
membership is concerned about the deficit. He said he has
interviewed senate candidates who decry the deficit and yet
insist Montana should have a greater share of federal benefits.
He said the debate was not about the debt but how to confront it.
He stated there were risks in a balanced budget amendment because
it would require cutting services and increasing taxes. He said
the Chamber supported HJR 9 because of its respect for the
sponsor, appreciation for the process, and concern for the
problem.

Riley Johnson, National Federation of Independent Business
(NFIB), made three points in support of HJR 9: (1) the need is
obviously there; (2) the resolution does include a safety feature
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to protect against an unlimited constitutional convention; and
(3) members of NFIB wanted action to prevent the nation’s
bankruptcy.

Opponents’ Testimony:

Betty Babcock, former Montana legislator and constitutional
delegate, provided written testimony in opposition to HJR 9 in
which she warned of the dangers of a constitutional convention.
She argued balancing the budget should be a policy decision by
Congress and not a part of the Constitution. EXHIBIT 8

Phyllis Schlafly, President, Eagle Forum, Illinois, stated she
was a constitutional lawyer and would address the legal and
_political arguments against HJR 9. She recounted proponents had
said constitutional amendments could be proposed by two-thirds of
the states. She claimed that was a false statement. She said
states only had the power to trigger the calling of a
constitutional convention, which she contended was the issue
before the committee. She provided written testimony in which
she warned a constitutional convention could not be limited to
one issue and would be manipulated by special interest groups and
"Big Media". EXHIBIT 9

Ward Shanahan, attormney, Helena, expressed his concern Montana
would lose its representation in the Senate if a constitutional
convention were called.

Don Judge, Executive Secretary, Montana State AFL-CIO, presented
written testimony in opposition to HJR 9. He said he was not
surprised the American Bar Association supported the resolution
because he considered it a guaranteed employment bill for
attorneys. He commended the committee for the public hearing.

He said the AFL-CIO'’s opposition to the calling of a
constitutional convention was based on two concerns: (1) the
possibility of a "runaway" convention which would revise the U.S.
Constitution; and (2) the economic chaos if the amendment passes.
He reminded the committee Montana received more federal dollars
than it paid and claimed this money would be jeopardized by an
amendment to balance the budget. He recommended a book, America,
What Went Wrong?, to the committee. EXHIBIT 10

Mark Ahner, concerned citizen, said within the last two years he
had the opportunity to attend the U.S. Army War College and study
the economy and the constitution in great depth. He said he
shared the concern of others about the fiscal irresponsibility of
the federal budget. He referred to the book, Bankruptcy 1995,
mentioned by SEN. BROWN and noted the authors had recommended not
passing a balanced budget amendment to correct the economic
problems. Mr. Ahner said the authors contended Congress could
easily evade any balanced budget amendment by placing
expenditures off-budget, classifying proposed spending increases
as either emergencies or mandatory, and making unrealistic
revenue and expenditure projections.
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Nick Turner, Veterans of Foreign Wars, Helena, presented
Resolution No. 449 in opposition to the call for a constitutional
convention. EXHIBIT 11 '

Steve White, Montana Family Coalition, Helena, opposed the
calling of a constitutional convention and spoke in opposition to
the resolution.

Scott St. Arnauld, International Union Representative of the
American Federation of State County and Municipal Employees
(AFSCME) , distributed written testimony in opposition to HJR 9.
EXHIBIT 12

Mr. Arnauld also distributed two studies of the effects of a
balanced budget amendment on each state’s economy and the
American economy. He said the studies were based on .the
assumption the balanced budget amendment would require a zero-
deficit by 1995 achieved through equal spending cuts and tax
increases. The studies also assumed all federal programs would
bear a proportionate burden of the spending cuts. With these
assumptions, he said the studies compared an economic forecast
with and without a balanced budget amendment and concluded the
amendment would result in fewer jobs, increased state and local
government debt, and increased personal and corporate taxes.
EXHIBITS 13, 14

Mike Kecskes, Citizens for Responsible Government, Helena, stated
the group was very concerned about the reckless and irresponsible
spending by Congress and wanted a balanced budget. He asserted
calling for a constitutional convention was not the solution
because it would put the constitution at risk. He said the group
preferred the risk of increasing debt over loss of the
constitution. He urged the committee to vote no on the
resolution.

Lorna Frank, Montana Farm Bureau, stated the Bureau supported a
balanced budget without a tax increase and should be accomplished
through a constitutional amendment rather than a constitutional
convention.

Roger Koopman, representing the Montana Shooting Sports
Association, Citizens’ Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear
Arms, Gun Owners of America, Big Sky Practical Shooting Club,
Northwest Weapons Collectors, Weapons Collectors Society of
Montana, and the National Rifle Association, opposed the
resolution on the basis that a constitutional convention could
not be limited to a single issue and would jeopardize the right
to keep and bear arms. He distributed written testimony and a
copy of the National Rifle Association of America’s resolution
opposing a constitutional convention. EXHIBITS 15, 16

Herman Wittman, National Association of Retired Federal
Employees, said members of the Association were concerned about
the national debt but did not agree with calling a constitutional

930212SA.HM1



HOUSE STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
February 12, 1993
Page 10 of 15

convention. He pointed out Congress had the authority to solve
the budgetary problems without changing the Constitution. He
argued the Constitution was created as a guideline for governing
with the assumption lawmakers could use judgement and sound
decision-making to solve problems. He contended the amendment
would reduce Congressional flexibility. He stated the resolution
did not adequately consider response to contingencies such as
wars, natural disasters, and poverty. He asserted if lawmakers
do not demonstrate prudent management practices with respect to
the budget, the public has the ability to respond through the
voting booth.

Amy Kelly, Executive Director, Common Cause of Montana, stated
Common Cause supported a balance budget. She said, however, they
believed it would be unconstitutional to limit a constitutional
convention by statute; and therefore, because the convention
could not be limited, they opposed HJR 9.

Jonathan Martin, citizen, opposed HJR 9 saying the solution to
budgetary problems was to hold Congress responsible and to limit
their powers to those delegated by the Constitution. He noted
the language of the resolution excluded consideration of issues
other than balancing the budget, but argued unforeseen and wide-
reaching revision is an ever-present specter. He contended that
with the plethora of radical lobbying groups present in the
nation, a constitutional convention would be an extremely
dangerous step. He claimed the American people had neither the
collective knowledge of the republican form of government, nor
the collective familiarity with the nation’s history, nor the
individual or collective wisdom to risk opening the Constitution
to revision.

Patricia Ries, citizen, Helena, stated she supported a balanced
budget but not the calling of a constitutional convention. She
quoted former State Senator Joe Mazurek who spoke against the
calling of a constitutional convention in 1987.

Charles Bartelt, American Pistol and Rifle Association, Choteau,
opposed HJR 9 as a threat to the right to bear arms. He claimed
the doors to tyranny would be opened and made comparison to the

events in Bosnia and China’s Tiananmen Square.

Gloria Roark, Missoula, voiced her opposition to HJR 9 and
provided written testimony from Dorothy Traxler, Missoula,
opposing the resolution. EXHIBIT 17

Eleanor Schieffelin, Park County, provided written testimony and
petitions collected in 1987 opposing a constitutional convention.
She complained that the legislative operator mislead callers by
providing only the part of the resolution’s title urging Congress
to pass a balanced budget amendment and failing to mention the
"dangerous" part calling for a constitutional convention.
EXHIBITS 18, 19
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Laurie Koutnik, Christian Coalition of Montana, Helena, stated
their support of a balanced budget and opposition to a
constitutional convention and HJR 9.

Suzanne Holton, Bozeman, provided written testimony opposing HJR
9. EXHIBIT 20

George Baker, Constitutionalists United Against Constitutional
Convention, opposed HJR 9.

CHATIRMAN SIMPKINS closed the hearing to further public testimony.
The following individuals were present and provided written
testimony opposing HJR 9: Debie Briscoe, James M. Healy, Vivien
A. Mason, James R. Shaffer, Athalie Bolinger, Tony Silver, Dixie
J. Harl, George H. Sanborn, Kathleen Ullrich, Bridget Lewis,
Norma K. Brown, Laura Vardy, Patrick Murphy, Lois Hollermann,
Hildegarde Krammer, Alexandra V. Bajen, Elizabeth Collins, Helen
Collier, Vivien Mehler, Alfin A. Winniski, John Street, Jerome B.
Dirkers, Maydell V, Goulart, Jan K. Mattson, Ruth H. Bohnaker,
and Helen Ries. EXHIBITS 21-46

Public response to HJR 9 was extensive. Registers are attached
showing names of individuals who telephoned, sent FAX messages,
or wrote letters. EXHIBITS 47, 48, 49

Informational Testimony: None.

Questions From Committee Members and Responses:

REP. DAVIS noted Mr. Stanley had said the national debt was
headed toward disaster and asked him if it was not already a
disaster. Mr. Stanley said he agreed with the representative
from United We Stand America that the nation was on the edge of
disaster but had not yet fallen over. He said there was still
time to force Congress to act, but to prevent disaster quick
action was necessary.

REP. DAVIS asked Mr. Stanley whether a balanced budget could be
guaranteed. Mr. Stanley said he could offer no absolute
guarantees, but he contended the balanced budget amendment
proposed in HJR 9 would close the loopholes used to avoid
balancing budgets. He asked which was preferable--the present
situation with absolutely unlimited, uncontrolled spending and
debt, or an amendment which would make it more difficult to have
an unbalanced budget.

REP. DAVIS asked SEN. BROWN at what point consensus would be
reached that the nation was bankrupt. SEN. BROWN said according
to Bankrupt 1995, when the deficit is so large that interest
payments exceed income, then the government is bankrupt. The
book’s authors predict that event occurring toward the end of
1995.
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REP. GERVAIS asked REP. FAGG whether the proponents travelled
around the nation testifying for the balanced budget amendment.
REP. FAGG confirmed the proponents tried to follow the issue as
closely as possible.

REP. MOLNAR asked Mr. Armor to respond to Ms. Schlafly’s
comments. Mr. Armor said one of the key points was that experts
quoted, such as former Chief Justice Warren Burger, provided
informal letters to her as a courtesy and did not have the
competence or legal research to support their positions. He
recommended committee members disregard the "experts" and read
the original documents for themselves.

REP. STOVALL asked Mr. Stanley to assess how Congress would
respond to the defeat of HJR 9. Mr. Stanley said, in his
opinion, defeating the resolution would slow down the movement in
Congress to pass a balanced budget amendment. He said a majority
in Congress already supported a balanced budget amendment, but
finding a two-thirds majority was very difficult. He said
pressure from states and constituents would be necessary to
achieve the two-thirds majority.

REP. SPRING asked REP. FAGG what guarantee existed that a
balanced budget amendment would result in a balanced budget.
REP. FAGG said the guarantee is the portion of the amendment
which states that "the President shall submit and Congress shall
adopt a balanced budget" with the two exceptions allowed. He
recognized attempts to circumvent the amendment would occur, but
argued the President and Congress would have tremendous pressure
to submit and to adopt a balanced budget.

REP. WALLIN stated he was an opponent to HJR 9 and presented a
written statement from William Costanzo, Toms River, N.J., in
opposition to the resolution. EXHIBIT 50

REP. WALLIN asked Ms. Schlafly to comment on the safeguards
ensuring a limited constitutional convention. Ms. Schlafly
responded she did not think there were any safeguards. She also
objected to Mr. Armor’s criticism of Warren Burger. She
suggested the call for a constitutional convention would lead to
lawsuits, and no one could predict what action the courts might
take.

REP. ROSE asked SEN. BROWN about the integrity of the authors of
Bankrupt 1995 and asked him to describe their expertise. SEN.
BROWN read the authors’ biographical information from the book
jacket: ' (1) Harry E. Figge, Jr., Chairman, Chief Executive
Officer, Figge International Inc., a diversified Fortune 500
operating company with headquarters in Cleveland, an expert on
cost reduction and co-chairman of President Reagan’s Grace
Commission, with a B.S. in metallurgical engineering, M.S. in
industrial engineering, M.B.A. from Harvard Business School, a

law degree, and is author of Cutting Costs: An Executive’s Guide
to Increased Profits; and (2) Dr. Gerald J. Swanson, associate
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professor of economics, University of Arizona, and President,
Academy of Economic Education in Richmond, Virginia, and the
author of several books. SEN. BROWN said former Senator Warren
Rudman, New Hampshire, wrote the foreword to the book.

SEN. SWIFT asked Ms. Schlafly whether she had a proposal to
substitute for the balanced budget amendment. Ms. Schlafly
responded she had worked very hard to defeat "big-spending"
senators and representatives. She said nothing in the amendment
would prevent Congress from balancing the budget by increasing
taxes and expressed her view that tax increases were worse than
deficits. She declared the federal government had too much
money, and she was opposed to an increase in taxes.

REP. MOLNAR asked REP. FAGG whether states who had passed
resolutions similar to HJR 9 had attempted to obtain a court
judgement on the viability of the exclusive purpose clause. REP.
FAGG deferred the question to Mr. Armor who said he thought
Congress would seek accelerated review by the Supreme Court
before convening a constitutional convention.

Closing by Sponsgor:

REP. FAGG complimented opponents in presenting their case. He
said they were sincere in their beliefs, but asserted they were
wrong. He reviewed the arguments of opponents in order to
separate facts from fluff. REP. FAGG countered Ms. Schlafly’'s
argument that "big media" would be intently observing a
constitutional convention by suggesting that the presence of the
media was a positive argument in favor of HJR 9. He said the
media would be a safeguard by reporting to the public if the
convention expanded beyond its limited purpose. REP. FAGG
disagreed with Ms. Schlafly’s contention a constitutional
convention would consider many other amendments. He pointed out
HJR 9 restricted consideration of the convention to a balanced
budget amendment. He claimed Congress would define the
parameters of a constitutional convention, if one were to be
called; and they would limit the convention to the balanced
budget amendment. He contended legislators needed to trust in
the system, the people, and in members of Congress. He noted his
opponents had no alternatives to HJR 9 for solving the budget
deficit problem.

REP. FAGG responded to Mr. Shanahan’s fear that Montana would
lose its Senate representation through a constitutional
convention, quoting Mark Twain who said, "a lot of people talk
about the Constitution; very few people actually read it". REP.
FAGG referred the committee to Article V of the Constitution
which says "no state without its consent shall be deprived of its
equal suffrage in the Senate".

REP. FAGG said Mr. Judge had pointed out Montana received more
money from the federal government than it contributed and would
lose federal benefits with a balanced budget amendment. REP.
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FAGG said the problem in the nation today was exactly this type
of pork barrel politics which, he contended, is leading the
nation into its disastrous decline.

REP. FAGG claimed Mr. Turner’s statement that "the balanced
budget amendment would give the nation’s enemies from within and
without the opportunity to destroy the country" was fear-
mongering at its very worst. He said one of the opponents had
described the issue as risking the constitution or risking the
debt. REP. FAGG contended if the debt is not addressed, the
country will destroy itself. He declared he would not have
sponsored the resolution if he thought there was the smallest
chance of opening the constitution to major revision. He said he
was convinced, as is the American Bar Association, that a limited
constitutional convention was possible. He noted SEN. BROWN had
opposed the balanced budget amendment in the past, but this year
his concern over the nation’s debt was so great he had become co-
sponsor of the resolution.

REP. FAGG declared courageous people had created the Constitution
and said the legislature must now be courageous. He contended
70-80% of constituents supported the amendment. He asserted
opponents like the Eagle Forum were well-organized but did not
represent the views of the general public.

REP. FAGG clarified the recommendations proposed in Bankruptcy
1995, reading "the rest of the story". The authors suggested a
constitutional amendment might provide a safety net for the
future but did not address the immediate crisis. REP. FAGG
maintained the balanced budget amendment was the only alternative
for solving the budget crisis and recommended committee members
read the book.

REP. FAGG concluded the nation could face the issue and pass the
balanced budget amendment or hide from the problem. He asked
committee members to trust themselves, the people of Montana, and
Montana'’s congressional delegation. He asked members to consider
the future of today’s children if the nation’s debt is not
addressed. He urged the committee to pass HJR 9.
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ADJOURNMENT

Adjournment: 12:22 p.m.

DORQITHY POULSEN, Secretary

DS/DP
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CONRAD BURNS
MONTANA

COMMITTEES:

COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND
TRANSPORTATION

ENERGY AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Bnited States Senate SPeciAL ComMIES on AGNG

WASHINGTON, DC 206 10-2603

February 12, 1993

Montana House of Representatives
Helena, Montana 59620

Dear Mr. Chairman and Committee Members:

I am pleased to offer my support for House Bill
Number 520. As you know, this legislation seeks to
upgrade the status of our state’s electronic bulletin
board system from a pillot program to a permanent state
sexrvice. In addition, House Bill 520 calls for the
Department of Administration to establish uniform and
"user friendly" standards to facilitate the sharing of
information between and among state agencies,
professional associations, and citizens groups.

As a pilot program, the electronic bulletin board
system has met with great success. Through the
Department of Administration, state agencies have
effectively used the bulletin board to reduce costs and
improve productivity. Moreover, many of our citizens
now have direct access to computerized government
information. This bill will build upon these successes
and ensure that our state government workers and all
Montanans will continue to be able to rely on this
technology for the effective transfer of
information.

In short, I strongly urge you to support this
important piece of legislation, and I thank you for
providing me an opportunity to express my views.

With best wishes,

United States Senator

CRB/snt
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HOW TO RESTORE
FEDERAL FISCAL
SANITY

THE STATE
LEGISLATURES HOLD
THE KEY

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS on

A U.S. BALANCED BUDGET €ONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT and

A LIMITED CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION TO

PROPOSE IT
February 12, 1993
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THE NATIONAL BIRTHRIGHT
OF STATE LEGISLATORS:
Article V of the U.S. Constitution

As State Legislators, Article V is vitally important because it is the only mechanism that the
Founding Fathers provided you on behalf of your constituents to play an essential role in
the future directions of the federal government. Some of the subjects which various State
Legislatures have addressed through this mechanism are the proposed Repeal of the 16th
Amendment, Balanced Budget, Term Limitation, and Apportionment Amendments among
others.

The central point is that your role in the constitutional process is the same now as it was
over 200 years ago, regardless of the issues in the past or present, or any in the future. It is
a role that can be used effectively, abused through misunderstanding, or worst case, can be
permanently lost through neglect. You acquired powers under Article V of the Constitution
the day you were sworn in the State Legislature. They are your national birthright as a State
Legislator. Though you may seldom use them, the fact that you have them is very

~ important on the few occasions where they apply. You are, by the design of James
Madison and the others at Philadelphia, the voice of the people on such occasions. If your
hands become tied, the people will be silenced. Here is the text of Article V:

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it
necessary, shall propose Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the
Application of the Legislatures of two thirds of the several States,
shall call a Convention for proposing Amendments, which, in either
case, shall be valid to all Intents and Purposes; as Part of this
Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of
the several States or by conventions in three fourths thereof, as the
one or the other Mode of Ratification may be proposed by. the
Congress...

There are sound reasons why this mechanism was created in its present form more than
200 years ago. It was used successfully, once, for purposes exactly as intended. And,
there is ample precedent for how and why it can be used now, or in the future, whenever
the circumstance arises that you in the State Legislatures, express on behalf of the people,
strongly different views of the future of America than those held by the members of
Congress. All these details, from the initiation of the consideration of proposed
amendments by action of the State Legislatures, through to ratification, are discussed
below. Please keep in mind that no proposal to change the Constitution is anything more

than a mere scrap of paper, until and unless it is ratified by three-fourths of the States.
EXHIBIT 3
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INDEX OF ORIGINAL DOCUMENTS
for hearing on HJR 9
Helena, Montana, 12 February 1993
(prepared by John Armor, Esq.
Adjunct Scholar for Constitutional Studies, ALEC)

1. The first document is the Articles of Confederation, the constitution of “The United States
in Congress Assembled,” from its ratification in 1781 until 1789. Encyclopedia Britannica, Great
Books, Vol. 43, 1952, pps. 5-9.

As this shows, the amendment clause, Article XXIII, contains no reference whatever to a
Constitutional Convention. The Congress, then meeting in New York City, had no authority to call
such a Convention. Instead, it was called by the States themselves, as were all other meetings
of the Stlates (and previously the Colonies) since 1754 in Albany, New York.

11. The second document is the Report of the Annapolis Convention of 1786. Only five
States and 14 delegates attended. Being unable to act substantively, that Convention submitted
this Report, written by Alexander Hamilton, to the Congress and to the Governors (or Presidents)
of all States. Note that this calls for the Convention in Philadelphia in May, 1787, to take
whatever steps are necessary "to the Exigencies of the Union." The subject matter was not limited.
The Founclers’ Constitution, Philip Kurland and Ralph Lerner, Editors, University of Chicago Press,
Vol. I, pps. 185-187.

X, The third document is the responses of 12 of the 13 States (Rhode Island did not
participate in the Philadelphia Convention) both to the Report of the Annapolis Convention and
to the acceptance of the Commonwealth of Virginia, which was also sent to all States, and which
reinforced the invitation to all States to send Commissioners -- they were not then called Delegates
-- to propose "all such Alterations as may be necessary... to the Exigencies of the Union." The
Record of the Federal Constitution of 1787, edited by Max Farrand, republished by Yale University
Press, 1966, Volume III, Appendix B, pps. 555-587, and 1937 edition, pps. 586-590.

These are the Commissions, the official acts of the States which sent the 55 Framers who
took part in the Convention, appointed them, paid their salaries and expenses, and most
importantly, stated the limits of their powers. Each group of Commissioners, as they arrived in
Philadelphia, presented these Commissions to the President of the Convention, George
Washington. (For ease in reviewing them, the powers of all Commissioners are underlined.)

Seven States including Virginia were committed to go before Congress attempted to restrict
the Convention. (Virginia was critical, since it then was the largest State with 1/6th of the whole
population.) Only two of the remaining ftve States, New York and Massachusetts, restricted their
Commissioners to "revising the Articles of Confederation,"” which “in the opinion of Congress" they
should have done. Also, Delaware restricted its Commissioners to preserving just the one-vote-
per-State provision in Congress. So, the argument that the 1787 Convention was a "run-away”"
rests on the slim facts that five Delaware Commissioners agreed to a House of Representatives,
and that two of three Massachusetts Commissioners disregarded their instructions. (New York
did not officially act, since a majority of its delegation, Robert Yates and John Lansing, Jr., left the
Convention in disgust in July, never to return. Alexander Hamilton signed the Constitution, not
as the New York delegation, but as an individual.) So, the terrifying "run-away" argument rests
only on the votes of exactly two Framers, Nathaniel Gorham and Rufus King of Massachusetts.

No one who is unfamiliar with, or who is unwilling to address, the contents of these
documents, should be accepted and respected as an expert on constitutional law, or on the
history of constitution-writing in the United States.

EXHIBIT . —

oate_ o2 143
Hp_ HIE 4 ~

ey i NaniAy ;
Youde, State i sied




A&L’S Klrbj‘ Undud We >and

February 12, 1993

In 1950, our country was the strongest in the world with virtually no debt. Forty
years later, we stand four trillion dollars in debt, we thought. Upon closer
examination into these figures when we discovered that with all of the short-term
commitments our government has obligated the American people to plus
entitlements, we are, in reality, fifteen point one trillion dollars in debt at this time.
That is a considerably greater debt than the Soviet Union had when they collapsed
financially a year ago. The fact is, we're bankrupt.

This is not a Democratic problem, it's not a Republican problem, it's an American
problem. The American people created the problem and spent the money, the
American people are going to fix the problem, if it is to be fixed. Whether it be the
Democratic Party under Democratic Administration or the Republican Party under
a Republican Administration, we the people have appealed without any measurable
success whatsoever to the Congress of the United States to bring our budget under
control. Now comes Joint Resolution #9. We have begged, requested and
demanded that Congress balance our budget, absolutely without result.

Resolution #9 is not without some risk and we're aware of that. There are people
present today that we expect will testify to the fact that, under an Article Five
Convention, which is a written and established part of the American Constitution
the mechanism provided by our forefathers for this purpose, they are going to tell
our people and they're going to tell you that they believe there is potential for grave
danger in this Constitutional Convention that we must have to amend our
Constitution in order to generate an amendment to our Constitution to balance our
budget. Ihave spoken with, in the last 24 hours, with several of America's
respected experts in the field of Constitutional law. I'm assured that there is
danger, however remote. The reality and true probability of a Constitution in chaos
or collapse is not founded on fact. Irregardless, all Congress can do, worst case
scenario is recommend to the states that they adopt certain amendments and
resolutions to the Constitution. Those amendments, through this Article Five
Convention, must be ratified by three fourths of all the states before they become
law so, as a member of the United of We Stand, we are concemned, to some degree
about the Article Five Convention aspect of this venture but, one thing about it, we
no longer have the luxury of procrastination. We do not have to create or perceive
problems or dangers, this thing is potentially dangerous beyond anything the
American people can imagine. There is absolutely no question as to what is going
to happen here if we don't get this under control and this budget under control.
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Let us join together , not as Democrats, not as Republicans but, once again, as
Americans and demand, if necessary, and it now becomes clearly necessary, that
Congress balance our budget, that there's someone here today or you have access to
someone that has a better solution, a better avenue, please bring it forth because
we'd like to hear about it. We're out of time, we're out of money. It took our
forefathers a hundred and fifty years to make this country the greatest the world has
ever known. It took our mothers and fathers and it took my generation fifty years
to break it. The fact is we're bankrupt. The fact is we're out of time and we're out
of money. The fact is the time is now. Let's fix it. This is an achievable but
difficult task -- together we will prevail. This is not doom's day, it is a gravely
serious situation that must be dealt with at this hour.

Thank you.
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February 12, 1993
To the Joint State Administration Committee,

I am Bob Henkel, a Helena businessman and a member of the United We
Stand American organization. Last fall, I was State Publicity Chairman for
the Ross Perot for President Campaign.

I know that Montana produced one of the largest percentage shares of the
vote for Ross Perot for President in the County with 26%.

Of the three candidates, Mr. Perot brought to the table the need to reduce the
deficit and balance the federal budget.

Last night on the Tonight Show, Ross Perot-emphasized that k=
erezmrattes United We Stand America, will continue to focus attention on
those important issues.

I strongly support Joint Resolution #9, the Federal Balanced Budget
Amendment.
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TESTIMONY IN SUFFPORT OF HIR #9
Houwse State Administration Committes

Mr . Chairman, members of the Committee, my name is Cliff Christian. I
am the National Field Director for the National Tax Limitation
Committee and its grassrcoots arm, the American Taxpayers Federation.
We are one of the largest taxpayer organizations in America.

I have provided you a document in support of HIR # 9, written by our
founder and President, Lewis K. Uhler. Article V State Resolutions -
Questions & Answers is a comprehensive review on the matter of
limiting a constitutional convention. The author, Mr. Uhler, is an
attorney and a retognized authority on the Tax Limitation/Balanced
Budget Amendment to the Constitution as well as the specifics of
limiting a convention.

Today's adult gensration has set up an incredible array of social
services and government programs, but we have decided not to pay for
them. Instead, we are forcing the next generation, our children and
grandchildren, to foot the bill. According to the Washington D.C.
based Tax Foundation, our children will be forced to pay an additional
$100,000 in taxes, Jjust to pay the interest on our current debt of $4
trillion dollars.

Unfortunately, our generation bas been getting things for nothing for
so long, that we have come to think of it as a right - but no
generation has the right to burden its children like we have.
Considering that the debt is nothing more than a deferred tax, the
future of America’'s youth is being mortgaged to pay for services, we
the parents have used up.

It's not surprising that we desired a high standard of living.
However, why should the children have to pay for it? For hundreds of
years, we have seen parents sacrifice so their children could lead
happier lives. Yet, this generation is the first for which this
process will probably be reversed. This is neither just or fair.

EXHIBIT__7
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Unless our generation finally passes the Tax Limitation/Balanced
Budget Amendment to the Constitution, we will be forced to defer this
debt burden or deferred tax, to our children. Americans already know
that we are overtaxed - how do you think our children will feel when
their incomes are taken to pay for the services we have already
exhausted?

The consequences could be devastating. Increased taxes on the next
generation, as a result our lack of fiscal responsibility, will
decrease America's competitiveness, reducing business investments and
Jobs. Today, instead of accepting the financial responsibilities for
our actions, we are playing Robin Hood - that is we are stealing from
the young and giving it to ourselves.

Is the process reversible? Are America's youth destined to a
government induced lower standard of living? No, they are not. It can
be stopped, but only when we realize that we cannot persist in piling
debt upon debt. By passing HJR 3, Montana can add its voice to the 29
other states that have passed similar resolutions telling Congress and
the President to spend less money, not more.

Every family realizes it must carefully prioritize its spending needs.
Government, on the other hand, spends money on worthy, but unnecessary
projects, and when the books don't balance, it just keeps on spending.
By the passage of HJR 9, and finally, the Tax Limitation/Balanced
Budget Amendment to the Constitution, we Americans will become
financially honest with ourselves and start righting the fiscal wrongs
that we have perpetrated upon our children. It is very cruel to treat
our sons and daughters as everflowing springs of ready cash. We have
lived far too long on credit, hoping the debt would somehow disappear.
It will not — our children will be responsible for our indiscretions.

Today's family of four already has a deferred tax against their home
of %64,000, or to put it another way — every man, woman and child in
America must pay an additional $16,000 in taxes because of our
existing $4 trillion dollar debt. And it's getting worse. According to
the Congressional Budget Office estimates, in 1933, we will add vyet
another $300 billion to this debt burden.

The answer is clear. By passing this resolution and the Tax
Limitation/Balanced Budget Amendment, we can begin to prioritize our
needs and pay for what we want, when we want it. There is no mystery
in putting this Nation's fiscal house in order. Getting to a balanced
budget is simply a matter of political will.
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ARTICLE V STATE RESOLUTIONS

QUESTIONS & ANSWERS
By Lewis K. Uhler, President

INDEX
Page 2 May a convention be limited?
Page 3 Does use of "amendments" suggest an open convention?
Page 3 Did Madison fear a convention?
Page 3 Was the first convention a "runaway"?
Page 5§ Should we fear "runaway ratification"?
Page 6 Is a convention "automatic” when the 34th state resolution is passed?
Page 6 The substance of the state applications controls the convention process.
Page 7 The state applications dictate convention scope.
Page 8 The state applications dictate convention timing,
Page 8 Is a conspiratorial group hopingbfor a convention and planning to

control it so they can convert the United States into a parliamentary-
style government?

Page 8 What state resolutions has the conspiracy helped to obtain?

Page 9 What response can we expect from Congress when the 34th state
resolution is obtained?

Page 9 Congress’s fear of a "roughshod" convention, not a "runaway".
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HONORABLE CHAIRMAN SIMPKINS AND MEMBERS OF THE STATE
ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE, FOR THE RECORD I AM BETTY BABCOCK,
FORMER LEGISLATOR, AND MONTANA CONSTITUTIONAL DELEGATE, HERE
TO SPEAK IN OPPOSITION TO HIJRS.

DURING THE BICENTENNIAL YEAR I HAD THE OPPORTUNITY TO TRAVEL
THE STATE SHOWING SLIDES TO THE SCHOOLS, CHURCHES, KIWANIS
CLUBS, ROTARY CLUBS AND A VARIETY OF OTHERS TELLING THE STORY
OF OUR CONSTITUTION. ARTHUR J. GOLDBERG SAYS THE CONSTITUTION
OF THE UNITED STATES IS A DOCUMENT OF INSPIRATION. IT IS OUR
LEGEND AND OUR HOPE, THE OPINION OF OUR MINDS AND SPIRIT: IT IS
OUR DEFENSE AND PROTECTION, OUR TEACHER AND OUR CONTINUOUS
EXAMPLE IN THE QUEST FOR EQUALITY, DIGNITY AND OPPORTUNITY FOR
ALL PEOPLE IN THIS NATION. IT IS AN INSTRUMENT OF PRACTICAL AND
VIABLE GOVERNMENT AND A DECLARATION OF FAITH--FAITH IN THE
SPIRIT OF LIBERTY AND FREEDOM. I AGREE WITH HIM. OUR NATION IS IN
A "CRISIS OF CHANGE". OUR PEOPLE OUR DISSATISFIED SO THEY ARE
GRABBING AT STRAWS.

THROUGH THE ELECTION PROCESS GUARANTEED US BY OUR
CONSTITUTION WE WERE ABLE TO BRING ABOUT CHANGE. AN ORDERLY
CHANGE OF POWER AND PRESIDENTS TOOK PLACE IN THE WHITE HOUSE.
A SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT COVETED BY OTHER NATIONS.

DON’T LET OUR CONSTITUTION BE CAUGHT IN THAT CRISIS BY CALLING
FOR A CONVENTION TO BALANCE THE BUDGET. IF THE BUDGET IS TO BE
BALANCED IT SHOULD BE DONE NOW. OUR COUNTRY CAN ILL AFFORD TO
GO THROUGH THE CHAOS A CONVENTION WOULD CAUSE. THE
CONSTITUTION OF 1787 WAS WRITTEN IN SECRECY. DO YOU THINK THAT
COULD HAPPEN NOW? WOULD YOU FEEL SECURE WITH SPECIAL INTEREST
GROUPS VYING TO BE DELEGATES, LEAKS TO THE PRESS AND THE MEDIA
DETERMINING HOW THE DOCUMENT SHOULD BE WRITTEN.

YOU ARE TO BE COMMENDED FOR BEING CONCERNED ABOUT THE DEFICIT
" AND THE NEED TO BALANCE THE BUDGET. THIS IS A POLICY DECISION
THAT SHOULD BE TAKEN CARE OF IN CONGRESS. IT SHOULD NOT BE A
PART OF THE BASIC LAW IN OUR CONSTITUTION. WHEN SPENDING CUTS
DO NOT OCCUR THEY COULD EASILY SAY, WE HALF TO RAISE YOUR TAXES
FOR THE CONSTITUTION REQUIRES IT.

WE HAVE TO BE EXTRAORDINARILY CAREFUL WHAT WE PUT IN OUR
EXHIBIT___ &
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CONSTITUTION AND BE PREPARED TO LIVE WITH IT FOR GENERATIONS TO
COME, AND I DON'T BELIEVE IT IS A WISE THING FOR US TO DO NOW ON
THIS SUBJECT.

I RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT YOU VOTE NO ON HIJR9.
THANK YOU.



CONSTITUTION AND BE PREPARED TO LIVE WITH IT FOR GENERATIONS TO
COME, AND I DON’T BELIEVE IT IS A WISE THING FOR US TO DO NOW ON
THIS SUBJECT.

I RESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT YOU VOTE NO ON HIJRO.
THANK YOU.



The
oldest working
constitution
in the world!

)&Wﬁmﬁ’ww{

« [THHHED
RSRN—— |

A BT &

———em————

. TREAMBLE

“We the Teople

T of Yo lhilid distes,n ordor-t formea
more porfoct Union, establish %«Jwe, f"‘w' o
 inture domosteTJranguilit, T prgnal o
- /”‘”‘z«hfe/wvf/w common Aefonce, T T T
wromile the ﬂawwmé Zﬂ%é/m,

- and, secure The Buss a/‘,{@ : o
¢ srselypes MW’;MW/ | Z <
- A srdain and establist : T

- T @md’ﬁm]@vz‘ée

 United St of America.

EXHIBIT_S

- | DATE__2{12[93

-

5 Eq . ”

c Hows Crte Adon imietra hvea




Statement to the State Administration Committee
of the Montana State Legislature
Re: The Proposed Resolution Calling for a Constitutional Convention

by Phyllis Schlafly

Most of us have attended a Republican National Convention or a
Democratic National Convention. We’ve felt the tension when thousands
of people are making group decisions in a huge auditorium. We’ve seen
the bedlam of people milling up and down the aisles, and we’ve felt the
emotion of personalities and issues. Sometimes we wonder where the real
decisions are made — in the free-for-all of the convention hall, in the
smoke-filled rooms behind closed doors, or in the demonstrations outside.

Now imagine holding the Republican and Democratic National
Conventions together — at the same time, and in the same hall. Imagine
the confrontations of partisan politicians and pressure groups, the clash of
liberals and conservatives, and the tirades of the activists — all demanding
that their view of constitutional issues prevail. Imagine the gridlock as the
Jesse Helms caucus tries to work out a constitutional change with the Jesse
Jackson caucus!

That’s what it would be like if the United States calls a new
Constitutional Convention for the first time in 206 years. It would be a
self-inflicted wound that could do permanent damage to our nation and to
our process of self-government, and possibly even to our liberty.

The most influential players in a new Constitutional Convention
would be Big Media (such as Dan Rather and Sam Donaldson) giving on-
the-spot interviews and predictions of what they are trying to make
happen. As we saw in the 1992 presidential campaign, the media elite
have made themselves players in the political process, not just observers,
and a Constitutional Convention would be the biggest media event of our
time. It would be an irresistible opportunity for Big Media to guide (if not
actually dictate) the result.

The original Constitutional Convention of 1787 deliberated in
complete secrecy and there were no leaks to the press. That is obviously
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impossible today. At least eight reporters would attend per delegate —
that was the ratio at the 1988 and 1992 national nominating conventions of
both parties.

The demonstrators would hold court outside the convention hall,
with the TV cameras giving us daily, live, on-the-spot coverage of
pressure groups and radicals demanding constitutional changes. We would
have round-the-clock coverage by CNN and C-Span. Demonstrations
would be staged by the pro-abortionists and the pro-lifers, the gay activists
and their opponents, the feminists led by Molly Yard or Eleanor Smeal,
the environmentalists, the gun control people, the animal rights extremists,
the D.C. Statehood agitators, those who want to relax immigration and
those who would restrict it, the homeless, and the unions — all demanding
that their perceived “rights” bé recognized in the Constitution.

The advocates of a Constitutional Convention try to make us believe
that it would be a dignified gathering where delegates would discuss
constitutional issues in a rational way and come to the constructive
conclusion that our fiscal situation requires a Balanced Budget
Amendment. They are dreaming. Politics is not dignified and rational —
it is confrontational, divisive, and ruled by 20-second television sound-
bites.

Nobody can predict what the rules or the agenda of a new
Constitutional Convention would be. The advocates of a Constitutional
Convention have put forth some lawyers to try to assure us that the agenda
would be limited to considering a single proposal, such as the Balanced
Budget Amendment. But we are not assured. The most prestigious
constitutional authorities in the country, both conservative and liberal, say
it is impossible for Congress or anyone else to limit the agenda. The
highest authority who has spoken out on this subject is retired Chief
Justice Warren Burger, who said, “There is no effective way to limit or
muzzle the actions of a Constitutional Convention. . . . After a
Convention is convened, it will be too late to stop the Convention if we
don’t like its agenda.” *

The Montana resolution you are considering contains a provision
stating that it will be “rescinded” if the Constitutional Convention is not



limited to the “specific and exclusive purpose” of a Balanced Budget
Amendment. However, regardless of your resolution and regardless of
whatever Congress does, you won'’t find out if the Convention will take up
other issues until the Convention actually meets, at which time the
delegates will make their own rules.

So, what would Montana do if the Convention doesn’t obey your
resolution? Your only option is for your Montana delegates to pick up
their marbles and go home. Meanwhile, the Constitutional Convention
would roll along with its own unstoppable momentum. Our great
Constitution should not be exposed to that risk.

Do you realize how irrelevant Montana would be in a national
Constitutional Convention? The eleven largest states would have a
majority of the delegates, and Montana’s three delegates would have no
impact at all. Montana has a voice in the U.S. Congress because the
genius of our Founding Fathers set up our government with a Senate to
protect the interests of the small-population states. But there won’t be any
Senate in a Constitutional Convention, and the big-population states won’t
have to pay the slightest attention to your resolution or to your delegates.

Nearly all of those who are promoting a Constitutional Convention
for a Balanced Budget Amendment are also promoting other major changes
in the Constitution. Powerful and politically active pressure groups, from
both the right and the left, are now working for such significant
constitutional changes as Term Limitation, the Line-Item Veto, prayer in
public schools, and modifying our Separation of Powers (which they call
“gridlock”) in order to move toward a parliamentary form of government.
Ross Perot wants three amendments; Ronald Reagan and John Sununu
want four amendments.

Ladies and Gentlemen of the Legislature, you understand politics. It
simply is not credible that these politically active groups would pass up the
chance to force a Constitutional Convention to vote out their special
amendment. It’s not credible that the powerful forces working to take
away our right to own guns would pass up such a golden opportumty to
rescind the Second Amendment.
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The pro-life and the pro-abortion groups both have a track record of
voting for candidates on their single issue regardless of any other factor,
and they will surely play a big role in the selection of convention
delegates. The pro-lifers will want a Human Life Amendment and the
pro-abortion-choicers will want their version of constitutional “privacy.”

A national convention would throw confusion, uncertainty, and court
cases around our governmental process and make us look foolish in the
eyes of the world. It is not credible that a Constitutional Convention can
be the formula to restore fiscal integrity to our government when the first
thing a Convention would do is to unsettle our financial markets and make
the world wonder if our American system of government will survive.

The advocates of a Constitutional Convention assert that a
Convention couldn’t do any more mischief than our current mischievous
Congress. This is false because, first, Congress is bound by Article VI of
our present Constitution, which requires every Member to take an oath to
support our present Constitution, while delegates to a Constitutional
Convention are exempted from this requirement. Secondly, any
constitutional change proposed by Congress must get a two-thirds majority
in both the House and the Senate. A Constitutional Convention would not
have two houses and, until the Convention convenes and adopts rules of
procedure, no one can know whether the body would vote out changes by
a simple majority or a super majority.

4

The current federal deficit is about $350 billion. Just suppose we
had a Balanced Budget Amendment today. Do you really believe that
Congress would cut $350 billion in federal spending? So, how would
Congress balance the budget if the Constitution requires it to do so? By
raising taxes, that’s how! The Balanced Budget Amendment would not
require Congress to cut spending, so a Balanced Budget Amendment
would be a prescription for raising taxes. Liberal big-spending
Congressmen would weep crocodile tears and say, “I’m sorry. I didn’t
want to do it, but the Constitution forced us to balance the budget, and the
only way we could do it was to raise taxes.”

A constitutional mandate to balance the federal budget in the face of
a $350 billion federal deficit would give Congress the green light to raise



taxes an awesome 30 percent or more. A Balanced Budget Amendment
will give them the excuse they’ve been waiting for. While there is public
support for a balanced budget, there is no public support to accomplish
this by raising taxes. Nearly all tax increases presented to the voters in
various state referenda during the 1990s suffered smashing defeats.

Regardless of what Con Con resolutions Montana or any other states
pass, Congress will still be in the catbird seat. Congress could vote out a
Balanced Budget Amendment** and then use it as an excuse to raise taxes.
Or, Congress could just thumb its nose at the State Legislatures.*** Or,
Congress could actually call a Constitutional Convention in order to divert
public attention from Congress’s reckless tax-and-spend behavior.

The bottom line is that State Legislatures can start a constitutional
conflagration, but State Legislatures cannot put out the fire once ignited,
cannot control its spread, and cannot control the winds that will fan this
fire in ways we cannot now foresee.

There is NO public support for a Constitutional Convention. No
resolution requesting a Constitutional Convention for a Balanced Budget
Amendment has passed any State Legislature since 1983 — ten years ago!
Con Con resolutions have been voted down in a dozen states from
Connecticut to Montana, and three state legislatures have rescinded their
earlier Con Con resolutions. The 29 states that passed Con Con
resolutions nearly all did so way back during the Carter Administration.
There has to be something mighty wrong with an amendment that couldn’t
pass a single legislature in ten years!

The miracle of our great United States Constitution is that it has
lasted for two centuries, accommodating our great geographic and
economic expansion, while preserving individual liberties. We just
witnessed the inauguration of our 42nd President. No other country in
history has had 42 peaceful transfers of power from one regime to the
next. How could we possibly allow our great Constitution to be
jeopardized by calling a national Convention at a time when so many
special-interest groups want to rewrite it in different ways!
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We are proud to stand with the American Legion and the Veterans of
Foreign Wars in opposing a Constitutional Convention. Those who have
fought for America realize how precious our Constitution is.

We don’t see any James Madisons, George Washingtons, Ben
Franklins or Alexander Hamiltons around today who could do as good a
job as our Founding Fathers did in 1787, and we are not willing to risk
making our Constitution the political plaything of those who think they are
today’s Madisons, Washingtons, Franklins or Hamiltons.

This Con Con resolution puts you State Legislators in a difficult
position. If a Constitutional Convention actually comes about, the
American people will blame you for opening up this can of worms and
exposing our liberties to unnecessary risks. If a Balanced Budget
Amendment actually comes about, the American people will blame you for
helping the current big-spending Congress to increase taxes without fear of
the voters’ reaction. I urge you to vote NO and save us from having to
spend precious energies fighting a terrible idea. Let’s join together in
pressuring Congress to cut spending and cut taxes.

Notes:

* Other distinguished professors of constitutional law, both Republicans and Democrats, who
say it is impossible to restrict the agenda of a Constitutional Convention to consideration of
one issue, include Charles Alan Wright of the University of Texas, Gerald Gunther of
Stanford, Charles Black of Yale, and Walter Dellinger of Duke. All these constitutional
authorities say that, even if Congress passes a law ordering the Constitutional Convention to
consider only a Balanced Budget Amendment, the Convention delegates can ignore that
instruction and set their own agenda.

** as it voted out the 17th Amendment in 1913 after almost two-thirds of the states had
passed resolutions for a Constitutional Convention on the direct election of Senators.

*** as it did in 1967 when it refused to do anything at all about the 32 resolutions
demanding a Constitutional Convention to overturn the Supreme Court’s “one-man-one-vote”
decision.

Phyllis Schlafly is an artorney, an author who has written widely on constitutional
subjects, the president of Eagle Forum (a national conservative, pro-family
organization). She served as a member of the Commission on the Bicentennial of the
U.S. Constitution by appointment of President Reagan.

68 Fairmount, Alton, Illinois 62002, (618) 462-5415. February 12, 1993



Considering Some Arguments from the Other Side

Q. The Con Con advocates say there are “safeguards” that assure us a Constitutional
Convention will surely be limited to just one issue.

A. The number-one “safeguard” they cite in their literature is that the U.S. Senate Judiciary
Committee approved Section 10 of a federal procedures act which states that no amendments
may be considered by a Con Con except the one stated in the call for a Convention. But
this legislation never passed! Would you have the nerve to tell your constituents that their
rights are safe because of a section in a bill that never passed!

Q. The Con Con advocates cite legal authorities to say that a Constitutional Convention can
be limited to one issue.

A. Lawyers are advocates, you can find a lawyer to argue any position. However, they
don’t have any authority as important as former Chief Justice Warren Burger. His letter is
the best statement on the subject and they just can’t refute it.

Q. But the Con Con advocates say that the American Bar Association supports their view on
a limited Constitutional Convention.

A. 1 don’t know why anyone would cite the American Bar Association as an authority, since
it is a very political organization that takes left-wing positions on a long list of issues. But
the American Bar Association report on this subject is very damaging to their cause because
it says that the time period during which Con Con resolutions on a particular issue are valid
should be no more than seven years. If you accept this ABA report as some kind of
authority, then the supporters of a Constitutional Convention for a Balanced Budget
Amendment have no _case at all — because no state has passed a single one of these Con Con
resolutions within the last ten years, and three states have rescinded their earlier resolutions!
That proves there is no public demand for a Con Con.

Q. Many states have held limited state constitutional conventions, so that means a federal
Constitutional Convention would be limited, too.

A. No, it doesn’t. All those state conventions were subject to the United States Constitution.
However, the delegates to a new federal Constitutional Convention are specifically exempted
under Article VI from having to take an oath of loyalty to the United States Constitution.
Furthermore, the president of one of the most successful state constitutional conventions in
recent memory, Sam Witwer of Illinois, is firmly opposed to calling a federal constitutional
convention because he understands that it opens up an entirely different can of worms.

Q. The Con Con advocates accuse the opponents of a Constitutional Convention of being
against a balanced budge:.

A. That is ridiculous — and dishonest. We are for balanced budgets, but not at the price of
calling a risky Constitutional Convention, and not at the price of raising taxes.
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Stpreme Qonet of the Hiritek States
Bushington, B. €. 20543

June 22, 1988

CHAMBERS OF
CHIEF JUSTICE BURGER
RETIRED

Dear Phyllis:

I am glad to respond to your inquiry about a proposed
Article V Constitutional Convention. I have been asked questions
about this topic many times during my news conferences and at
college meetings since I became Chairman of the Commission on the
Bicentennial of the U.S. Constitution, and I have repeatedly
replied that such a convention would be a grand waste of time.

I have also repeatedly given my opinion that there is no
effective way to limit or muzzle the actions of a Constitutiondl
Convention. The Convention could make its own rules and set its
own agenda. Congress might try to limit the Convention to one
amendment or to one issue, but there is no way to assure that the
Convention would obey. After a Convention is convened, it will
be too late to stop the Convention if we don't like its agenda.
The meeting in 1787 ignored the limit placed by the
Confederation Congress "for the sole and express purpose.”

With George Washington as chairman, they were able to
deliberate in total secrecy, with no press coverage and no leaks.
A Constitutional Convention today would be a free-for-all for
special interest groups, television coverage, and press

speculation.

Our 1787 Constitution was referred to by several of its
authors as a "miracle." Whatever gain might be hoped for from a
new Constitutional Convention could not be worth the risks
involved. A new Convention could plunge our Nation into
constitutional confusion and confrontation at every turn, with no
assurance that focus would be on the subjects needing attention.
I have discouraged the idea of a Constitutional Convention, and I
am glad to see states rescinding their previous resolutions
requesting a Convention. In these Bicentennial years, we should
be celebrating its long life, not challenging its very existence.
Whatever may need repair on our Constitution can be dealt with by

specific amendments.

Co iaily,

Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly
68 Fairmount
Alton, IL 62002
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TESTIMONY OF DON JUDGE ON HIJR 9, BEFORE THE HOUSE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE,
FEBRUARY 12, 1993

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, for the record, my name is Don Judge and I'm representing
the Montana State AFL-CIO in opposition to HIR 9.

The first thing I want to do, as we have done in past sessions when this issue has come up, is commend
the committee for holding a public hearing on this resolution. At least 16 of the states that have passed
similar resolutions have done so without public hearings, public testimony or public input of any kind.

That's irresponsible and unresponsive government, and I commend you for not running things that way.

There are very few people who don't believe the U.S. government should have a balanced budget, just
like we struggle to do here in Montana. We support the idea of balanced budgets — certainly our
members and their families have to balance their meager budgets every month, as do our unions.

But, we oppose the calling of a constitutional convention as a tooi to achieve that goal at the federal
level. Our opposition is founded on two primary concerns:

-- the possibility of a "runaway” convention to open up the whole U.S. Constitution for revi-
sion; and

- the potential for economic chaos if the amendment passes and Americans have to suffer huge
tax hikes and meat-ax budget cuts.

Those tax hikes and budget cuts could be decimating for Montana's economy, both for individuals and
for state government programs highly dependent on federal revenues.

We need to remember that Montana is a net importer, if you will, of federal tax dollars. We get mil-
lions of federal dollars in this state for maintenance of highways, public lands management, public
housing projects, Medicaid, Medicare, military installations, education, food stamps and a whole host
of other vital public services. In addition, tens of thousands of Montanans draw federal retirement
checks each month — checks that might well be jeopardized by this amendment.

All of those services would be put at risk by this kind of meat-ax approach to balancing the budget.
That would be harmful to Montanans whose survival depends on those federal dollars, and to the thou-
sands of Main Street merchants into whose tills those federal dollars eventually go.

The AFL-CIO's American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees Union last year
conducted an exhaustive study of how a balanced budget might impact states. For Montana, the results
showed that there likely would be:

— nine years of reduced personal income
-—- nine years of higher unemployment

— three years of overall job loss.
exHigiT_ /0 .
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Resolution No. 449

CHANGING THE CONSTITUTION

WHEREAS, every serviceman takes an oath to "FIGHT FOR, UPHOLD
AND DEFEND THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
AGAINST ALL ENEMIES, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC": and

WHEREAS, we, of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United
States, need to keep faith with those who fought and died

to preserve our freedoms guaranteed by our United States
Constitution; and

WHEREAS, attempts are being made to change tne Constitution
by covert political facticns which are not working ia ovr
best interests as a Nation; now, therefore

3E IT RESOLVED, by +the &5th Naticnal Convanition v the
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, that we oppose
any attempt to a call for a Ceonstituticnal Conventlion as Lhils
would give our enemies from within and wlthout the ospoexrunicy
to destroy our Nation,
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TESTIMONY FOR THE RECORD

of the

American Federation of State County
and Municipal Employees

(AFSCME)

before the

Montana Legislature '

State Administration Committee
-by-

Scott St.Arnauld

AFSCME International Union Representative
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Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee, for the record my
name is Scott St.Arnauld, I am an International Union
Representative for the American Federation of State, County
and Municipal Employees. On behalf of AFSCME members and
their families I wish to unequivocally state our strong opposition
to HJ9, SJ18, HR290 and any proposed Balanced Budget
Amendment. We oppose this bill for several reasons, however
in the interest of brevity let me articulate but a few:

First, the Legislation is misleading. Advocates of the

Balanced budget assert that it imposes the same fiscal discipline
on the federal government that state and local governments
successfully live with all the time. If they can do it, goes the
argument, why can’t the federal government? The fact of the
matter is that State and Local governments do deficit spend, but
their accounting procedures differ from those of the federal
government. The federal Government combines current
operating expenses and long term investment or capital expenses
together in one budget. State and local governments maintain
separate operating and capital budgets. Requirements that they
balance their budgets apply only to their operating budgets.
They can and do borrow money to finance capital projects. If
state and local accounting practices were applied to the federal
government only two of the years between fiscal year 1960 and
1981 would show a deficit. They were the oil-price induced
recession years of 1975 and 1976. Otherwise, the federal
government maintained "operating surpluses”. Large operating
deficits did develop in FY ’82, because of the Reagan policy of
excessive tax cuts for the wealthy and unprecedented peacetime
defense spending increases. Those deficits were a result of
economic policy choices and not institutional tendencies toward
spending. In fact, using the state and local methods of
accounting, by FY ’87 small annual operating surpluses had



returned. Trickery combined with smoke and mirror policies are
not the answer. Sound fiscal policy and a commitment to
economic growth will provide the relief to our out-of-control

debt.

We should recognize that managed debt plays a crucial role in
financing many very important public projects. The Federal,
State and Local governments all use it to finance projects just
like American families finance their homes or college education.
At the federal level, deficit financing also is an important fiscal
tool for helping counteract economic downturns -- a
responsibility solely of the federal government. |

We do, after all elect people to represent our interests and to
make decisions that will help provide for the well being of all our
citizens. To allow them to abrogate their responsibility is a
ridiculous way of running government.

Secondly, a Balanced Budget Amendment is dangerous.
Elimination of the deficit rapidly cannot be accomplished without
massive economic dislocations. The huge federal cutbacks would
lead to double digit unemployment, recession and a decline in
tax revenues. The impact on our society would be devastating.
Tying the hands of the Federal Government to assist in times of
catastrophe or simply to provide an economic stimulus would
lead to disaster. Payments for Social Security, and veterans
benefits would be threatened as would other vital federal
programs. Ultimately the courts would have to decide what we
spend our money on. The slow and complex nature of judicial
review would destroy our ability to respond quickly to changing
economic influences and rapidly changing conditions.

The federal government’s ability to react to emergencies would
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be extremely limited. Our ability to wage war as well as peace
would be determined by forces outside the control of our elected
leaders. Reaction to natural disasters, such as Hurricane
Andrew, the San Francisco earthquake etc., would require budget
analysis prior to implementation and could result in too little
help, too late.

In 1992 my Union commissioned a study on the effects of a
Balanced Budget Amendment on American society. The study,
conducted by Wharton Econometrics Forecasting Associates, one
of the nation’s most prestigious economic forecasting firms,
found that relatively quick elimination of the deficit would
dramatically slow economic growth and send millions of
American workers to the unemployment lines.

A second study was commissioned to examine the effects on
State and Local Governments. I have included an overview of
these studies in the packets I have distributed. I have full copies
of the studies for members of the committee and would be happy
to provide the members with them, if you would like.

Rather than going into detail here, I would like to take just a
moment to explain the basis for the studies, but first let me
remind you that previous estimates regarding the size of the
deficit were under estimated by at least $50 Billion annually.
The WEFA study was based on several assumptions that were
present at the time of the study and, in fact, most of their
predictions would be even more dire if being made with present
figures. The first assumption was that the Balanced Budget
Amendment would require a zero deficit by 1995 and that they
would come equally from spending cuts and increased taxes. The
second assumes that all federal programs would bear a
proportionate share of the burden. In running its simulation,
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WEFA compared its regular "baseline" forecast of the national
economy to an economic forecast with a balanced budget
amendment the results were not pretty.

3.4 million fewer jobs by 1995

State and Local government debt at over $67 Billion
Increases of 19.3% in personal Tax collection and 15% in
corpaorate tax collections.

Social Security Taxes would rise while payments would fall.

This is just the tip of the iceberg, is it any wonder that many of
this Country’s leading Economists oppose a Balanced Budget
Amendment, including Secretary of Labor and Harvard
Economist Robert Reich, and Noble Laureates in Economics-
Kenneth Arrow of Stanford; Herbert Simon of Carnegie Melon;
Paul Samuelson of MIT; and Lawrence Klien of the University
of Pennsylvania to name just a few. The real answer to deficit
spending is a National Policy of Economic growth with an eye
toward responsible debt reduction.

In closing let me add this thought, in its present form the
Balanced Budget Amendment would send us down another
slippery slope; if Congress cannot present a Balanced Budget
Amendment then a Constitutional Convention would be called.
Other speakers will address this aspect of the legislation, but I
think it is important to note that should that happen, massive
unemployment and a dwindling economy could be the least of
our worries.

I thank the committee for the time to bring these issues to light
and I will be more than happy to answer any questions.
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American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees, AFL-CIO
1625 L Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036-5687
Telephone (202) 429-1000
Telex 89-2376
Facsimile (202) 429-1293
TDD (202) 659-0446
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Gerald W, McEntee
President

STUDY SHOWS HOW A FEDERAL BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT

Wwilliam Lucy
Secretary-Treasurer
Vice Presidents

Ronald C. Alexander
Columbus, Ohio

Dominic ). Badolato
New Britain, Conn.

WOULD HURT EACH STATE'’S ECONOMY

The second part of a two-part study done by Wharton Econometrics Forecasting
Associates for AFSCME details the impact of a federal balanced budget amendment
on individual state economies. The first part of the study, which outlined the

pich seeh Bl damaging effects on the national economy, found that with such an amendment, the
Josep:Mm‘;';na:ta overall operating deficits of state and local governments would jump to $67 billion
goston, Mass.  in 1995 and still be at almost $50 billion in the year 2000.

George Boncoraglio
New York, N.Y.

The second part of the study delineates even further how a federal balanced budget

Stephen M. Culen
Chicago, il amendment would wreak havoc on each state’s economy. As with the first part, the
Nbent v n? - study assumes the federal budget would be balanced by FY 1995 and that the
Danry Donohue balancing would be achieved by equal measures of spending cuts and tax increases.

Albany,

Wilam T EndseY @ While the exact impact would vary from state to state, all states would suffer

James Class severe economic adjustment in 1995. Personal income would be, on

SL:;’I'"";N ';“; average, 8% - 14% below what it otherwise is expected to be in 1995. For
New York, NY. many states, that means a loss of between $10 - $30 billion in personal
londie P. Jord i i
Blondie P. fordan income in that one year alone.
Edward J. Keller ] i
Harrisburg, Pa. @ No state would be spared from serious job loss. On average, the number of
.K H . .
Menomeoae b et jo.bs would drop between 2% - 4% belo\.v what WEFA otherwise predicts
Faye D. Krohn without a balanced budget amendment in place. With a balanced budget
Kasota, Minn. requirement, many states would have 100,000 fewer jobs in 1995 alone, and
Columrmes o some states, such as California, would see a loss of over a half million jobs.
Joseph E. MgDem,:Io;t
5 |:ca7: - ® The unemployment rate would also rise in each state. In some states, it
. MC . . !
Des Moines, fowa would climb by as much as five percentage points above the rate WEFA

Jack Merke! forecasts the rate would be without a balanced budget amendment.

Gary Moore . . . . .
Olympia, Wash. @ Lower interest rates and inflation resulting from reducing the federal deficit
Py icholas would spur some states’ construction and housing industries, but even that
Russell K. Okata would not be uniformly true throughout the country. Many states would see

Honolulu, Hawaii even those sectors of their economies depressed throughout the 1990 sasa
Cmééﬁmpﬁpéiﬁ'f result of the balanced budget amendment.
P. Puma
:”:"y’ N; ' Even by the year 2000, 46 states and the District of Columbia would still face
Thoma NO! 0 .
Baltimore, Mo, unemployment rates above what WEFA would otherwise forecast without a
Joseph P. Rugola federal balanced budget amendment constraining their economies.
Kathy J. Sackman .. . . ..
pomona, Calit. Maps and a table summarizing the study’s key findings are attached, in addition to
Bubman D.5mih the full report. The first part of the study is available upon request.
Linda CshaveAz';Tho.mp_’s_m _‘(“!BIT___/Z___]_
an Antonio, Tex.
. . . SATE_ 2/42/93 ...
Cnion Rouge, Lo inthe public service OA -
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Study Finds Balanced Budget Amendment Would
Seriously Damage American Economy

Just as the U.S. economy is showing some signs of recovering from the
recession, Congress appears to be seriously considering a balanced budget
amendment to the Constitution that would only wreak havoc on the national
economy as well as further threaten the precarious fiscal situation of state and
local governments around the country.

With the release of this study by the WEFA Group, one of the nation’s
most prestigious economic forecasting firms, there can be no question that
eliminating the federal deficit just two years after ratification would have a
devastating effect on the U.S. economy. After a decade in which the working
men and women of this country have struggled just to stay even - and too often
could not achieve even that modest goal — a relatively quick elimination of the
deficit would dramatically lower economic growth and throw millions of
workers into unemployment lines.

Proponents of the balanced budget amendment assert that strong
medicine is just what it takes to put the economy on its feet. Instead, the
amendment would put the nation flat on its back. The despair and anger felt
today by millions of Americans, who have seen the promise of prosperity fade,
would be magnified many times as they saw their Constitution used to put the
American dream ever further out of reach.

The WEFA study is based on the assumptions that a balanced budget
amendment passed this year in Congress would require the federal deficit to be
reduced to zero by Fiscal Year 1995, and that the budget balancing would come
equally from federal spending cuts and tax increases. Since the Congressional
measures currently being debated do not explicitly exempt any federal programs
from the deficit reduction process, the study assumed all federal programs
would bear their proportionate share of the burden in balancing the budget.

In running its simulation, WEFA compared its regular "baseline" forecast
of the national economy to an economic forecast with a balanced budget
amendment in effect. A second study, showing the specific effects of a balanced
budget amendment on the economies of each state in the country, is currently
underway and will be issued shortly. Here, then, are some highlights from the
national WEFA study:

inthe public service



The nation’s economié output would drop sharply under the balanced budget
scenario: real Gross Domestic Product (GDP) would be $220 billion - or 4.1% -
less in 1995 than without the balanced budget requirement.

Achieving a balanced federal budget by 1995 would mean there would be 3.4
million fewer jobs available in 1995 with the balanced budget amendment than
there would be without it.

Unemployment rates, instead of coming down slowly from the current
recessionary levels, would jump sharply. The unemployment rate would reach
" 8.4% in 1995, instead of the 5.7% projected in WEFA’s baseline forecast.

State and local governments are already in fiscal distress, and, without the
surpluses of many pension funds masking the true situation, are facing a deficit
of $27 billion in 1992 even without a federal balanced budget amendment in
effect. This level of deficit at the state and local government level would balloon
to $67 billion in 1995 under a federal balanced budget requirement, a result of
less federal aid and tax collections that would fall with the national economy.
'This represents an astounding 280% increase over what WEFA’s baseline forecast
is for state and local deficits (minus insurance funds) in 1995.

Federal taxes would dig deeper into both individuals’ and businesses’ pockets.
Under a balanced budget requirement, the federal government would have to
raise taxes more than would appear necessary at first glance since ever higher
taxes would be necessary to offset weak collection levels from the weakened
economy. In 1995, personal tax collections would be 19.3% higher under a
balanced budget amendment than without, and corporate tax collections would
be 15% higher. Indirect taxes would also have to rise 10% above what would
otherwise be necessary.

To balance the budget, social security taxes would rise, but payments to
individuals would fall. In 1995, the study finds that social security benefits would
be cut by at least 8% over baseline levels. Veterans benefits and foreign aid are
also estimated to experience significant cuts, running more than 10% less in 1995
with a balanced budget amendment than without one.

At the same time that millions of people would be thrown out of work, the need
to reduce federal spending would lower the amount the federal government
spends on unemployment compensation by 14%, creating tremendous hardship
on those who lose their jobs through no fault of their own.

A federal balanced budget requirement would continue its damage beyond 1995.
By the year 2000, after eight years of economic havoc, real Gross Domestic
Product would be just returning - and still slightly below - to the level of output
WEFA expects without such an amendment. By the year 2000, federal interest
payments would be significantly less, but unemployment would still be much
higher than necessary. Instead of the 5.3% unemployment rate predicted by
WEFA without a balanced budget, the unemployment rate would be 6.5% by the
year 2000.

The full WEFA national study is attached.

May 11, 1992



TESTIMONY OF ROGER KOOPMAN ON HJR 9
Representing:

Montana Shooting Sports Association
Citizens’ Committee for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms
Gun Owners of America
Big Sky Practical Shooting Club
Northwest Weapons Collectors
Weapons Collectors Society of Montana
Membership of the National Rifle Association

MR. CHAIRMAN: Both personally and in behalf of the organizations
I represent, I wish to commend the sponsor and co-signers of this
legislation. Federal deficit spending is a problem of gargantuan
proportions. Thus, we fully support both the spirit and the intent
of this- HJR 9, to bind Congress to a balanced budget.

However, we strongly oppose the calling of a constitutional
convention as the method of achieving this goal. Not only would
a balanced budget amendment be of questionable effectiveness
(beyond providing an excuse for raising taxes), but the convention
process itself could ultimately jeopardize every freedom we hold
dear -- not the least of which is our cherished Bill of Rights and
its Second Amendment right to keep and bear arms.

The legal staffs of the various organizations I represent have
arrived at the identical conclusion: that limiting a constitutional
convention to one narrow issue would be a political and legal
impossibility. Eminent constitutional scholars from all across our
nation concur in this opinion.

.This is not 1787, and I hasten to say, the political activists of
our day bear little resemblance to that principled and heroic breed
of men who gave us our magnificent -- yet fragile -- Constitution.
In 1993, we are a society dominated by powerful pressure groups and
well-funded interests of every kind. The specter of throwing open
our Constitution to the cynical, envy-driven political process of
our day is absolutely bone-chilling. We are convinced that the
Second Amendment, as we know it, would not survive the experience.

A constitutional convention to establish a balanced budget is a
good sentiment but a very bad idea, that will invite an incredible
amount of mischief to our nation’s most sacred document. Where the
risks are so great and the potential for benefit so slim, we
believe the Montana Legislature should vote emphatically no -- no
to HIJR 9 and no to an ill-conceived constitutional convention.
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Montana Shooting Sports Association
P.O. Box 4924 ¢ Missoula, Montana 59806 ¢ (406 549-1252)

Supporting the Rights of Gun Owners in Montana

MSSA POSITION STATEMENT - HJR 9

l. We agree that the growth of the national debt, and the imbalance
of public budgets, especially the federal budget, is possibly the most
serious threat ever faced by our great natiom.

2. We recognize that Congress currently has the power to balance the
federal budget, or to send a balanced budget constitutional amendment
to the states for ratification, but has not done either.

3. We believe that a supermajority of those serving as delegates to a
constitutional convention would be the very people currently serving in
Congress, who are primarily respomnsible for the current federal
deficits.

4, Were the federal constitution actually amended to require a balanced
budget, we believe that Congress would continue to avoid fiscal
responsibility and would invent ways to circumvent the intent and effect
of such an amendment.

5. Therefore, we believe that, despite the grave debt problem facing
America, there is little to be gained by holding a constitutional
convention to amend the Constitution to require a balanced federal budget.

6. We believe the many notable legal scholars who assert that the scope
of a constitutional convention could not be limited to the subject of
the call -- such is the only history of constitutional conventionms.

7. We believe that the entire Bill of Rights, and especially the Second
Amendment thereto, would be seriously at risk before a constitutional
convention. We do not believe such risk is justified, regardless of the
presumed benefits. Furthermore, we believe that no benefit would accrue
to the people from having taken such risk.

8. Therefore, we are opposed to Montana joining the call for a
constitutional convention to consider an amendment requiring a balanced
federal budget; we are opposed to the passage of HJR 9.



THE NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA

ANNUAL MEMBERS MEETING - APRIL 25th, 1992

SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH

WHEREAS, the Second Amendment which guarantees our God given,
inalienable, right to keep and bear arms is of vital importance
towards the defense of our liberty and our nation; and

WHEREAS, the other nine amendments in our "Bill of Rights" also
protect our right to keep and bear arms; and

WHEREAS, the "Bill of Rights" are the first ten amendments to, and
part of, our United States Constitution, and

WHEREAS, the National Rifle Association of America was organized
to defend our constitutional right to keep and bear arms, and

WHEREAS, attempts to call for a Constitutional Convention which
can lead to a “"run-a-way" convention would put our Constitution,
including our "Bill of Rights" at risk; and

WHEREAS, several of the most prominent members of the Committee on
the Constitutional System, which seeks to substitute a new
constitution over the one written by our founding fathers, favor
gun control and disarmament, and

WHEREAS; the American Legion, the Veterans of Foreign Wars and
other patriotic organizations whose members risked their lives,
their fortunes and their sacred honor to defend our country and
our constitution have passed resolutions opposing a Constitutional
Convention because it could radically alter the Constitution
written by our great founding fathers; now, therefore, be it

RESOLVED, by the eligable voting members at the 1992 Annual
Meeting of the National Rifle Association of America held in Salt
Lake City on the 25th of April, 1992 that we oppose any attempt to
call for a Constitutional Convention for any purpose what-so-ever
because it cannot be limited to a single issue and that our right
to keep and bear arms can be seriously eroded.

Respectfully submitted by:

% -
Elliott Graham, Endowment Life Member EXHIBIT / .
2143 —

National Rifle Association of America DAT=.

e HIR 9 _d

Founder and Chairman: Constitutionalists
United Against a CONstitutional CONventiocn
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Bv action of the NRA Board of Di-
rectors, the following three resolu-
tions passed by the members during
the Annual Meeting of Members in Salt
Lake City, Utah, on Aprit 25, 1992 are
being printed in tha *Officlal Journal’
for your information.

%c RESOLUTION OPPOSING A

0NST|TPTIONAL CONVENTION

WHEREAS, The Second Amend-
ment which guarantees our God given,
inafienable, right to keep and bear
arms-1s of yital importance lowards the
defense of our liberty and our nation;
and

WHEREAS, The other nine amend-
ments In ogr “Bill of Rights” also protect
our ﬁ?ht to keep and bear arms; and

WHEREAS, The "Bill of Rights” is
the lirst teft amendments to, and part
of, our United Stales Conslilulion, and

WHEREAS, The National Rille As-

socialion of America was organized to

o115 Das

KB *;Q"- -Y‘Q"A'—.‘.-"\f

defend our constitutional right to keep
and bear arms, and

WHEREAS, Altempls to call for a
Constitulional Convention which can
lead to a “runaway convention would
put our Constitution, including our *Bil
of Rights” at risk; and

WHEREAS, Several of the most
prominent members of tha Commiltee
on the Constitulional System, which
seek to substitule a new conslitution
over the one written by our founding fa-
thers, favor gun conlol and disar-
mament, and

WHEREAS, The American Legion,

the Velerans of Foreign Wars and

other paltriolic organizations whose
members risked their lives, their for-
lunes and their sacted honor to defend
our country and our constitution have
passed resolutions opposing a Consti-
tutional Convention becausa it could
radically alter the Constitution wrillen

by our great‘ founding fathers; now,
therefore, be it -

RESOLVED, By the eligible voling
members at the 1992 Annual Meeting
of the National Rifle Association of
America held in Sait Lake Cily on the
2510 of April, 1992, thal we gppose any
altempt to calt for a Constitutional Con-
vention lor any purpose whalsosver
because il cannol be limiled lo a single
issue and that our right to keep and
bear arms can ba serlously eroded.

RESOLUTION IN SUPPORT
OF THE RIGHTS OF JURIES

WHEREAS, The Right lo Keep and
Bear Arms Is increasingly threatened
by unconstitutional and unjust legisla-
tion; and

WHEREAS, The quy is the ultimate
delense against such leglslation; now,
therefore, be it

RESOLVED, That we, the Meoting
of the Members of the National Rifle
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Testimony : Dorothy Traxler - Missoula

Chairman & Members of the Committee :

| am the wife of a military man, who spent 31 years protecting the freedoms of
our U.S. Constitution, its structure & special priviledges which make this country
the envy of the world.

During the Bi-Centennial celebration of the signing of the Constitution, we
showed the official slide program to over 1,000 people; to clubs, organizations &
schools. In doing so, we passed out hundreds & hundreds of copies of the U.S.
Constitution & talked to many people about our constitution, thereby becoming
very familar with its greatness again.

Using Article S, in part, though it says 2/3 of several states shail call a
convention for amendments, the State Legislatures think they will have the final
determination on passage of what will actually become law, BUT ArticleS
allows State Conventions to by—-pass the State Legislatures.

Our present Montana Constitution was enacted totally through by—- passing the
State Legislature and that is exactly part of our present problems in the State of
Montana now.

We MUST NOT let this happen fo our U.S. Constitution.

| urge you to vote NO on HJR9 !

| Thank you for your service to our State. | 7
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N{STRATION

Ceansr SEhieflebim

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED CITIZEMNS OF THE UNITED STATES AND RESIDENTS OF PARK COUNTY,
LOVE AND REVERE QUR CONSTITUTIOH AHD COHSIDER IT OUR SACRED DUTY TO DEFEND IT.

TO DEFEND THE UMITED STATES CONSTITUTION.

WE ALSO CONSIDER. IT THE SACRED DUTY OF OUR LEGISLATORS, BOTH FEDERAL AHD STATE,

WE THEREFORE CALL UPON OUR STATE SENATOR, PETE STORY, TO VOTE AGAINST THE RESOLUTION
BEFORE HIM WHICH IS CALLING FOR A FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION.

WE CONSIDER THE CALLING OF THIS COMSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION A STRATEGY OF FORCES

WISHING TO REWRITE OUR CONSTITUTION WHICH ARE USING THE ARGUMENT THAT ONLY BY

CALLING SUCH A COMVENTION WILL A BALAMCED BUDGET AMENDMENT BE PASSED.
HE CONSIDER THIS A CLASSIC EXAMPLE OF OPEMING THE DOOR TO SOMETHING BAD IN THE

- NAME OF SOMETHING GOOD.

WITHOUT CALLING A CONSTITUTIOHAL CONVEMTION.

CALLED IN 200 YEARS AND THERE SHOULD NOT BE ONE.

ALL TREVIOUS FEDERAL AMENDMENTS HAVE BEEN PASSED
THERE HASN"T BEEN A CONVENTION
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Emigranmt Branch, Emigrant, Mont.

AN URGENT MESSAGE TO THE CITIZENS OF |
~ PARK AND SWEETGRASS COUNTIES

Are you aware that our federal Constitution is in jeopardy, because of a resolution before the Montana Senate?
The facts are these:

! ‘|

— the Montana House has just passed a resolution by two votes calling for a Constitutional Convention (supposedly
to get a Balanced Budget Amendment}, and the resolution is now before the Montana Senate;

- If the resolution passes the Senate, Montana will be the 33rd state to pass a resolunon for a Constitutional Con-
vention, and Connecticut is standing by to be the 34th state;

- if 34 states pass the resolutlon, Congress is mandated to call a Convention to conSIder amendments {in the
plural); .

~ in the traditional manner in which all of our previous 26 amendments have been passed, a Balanced Budgst
Amendment is already close to being passed in the Congress and sent to the states for ratification {In 1986 it
missed by one vote in the Senate, and the last House vote was short by a couple of dozen votes.);

~ Former Chief Justice Warren Burger recently said: “There's no way to put a muzzle on a Constitutional Con-
vention;"”’

- a Constitutional Canvention, therefore, would be a Pandora’s Box, opening the way for special-interest amend-
ments to be introduced, and anything could happen.

If you revere our Constitution and are appalled by this extraordinary situation, please arouse your friends,
neighbors and colleagues to sign the petition below and mail it immediately to Senator Pete Story, State Capitol,
Helena, MT. 59620. You may also wish to contact Senator Jack Haffey, Chairman, State Administration Commit-
tee, at the same address. This Committee is currently studying the resolution and plans to hold a pubiic hearing on

it at 10:00 a.m. on Monday, March 16th, at the State Capitol. You may call either Senator at 444-4800. You are en-
couraged to attend the hearing!

® % % 2 % B 2 B B 2 R & 2

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES AND RESIDENTS OF PARK
AND SWEETGRASS COUNTIES LOVE AND REVERE OUR CONSTITUTION AND CONSIDER
IT OUR SACRED DUTY TO DEFEND IT. WE ALSO CONSIDER IT THE SACRED DUTY OF OUR

LEGISLATORS, BOTH FEDERAL AND STATE, TO DEFEND THE UNITED STATES CON-
STITUTION

WE THEREFORE OPPOSE THE RESOLUTION BEFORE THE MONTANA SENATE CALLING
FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION BECAUSE IT WOULD PLACE OUR CONSTITUTION'

AT RISK, AND WE STRONGLY URGE OUR STATE SENATOR PETE STORY, TO VOTE
AGAINST THAT RESOLUTION (HJR 10)!

(Note: All residents are eligible to sign, regardless of age or voting status.)

' NAME ADDRESS

W{A@M Boe A Corupm Spumgo MT S‘io&/

.4
Pd for by Eleanor Schiefielin, Eagle Forum,
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Jennifer Lightner
2406 8th Avenue North
Great Falls, MT 59401

Betty Babcock
720 Madison
Helena, MT 59601

Mr. and Mrs. R.N. Bertren
1145 North 26 Street
Billings, MT 59101

Keith Alan and Terry Ann Rae
1607 Pinyon Drive
Laurel, MT 59044

Kevin Hall

WTP Massachusetts Director
"We the People"

Boston, MA

(617) 266-7827

Charles Hunn, Jr.
3335 Timber Edge Drive
Clinton, MT 59825

Oppose

Oppose

Oppose

. Oppose

Oppose

Oppose



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE
'REGISTER -LETTERS - HIRO

February 17, 1993

- NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING POSITION
Roberta Willman self oppose
Monte Rene Willman » self oppose
J.R. Willman self oppose

Plevna, MT 59344

Gordon Helgerson
P.O0. Box 569 self oppose
Manhattan, MT 59741

Vito A. Ciliberti, Jr., Ph.D. self oppose
11150 Horseback Ridge
Missoula, MT 59801

Irene Schmidt
607 Bluebird Lane self oppose
Livingston, MT 59047

Janet Seagraves
120 Apple House Lane self oppose
Missoula, MT 59802

Aubyn Curtiss self oppose
Former Legislator
Fortine, MT 59918

Ruth C.L. Nelson
1205 N. 26th St. self oppose
Billings, MT 591 -

Carol Kinneburger :
845 Bitterroot self oppose
Marion, MT 59925
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Fortine, Montana
February 12, 1992

The Honorable Richard Simpkins

Chairman, State Administrations Committee
Capitol Station

Helena, MT 59620

Dear Legislator:

Please use your influence to kill HJR 9. Defeat of this
proposal is not in the best interests of Montana and surely
poses a threat to the freedoms we enjoy under a document
which has guarded those freedoms well for over 200 years.

Three states which formerly ratified measures to call a
constitutional convention, have since rescinded their
actions. Those states are Louisiana, Florida, and Alabama.
Even so, those who wish to re-write our constitution need
only a few more states' approval to achieve their goals.
No matter how worthy a cause (human life, balanced budget,
or term limitations) the risk of losing all is too great,
Even so, calling a convention would not necessarily assure
approval of the issue for which that convention was
convened.

The best legal authorities nation-wide agree that a
convention can not be limited to one issue. Former Chief
Justice Warren Burger said: "The Convention could make its
own rules and set its own agenda." There are those in our
country who are seeking sweeping change in our constitution.
Please don"t place all our citizens in jeopardy by offering
political activists this opportunity to further their own
hidden agendas.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Aubyn Curtiss
former legislator






11150 Herseback Ridge
Missoula, Mt. 59801

February 8, 1993

Representative Richard Simpkins
Capitol Station
Helena, Mt. 59620

Dear Representative Simpkins:

Please do not support HJR-9, the c¢all for a constitutional
convention.

The U.S. Constitution is a remarkable document, written bv persons
of extra-ordinary accomplishment and ability and has served our
nation well. It is the.envy of the world.

As a student of Thomas Jefferson's philosophy, and with a
background in public administration, it is apparent that a
constitutional convention is not warranted.

If this effort is being driven by the gquestionable need for a

balanced-budget amendment, this can be handled without a
constitutional convention.

Sincerely,

\/jo A—QLQM .}"'

Vito A. Ciliberti, Jr., Ph.D.



6850 Green Meadow Drive
Helena, MT 59601
February 10, 1993

Dear Representative Slmpkms )

It was with concern in 1987 that I wrote State Legislators about a
'"Con Con for BBA" and it is with great concern that I'm writing you
regards HIR9 requesting a Constitutional Convention for a Balanced
Budget. '

Some people are preaching the virtues of a balanced budget and the
political desirability of mandating one. It appears they haven't

done their hamework! The enclosed news sheet, although printed a few ..:
years back holds information just as true today.

The former Chief Justice Warren Burger said, ''There's no way to put a
- muzzle on a Constitutional Convention.'" It's very obvious to anyone
that this could be risky business!

Congress has the power to get a Balanced Budget Amendment -- by passing
one and then sending to the States for ratification.

Please consider well the many possible effects -- and vote NO to HJRI.

Respectfully,



Suzanne Horton
2813 Fairway Dr.
Bozeman, MT 59715

(406)585-7420

State Administration Committee February 11, 1993
Montana State Capitol
Helena, Montana

Dear Administration Committee Member:

I am concerned about HJR9. I hope you will vote against
the resolution. I believe a constitutional convention is
completely unnecessary to pass an "amendment to balance the
budget. I believe this solution is one that will create

a much bigger problem than it is trying to solve.

I believe this resolution, though providing for a "limited"
convention will, in the end, allow for a "runaway" convention.

I believe our Constitution is'a valuable document and should
remain as it is. I feel this call for a constitutional
convention threatens the integrity of our present Constitution.

If the tenth Amendment were adhered to, wouldn't that provide
for a balanced budget?

Yours truly,
o

Suza Horton




1993 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION FACT SHEET A

THREE STATES HAVE RESCINDED
1. FLORIDA, ALABAMA AND LOUISIANA have rescinded their calls for a Constitutional

Convention to balance the Federal budget, This leaves the U.S. 5 states away from the
required 34.

CONVENTION TRIED IN 1976
2. ANEW CONSTITUTION called a Constitution for the Newstates of America was financed
by the Rockefeller Foundation and published in 1974, Nelson Rockefeller, then president of
the U.S. Senate, engineered the introduction of HCR 28 calling for an unlimited convention
{n 1976, Public opposition dsfeated this effort and convention backers went back to the
states promising a imited convention which we are facing now.

THE NEWSTATES ASSAULT ON THE BILL OF RIGHTS
3. Guns- Article I - B Sec. 8 states "bearing of arms shall be confined to the police, members
of the armed forces, and those licensed under law."

4.  RELIGION - Article [ - A Sec. 8 states "The practice of religion shall be privileged.”
Religious freedom would no longer be a right.

5.  JURY Trial - Article VIII states that the judge decides if there is to be a jury.

- 6. SPEECH - Article I -A Sec. 1 states "Freedom of expression shall not be abridged except in
declared emergency."

OTHER DANGERS ‘
7.  FARMS - Rexford Tugwell, the lead author of the Newstates Constitution, sald that private
ownership of farms had not proven good for society.

8.  DEPRESSION - Sen, Nancy Kassebaum's Committee on the Constitutional System says
they want to walt untll the U.S. {s in a 1929 type depression to call a convention because
only then would the public accept the radical changes they want, so by passing another
convention call or by not rescinding and moving them another state away from their goal we
are encouraging them to force a depression on us.

9. © SCHOOLS - Article I- A Sec. 11 says that free education would only be for those who pass
appropriate tests,

10.  ENTIRELY NEW CONSTITUTION PROMOTED - Henry Hazlitt, an advisor to Jim
- Davidson's National Taxpayer's Union, has called for an "entirely new constitution" in his

‘book A New Constitution Now.

11, Sen. Naricy Kassebaum's group, The Committee on the Constitutional System ,is on record as
wanting to use a convention to change the U.S. to a PARLIAMENTARY GOVERNMENT.



_ THE END OF THE STATE LEGISLATURES
12, STATES TO BE ABOLISHED - Under a GSA plan the 50 states will be abolished as
specified in Article 2 of the Newstates Constitution and absorbed into 10 new states,

NO NEED FOR A BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT
13. GRAMM-RUDMAN - When this push for a balanced budget amendment started in the
1970's we did not have Gramm-Rudman Lobby to reinstate the deficit reduction targets.

14. GOVERNMENT WASTE - The Grace Commission Report identified enough government
waste to more than eliminate the federal deficit.

15. LOOPHOLES - All balanced budget amendments proposed by Congress have been
designed to be bypassed in case of emergencies such as war.

16. THE 10th AMENDMENT prohibits the federal government from being involved in
anything not specified by the constitution and if even partially enforced would prove to be
the desired balanced budget amendment.

17. LAWS IGNORED - Some argue that & constitutional amendment {s needed because a law
can be ignored. They miss the fact that the existence of foreign aid requires that the 10th
Amendment be ignored.

18. LAWS REPEALED - Some argue that a constitutional amendment 18 needed because a
law can be repealed. Prohibition was a constitutional amendment and it was repealed.

CONGRESS HAS NO OPTION AFTER THE 34th CALL
19.  NO OPTION - Soms argue that the states must pressure Congress into passing it's own

amendment by making the 34th call, But Article V reads Congress “shall call" a conven-
tion when two-thirds of the states petition,

20. THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION Con Con study states "neither the language nor
the history of Article V reveals an intention to prohibit another general convention.”

21. A FARCE - Senator Orin Hatch told Congress that 8 convention Umited to one amendment
would be “a farce."

22. PACKAGE OF AMENDMENTS - The Committee on the Constitutional System stated in
a press conference that it has a package of amendments ready if an unlimited convention
should be held.

23, COMPETITION - There are 2 number of issues for which states have called for a conven-
- tion. Thelr backers will all want to get in on the balanced budget convention if it is held.

STATE LEGISLATURES CAN BE BYPASSED
24. RATIFICATION - Article V gives Congress the power to bypass the state legislatures in
favor of state ratifying conventions.
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To provide procedures for calling Federal constitutional eonventions under article
V for the purpose of proposing amendments to the United States Constitution.

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

JANUARY 15 (egislativs day, Januazry 8), 1891

Mr, HaToR (for himself and Mr. TRURMOND) introduced the following bill; which
was resd twice and refarred to the Committee on the Judiciary

A BILL

To provide procedures for calling Federal constitutional conven-
tions under article V for the purpose of proposing amend-
ments to the United States Constitution.

Be it enacted by the Sencte and House of Representa-
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled,
That this Aot may be cited as the “Constitutional Convention
Implementation Act of 1991”.

APPLICATIONS FOR CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

Smc. 2. (a) The legislature of 2 State, in making appli-
cation to the Congress for a conatitutional ¢convention under

article V of the Constitution of the United States, for the

© W I O " ph B W

purpose of proposing one or more specific amendments, shall

10 adopt a resolution pursuant to this Act stating, in substance,
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" Oppose Federal
_Constitutional Convention

Balanced Budget? YES!

Gon Con? NO!

PUBLISHED BY HELENA EAGLE FORUM—PIONEERS’ CHAPTER BOX 4944, HELENA, MONTANA 59604

- The fact that we've never used the convention route
doesn’t make it illegitimate. But it is an uncertain route
because it hasn't been tried, because it raises a lot of ques-
tions, and because those questions haven't begun to be

i iresolved. If 34 state legislatures deliberately and
i thoughtfully want to take this uncertain course, with ade-
quate awareness of the risks ahead, so be it. But the ongo-
ing campaign has largely been an exercise in constitu-
tional irresponsibility-consitutional roulette, or brinksman-
ship if you will, a stumbling toward a constitutional con-
vention that more resembles blindman’s bluff than serious
attention to deliberate revision of our basic law.

) )' There is a precedence for that happening! True? There
.+ is only one precedent for a Federal Con Con, and that is
2 the Constitutional Convention of 1787 and it was indeed
a runaway convention. It violated its orders to merely
amend the old Articles of Confederation, and then wrote
.S the US. Constitution.

The Framers of the Constitlj.tion
Constitutional Convention

Called for May 14, 1787 found that not a quorum of
delegates representing seven states had arrived, and it was

= not until the 25th that the Convention got underway.
- George Washington, a delegate from Virginia, was chosen
as President of the Convention. On May 29th, Edmund
Randolph introduced a resolution to set aside the Articles
2. of Confederation and adopt a new Constitution. A com-
4.7 mittee was appointed to revise the Articles. June 2nd

found four more state delegations had arrived and on July
23rd, the New Hampshire delegates reached the Conven-
tion. All but Rhode Island were now represented. After days
and days of debate on July 26th, the conclusions of the
-, Convention were referred to a Committee of Detail which
i Committee made its report August 6th. After days and
days of more debate a new committee of Style was created
September 8th. It made it's report September 12th. After
some revisions the Convention came to an end September
17th, 1787 framing in less than a hundred working days.

Though the history of the 1787 convention and the
wording of the Article V suggest that a convention could
either be limited or general in scope, legal scholars agree
there can be no positive assurance that a convention could

.- be limited to a particular amendment once the conven-
tion had convened. Thus there is no assurance that all
facets of American law, government, and the civil rights
of the US. citizens could not be opened to debate and
possible revision by a runaway convention.

: The situation is unlike state constitutional conventions,

#8 more than 200 of which have been held. In the states, there
is a literature of constitutional reform, numerous pre-
cedents, enabling acts and other traditions that throw a

. ! cloak of procedural certainty and order around the call

.o of state consitutional conventions, most of which have

W been general and unlimited.

'--------------ﬂ
!
§

The SOLUTION is EDUCATION

: If enough Americans understood Americanist prin-

i Ciples, no force on earth would be able to trick them into

ﬁ surrendering their birthright. Not during the Constitutional.
Bicentennial-not ever.

A Gary Benoit .

: The New American, 2-10-87
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- We people don't always trust government, so we must
separate government into competing branches with each
functioning as a restraint on the others. The functioning
of our American Government doesn'’t and should not, de-

: : pend on the integrity of those who hold power, but
depends on the institutional restraints imposed on their
exercise of power.

The founding fathers established the Separation of
Powers as the fundamental basis of our structure of govern-
ment. Our Constitution separated the powers of govern-
ment so that each branch can serve as a check on the other
two; and so that no one branch can become powerful
enough to gobble up the others. This principle is what
preserved our freedom.

--------------ﬂ
People usually pay little attention to the things which
serve them best. Aimost every American born takes the.
Constitution as a matter of course. What the absence of
Constitutional guarantee means, inost Americans may not

. know, but their European ancestors did.

\Key to the Constitution .
by Francis Harley

b-‘---------‘ --4

Our American Separation of Powers differs from ¢
Parliamentary Systems, such as the British where the ex- §
ecutive and legislative branches are combined. S

James Madison argued that the accumulation of
legislative, executive, and judicial powers in the same
hands is “the very definition of tyranny.”

g

All the power granted to the Federal Government by the
Constitution was divided into three branches: The Legis-
lative, The Executive, and The Judicial; each with its
prescribed list of enumerated powers.

James Madison said “the preservation of liberty requires
that the three great departments of power should be
separate and distinct.”

All tax bills must originate in the House of Represen-
tatives, the body where every member must run for re-
election every two years. The founding Fathers knew that
oppressive taxes, imposed by an unrestrained British Par-
liament were the main cause of the American Revolution.
The two year terms of all our Congressmen (Represen-
tatives) is one of our greatest guarantees of freedom.

James Madison said “frequency of elections is the cor-
nerstone ... of free government.”

The President may not dissolve Congress, nor call a new
election. Congress may not fire the President. Members
of the Congress may not serve in Executive Branch Of-
fices such as the Cabinet. That would violate the Separa-
tion of Powers principle.

BEWARE!!

The Committee on the Constitutional system (CC.S))
aims to change the structure of the .S Government by
eliminating the Separations of Powers and replacing it with
a European Parliamentary System.

BEWARE!

The World Affairs Council of Philadelphia published a
“Declaration of Interdependence” on United Nations Day,
October 25, 1975. This travesty on the Declaration of In-
dependence was a blueprint for submerging U.S. Inde-
pendence in a World government and redistributing the
U.S. wealth around the world. This document details “we
must join with others to bring forth a new world order.”

..and....all people are part of one global community.”

The proponents of reform, reacting to Congress’ failure
to submit to the states for ratification an amendment man-
dating a balanced budget, have chosen a “shotgun” ap-
proach instead of seeking to elect a Congress that would
pass such an amendment. They are demanding a constitu-
tional convention to achieve their budgetary objective, and
therein lies the potential for a grave constitutional crisis
of unprecedented dimensions.

The British Parliament
The British Prime Minister can dissolve Parliament and
call a new election. The British Parliament can fire the
Prime Minister.

What Con Con Supporters Say

In talking with people who support Con Con as a device
to get a Balanced Budget Amendment, several curious fac-
tors emerge.

(1) They argue single-mindedly for a Balanced Budget
Amendment and seldom address the Con Con issue at all.
They seem to think that when 34 states pass a Con Con
resolution, that will ipso facto give us a Balanced Budget
Amendment. The truth is that even if Congress calls a Con
Con, there is no assurance that Con Con would pass the
Balanced Budget Amendment.

(2) They are usually uninformed about what Con Con
is, how it would function, and what Article V of the U.S.
Constitution requires. They do not present any Con Con
argument which makes sense—constitutionally, legislative-
ly, or politically. They have not evaluated the pros and cons,
the risks and the expectations.

(3) They usually pigeon-hole everyone who opposes Con
Con as “anti-Balanced Budget Amendment,” which is false.
Many of us who do support a Balanced Budget Amend-
ment do NOT support Con Con. The intemperate language
and the ad hominem attacks against anyone who opposes
Con Con are offensive to fair-minded persons.

(4) Most remarkable, many advocates of Con Con, when
pressed about the dangers of Con Con say they really don't
want Con Con and that it won't happen anyway, they just
want a Balanced Budget Amendment. It is amazing—and
peculiar—to see people supporting a political goal that
they do NOT want to happen, and engaging in fundrais-
ing for a goal that they do not believe is desirable or
attainable. .

Changing our entire structure of government has been
a longtime project of the Center for the Study of Demo-
cratic Institutions at Santa Barbara, California, which was
established by the Fund for the Republic, which in turn
was financed by the Ford Foundation. Over a ten-year
period, the Center produced 40 successive drafts of an en-
tirely new and different constitution. The project was
headed by Rexford Guy Tugwell, one of the academic
liberals from Franklin D. Roosevelt’s New Deal “brain trust™
of the 1930's.

In 1974, the Center released its final draft in the book
The Emerging Constitution by the then 83-year old
Tugwell (published by Harper & Row). It was called a “Con-
stitution for the Newstates of America.” It is radically dif-
ferent from our present Constitution in ideology, concept
of rights, structure of government, and power over indiv-
iduals.

The Newstates Constitution would pitch out our 50
states and replace them with 10 (or a maximum of 20)
regional "Newstates,” which would not be states at all, but
rather subservient departments of the national govern-
ment. The government would be empowered to abridge
freedom of expression, communication, movement and
assembly in a “declared emergency” The practice of
religion would be considered a “privilege.”

Calling for a Constitutional Convention would result in
endless litigation.

BEWARE!

The Committee on the Constitutional System (CC.S.))
published its own book (334 pages) called Reforming
American _Government. The apparent message of this
book is dissatisfaction with our Constitution. Discussion
of the Constitution includes words like “problem”, “crisis”,
“reform”, and “defects.”




“Stumbling toward a Convention”’

‘--‘---'.--------‘

| PLANS TO REWRITE
{  THE CONSTITUTION

. An amazing group of prominent and powerful persons .

is waiting in the wings to bring about a radical restruc-

turing of our U.S. Constitution. Just to call the roli of the .
big names is enough to reveal what enormous power in ’
business, finance, the media, politics, and academia is

.behind this plan. :

The co:chairmen of this group are C. Douglas Dillon,
.former Secretary of the Treasury and a powerful Wall .
.Street figure, Lloyd N. Cutler, former counsei to then

President Jimmy Carter. Others participating in working
panels include former Defense Secretary Robert
McNamara, former Sen. J. William Fullbright, Con-. .

.gressman Henry Reuss, and representatives from the

.Brooklngs Institution, the Rockefeller Foundation, the
Woodrow Wilson Center, the Sloan Foundation, and the
University of Chicago Law School.

1t would be premature to say that the following are final .
.recommendations, but the “Summary” of the “Report of

Third Meeting, September 9-10, 1983,” held at the .
Woodrow Wilson Center in Washington D. C., and only

.recently released, shows that a consensus of this elite.

.group is building for the following objectives:

(1) Allow or require the President to appoint members

of Congress to some or all Cabinet positions.

. (2) Increase the terms of U.S. House members from two
to four years, with all elections held in presidential elec-
tion years.

(3) Force the American people to cast a single vote for
'a package slate consisting of the president, vice-president, '
. and the voter's own House and perhaps Senate candidates. .

(4) Eliminate the present prohibition against members

of Congress serving as Presidential Electors.

(5) Change a large number of U.S. House seats from
.election by district to election “at large” in order to in-
. crease the possibility that the political party that wins the .

White House will also control Congress, and that the at-

.Iarge members would be more likely to take a “nation- .
wide view” of the issues. .

(6) Devise a "more realistic, feasible” method of

Presidential removal by an extraordinary majority in both .
houses of Congress. :

' (7) Permit the President to dissolve Congress (when he .

' thinks Congress is “intractable”) and call for new congres- .
sional elections.

(8) Reduce the two-thirds requirement for Senate .
.ratiﬂcation of treaties to a simple majority only. .

(9) Give the President an item veto over the budget.

. (10) Give the President the power of the legislative veto.

(11) Eliminate the 22nd Amendment that limits

Presidents to two terms.
(12) Eliminate the Electoral College and allocate each .
State’s electoral votes directly.

(13} If no candidate receives a majority of the electoral '

college vote, then elect the President and Vice-president

.at a joint session of both houses of Congress, with each
member having one vote (instead of the present system.
of one vote per state).

. (14) Eliminate the requirement that appropriation bills.

.mus( originate in the (1.S. House of Representatives. .

(15) Overturn the Buckley vs. Valeo Supreme Court
. decision that upheld the right of individuals to contribute .

to political campaigns.

. (16) Force the taxpayers to finance Congressional elec- .
. tion campaigns so that political expenditures by the can- .
didate and by political action committees can be limited

or prohibited.

' {17) Reduce the cost of Presidential and Congressional.
elections by holding them at irregular intervals so that

.the date would not be known very far in advance.

(18) Give the federal government—instead of the state
. governments—the power to regulate and supervise cities. .

And there is much, much more. .
Meanwhile, other groups of people who want a balanc-

ed budget amendment have gotten 32 state legislatures'

to ask Congress to call a Constitutional Convention. Our'

.present Constitution provides that if 34 states pass such

'a resolution, Congress “shall call” such a convention.

And all ready to take advantage of this unique oppor-
.tunity to achieve its goals is the small elite group of power- .
.ful men who want to junk the (LS. Constitutional Republic .

with our traditional separation of powers in favor of a
European system that they can more easily control.
L Copley News Service J
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We must guard the People's right to keep and bear arms.

Page 2

A CONSTITUTIONAL
CONVENTION IS POPULARLY
KNOWN AS A “CON CON.”

State legislatures are calling for a Constitutional Con-
vention without comprehending the full dimensions of the
risk.

BEWARE!

A new movement sprung up in the mid-70’s in various
state Legislatures to call for a Constitutional Convention.
Some of these resolutions called for a Con Con in order
to consider a Human Life Amendment, and others called
for a Con Con to pass a Balanced Budget Amendment.
Some 20 state legislatures passed Con Con resolutions
in behalf of a Human Life Amendment.

Then suddenly the Con Con “movement” dropped the
Human Life Amendment resolution and was taken over
by the anti-tax groups, the organizations demanding Tax-
Limitation. A Federal Balanced Budget is a goal desired
by a majority of Americans, BUT a Con Con is not the
way to do it.

A Con Con provides an opportunity for those who want
to_rewrite our Constitution.

BEWARE!

BEWARE!

Proponents for calling for a Con Con_claim it can be
limited to one Amendment. Who knows what a Con Con
would do? Chairman of the National Commision on the
Bicentennial of the United States Consitution, Warren
Burger—former Chief Justice of the Supreme . Court,
speaking at Wayne State University said, “There is no way
to put 2 muzzle on a Constitutional Convention.” (Detroit
Free Press)

DON'T TAKE RISKS WITHOUT KNOWING
THE GENUINE HAZARDS

A SOLUTION

Legislatures should send an Amendment or Resolution
petitioning Congress to adopt an Amendment to Balance
the Budget. BUT strike out any words that refer to “Con
Con” (Constitutional Convention) — DELETE “Con Con!”

HAVE YOU HEARD ABOUT
CON CON? ON RADIO? TV? READ
IT? OR IS THIS NEWS TO YOU?

“The 1979 California drive (for a Con Con) failed—
mainly | believe because the California Legislature was
the first to hold serious hearings on the risks as well as
the benefits of the convention.”

Gerald Gunther - William Nelson Cromwell
Professor of Law at Stanford Law School

Thirty-two state have passed resolutions requesting
Congress to call a Constitutional Convention for the pur-
pose of submitting a Constitutional Amendment to re-
quire a Federal Balanced Budget. Article V of the US.
Constitution makes it mandatory that if 34 states pass

such resolutions Congress “shall” call a Convention for-

proposing Amendments.

HOW MUCH $$ WOULD A CON CON COST THE
TAXPAYERS? UGH! OUCH!

Once 34 proper applications for a convention are before
Congress, Congress is under a duty to call a convention
and does not have a legitimate discretion to ignore the
applications.

A convention for which there are no guidlines as to what
its scope shall be, as to how the delegates are to be

" selected, and as to how long it shall meet, are among
many questions.

- -
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A Constitutional Amendment or Amendments could b

. pass State Legislatures and be ratified by State Conven-
.tions. Read for yourself—Article V of the Federal

Constitution.

OR

. Suppose that a Federal Con Con would rewrite our Con-

stitution as the Founding Fathers did! Who knows what
.would happen? :

A . A > AT . A . A S AP A e AP <
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Electing delegates to Con Con.
Who would be the delegates to Con Con? How wo

we elect the persons who would decide which amendments
to consider to propose to Congress and then the states?
Nobody knows how the delegates would be selected, whs
would be eligible, or from what districts they would
chosen.

The Convention delegates could legitimately speak
representatives of the people that elected at the most re-
cent election.

The delegates would have a plausible constitutiog

basis for considering issues beyond the budget, in vi
of the historical data and legal commentaries indicati
that a convention is entitled to set its own agenda, as did
the “runaway” Constitutional Convention of 1787.
Professor Gerald Gunther
Law Professor, Stanford Law School

Scholars warn that even if Congress passed limiting
legislation, a Convention, once assembled, could reject
any or all restrictions on its activity and assert its suprens
authority by virtue of its direct authority from t
“people.”

Citizens to Protect the Constitution

sees the primary threat imposed by an Article V conve
tion as that of “a confrontation between Congress a
such a convention,” noting also that the dispute would
inevitably draw into the confrontation the Supreme Cou
itself. The outcome would be constitutional upheaval
all ievels.

Professor Lawrence H. Tribe of the Harvard Law Sch(:%

"

ARTICLE V
CONSTITUTION, HOW AMENDERD

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both houses sha
deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this Co
stitution, or, on the application of the Legislatures of twd~
thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for pro-
posing amendments, which in either case, shall be valid
to all interests and purposes, as part of this Constitutio:
when ratified by the Legislatures of three-fourths of t
several states, or by conventions in three-fourths thereo
as the one of the other mode of ratification may be pro-
posed by the Congress; provided that no amendment
which may be made prior to the year one thousand eigh
hundred and eight shall in any manner affect the first an
fourth clauses in the Ninth Section of the First Articl
and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived
of its equal suffrage in the Senate.

Amendments may be added to the Constitution in tw
ways. If two-thirds of the Representatives and two-thir
of the Senators in Congress agree to an amendment, it
is sent to the state legislatures. If the amendment is ap-
proved by the state legislatures or by conventions call
for this purpose in three- fourths of the states, the amen
ment is added to the Constitution. g

If two-thirds of the state legisiatures ask for an amend®
ment, Congress shall call a meeting to propose the
amendment. If three-fourths of the states, thfough thei
legislatures or conventions, agree to the amendment,
is added to the Constitution. o

Article V of the Constitution lists two exceptions for ad
ding amendments. No amendment could prohibit the im-
portation of slaves until 1808. No amendment shall take
away from any state, without its consent, equal numb
of Senators in Congress.

Elson in his History of the United States, says: Never
before in the history of man, had a government struck so
fine a balance between liberty and union, between sta
rights and national sovereignty yet there is little in o
Constitution that was created by its framers...they glea
ed from history, from the mother-land, and especially
from the various State Constitutions.

The delegates who framed the Constitution werg
gloomy about its prospects and many people to whor;
it was submitted were not enthusiastic. When the Convenig
tion ended, the important question was wether the state
would ratify its work.

Two objections were widespread: The document con
tained no Bill of Rights (afterward adopted); and the Cen;
tral Government would unsurp State power. The questio
of State rights has marched down the pages of Americar
history. It is still an issue today.

Delaware was the first State to ratify the Constitution
unanimously, and Rhode Island the last State, May 2
1790.

The Constitution, as ratified, consisted of a Preamble,
and seven articles. The very first Congress proposed the
Bill of Rights, the first ten amendments.




"QUESTIONS and ANSWERS

Q. Where and when was the term first used, “United States
of America?”

A. 1776-Philadelphia upon the birth of the “Declaration
of Independence.”

Q. In what city was the Constitutional Convention called
to meet and when?
A. Philadelphia, May 14, 1787.

Q. What was the purpose of the Convention?
A. To form a more perfect Union of the Thirteen States.

Q. Why was it necessary to frame a Constitution?
A. To make that Union more binding and effective than
the confederation formed in 1778.

Q. By whom was the Constitution of the Constitution of
the United States framed?

A. By 55 delegates from twelve of the thirteen original
states.

Q. Whom did the delegates represent?
A. We, the people.

Q. How long did it take the delegates to frame the
Constitution?
A. Less than one hundred working days.

Q. On what day and year was the Constitution adopted
and signed?
A. September 17, 1787.

Q. How many of the delegates signed the Constitution?
A. Thirty-nine.

Q. By what mention did the people ratify the Constitu-
tion, and when?

A. By ballot-electing delegates to special State conven-
tions-in force 1789

Q. What are the three branches of government?
A. Legislative, Executive, Judicial.

Q. What are the duties of the Legislative branch?
A. To make the laws.

Q. By whom are the laws made?
A. By the Congress of the United States.

Q,SWhat Is the composltlon of the Congress of the United
tates?
A. 100 Senators and 435 Representatives (Congressmen).

Q. What are the requirements to be a Senator or Con-
{ gressman?

A. A Congressman must be 25 years old, 7 years a citizen,
Senator, 30 years old, 9 years a citizen, and both resi-
dents of the state.

Q. What are the salaries of Senators and Congressmen?
A. $42,500.

Q. What are the duties of the Executive branch?
A. To enforce the laws.

United states?
A. Must be 35 years old and born in the United State, and
14 years a resident within the United States.

Q. What are the requirements to become President of the

Q. Salary of the President?
A. $200,000.

Q. Does the Constitution prohibit members of certain
religious denominations from becoming President of
the United States?

. No.

Q. What are the duties of the Judicial branch.
Supreme Court of the United States?”
A. To interpret the laws.

“The

Q. Can the Supreme Court of the United States nulllfy an
Act of Congress?

A. It can examine a law when a suit is brought before it,
and only then can render a decision as to its constitu-
tionality.

Q. Wfl]ner_{)e in the Constitution do the states secure their
rights
A. Article 4 of the Constitution,

Q. Can the Constitution be changed?
A. Yes.

Q. Has the President of Congress the power to change the
Constitution?
. No.

Q. Who has the power to change the Constitution?
A. We, the people.

Q. By wh?at procedure can the people change the Consti-
tution

A. By using or exercising the Rights given to them in
Article 5 of the Constitution.

Q. Since adoption how many amendments to the Con-
stitution have been proposed to Congress?
A. Over three thousand.

Q. How many amendments were aclopted?

A. Twenty-six. ) 1

,3' Does the President have the power to declare war?
. No.

Q. Who does have the power to declare war?
A. Congress. = o .

Q. Can the President or Vice- Presudem be removed from
oYfflce?
es

Q. Are the President, Vice-President, Senators, Congress-
men, Executive, and Judicial officers required to take
A the oath to uphold the Constitution?
Yes.

Q. On what day and hour does the term of office of Pres-
ident and Vice-President of the United States expire?
A. January 20-at noon. -

Q. On what day and houf does the term of office of U.S.
Senators and Congressmen expire?
A. One-third of the Senators and ail Congressmen's terms
end January 3, at Noon, every odd-numbered year.
From “The Key of the Constitu-
tion of the (.lnlted States” By

* pen. Re: Agenda, procedures, or. method of elect

IDEAS TO HELP

Enclosed is a buck $ (or more) to “Buck™ Con Con.
Write to Helena Eagle Forun—Pjoneers’ Chapter.
(Montana Citizens to Oppose a Con Con)

Box 4944

Helena, MT 59604

Montana Citizens check your present and incumbent
legislators on their Con Con sentiments. Do they want to
help you? or themselves?

Request a roster (names of legislators) at: Secretary of
State Office, Capitol Building, Helena, Montana 59620
Write to the legislators (Senators and Representatives) tell-
ing them why you oppose a “Con Con."

Do we want a Balanced Budget? YES! Do we want a “Con
Con™? NO!

Helena Eagle Forum Pioneers' Chapter wants to thank the
Senators and Representatives of our Montana Legislature
who vote for a Federal Balanced Budget (and oppose a Con
Con). o .

Page 4

s Harley

The International Women'’s Year Conference of 1977 and
the several White House Conferences (on Families, on
Education, etc.) provide frightening lessons in how the
election of delegates to'a one-time-only national con-
ference can be manipulated by special-interest pressure
groups. Those conferences created chaos and controver-
sy, bitterness and divisiveness, and essentially were media
events. No one could reasonably assert that their final
resolutions represented majority lhmkmg in the United
States.

REMEMBER '

Delegates do not have to run for re-election.

am%w'

Do We Want The Practice Of Religion To Be Considered
A "Privilege™?

Don’t have confidence in the
_ so called eight checks.
NONE OF THESE ARE CHEC ‘

1. Supporters of Con Con; ‘Congress could avold lh g
vention by acting itself.”
Opponents of Con Con: “Congress does not h vé

vention procedures.” byl
Opponents of Con Con: “No one khows what would he

Convention.”

3. Supporters of Con Con: "The delegates would hm)‘ej
a moral and legal obligation to stay on the topic”;

Opponents of Con Con: “Other peaple have differe:
ideas of what their moral obligations are. There is no leg
obligation whatscever. The idea of delegates swearing an’
oath to limit to one topic is probably unconstitutional &
would be challenged.”

4. Supporters of Con Con: “Voters themselves would d
mand that a convention be limited." . . . .. . ./ r{( ‘
Opponents of Con Con: “Oh? 20 states passed a Co
Con for a Human Life Amendment. What about abortion | .

funding, school prayer, forced busing. etc. ? Voters woulq
demand more issues, L . ; ; il bl

5. Supporters of Con Cor{ "Even lf delegates dld favo
opening the convention to another issue, it is unlikely t
they would all favor opening it to the same issue.y %
Opponents of Con Con: "Perhaps, but bargaining wou
probably occur! You look at my lssue, I'll look at yours

6. Supporters of Con Con: “Congress would have the power
to refuse to send a nonconforming amendment to ratifica- .
tion.”

Opponents of Con Con: “By that time Con Con could
produce a cluster of amendments or an entirely new con-
stitution which might be agreeable to the NY, Times, The
Washington Post, and the TV Networks" ORURREE SR
7. Supporters of Con Con: Proposals whlch stray beyond
the convention call would be subject to court challenge.”

Opponents of Con Con: “Anything & everything to do
with Con Con would end up in court. Con Con will inject
the Supreme Court into the amendment process.”

8. Supporters of Con Con: “Thirty Eight states must ratify.”
Opponents of Con Con: “But it does not have to be 38
state legislatures. See Article V. Congress could specify
state ratifications by conventions thus by-passing state
legislatures altogether.” )

BAIT & HOOK :

The bait is the balanced budget amendment. The hook
is calling for a Federal Constitutional Conventlon (Con
Con).

Do not play “Blind Man’s Bluff” with our Constitution.
Don't call for a Con Con. Don't even mention the words
“Con Con” in any legislative Bills or Resolutlons, or you
may be counted as wanting one!

Certain states which have not passed Con Con resolu-
tions are: Hawaii, Washington, California, Montana, Minne-
sota, Wisconsin, lllinois, Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky, West
Virginia, New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island,
Massachusetts, Vermont, and Maine.: |

BEWARE! ! ."~
These states are targets for organlzatlons promotlng a
Con Con. Only 2 more are needed.

DON'T LET YOUR STATE FALL FOR THE BAIT WITH
A HOOK IN IT. THE HOOK IS THE CON CON.

- BAT .

To use a good end (a Balanced Budget) by a bad means
(a Con Con) would endanger our freedoms. People who
want to change our kind of government, see a Con Con
asa perfect opportunity to accomplish such a deed. Do
we want a “New World Order to replace the American
Republic?

NO! NOt NO! NO! NO' NO! NO! NO! HO! NO! NO! No!
1 Rose Enterprises.

Typcmllnu Speclaiisis
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BEWARE!

“Let us face reality. The Framers have simply been too
shrewd for us. They have out-witted us. They designed

separated institutions that cannot be unified by mechani- .

cal linkages, frail bridges, tinkering, if we are to ‘turn the
founders upside down—to put together what they put
asunder—-we must directly confont the constitutional
structure they erected..”
" James MacGregor Burns,
Committee on the Constitutional System
The Power to Lead

THE CONSTITUTION
OF THE UNITED STATES

“The most wonderful work ever struck off at a given time
by the brain and purpose of man.’ (Gladstone)

1987 is the bicentennial year of the constitution. We
must tell lawmakers that they shouldn't take steps that
could radically transform the document that has served
our country so weII

* Legislative Report, #4-1/30/87
Montana State AFL CIO

We will celebrate the Bicentennial of its writing in 1987,
and of its adoption in 1989. Could it survive a Con Con?

Since 1987 is the bicentennial year of the writing of the
U.S. Constitution, we should strongly encourage all ap-
propriate celebrations and educational activities. Under
no circumstances should the bicentennial be allowed to
be used as a platform by those who are trying to plunge
us into a new constitutional convention (known as Con
Con) to rewrite our constition.

. Phyllis Schlafly
Washington Times, 12/31/86

BEWARE!

“The Committee on the Constitutional System while
praising 'the Framers brilliant work’ two centuries ago,
stresses that ‘the best way to honor the Framers of the Con-

stitution during the bicentennial era is to follow their ex-

ample’ by changing the structure of government to meet

new challenges as they did”
’ : New York Times, January 11, 1987
. jr 1
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Our United States Constitution Is an inspired document
which has guaranteed our polltlcal and spititual freedom,
economic opportunity, states rights. and national growth
for 200 years.

Let is observe our Bicentennial Year by celebrating our
Constitution’s success, not by throwing it into a crisis.

The delegates could legitimately speak as represen-
tatives of the people and could make a plausible case that
a convention is entitled to set its own agenda.

Gerald Gunther is William Nelson
Cromwell Professor of Law at
Stanford Law School.

Could Congress stop.
a “runaway” conventron?

'W%w'

"‘Don’t take risks without

knowing the genuine hazards”
Gerald Gunther
Professor of Las
Stanford Law School

|

There is a beautiful Montana rainbow trout swimming
around in the cool fresh water. It sees a plump juicy worm
dangling close by. The trout quickly swims to it, opens
its mouth, and in one gulp swallows it, only too late to find
there was a hook in it.

The balanced budget is the bait, the Con Con is the
hook.

The name of this game is bait & switch. Legislatures
go for the bait, the Balanced Budget & find the contents
changed. -

Go for the Balanced Budget—but ‘Can the Con Con."

SOLUTION

Legislatures should send an Amendment or Resolution
petitioning Congress to adopt an Amendment to Balance
the Budget.

BUT

Strike out any words that refer to “Con Con", DELETE
“CON CONI"

We may be tossed upon an ocean where we can see no
land-nor perhaps, the sun or stars. But there is a chart and
a compass for us to study, to consult, and to obey. That
chart is the Constitution.

-Daniel Webster
-Conservative Digest, Jan. 1987

Ratification?

The balanced budget amendment or any amendment
does not have to be ratified by 38 state legislatures-the
legislative process can be passed up entirely. Article V says
“or by convention” and who knows how that convention
would be chosen. In fact this very point is made by the
proponents of the Con Con as one of the Eight Checks
on a Con Con. It is no check at all.

DOES YOUR REPRESENTATIVE
OR SENATOR SPEAK FOR YOU?

Ask him/her.
A Balanced Budget can be achieved by other routes, but
a call for a constitutional convention is like getting on a
roller-coaster. Once the ride starts, you might wish you
hadn't climbed aboard, but there Is_no way to get off.

THE MAJORITY
IS NOT ALWAYS REPRESENTED

Our Federal Constitution is the plan under which we live,
uniess a Majority of the people decide to make a new plan.

w

Many Unanswered questions
about a Con Con:

1. Who will the delegates to the convention be and how

. will they be chosen?

2. Will the states control their delegates?

3. Are convention issues reviewable by the courts? -
4. How will the convention be financed?

5. How long are state petitions valid?

6. What determines-the validity of a petition?

Are you opposed to calling for a Con Con?
(A Federal Constitutional Convention)

Provisions to cancel Con Con calls if the convention

. does not limit itself to a balanced budget amendment “is

mere opinion, not a part of its call, and it must be
disregarded.”
Professor Walter Dellinger
Duke University Law School

REMEMBER

A call for a convention whether for 30 days or 60 days
or 90 days...or whatever...is still a call for a Con Con. A
call is a call...is a call; don't fall for it. Don't call!

PREAMBLE
WE, THE PEOPLE of the United States, in Order to form
a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic
Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the
general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to
ourselves and our Posterity do ordain and establish this
CONSTITUTION lor the United States of America.

_the whole thing.” said Burger, and called the plan “a grand

Bicentennial Celebration
Americans everywhere are developing ways to celebrate
the 200th Anniversary of the Constitution. To receive in- !
formation about events or projects throughout the United
States, or to have your event or project inciuded in the
Bicentennial Clearinghouse, please call (202) USA-1787;
or write the Commission on the Bicentennial of the US.
Constitution, 736 Jackson Place, NW., Washington, DC
20503.

“| dread the more the consequences of new attempts
because | know that Powerful Individuals, in this and other
states, are enemies to a general national government in g
every possible shape” .

No. 85 Alexander Hamilton, To The People of New York,
The Federalist Papers

-

BEWARE!

Trying to change our Federal Constitution during our
Bicentennial celebration is like getting a divorce on your
anniversaryl . 5

In three years our nation will celebrate the 200th an-
niversary of the adoption of its Constitution. Let us hope
that meanwhile that historic event will not be marred by
an imprudently called convention of unknowable authonty .
and uncertain constraints.

In this year of the Bicentennial, we should all foliow the
advice of George Washington to his troops: "Put none but
Americans on guard tonight.”

If ever there was a time when Americans need to be on 77
guard to protect our Constitution, that time is NOW! !

The framers of our government in 1789 made it clear %
to the Congress that they created that its business was {
not to be the legislative manufacturing of economics or
any other kind of strait-jackets: they made it clear to the
Chief Executive that he was not the master but the first
servant to the State. The Constitution like the Ten Com- %
mandments includes numerous and emphatic “Thou shait
nots” and places far beyond the reach of any government, g
rights essential to human life, human Ilberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness. :

From “The Key to the Constitution of %

the United States” By Francis Harley

When people in the states that have petitioned Congress #
for a Federal Con Con find out how dangerous a Con Con &=
could be for our country, then it is their moral obligation
to Rescind and to go on record that they oppose a Con Con.

Do you want a Federal Balanced Budget? Of course you 4
do!

A Balanced Budget Amendment written by Congress
and submitted to the states for approval is a prudent course

to adoption of such an Amendment.

OF COURSE, WE WANT A -
BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT

Warren Burger, former Chref Justice of the (1.S. Supreme
Court said, “There’s no way to put a muzzle on a Constitu-
tional Convention” to narrow its work to force Congress
to batance the federal budget, as some have suggested.

“ would not favor..a Constitutional Convention to review

waste of time."

1-31-87 © Detroit Free Press

isting Constitution as a document that has served our na-
tion well. It is a document of principle, inspiration, equi-
ty, and opportunity for all people. As needs for change
became manifest, one of the two amendment methods
provided in Article V-changes initiated by Congress-has ..
proven responsive and effective on 26 occasions. Soitis 2
understandable that many citizens and legal scholars who
hold the Constitution in high regard are becoming wor-
ried about the dangers of a second constitutional conven-
tion and the uncharted course upon which this nation
would embark if such a covention were called for the .
ostensible purpose of mandating a balanced budget.
"

For one thing, there is general satisfaction with the ex- ?
i




Betty L. Babcock
720 Madison,
Helena, MT 59601

February 10, 1993

The Honorable Richard Simpkins
Chairman, State Administration
Capitol Station,

Helena, MT 59620

Dear Reprsentative Simpkins,

Russell Fagg, the author of HJRY is a fine young legislator.

All of you, like me, are concerned about the rising national deficit.

Many are of the opinion that by asking Congress to pass a Balanced Budget Améndment,
even it means calling a Constitutional Convention that our problems will be solved.

I respectfully suggest that passing JHR9 would be a terrible mistake. The author, with the
help of Alex, designed the resolution believing that it is "different" from those submitted in
the past, and that there would be no RISK to the Constitution.

The same RISKS are there, the same people our still trying to replace our Constitution with
a new document.

Please vote no on HIRO.
Thank you very much.

Most sincerely,

Betty L. Babcock
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COVERT AND QUIET

For nearly twenty years the con-con movement in the state legislatures has been
promoted at a dangerously quiet level. This movement must be exposed. Advocates of
a convention offer false agsurances that a convention can be limited to a single sub-
Ject. Some state legislators feel perfectly safe with their state's call for a con~con
bacause they have added to it a "null and void" clause similar to the following taken
from the Idaho resolution:

"....Be it further resolved that this application and request be deemed null
end void, rescinded, and of no effect in the event such convention not be lim-
ited to the specific and exclusxve purpose of proposing an amendment to balance s
the budget....." B

Unfortunately, this clause leads to a false sense of security, Article V of the u.s.
Constitution authorizes the states only to apply for a convention., Once underway, a con- '
vention makes its own rules, and once fully assembled, it could reject any or all re- i
- strictions on its activity and assert its supreme power by virtue of its direct author-
ity from "we the people”.

STATE RATIFICATION NOT FOOLPROOF

Those who insist there is nothing to fear from a con-con maintain that even if it
were to get out of control and draft e dangerous amendment (or a new comstitution), it
would take three-fourths (38) of the states to ratify it, They ask, "Would 38 states
‘ratify a bad amendment?" At first glance, it seems unlikely that the states would allow
any such mischief. But two historical facts are never mentioned by con-con advocates,
and these are crucially important points:

1. The convention could abolish or alter the rules of ratlfication as was
done in 1787.

2, Article V authorizes Congress to decide on the mode of ratification: either
by the state legislatures, or by special ratifying conventions set up in the
states, In 1933, when many state legislatures were opposed to legal liquor
sales, the 21st Amendment was ratified in special state conventions, thus cir-
cumventing the legislatures of the states.

To recap the above information, simply put....WE CAN ADD THE BALANCED BUDGET AMEND-
MENT WITHOUT A CON-CON. REGARDLESS THE RESTRICTIONS STATE LEGISLATURES PLACE ON THEIR
RESOLUTION FOR A CON—CON CALL, ARTICLE V ALLOWS A CONVENTION UNLIMITED CONTROL. A DANG-
EROUS AMENDMENT OR A COMPLETELY RE-WRITTEN CONSTITUTION DOES NOT HAVE TO BE RATIFIED 3
THROUGH STATE LEGISLATURES. They can empanel special conventions within each state to
ratify their new constitution.

~WHY PROTECT THE CONSTITUTION?

Informed Americans realize that many officials in all branches of our government pay
little attention to the Constitution, It is known that they do just -about what they want
giving only lip service to "the constitutionality" of their actions, In view of such
disregard for the Constitution, why then is it so important that we work to keep it out
of the clutches of a con-con? What difference could it make?

THE ANSWER....Truth will ultimately prevail. Many Americans are working diligently
to get government back to its limited role. The time will come when enough people have
bean awakened so they will have the ability to force that runaway government genie back
into its bottle. However, this can only be accomplished if a leakproof Constitution is
maintained. OQUR CONSTITUTION MUST BE KEPT INTACT for that day when Americans return to
God, and statesment return to government. It is imperative that we maintain those care-
£u11y drafted separations, those brilliantly conceived checks and balances, those sparingl%
enumerated powers, and OUR GOD GIVEN RIGHTS SECURED BY THIS DEVINELY INSPIRED DOCUMENT ﬁ
DURING THESE TIMES OF DECEIT AND CONTROVERSY,

&



Supreme Court of the Tnited States

Taskingtar. B. €. 20543

June 22, 1988

CHaAMBCRS QF
CHIEF JUSTICE BURGER
RETIRLD

Dear Phyllis:

I am glad to respond to your inquiry about a proposed
Article V Constitutional Convention. I have been asked questions
about this topic many times during my news conferences and at
college meetings since I became Chairman of the Commission on the
Bicentennial of the U.S. Constitution, and I have reépeatedly
replied that such a convention would be a grand waste of time.

I have also repeatedly given my opinion that there is no
effective way to limit or muzzle the actions of a Censtitutional
Convention. The Convention could make its own rules and set its
own agenda. Congress might try to limit the Convention to one
amendment or to one issue, but there is no way to assure that the
Convention would obey. After a Convention is convened, it will
be too late to stop the Convention if we don't like its agenda.
The meeting in 1787 ignored the limit placed by the
Confederation Congress '"for the sole and express purpose.”

With George Washington as chairman, they were able to
deliberate in total secrecy, with no press coverage and no leaks.
A Constitutional Convention today would be a free-for=-all for
special interest groups, television coverage, and press

speculation.

Our 1787 Constitution was referred to by several of its
authors as a "miracle." Whatever gain might be hoped for from a
new Constitutional Convention could not be worth the risks
involved. A new Convention could plunge our Nation into
constitutional confusion and confrontation at every turn, with no
assurance that focus would be on the subjects needing attention.
I have discouraged the idea of a Constitutional Convention, and I
am glad to see states rescinding their previous resolutions
requesting a Convention. In these Bicentennial years, we should
be celebrating its long life, not challenging its very existence.
Whatever may need repair on ocur Constitution can be dealt with by

specific amendments.

Cordially,

Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly



1145 North 26 Street
Billings, MT 59101
February 11, 1993

State Administration Committee
Room 312, Montana State Capitol
House - Constitution Comm.
Helena, Montana 59101

Dear Richard Simpkins and Wilbur Spring,
Chalrman Vice Chairman

Regarding HJR 9, please inform the following, listed
below that we would like you to vote NO:--

Representatives Reverly Barnhart,
Ervin Davis
Patrick Galvin
Bob Gervals
Harriet Hayne
Gary Mason
Brad Molnar
Bill Rehbeln
Shella Rice
Sam Rose
Dore Schwinden
Carolyn Squires
Jay Stovall
Norm Wallin

We were told that if we called the Legislature we could
leave a message for three dlifferent Repres entates

which we did, and perhaps would have made morelong-distance
calls tut so mwuch time was lost after the telepone was
answered and before we cculd get through to the proper
extenslon that we are taking this means of expressing our
choice. Hopefully, this letter will be read before HIR 9
is voted on. We weren't given this information about
Friday' s meeting with Phyllis Schlafly in time do do
much more.

Thank ‘you for your kind consideration.

Very tryl rs ,
o/ ? &b%‘/
N and Mrs.’ R. N. Rertren



1607 Pinyon Drive
Laurel, Montana 59044

February 9, 1993

Representative Richard Simpkins

Capitol Station

Helena, Montana 59620

Dear Representative Simpkins:

We are writing you in regards to House Bill HJR 9 which will
call for a constitutional convention. We are vehemently opposed
to this bill or any bill that provides for any Constitutional
Convention.

This bill is unnecessary.

It is imperative as citizens and registered voters of Montana
that we make you aware of our position on key issues. Therefore,
we are registering our opposition with you to House Bill HJR 9
and urge you to VOTE NO on it! We will be closely monitoring the
progress of this and any related bill.

Respectfully Yours,

Keith Alan Rae Terry Ann Rae

e Q/%% 723
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1991 CONSTITUTIONAL éONV‘ENTION PACT SHEET

LIMITATION OF CONGRESSIONAL TERMS by Constitutional Amendment is the 1991 theme of the
campaign being waged by Jim Davidson's National Taxpayer’s Union and the National Tax Limitation
Committee %o promete a Constirutional Convention on any pretext that will catch on.

THREE STATES HAVE RESCINDED

1. FLORIDA, ALABAMA AND LOUISIANA havk rescinded their calls for & Constitutional
Convention to balance the Federal budget This leaves the U.S. § states away from the

required 34,
CONVENTION TRIED IN 1976

2, A NEW CONSTITUTION ¢alled a Constitution for the Newstates of America was
financed by the Rockefeller Poundadon and published In 1974. Nelson Rockefeiler,
then president of the U.S. Senate, engineered the Introduction of HCR 28 calling for an
unlimited convention In 1976. Public opposition defeated this effort and convention
backers went back to the states promoting a limited convention which we are facing
now,

THE NEWSTATES CONSTITUTION'S ASSAULT ON-THE BILL OF RIGHTS

3. GUNS . Article { - B Sec. 8 states “bearing of arms shall be confined to the police,
members of the armed forces, and those licensed under law." .

4, RELIGION - Article | - A Sec, 8 states *The practice of religion shall be privilegéd‘
Religious freedom would no longer be a right.

5. JURY TRAIL - Article VIII states that the judge decides If there is to be a jury.

6. SPEECH - Article 1 + A Sec. 1 states "Freedom of expression shall not be abridged
except in declared emergency.* ‘

OTHER DANGERS ' )

7. FARMS - Rexford Tugwell, the lead author of the Newstates Constitution sald that
private ownership of farms had not proved good for soclety.

8. DEPRESSION . Sen, Nancy Kassebaum's Committee on the Constitutional System says.
they want to wait until the U.S. Is In a 1929 type depression to call a conventon
becanse only then would the public accept the radical changes they want, so by
passing another convention call or by not rescinding and moving them another state
away from thelr goal we are encourtging them to force a depression on us.

9. SCHOOLS - Article I - A Sec. 11 says that Bree education would only be for these that
pass appropriate tests,

10,  ENTIRELY NEW CONSTITUTION PROMOTED - Henry Hazlitt an advisor to Jim
Davidson’s Nadonal Taxpayer’s Union has called for an “entirely new constitution® in

his book A New Constitution Now. .

11, Sen. Nancy Kassebaum's group, The Committee on the Corisdmﬂonal System Is on
record a3 wanting to use a convention to changa the U.S. to 3 PARLIAMENTARY

GOVERNMENT.



FROM: Charles Hunn, Jr,
3335 Timber Edge Dr,
Clinton, MT 59825

TO: MONTANA STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Attn: Chairman, Richard Simpkins

PLEASE VOTE "NO" FOR HJOR9 CALL FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL

CONVENTION.

Thank you.

Charles Hunn, Jr.



PROTECT OUR CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES
OF AMERICA
Voice of the “I AM,” July 1936, Page 22.

Blessed people of America! the Constitution of These
United States is the Instrument in the outer world, by which
the “Mighty I AM Presence” guards you, your families, your
homes, and your Liberty! It is the Giardian Presence for
our Beloved United States of America; and that is the same
to you as the house in which you live.

[ plead with you to use everything in your Life and
your world, to defend the Constitution of the United States
—to the utmost — against all attacks and changes; for as
surely as you live, there would be no Peace, Protection,
Supply nor Happiness for you and yours, unless That Con-
stitution remains as the Plan and Power, for governing those
who live within the borders of the United States of America!

Our Constitution is Perfect Enough and Powerful Enough
to govern the people of the United States and the Whole
Earth forever; if government officials and the people them-
selves will obey the Principles contained within It! The
Finest Array of Principles in the Universe, compiled into
any document will not produce Perfection, if no one obeys
them! The trouble is not with the Principles nor the Docu-
ment, but with the intent in the feeling of individuals to
give obedience to them, and thus be blest by them.

Where there is the Will to Obey the Constructive Law
of Life, Perfection is always experienced; and the DESIRE
to obey the Constitution must be generated and aroused
within the Hearts of the people themselves. Remember!
the operating of a govemment is but the reflection of men’s
minds, and the obedience or disobedience to Law, is the
reflection of men’s feelings. When the people themselves
demand that govemment officials obey the Principles in the
Constitution, only those who will obey, will be placed in
positions of authority, to run the machinery of the government.
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