
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 .cQnventionwould 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. 

Proponents' 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, attorney, 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 II runaway II 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 1S, 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 
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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. 

CHAIRMAN 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. Browo 7 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. Ar.mor to respond to Ms. Schlafly's 
comments. Mr. Ar.mor 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. Ar.mor'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 Profitsj 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 Sponsor: 

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 

Chair 

Secretary 
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SPECIAL COMMITIEE ON AGING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20610-2603 

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 pilot program to a permanent state 
service. In addition, House Bill 520 calls for the 
Department of Administration to establish uniform and 
"tiser 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, 

Senator 

eRB/snt 
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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. 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) 

I. 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 Slates (and previously the Colonies) since 1754 in Albany, New York. 

II. 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 HamUton, 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 Founders' Constitution, PhUip Kurland and Ralph Lerner, Editors, University of Chicago Press, 
Vol. I. pps. 185-187. 

m. 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 oj the Federal Constitution oj 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 beJore 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 ofthe remaining five 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 unfamiUar 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. 
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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-tenn 
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. I have 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 concerned, 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 hilr 
GIf:Ul£bMfffis; 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 SUPPORT OF HJR #9 
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Cliff ChristIan 
NatIonal Field Director 

Mr. Chairman, members of t.he Commit.t.ee, my name is Cliff Christ.ian. I 
am t.he Nat.ional Field Direct.or for t.he Nat.ional Tax Limit.at.ion 
Commit.t.ee and it.s grassroots arm, the American Taxpayers Federatioh. 
We are one of t.he largest. t.axpayer organizations in America. 

I have provided you a document in support of HJR # 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 
at.t.orney and a recognized authority on the Tax Limitation/Balanced 
Budget Amendment to the Constitution as well as the specifics of 
limiting a convention. 

Today's adult generation has set up an incredible array of social 
services and government programs, but we have decided not to pay fOl~ 

t.hem. 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 ta::<es, just to pay the interest on our current debt of $4 
t.rillion dollars. 

Unfortunately, our generation has been getting things for nothing for 
so long, t.hat 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. 
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Unless our genera~ion finally passes ~he Tax Limi~a~ion/Balanced 
Budge~ Amendmen~ ~o ~he Cons~i~u~ion, ~e ~ill be forced ~o defer ~his 
deb~ burden or deferred ~ax, ~o our children. Americans already kno~ 
~ha~ ~e are over~axed - ho~ do you ~hink our children ~ill feel ~hen 
~heir incomes are ~aken ~o pay for ~he services ~e have already 
exhaus~ed? 

The ,consequences could be devas~a~ing. Increased taxes on the next 
generation, as a resul~ our lack of fiscal responsibili~y, will 
decrease America's compe~itiveness, reducing business inves~men~s and 
jobs. Today, instead of accep~ing ~he financial responsibili~ies for 
our actions, ~e are playing Robin Hood - ~hat is ~e are stealing from 
the young and giving it ~o ourselves. 

Is ~he process reversible? Are America's youth destined to a 
governmen~ induced lci~er s~andard of living? No, ~hey are no~. I~ can 
be s~opped, bu~ only when ~e realize tha~ ~e canno~ persist in piling 
debt upon deb~. By passing HJR 9, Mon~ana can add .i~s voice ~o ~he 29 
o~her s~a~es ~ha~ have passed similar resolu~ions telling Congress and 
~he Presiden~ ~o spend less money, no~ more. 

Every family realizes it mus~ carefully priori~ize its spending needs. 
Governmen~, on ~he o~her hand, spends money on ~or~hy, bu~ unnecessary 
projec~s, and ~hen ~he books don'~ balance, i~ jus~ keeps on spending. 
By ~he passage of HJR 9, and finally, ~he Tax Limi~a~ion/Balanced 
Budge~ Amendment ~o the Cons~i~u~ion, ~e Americans ~ill become 
financially hones~ ~ith ourselves and start righ~ing ~he fiscal ~rongs 
~ha~ ~e have perpe~ra~ed upon our children. It is very cruel to ~rea~ 
our sons and daugh~ers as everflo~ing springs of ready cash. We have 
lived far ~oo long on credi~, hoping ~he deb~ ~ould someho~ disappear. 
I~ will no~ - our children ~ill be responsible for our indiscre~ions. 

Today's family of four already has a deferred tax against their home 
of $6.4,000, or ~o put. it. anot.her way - every man, ~oman and child in 
America must. pay an addi~ional $16,000 in t.axes because of our 
exist.ing $4 t.rillion dollar debt. And it's get.t.ing worse. According t.o 
t.he Congressional Budget. Office est.imat.es, in 1993, ~e ~ill add yet. 
anot.her $300 billion t.o t.his debt. burden. 

The ans~er is clear. By passing t.his resolut.ion and ~he Tax 
Limit.a~ion/Balanced Budge~ Amendment., ~e can begin t.o priorit.ize our 
needs and pay for ~ha~ ~e ~an~, ~hen ~e ~ant. it.. There is no myst.ery 
in putting this Nation's fiscal house in order. Getting to a balanced 
budget is simply a matter of polit.ical ~ill~ 
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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 oPPOSmON TO HJR9. 

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 WRITIEN 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_ ~ _ 

DATE 02/(:LIQ3 
-- H·J C; 



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 HJR9. 
THANK. YOU. 
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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 w9uld 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" be 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 
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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 opportunity 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. 

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. 
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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 Can 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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Weare 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 attorney, 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 suppons their view on 
a limited Constitutional Convention. 

A. I 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 afederal 
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 budget. 

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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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 t.he actions of a constitutional 
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 bea 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. 

Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly 
68 Fairmount 
Alton, IL 62002 
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TESTIMONY OF DON JUDGE ON IDR 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 HJR 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 tool 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. 
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Resolution No. 449 

CHAN0INr. THf. CONSTITUTION 

WHEREAS, ev'ery serviceman takes an oath to "f'I(;HT FOR, UPHOLD 
AND CEFEND THE CONSTITUT!ON OF THE UNITED $'rATF.S OF A:'\ERICA 
AGAINST ALL ENEMIES, FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC": and 

WHEREAS, we, of the Veterans of Foreign Ha.rs of the United 
Stat~s, need to keep faith with those who fought and died 
to preserve our freedoms guaranteed by our united States 
Con9titution: ~nd 

WHEREAS, attempts are being made to change the Constitution 
by covert political factions which are not working in our 
best interests AS a Nation, now, therefore 

3E IT RESOLVED, by -t.h~ ~Sth Nat.:.o.,al C,";lnv~,n!;ic>n '1Jf the. 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the ~nited St~te~, that we O?POg~ 
any attempt to a call fer a Const.it'.ltional C::"nvt:;r,~ivll .l!; ~'('jis 
..... ould 91ve our enemies fco;r. \,Jithir: 'li'ld ..,.,1.thout. the o~k.or!;l).nit.i 
to destroy our Nation. 

" , ", 
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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, 



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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Gerald W. McEntee 
President 

William lucy 
Secretary-Treasurer 

Vice Presidents 

Ronald C. Alexander 
Columbus, Ohio 

Dominic J. Badolato 
New Britain, Conn. 

Joseph Bolt 
Richmond, Ind. 

Joseph M. Bonavita 
Boston, Mass. 

George Boncoraglio 
New York, N.Y. 

Stephen M. Culen 
Chicago, JII. 

Albert A. Diop 
New York, N.Y. 

Danny Donohue 
Albany, N.Y. 

STUDY SHOWS HOW A FEDERAL BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT 
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 
damaging effects on the national economy, found that with such an amendment, the 
overall operating deficits of state and local governments would jump to $67 billion 
in 1995 and still be at almost $50 billion in the year 2000. 

The second part of the study delineates even further how a federal balanced budget 
amendment would wreak havoc on each state's economy. As with the first part, the 
study assumes the federal budget would be balanced by FY 1995 and that the 
balancing would be achieved by equal measures of spending cuts and tax increases. 

William T. Endsley 
Columbus, Ohio • While the exact impact would vary from state to state, all states would suffer 

severe economic adjustment in 1995. Personal income would be, on 
average, 8% - 14% below what it otherwise is expected to be in 1995. For 
many states, that means a loss of between $10 - $30 billion in personal 
income in that one year alone. 

James Glass 
Lansing, Mich. 

Stanley W. Hill 
New York, N. Y. 

Blondie P. Jordan 
Orlando, Fla. 

Edward J. Keller 
Harrisburg, Pa. • 

Joseph J. Kreuser 
Menomonee Falls, Wisc. 

Faye D. Krohn 
Kasota, Minn. 

Marilyn LeClaire 
Columbiaville, Mich. 

Joseph E. McDermott 
Albany, N.Y.. 

Donald G. McKee 
Des Moines, Iowa. 

Jack Merkel 
Trenton, N.J. 

Gary Moore 
Olympia, Wash. • 

Henry Nicholas 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Russell K. Okata 
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No state would be spared from serious job loss. On average, the number of 
jobs would drop between 2% - 4% below what WEFA otherwise predicts 
without a balanced budget amendment in place. With a balanced budget 
requirement, many states would have 100,000 fewer jobs in 1995 alone, and 
some states, such as California, would see a loss of over a half million jobs. 

The unemployment rate would also rise in each state. In some states, it 
would climb by as much as five percentage points above the rate WEFA 
forecasts the rate would be without a balanced budget amendment. 

Lower interest rates and inflation resulting from reducing the federal deficit 
would spur some states' construction and housing industries, but even that 
would not be uniformly true throughout the country. Many states would see 
even those sectors of their economies depressed throughout the 1990's as a 
result of the balanced budget amendment_ 

Even by the year 2000, 46 states and the District of Columbia would still face 
unemployment rates above what WEFA would otherwise forecast without a 
federal balanced budget amendment constraining their economies. 

Kathy J. Sackman 
Pomona,OJIif. 

Burhman D. Smith 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Maps and a table summarizing the study's key findings are attached, in addition to 
the full report. The first part of the study is available upon request. 

EXH!BIT ;3 Linda Chavez-Thompson 
San Anlonio, TelC, 

Garland W. Webb 
Baton Rouge, La • 

..... t 

JATE .J. /;:<-193 •.• _ 
H B I-C; /!.; q _____ c,,., 

in thepublie serviee 



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 
TOO (202) 659-0446 

Gerald W. McEntee 
President 

William Lucy 
Secretary-Treasurer 

Vice Presidents 

Ronald C. Alexander 
Columbus, Ohio 

Dominic J. Badolato 
New Britain, Conn. 

Joseph Bolt 
Richmond, Ind. 

Joseph M. Bonavita 
Boston, Mass. 

George Boncoraglio 
New York, N.Y. 

Stephen M. Culen 
Chicago, III. 

Albert A. Diop 
New York, N.Y. 

Danny Donohue 
Albany, N.Y. 

William T. Endsley 
Columbus, Ohio 

James Glass 
Lansing, Mich. 

Stanley W. Hill 
New York, N.Y. 

Blondie P. Jordan 
Orlando, Fla. 

Edward J. Keller 
Harrisburg, Pa. 

Joseph J. Kreuser 
Menomonee Falls, Wise. 

Faye D. Krohn 
Kasota, Minn. 

Marilyn LeClaire 
Columbiaville, Mich. 

Joseph E. McDermott 
Albany, N.Y. 

Donald G. McKee 
Des Moines, Iowa 

Jack Merkel 
Trenton, N.J. 

Gary Moore 
Olympia, Wash. 

Henry Nicholas 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Russell K. Okata 
Honolulu, Hawaii 

George E. Popyack 
Belmont, Calif. 

Joseph P. Puma 
Albany, N.Y. 

Thomas R. Rapanotti 
Baltimore, Md. 

Joseph P. Rugola 
Columbus, Ohio 

Kathy J. Sackman 
Pomona, Calif. 

Bumman D. Smith 
Philadelphia, Pa. 

Linda Chavez-Thompson 
San Antonio, Tex. 

Garland W. Webb 
Baton Rouge, La. 

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, WEF A 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 WEF A study: 
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The nation's economic output would drop sharply under the balanced budget 
scenario: real Gross Domestic Product (GOP) 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 econo~y . 

. 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 WEF A 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 thi& 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 
impossibili ty . 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 ~endment, 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 HJR 9 and no to an ill-conceived constitutional convention . 
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Montana Shooting Sports Association 
P.o. Box 4924 • Missoula, Montana 59806 • (406549-1252) 

Supporting the Rights of Gun Owners in Montana 

MSSA POSITION STATEMENT - HJR 9 

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

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 responsible 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 conventions. 

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 father57 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 
National Rifle Association of America 

Founder and Chairman: Constitutionalists 
United Against a CONstitutional CONvention 
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Testimony: Dorothy Traxler - Missoula 

Chairman & Members of the Committee: 

I am the wife of a military manJ who spent 31 years protecting the freedoms of 
our U.S. ConstitutionJ its structure & special priviJedges which make this country 
the envy of the world. 

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

Using Article 5J in partJ though it says 2/3 of several states sha11 ca11 a 
convention for amendmentsJ the State Legislatures think they wi11 have the final 
determination on passage of what wi11 actual1y become lawJ BUT Article 5 
al10ws State Conventions to by-pass the State Legislatures. 

Our present Montana Constitution was enacted tota11y 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 to our U.S. Constitution. 

I urge you to vote NO on tlJR 9 I 

I Thank you for your service to our State. 
EXHIBIT f : 
DATE ~ 1c2/93 -
HB I+J"R q 

Dorothy Trax ler / . 
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\~E, TIlE urlDERSIGNED CITIZENS or TilE UtHTED STI\TES /\rIO RESIDENTS OF PARK COUNn. 
LOVE AND REVERE OUR CONSTITUfIOfl AND CONSIDER IT OUR SACRED DUTY TO DEFEND IT. 

M HE ALSO COtISIDER IT THE SACRED DUTY OF OUR LEGISLATORS, BOTH FEDERAL ArID STATE, 
TO DEFEND THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. 

viE THEREFORE CALL UPON OUR STATE SEtiATOR, PETE STORY, TO VOTE AGAIrlST TH~ RESOLUTIOn 
BEFORE HIM WHICH IS CALLING FOR A FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

HE CONSIDER THE GALLING OF TIllS CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION A STRATEGY OF FORCES 
.. WISHING TO REWRITE OUR CONSTITUTIorl HIIICH ARE USING THE ARGUMErn THAT ONLY BY 

CALLING SUCH A CONVENTION WILL A BALANCED BUDGET AMEtiDMENT BE PASSED. 
HE CONSIDER THIS A CLASSIC EXI\r-1f1LE OF OPErIlNG TIlE DOOR TO SO~IETHrrIG BAD IN THE 

ill NMIE OF Sor'IETIlItIG GOOD. ALL rHEV IOIlS FEDERAL I\f·tENor·tErns HAVE BEEN PASSED 

.. 

.. 

HITHOUT CALLING A COtISTITUTlOtII\L CmIVEnTION. THERE IIASN"T BEEN A CONVENTION 
CALLED IN 200 YEARS AND THERE SIIOULD riOT BE ONE. 

tiM1E ADDRESS 
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Pd !Of by Eleanor SchleHeUn. E.gle Forum. 
Emigr .... Brench. 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 Amendmentl, and the resolution is now before the Montana Senate; 

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

- if 34 states pass the resolution, 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' Budget 
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 Convention, 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 public hearing on 
it at 10:00 a.m. on Monday, March 16th, at the State Capitol. You may call either Senator at 444~800. You are en
couraged to attend the hearingl 

* • * • • • • • • • • • • • 

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)1 

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

I NAME ADDRESS 
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1 am nn Rmericun who cherishes the Constitution of the United States of 
I 

• H fll e r' i c (). • :r o. fl'1 O. 1 s () t n i~ fl'j 0 t h t~ to. 0 ·f ~; chi 1 d r' E: n [.,1 h CI :r h () p e t,,1 ill b e o. b 1 e "r'I cl 
worth~ to live in u countr~ as dedicated to presE:rving our inalienable 
rights tOda~ as it was in 1776. 

:r h o. I) E: r' e D. ;j 0. n ;j ::: t u d i t~ d thE: (,,I r' i tin -:;1 ~: .;:, .~ fil 0. n ~ 0 f the 9 to. e o. t ffl e n 1.,,1 h 0 

frumed our constitution which has given us unexcelled inner-peace and 
prosperity. Men such as Jefferson and Madison whOSE: depth and breadth 
of learning wus of a caliber seldom seen todaY. These men studied \)olumes 
of writings on -:;1overnment und history -- many writings were even studied 

HS a result of this intensive studY they knew 
well the conse9uences of politic~l power: which systems of government 
F 0 s t e 1-' t:! d t \::1 r' o. n n '::I :' f:' Co t) i~ to. t '::I (,1 n d to. i: t .. ' 0 1 u t :i 0 n (J. n d (,.I h :l c: h :,' '::1 ~:. t E: fil s 0 f 0:;1 0 I.) e too. n fft e n t 
f 0 s t t:! t-"2 d p e 11. c: E? :' P to. o~:. F"2 too. :i t ':::1 O. n d lIb i: to. t '::1 " T h E~ Con~:: tit 1 . ..1 t :i 0 n 0 -F t r'i >:2 Un i t e (:! 

is the product ot 1.-_,+.- ·.It-I~_',-_->.1,_~·.il.)I._~ _~i .. ·! .. ol.1' .. _~ n~Iri 
~ '1_ , •• 1._ 9~"?n:iLi:::,* H 1 ~:::tOt""::I ho.s 

I proven our system o-F government does indeed foster prospe~it~. 

Let us not put this document into the hands of those of infe~ior learning 
and abilit~ and of 9uestionuble (at best unFroven) motives. 

Their may be some who in viewing the problems besetting this countr~ c 1 (1, 1 iii 

I that these problems are rooted ln the constitutIon. How unlearned these 
!=' t~ 0 F 1 ~:~ G. (' e ~ '~1 0 () k :i n t 0 h:~~:: t D r' 1::1 r' ~:: i" t t~ G. 1 s tho. -t the r;· r' () b 1 e fit S < sue h 0. S the 
n~tional debt) developed when we allouwed special interests to lay aside 

the cOnstltution and the limited federal sFendin9 therein allowed. 
1 s '-~ b ffl itt h (). t the con :3 tit lA t 1 0 r'l i ~:: n <:) t 'fJ. i :t :~ n ':~ -;: b ioA -t -::: h (), t i,'.1 >? O. (. e f o. iIi n 9 the 
Con s tit i..l t ion n f~ ~:: ,J 0 h t'l i~ d G. ~'i ::: s 0. i d," Ci i .. ,1 (. ~ C D n ~:. -t: :i t utI,) n 1 .. .1 G. i:: fi': e n t "F 0 t" o. 
iii 0 t"· 0. 1 o. n d t'" e 1 :i '" :i \:1 IA ~:. F:' i~ 0 F 1 i~ n I t i ~:: 1 .. .1 h 0 :[ 1 ':::I :i n G. d e "'II".! o. t. t:! tot h E! '] 0 I.,.' e to, n in e n t <:> f 
o. n I~; 0 t h ~~ r' II II I t :L ~:: (J. t i f11.2 0 ~F c r' :i tic (J. 1 c h 0 :i c ~:: for' 1::1 () 1...1 0, n d (!. 1 1 H rfl e ~'" i C (1. n s ,. 
We must either choose t.o live und encourage hDnest, moral behavior and thus 
F' r"' e ~:. F.! r \,.' ~2 t h ~? l:i b E~ (. t '::I ~:. 0 iii 0. n ':::1 S (), C t'" :i -F 'l c i:! c! ~:: 0 f;'1 \..1 c: b·:: I') t·, I,:' to. ;,'! I:! 1 .. .1 i I :[ :' e c h 0 0 S i n9 

to condone o.nd encourage all maner of wrong doins tho.t necessitates henv~
handed gonvernment. 

I believe that th2 ma)orit~ of Hmerico.ns are good o.nd with encourage
ment cap~ble of the self-government provided in our constitutIon. 
I challange the legislators to have the courage to caste aside the 
pressures o-F 5pecio.l interests (no matter how good the cause) seeking funds 
to further their own causes and spend and legislated in accordance with the 
strict limits of powe~ and spending provided by and understood b~ our 
founding -Fathers. It is not time to rewrite tne Constitution but t.o 
r'estot-'e it. 

[)ebie Bi'M'l~:'C()e 

EXH I B IT---:~~/ __ _ 

DATE :L/(;;./f3 
H S,--:.H-J.--;---;:"..-f<-,;;;."i 1~ __ 
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Nkt1E: DATE: ell, !_9_~ __ 
ADDRESS: 

PHONE: __ 0!.-,;O;,....6_-3~3-=3;,....-.....!r(--=-9---;/,,t-zt _______________ _ 

RE? RESENTING WHOM? __ S-",~.....;L~{"-______________ --,,,,"-_ 

~ 

i 
i 
i 

AP PEARL NG ON WH I eH PROPOSAL: _--"If-:..!--~\T~f(..::.--..LI-----':"' ______ --- I 
DO YOU: SUPPORT? AMEND? OPPOSE?)( i 
COMMENT:, :r do J1.i5f tva«.:{ <Z ~ C!IYl~', I 

~;::;J;;;t~ ~~i 
~K:rFr-~ i 

______ ~ ____________________________ i 

j 

----..---..---..----------------------~ 

~ 
----------------------------------------------------
---------------..------..--------------~ 

~ 
PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~1ITTEE SECRETARY. 

I 
EXHIBIT- J2 
DA TE J./I:J./q 3 l 
HB !±:J(( t 
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PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATE11ENTS WITH THE CO;1!1ITTEE SECRETARY. 
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• 

~?~SENTING ~OM?~~~~e~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~_ 

APPEARING ON MilCH PROPOSAL:~-+~-(~;e-',--r~~~~:t~~--~~~--~-
00 YOU: SUPPORT? ______ __ AMEND? ------- OPPOSE? 

COMMENT: 
" 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~1ITTEE SECRETARY. 
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DATE: 
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EXH!BIT ;;S' 
D X;- ::: ;;,.. /1.2., /q 3 

H B I-kr R.. q 



p:ni'S sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

,..-:-- 0/ / 
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--~7~-----------------~-----
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---- ------ -------

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~U1ITTEE SECRETARY. 
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COMMENT: _ 7 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~1ITTEE SECRETARY. 



cnrrs sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

Nh!'1E : DATE: c2:- 1/ -93 

ADDRESS: p.O· \ODY Lf3s- rr'Yg,--cevvri-: 
. 7 I 

PIIONE, fto G) '533---'19"85' 
• 

RE?RESENTING WHOM? <;.e..( f 
--~~~----------------------------~----

AP PEARl NG ON WH I CH PROPOSAL: _---I..H-.:..-.:J:::...-__ R_9.+--__ ....-:-_______ _ 

DO YOU: SUPPORT? ---- AMEND? ---- OPPOSE? -------

COMMENT,', C tca...t;Mj tfw: CCh d,''fr .. jj Cb. w t& ( d k~ __ 
1) 4'1 k(?=' s O-rt of ~ ,,/ tI c I~ a=w-:: __ _ 

&m of- i-I!rJLrnht411T {J~ ~ h-'Y&rs 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO:U1ITTEE SECRETARY. 



p.-rrrs sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

Nk~E: __ mLj fl zl~,: DATE:M//A 3 

ADDRESS: V 3 0\5 11)- '1 Z{ !3f!!7vn7.a?,., 1'[1/; f' 7 /5'-
C·/· 

PHONE: 7 ;-J . \ ? .j> ~ {; . 

RE? RESENTING WHOM?_--=:J-~~ _____________ ----''----_ 

APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOS /iTH9. 
DO YOU: SUPPORT? ___ _ AMEND? ----

/" 

OPPOSE? \/ 

NO'/' 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~1ITTEE SECRETARY. 



("I:"rrrs sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

ADDRESS: c:3 22 So I • f/at ,1t 

PHONE: 2.22-/,f 19 , 

• 

DATE: ~j3 

1./t/I/fjdtJu Ii1T .5"9qztZ 

~?~SENTING ~OM?~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

AP PEARl NG ON WH I CH PROPOSAL: -+6A..L..:;.'JL:R::::"-'-Lf~~~-.:-~~~~~ _ __ _ 

DO YOU: SUPPORT? ---- AMEND? ---- OPPOSE? -----

COMMENT: 
.OS -. , 

'4~ ?k.~fa~u._
~&t. sf1~ de ~ til tUt~ 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY P~?ARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~~ITTEE SECRETARY. 



crITrs sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

NA."1E: J :5,I?~ {)/tV}, E lJ. 7) / Ie K E,« S . DATE: P c/3 I 

PHONE : ____ 7J_j_3_-_4_7~j_z.._-_______________ i 
~?~SEN!ING ~OM?~~~y~S~E_L~F ______________ =_~1 

APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOSAL:_H_J_I1----!.7 ___ --.:...-______ '_-1 
DO YOU: SUPPORT? ___ _ AMEND? ----

PLEASE LEAVE ANY P~?ARED STATEMENTS --

OPPOSE?_V_' ___ ~ 

I 

I 



(rrtt's sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

Nh.t1E: ~~del/ \J, 601 dart DATE:~?3 
ADORES S : -.J..oP~O"",,-,--! .....:...B-L.:O~x~·-.L....lo1 O~· 6.-..:.2---+-1. -=E-=-M,.l...;l~Go::W.R.:::...LA:::::l.iN~I_, ~M!....!.T ___ 5LJ.9~O~2-+:7.,--' _ 

PHONE : _-..:(:....-Lt+--::o~, <0'1-) ____ 3:;.o.-3.6.-~'-L±-+--· t.o=-4t}_9L..-.-_____ _ 
• 

~?~SENTING ~OM?~~~~~~(~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

AP PEARl NG ON WH I CH PROPOSAL: _~=H.1......I..:'--~)t...JR~, -9+-----'-~~~~~-__ _ 
DO YOU: SUPPORT? 

-~~-

AMEND? ---- OP P~S E ?---",6----,='->.....-__ 

COMMENT: 

B{\LA\..)(f:D BUnG£T A.l.J.:£;)..ID~\ENT U6J A$ E-L\1::\.\ lJ ME]) 

EbJTl R&~l.l, J~-\\~ I S A p-A;~,SJ><:>RAS :Box- W+-\lL:ti 

L.=\JA}4GES TD THE; -:DE:-TR\\..A.E:.bJT OF TH-e .A~tRlCAW 
rEo Pl E::: ( 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEHENTS WITH THE CO;-'lHITTEE SECRETARY. 

:::/:;:3:T ,_'-,-i~'3 __ -
D:ne d ]l¥ Iq3 
HB K.TIC 9 z _ 



r:rltt's sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

, 

NAME:_L~ "i.A71~ 
~ I ~ , 

ADDRESS ~-- (p f\ (~ ! & d 'f 

DATE: ,;2.-11- 73 

g~ dl1?: .;d""'t u.d-..! 
PHONE: c:1ero - :5 33- i-a--rJ y~ 

~?~SENTING ~OM?~~~~'_~~I/_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~z~~ 
I ~/ 

APPEARING ON WHICH PROPOSAL:_...!tI-I...;;::.~::.-'_/2~~9~_.....:-~ _______ -

DO YOU: SUPPORT? AMEND? OPPOSE? V. ---- ----

/.) 0 II. _ ~I ,~---- /lJ -, / 
() ~, /f~~ //1/0 I , 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO~1ITTEE SECRETARY. 

··.,·,I·D' 'n 
~,~'1~~~' I -·-02.--'It~:l-lq-3---

HB thTR. 9 



p:'ITrs sheet to be used by those testifying on a bill.) 

NA. ... E : __ -2ij.&+1:J. II. /3 0 A r7 <k k-e... r DATE: .:2./1 r/£3-
liDO RES S : I'. tY . 8 ='f . i'a ~ -E !t:l (f y- a. J7 t; t1 t. L"yo- :z. 7~·-· _ 

PHONE: (£o") '3 3 3 - wf 7' t t 7 

~?~SENTING ~OM?~~~~_e~~/_7~C~~~~~~~~~~~~~,~~ 

AP PEARl NG ON WH I CH PROPOSAL: ~~L-/-.:'.J~J~R~---I-9--.;..~~~~~_ 

PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STAT~~ENTS WITH THE CO~~ITTEE SECRETARY. 
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ADDRESS: 

DATE;;?d-(t, 73 

V?{), t3.-tf $2 -~4~ SP (7.2 7-,......-. .. -

PHONE :_--:3::........:3::....3~---:{.L:z=.-· r;~8!.......:::~::.....-______________ _ 
• 

RE?RESENTING ImOM? 7h~ 
WHICH PROPOSAL: '7"J ~ Ii? 9 ( 

--~-~~~=-~~--~------------------
APPEARING ON 

DO YOU: SUPPORT? AMEND? OPPOSE? )( 
\. 

c OMMENT: . = -, 
~ 

I 

~~ ~;,L- /Y7.d-' k 
u-a. .... 1'''" ).dJd. 4... O.akd,q .iIh?4L . • 

cv",d. .c1tJ /I d d...&aa '}'" ""o<Q", ~/J Ljl-~'" t'. {"d./ 

4;;t;:::~~::::'f~ 
, 

, 
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PLEASE LEAVE ANY PREPARED STATEMENTS WITH THE CO:11·n TTEE SECRETARY. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VISITOR REGISTER - LETTERS 

STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE HJR #9 FEBRUARY 12, 1993 

NAME AND ADDRESS 

Edna Huntington 
Box 417 
Trego, MT 59934 

Judith Kaye Heit 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Patricia Ries 
6850 Green Meadow Drive 
Helena, MT 59601 

Stanford Helgerson 
510 North Broadway 
Belgrade, MT 59714 

Phil Baerlocher 
Box 208 
Frenchtown, MT 59834 

Florence Wilson 
3049 Sourdough Road 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Leonard and Denise Koziol 
1109 18th Street West 
Billings, MT 59102 

Jan Foust 
3767 Blackwood Road 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Patricia Evans 
214C South 16th Avenue 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Paul L. Lochridge 
4713 Itana Circle 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Kate Stackhouse 
P.O. Box 231 
Fortine, MT 59918 

Suzanne Horton 
2813 Fairway Drive 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

REPRESENTING POSITION 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 



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 - HJR9 

February 17, 1993 

NAME AND ADDRESS 

Roberta Willman 
Monte Rene Willman 
J.R. Willman 
Plevna, MT 59344 

Gordon Helgerson 
P.O. Box 569 
Manhattan, MT 59741 

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

Irene Schmidt 
607 Bluebird Lane 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Janet Seagraves 
120 Apple House Lane 
Missoula, MT 59802 

Aubyn Curtiss 
Former Legislator 
Fortine, MT 59918 

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

Carol Kinneburger 
845 Bitterroot 
Marion, MT 59925 

REPRESENTING 

self 
self 
self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

POSITION 

oppose 
oppose 
oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 





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, 

~v~ -ci~L. 
Aubyn Curtiss 
former legislator 
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Representative Richard Simpkins 
Capitol Station 
Helena, Mt. 59620 

Dear Representative Simpkins: 

11150 Horseback Ridge 
Missoula, Mt. 59801 
February 8, 1993 

Please do not support HJR-9, 
convention. 

the call for a constitutional 

The U.S. Constitution is a r~~ark3ble document, written by 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 
background in public administration, it is apparent 
constitutional convention is not warranted. 

with 
that 

If this effort 
balanced-budget 

is being driven by the 
amendment, this can 

questionable need for 
be handled without 

constitutional convention. 

Sincerely, 

Vito A. Ciliberti, Jr. Ph.D. 

a 
a 

a 
a 



Dear Representative Simpkins, 

6850 Green Meadow Drive 
Helena, MI' 59601 
February 10, 1993 

It was with concem 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 HJR9 requesting a Constitutional Convention for a Balanced 
Budget. 

Sane people are preaching the virtues of a balanced budget and the 
political desirability of mandating one. It appears they haven't 
done their hanework! The enclosed news sheet, althOugh printed a few ".: 
years back holds infonnation just as true today. 

The fonner 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 tFien sending to the States for ratification. 

Please consider well the many possible effects -- and vote ID to HJR9. 

Respectfully, 

~~~a)>Z~ 



Suzanne Horton 
2813 Fairway Dr. 

Bozeman, MT 59715 
(406)585-7420 

State Administration Committee 
Montana State Capitol 
Helena, Montana 

Dear Administration Committee Member: 

February 11, 1993 

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, 
-j 1 

/ ! 

/ ~irt~ 



1993 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION FACT SHEET 

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

Convention to balance the Federal bUdget. This leaves the U.S. S states away from the 
required 34. 

CONVENTION TRIED IN 1976 

A 

2. A NEW CONSTITUTION called a Constitution tor the Newstates of America was financed 
by the Rockefeller Foundatlon and published in 1974. Nelson Rockefeller t then president of 
the U.S. Senate. engineered the intrcx1uction of HCR 28 calling for an unlimited convention 
in 1976. Public opposition defeated this ettort and convention backers went back to the 
states promising a limited 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. ,t 

4. RELIGION • Article I • A Sec. 8 states "The pl"aCtice of religion shall be privileged." 
Religious freedom would no lonser be a right. 

S. JUR. Y 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, said that private 

ownership of farms had not proven ,ood for society. 

8. DEPRESSION· Sen. Nancy Kassebaum's Committee on the Constitution.al System says 
they want to wait unttl the U.S. is in a 1929 type depression to call a convention because 
only then would the public accept the radical changes they want, so by passini another 
convention call or by not rescinding and movins 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 UDioll. has called for an "entirely new constitution" in his 

. book A Hiw 'Constitutionliow, . '~' 

11. Sen. Nancy 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. STA TES 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 tor 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. 

1S. 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 a constitutional amendment is needed because a law 
can be ignored. They miss the fact that the existence of foreign aid requires that the 10th 
Amendment be isnored. 

18. LA WS REPEALED • Some argue that a constitutional amendment is needed because a . 
law can be repealed. Prohibition waf a constitutional amendment and it was repealed. 

CONGRESS HAS NO OPTION AFI'ER THE 34th CALL 
19. NO OPTION - Some 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 AS SOCIA nON 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 Hatoh told Congress that a convention limited to one amendment 
would be lIa farce,'1 

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

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

STATE LEGISLATURES CAN BB BYPASSED 
24. RATIFICATION· Article V gives Congress the power to bypass the state legislatures in 

favor of state ratifying conventions. 

--~-.,.--. --.... " 



102D OONGRESS 
1ST SESSION S.214 

tI 

To provide proaedur., tor c&JUne Federal constitutional convention. under llticle 
V for the purpose of propoainc amendments to lhe United State" Constitution. 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 
JANVAIT 16 (lelilla.tive d&y, JANUAAY 8),1991 

Mr. HATOH (Jor himseU and Mr. THUSKONl) introduced the {ollowin, bill; which 
was reid twice and referred to the conuruU.1 on the Judiciary 

A BILL 
To provide procedures for calling Federal constitutional conven· 

tions under article V for the purpose of proposing a.mend
ments to the United State; Conltitution. 

1 B, it .nacud by tlas SB11(Jte a.nd HO'tUf of Rtpr!,mta. 

2 lieu of tM Un.ited Sf,(J,l" of AfMriC4 in Oort,g'rU, (Usemblsd, 

8 That this Aot ma.y be oited as the "Constitutional Oonvention 

4 Implementation Act of 1991". 

5 APPLIOATIONS FOB OONSTITUTIONAL OONVENTION 

8 SlIIO. 2. (a,) The legisl&ture or a. Sta.te, in making appli .. 

7 cation to the Oongres. for & oonatitutional convention under 

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

9 purpose of proposing one or more specifio 8.l1l.endments, shall 

10 adopt a. resolution pursuant to this Aot 8ta.ting, in substance, 
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Opp0ge Fetle,.,1 
Con9titutiongl Convention 

Ba/anced BUdget? YES! 
Con 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 resolved. If 34 state legislatures deliberately and 
III 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·consitulional roulette, or brinksman· 
ship if you will, a stumbling toward a constitutional con· 

iiIII vention that more resembles bliridman's bluff than serious 
attention to deliberate revision of our basic law. 

There is a precedence for that happeningl True'? There 
:' is only one precedent for a Federal Con Con, and that is 

,

" 'the Constitutional Convention of 1787 and it was indeed 
a runaway convention. It violated its orders to merely 
amend the old Articles of Confederation, i;lnd then wrote 

" the US. Constitution. 

.. The Framers of the Constitution 
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. 
III 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 

. of Confederation and adopt a new Constitution. A com· 
, 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 

ill 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· 
- ·Iion had convened. Thus there is no assurance Ihat all 

facets of American law, government, and the civil rights 
of the U.S. citizens could not be opened to debate and 
possible revision by a runaway convention. 

The situation is unlike state constitutional conventions, 
.. 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 
of state consitutional conventions, most of which have 

iii been general and unlimited. 

,-ih:-SOWTloNi;rnoc'ATIc5N, 
" If enough Ameri~ans understood Americanist prin· t 
lilt ciples. no force on earth would be able to trick them intot 
t surrendering their birthright. Not during the Constitutional, 
, Bicentennial·not ever. , 

Gary Benoit t 
The New American, 2·10·87 1 

(.-,~~~ ...... ~ ... .--. ... ~~ .......... ~..-.~ 
- 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 
IIIiIII 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. 

r~""'~'-'~'-"~""''-'~~~~'''''~ 
, People usually pay little attention to the things which. 
, serve them best. Almost every American born takes the' 

t Constitution as a matter of course. What the absence of t 
Constitutional guarantee means, most Americans may not t t know, but their European ancestors did. 

, 'Key to the Constitution , 
, by Francis Harley 
"..~~~~~.-..-.~ ..... ~ ..... ~~ .... ~ 

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

James Madison argued that the accumulation of 
legislative, executive, and judicial powers in the same 
hands is "the very definition of tyranny:' 

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 reo 
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. 

BEWAREII 
The Committee on the Constitutional system (C.C.S.) 

aims to ch,:mge the structure of the U.S Government by 
eliminating the Separations of Powers and replacing it with 
a European Parliamentary System. 

BEWAREI 
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 
US. 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. 

(I) They argue single·mlndedly 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· . 
Iy, 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 
pre~ed about the dangers of Con Con say th~ really don't 
want Con Con and that it won't happen IInyway, t~ey 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 fundrals· 
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 f, 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. 

BEWAREI 
The Committee on the Constitutional System (C.C.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 in~ludes words like "problem", "crisis", 
"reform", and "defects." 



"Stumbling toward a Convention'! 

r--PLANsroREWRITE--' 
• THE CONSTITUTION , 

'

An amazing group of prominent and powerful persons I 
is waiting in the wings to bring about a radical restruc· t 

'turing of our U.S. Constitution. Just to call the roll of t~e 
big names is enough to reveal wh.at enormous pow:r I.n • 

'business, finance, the media, politics. and academIa IS 

'

behind this plan. . , 
The co'chalrmen of this group are C Douglas DIllon, t 

'former Secretary of the Treasury and a powerful Wall 

'

Street figure, Lloyd N. Cutler, former counsel to then, 
President Jimmy Carter. Others participating In working t 

• panels include former Defense Secretary Robert 
McNamara, former Sen. J. William Fullbright, Con· t 

'gressman Henry Reuss, and representatives from the 

'

Brookings Institution, the Rockefeller Foundation, the t 
Woodrow Wilson Center, the Sloan Foundation, and the t 

'University of Chicago Law School. 

• 
It would be premature to ~~y that the.~ollowi~~ are final t 

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 consensu~ 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. 

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. 

BEWAREI 
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. 
BEWAREI 

BEWAREI 

Electing delegates to Con con'J~ 
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 kno.w~ how the delegates ~ou!d be selected, WIoJ::' 
would be ehglble, or from what dlstncts they wouid ~ 
chosen. <, 

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

The delegates would have a plausible constitutio 
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 I 
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 sup ret 
authority by virtue of its direct authority from t 
"people." 

Citizens to Protect the Constitution 

Professor Lawrence H. Tribe of the Harvard Law sChol 
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 Court 
itself. The outcome would be constitutiohal upheaval" 
all levels. I (2) Increase the terms of U.S. House members from two, 

to four years, 'with all elections held In presidential elec· Proponents for calling for a Con Con claim it can be ARTICLE V 
I tlon years. t limited to one Amendment. Who knows what a Con Con MEN D E 

(3) Force the American people to cast a single vote for, would do? Chairman of the National Commlsion on the CONSTITUTION, HOW A t a package slate consisting of the president, vice.pre~ident, Bicentennial of the United States Consitution, Warren The Congress, whenever two.thlrds of both houses sh 

t and the voter's own House and perhaps Senate candIdates. I Burger-former Chief Justice of the Supreme. Court, deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this Co 
(4) Eliminate the present prohibition against members, speaking at Wayne State University said, "There Is no way stitution, or, on the application of the Legislatures of tw . I of Congress serving as Presidential Electors. to put a muzzle on a Constitutional Convention," (Detroit thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for pro. 
(5) Change II large number of U,S, House seats from I Free Press) posing amendments, which in either case, shall be valid I election by district to election "at large" In order to in· to all interests and purposes, as part of this Constitutio " 

I crease the possibility that the political party that wins the' DON'T TAKE RISKS WITHOUT KNOWING when ratified by the Legislatures of three.fourths of t 
White House will also control Congress, and that the at· , THE GENUINE HAZARDS several states, or by conventions in three.fourths there 

, large members would be more likely to take a "nation· as the one of the other mode of ratification may be pro. 

'

wide view" of the Issues. ,A SOLUTION posed by the Congress; provided that no amendment 
(6) Devise a "more realistic, feasible". ":,et~od Of, Legislatures should send an Amendment or Resolution which may be made prior to the year one thousand eigl , 

• Presidential removal by an extraordinary maJonty In both petitioning Congress to adopt an Amendment to Balance hundred and eight shall In any manner affect the first an 

t houses of Congress. ., the Budget. BUT strike out any words that refer to "Con fourth clauses In the Ninth Section of the First Articl 
(7) Permit the President to dissolve Congress (when he Con" (Constitutional Convention) _ DELETE "Con Coni" and that no State, without Its consent, shall be deprived 

f thinks Congress Is "Intractable") and call for new congres· , of Its equal suffrage In the Senate. 

sional elections. I HAVE' YOU HEARD ABOUT 
, (8) Reduce the two·thirds requirement for Senate Amendments may be added to the Constitution in tw 

t ratification of treaties to a simple majority only. ,CON CON? ON RADIO? TV? READ ways. If two.thirds of the Representatives and two.thir 
(9) Give the President an item veto over the budget. IT? OR IS THIS NEWS TO YOU? of the Senators In Congress agree to an amendment, It , 
(l 0) Give the President the power of the legislative veto. I is sent to the state legislatures. If the amendment Is ap. 

, (11) Eliminate the 22nd Amendment that limits, "The 1979 California drive (for a Con Con) failed- proved by the state legislatures or by conventions calle. 
Presidents to two terms. mainly I believe because the California Legislature was for this purpose In three. fourths of the states, the amen 

, (12) Eliminate the Electoral College and allocate each, the first to hold serious hearings on the risks as well as ment is added to the Constitution. p, 

State's electoral votes directly. the benefits of the convention." If two.thirds of the state legislatures ask for an amen . I (13) If no candidate receives a majority of the electoral I Gerald Gunther· William Nelson Cromwell ment Congress shall call a meeting to propose the 

'

college vote, then elect the President and Vice.p~esident I Professor of Law at Stanford Law School ame~dment. If three.fourths of the states, throu h thei 
at a joint session of both houses of Congress, WIth each legislatures or conventions, agree to the amendment, 

I member having one vote (instead of the present system' Thirty·two state have passed resolutions requesting is added to the Constitution. 
of one vote per state). , Congress to call a Constitutional Convention for the pur· Article V of the Constitution lists two exceptions for a 

, (14) Eliminate the requirement that appropriation bills pose of submitting a Constitutional Amendment to reo ding amel)dments. No amendment could prohibit the im. 

I must originate in the U.S. House of Representatives. , quire a Federal Balanced Budget. Article V of the U.S. portatlon of slaves until 1808. No amendment shall take 
(15) Overturn the Buckley vs. Valeo Supreme Court Constitution makes it mandatory that if 34 states pass away from any state, without its consent, equal numb I decision that upheld the right of individuals to contribute I such resolutions Congress "shall" call a Convention for' of Senators in Congress. 

I to political campaigns. I proposing Amendmen~ 
(16) Force the taxpayers to finance Congressional elec· Elson in his History of the United States, says: Never 

, 
tion campaigns so that political expenditures by the can., HOW MUCH $$ WOULD A CON CON COST THE before in the history of man, had a government struck so 
didate and by political action committees can be limited, TAXPAYERS? UGHI OUCHI fine a balance between liberty and union, between stat" 

, or prohibited. rights and national sovereignty yet there is little in ou, 

t (17) Reduce the cost of Presidential and CongressiOnal, Once 34 proper applications for a convention are before Constitution that was created by its framers ... they glea 
elections by holding them at irregular intervals so that Congress, Congress is under a duty to call a convention ed from history, from the mother.land, and especially 

, the date would not be known very far in advance. I and does not have a legitimate discretion to ignore the from the various State Constitutions. 
(18) Give the federal govemment-instead of the state, applications. The delegates who framed the Constitution wer,. I governments-the power to regulate and supervise cities. gloomy about its prospects and many people to wholT(il> 

t And there is much, much more. I A convention for which there are no guidlines as to what it was submitted were not enthusiastic. When the Conven . 
Meanwhile, other groups of people who want ~ balanc· I its scope shall be, as to how the delegates are to be tion ended, the important question was wether the state 

'ed budget amendment have g~tte~ 32 state legl.slatures selected, and as to how long It shall meet, are among would ratify its work. 

t to ask Congress to call a ConstItutIOnal Convention. Our I many questions. Two objections were widespread: The document con. 
present Constitution pr~,vides tha~,if 34 states pass .such ______________ ., tained no Bill of Rights (afterward adopted); and the Cen 

'

a resolution, Congress shall call such a conventIon. 'r Id b /., tral Government would unsurp State power. The questiOl 
And all ready to take advantage of this unique oppor· , A Constitutional Amendment or :"'.mendments cou y. t of State rights has marched down the pages of AmeriCa! t tunity to achieve its goals Is the small elite group of power.' ~ass State ~e~lslatures a~d ~ ~~\,flee by fS~~te ~o~v~~i history. It is still an issue today, 

'

ful men who want to junk the U.s, Constitutional Republic I I tlons" Re.a or yourse - r IC e 0 e e e t Delaware was the first State to ratify the Constitution 
with our traditional separation of powers in favor of a ConstItutIOn. , unanimously, and Rhode Island the last State. May 29.~ t European system that they can more easily control. I' .QE.., t 1790. ' 

Copley News Service J' Suppose that a Federal Con Con w?uld rewrite our Con· I The Constitution, as ratified. consisted of a Preamble, L______________ stitution as the Founding Fathers dId! Who knows what and seven articles. The very first Congress proposed the 

'would happen? '..J Bill of Rights, the first ten amendments, .. ~~~~ ....... ~~..-. ................ ~ c..;;;;.:.:. ...... ~:e:.:N..;:..;;...;.;;.;;;;,,;.;;;.;..;;;,;;..,.N ....... ;.y; ............ ,.... ........... ~ We must guard the People's right to keep and bear arms. 

l'u,l!f,2 



QUESTIONS and ANSWERS 
Q. Where and when was the term first used, "United States 

of America?" 
A. 1776·Philadelphla 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 wos 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 'llake 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 ond year was the Constitution adopted 
and signed? 

A. September 17, 1787. 

Q. How many of the delegotes 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. What Is the composition of the Congress of the United 
States? 

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. 

Q. What are the requirements to become President of the 
United states? 

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

.... ....... . ... 
IDEAS TO HELP 

Enclosed is a buck $ (or more) to "Buck"· Con Con. 
Write to Helena Eagle Forun-Pioneers' Chapter. 
(Montana Citizens to Oppose a Con Con) 
Box 4944 
Helena, MT 59604 

Montano 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? YESI Do we want a "Con 
Con"? NOI 

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

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

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

A. No. 

Q. What are the duties of the Judicial branch. "The 
Supreme Court of the United States?" 

A. To interpret the laws. 

Q. Can the Supreme Court of the United States nullify 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. Where 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? 

A. No. 

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

Q. By what 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 adopted? 
A. Twenty-six. 

Q. Does the President have the power to declare war? 
A. No. 

Q. Who does have the power to declare war? 
A. Congress. , , " ' 

Q. Can the President or Vice-President be removed from 
office? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are the President, Vic~.President, Senators, Congress
men, Executive, and Judicial officers required to take 
the oath to uphold the Constitution? 

A. 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 hour does the term of office of U.S. 
Senators and Congressmen expire? 

A. One-third of the Senators and all Congressmen's terms 
end January 3, at Noon, every odd·numbered year. 

From 'The Key of the Constitu
tion of the United States" By 

• H,!'le
y 

-....... ...... '"'" 

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 thinking in the United 
States. 

REMEMBER 
Delegates do not have to run for re-election. 

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

Don't have confidence in 
so called eight check5~', 

NONE OF THESE ARE I:, 

1. Supporters of Con Con; "Cong~ess could ~void' 
vention by acting itself.", ,:' 

Opponents of Con Con: "Congress' does not 
option. If 34 states reqoest C6n Con, Congress is 
to call it. .. 

2. Supporters of Con Con: "Congress establishes 
vention procedures." , ,-", 

Opponents of Con Con: "No one knows what would 
pen. Re: Agenda, procedures, or method of 
Former Chief Justice of the Supreme Court 
says 'There Is no way to put a muzzle on 0 Const:ltutloj 
Convention." 

3. Supporters of Con Con: 'The delegates would 
a moral and legal obligation to stay ,on the 

Opponents of Con Con: "Other people have 
ideas of what their moral obligations are. There Is no 
obligation whatsoever. The idea of delegates 
oath to limit to one topic is probably un,rnrlslilul,innal 
would be challenged." 

4. Supporters of Con Con: "Voters themselves would ' 
mand that a convention be limited." ,. ., 

Opponents of Con Con: "Oh? 20 states passed D 

Con for a Human Life Amendment. What about 
funding, school prayer. forced bUSing. etc.? 
demand more issues.",,' ! ;, , ' 

5. Supporters of Con Con: "Ev~n If deleg~tes 
opening the convention to another Issue, It is 
they would all favor opening it to the same Issue. 

Opponents of Con Con: "Perhaps, but bargaining 
probably occurl You look at my issue, I'll look at yours,"; 

ill'! 

6. Supporters of Con Con: "Congress would have the ~~' i 
t? ref-use to send a nonconforming amendment to ratlfica- : 
tIOO. . "; . ' ; ',l 

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 N.Y. Times, The: 
Washington Post, and the TV Networks."",' :: ' i : ' 

• ,; ", "I it, .I' 'j '. ~,It.', V " ~ " 
7, Supporters of Con Con: "PropoSals which stray beyond 
the convention call would be subject to court challenge~" 

Opponents oC-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. Supporte'rs of Con Con: "Thirty Eight states m~st 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 Convention (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 Resolutions, 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, Illinois, Michigan. Ohio, Kentucky, West 
Virginia, New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, Vermont, and Maine .. 

BEWARE! .. ~. 
These states are targets for organizailons promoting a 

Con Con. Only~ more are needed. 

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

BOT 
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 
as a perfect opportunity to accomplish such a deed. Do 
we want a "New World Order" to replace the American 
Republic? 
NO! NO! NO! NO! NO! NOI NO! NOINOI NOI NOI NOI 

I ~t' (t.;"ler/!!'tse .... 
Type .. tllng SI*~lI 



BEWARE! 
"Let us face reality. The Framers have simply been too 

shrewd for us. They have out·wltted 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 sowell, . 

'. 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 n, 1987 

,l I 

~t~1 
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Our United States Constitution Is an Inspired document 
which has guaranteed our political and spiritual 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 cllse 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" convention? 

l~t~1 

"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. II sees a plump juicy worm 
dangling close by. The trout quickly swims to iI, 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 Baianced 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 w~ 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 leglslatures·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 <;hecks 
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.!!2... way to get off, 

THE MAJORITY 
IS NOT ALWAYS REPRESENTED 

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

SPEAK UPll 

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 ca lis 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 calLis a call; don't fall for it. Don't call! 

PREAMBLE 
WE, THE PEOPLE of the United States, in Order 10 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 for the United States of America. 

I 
Bicentennial Celebration 

Americans everywhere are developing ways to celebrate 
the 200th Anniversary of the Constitution. To receive in-I' 
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 U.S. 
Constitution, 736 Jackson Place, N.W" Washington, D.C. iii 
20503. ,II 

"I dread the more the consequences of new attempts 
because I know that Powerful Individuals, In this and other 
states, are enemies to a general national government in I 
every possible shape:' '.i 

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

BEWAREI I 
Trying to change our Federal Constitution during our 

Bicentennial celebration Is like getting a divorce on your 
anniversaryl ~J 

In three years our nation will celebrate the 200th an-. 
nlversary 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 authority . 
and uncertain constraints. 3 

In this year of the Bicentennial, we should all follow the iii 
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 ~I·'· 
guard to protect our Constitution, that time Is NOWI ;;; 

The framers of our government in 1789 made it dear 01< 

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-I~: 
mandments indudes numerous and emphatic "Thou shalt ,. 
nots" and places far beyond the reach of any government, . 
rights essential to human life, human liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness. ,.." ->- '_ .. ',' , • 

From "The Key to the Constitution of ;I 
the United States" By Francis Harley I 

When people In the states that have petitioned Congress 11 
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 I 
~ ~ 

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 Chief Justice of the U.S. Supreme ;11 
Court said, "There"s no way to put a muzzle on a Constitu- iii 
tiona I Convention" to narrow Its work to force Congress 
to balance the federal budget, as some have suggested. 

"1 would not favor".a Constitutional Convention to review 
, the whole thing." said Burger, and called the plan "a grand i: 
waste of time:' :; 

1-31-87 • Detroit Free Press 

For one thing, there is general satisfaction with the eX-I 
isting Constitution as a document that has served our na- i· 
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 I 
proven responsive and effective on 26 occasions. So it is ~. 
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 calleil for the I~· 
ostensible purpose of mandating a balanced blldgp!. 11:' 

p!Il'j' '.~ 



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 HJR9 is a fme 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 Amendment, 
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 HJR9. 

Thank you very much. 

Most sincerely, 

/~¥ 
Betty L. Babcock 
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pege -3- dismantling tbe U.S. COllSt1r.ut.1on 

COVERT AND QUIET 

For nearly twenty years the eon-con movement in the state legislatures has been 
promoted at a dangerously quiet level. 'l'his movement must be exposed. Advocates of 
a convention offer false assurances that a convention can be limited to'c single sub
ject. Some state legislators feel perfectly safe with their state's call for a con-con 
because they have added to it a "null and void" clause similar to the following t;aken 
from the Idaho resolution: 

.. 
" •••• Be it further resolved that this application and request be deemed null 
and void, rescinded, and of no effect in the event such convent.ion not be lim
ited to 'the specific and exclusive purpose of proposing an amendment to balance 
the budget ••••• " , 

i 

"·11 

.'.'o.·.l! .. 
Unfortunately, this clauso leads to a false sense of security. Article V of the U.S. 

Constitution authori%esthe 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 froDI a con-con maintain that even if it 

were to get out of control and draft a dangerous amendment (Ol: a new constitution), it~i 
would take three-fourths (38) of the states to ratify it. They ask, "Would 38 states ill 

-ratify a bad amendment?" Atf1rst glance. it se~ms unlikely that the states would allow 
any such mischief. But t .... o historical facta are never mentioned 'by con-con advocates, ,." 
and these are crucially important points: W 

1.' The convention could abolish or alter the rules of ratification 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 wes ratified in opecial stato 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 • 
RESOLtrrION FOR A CON-CON CALL, ARTICLE V ALLOWS A CONVENTION UNLIMITED CONTROL. A DANG-
EROUS AMENDMENT OR A COMPLETEL '{ RE-WRITrEN CONSTITUTION OOES NOT HAVE TO BE RATIFIED 
THROUGH STATE LEGISLATURES. They can empanel special conventions .... ithin each state to 
ratify their new constitution. 

WHY PROTECT TIlE CONSTITUTION? 

Informed Americans realize that many officials in all branches of our government pay 
U 

little attention to the Constitution. It is known that. they do just about what they want "I 

giving only lip service to "the constitutionality" of their actions. In view of such j 
disregard for the Constitution, .... hy then is it so important that we work to keep it out • 
of the clutches of a con-con? What difference could it make7 

THE ANSWER •••• Truth w1ll,ultimately preva1l. Many Americans are working diligently d 

to get government back to its limited role. The time will come when enough people have • 
been 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. OUR CONSTITUTION MUST BE KEPT INTACT for that day when Americans return to I 
God, and statesment return'to government. It is imperative that we maintain those care
fully drafted separations, those brilliantly conceived checks and balances, those sparin81~ 
enumerated powers, and OUR GOD GIVEN RIGHTS SECURED BY TlaS DEVlNELY INSPIRED ~r a 
DURING THESE TIMES OF DECEIT AND CONTKOVERSY. 



CH ... ecps Qr 

CHieF' JUSTICE BURGeR 
IICTIPCD 

Dear Phyllis: 

.~uprt1ltt ~C1n"t of t1! t 'J.lnitd! ~ t:dtlJ 

'JII:ts qin.gtmt. 2).~. :!11?»;J 

June 22, 1988 

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 ot a Constitutional 
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. 

Mrs. Phyllis Schlafly 



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

State Administr~tion Committee 
Room 312, Montana State Capitol 
House - Constitution Comm. 
Helena, Montana 59101 

Dear Richard Simpkins and Wilbur Spring, 
Chairman Vice Chairman 

Regardin~ BJR 9, please inform the following, listed 
below th~t we would like you to vote NO:--

- -------
Representatives Beverly Barnhart, 

Ervin Davis 
Patrick Galvin 
Bob Gervais 
Harriet Hayne 
Gary Mason 
Brad Molnar 
Bill Rehbein 
Sheila 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 different Repres entates 
which·we did, ~nd perhaps would ha.ve made more1ong-distance 
calls but so much time was lost after the telepone was 
answered ~Dd before we cculd get through to the proper 
extension that we ~re taking this means of expressing our 
choice. Hopefully, this letter will be read before HJR 9 
is voted on. We weren't given this information about 
Friday' s meeting with Phyllis Sch1af1y tn time do do 
much more. 
Thank 'you for your kind consideration. 

Very truJl yo~rs , 4 
-;:;10 . cr- /Jtt,~./r ,'11, AJI2-~~ 
Mr(~and Mrs. R. N. Bertren 



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 
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1991 cONmronONAL 'CONVENTION PACt' SHEET 

UMiTAnON or C:ONCiJU!SStONAL TERMS by C4nstitutionaJ Amendment fa th. 1991 theme of the 
campa'", belli, waltd by Jim D,,,dscn'. Nadonal Tup'''''' Union and die Nldon.! Tax tJmltadon 
Convnlttee to prolDote I Constltudonal COftftntion on My pretext th.t will catch on. 

ntRE8 STA1'!S HAVE RESCINOED 

1. PLOIUDA, ALAJNIIA AND LOUlstANA hm rettlnded their call. (or • Coft:ldtudonaJ 
Convention to baJante the Federal bud,et. 11lls leaves the u.s. S .utes away flam.the 
nqulred 3 .... 

C0NV!N110N 1'1UEn IN 1976 

2. A NEW cONsnnmoN ~t1ted • Constitution Cor the Hewse.tet or America wa. 
Rntnc:ed by the Ro<keteUer Poundation and pub'bh~ bt 197 .... Nelson Roc:kefe11er. 
then president of the u.s. Senatt, tncinttnd thf: 1n1:tOduct1on of Ho. 28 call1ni (or an 
unlimited convention In 1976. Public opposition defeated this droit and COdftntion 
bickers went b.ck to the ,tltu promotin. I limited (cnnntion which we .... radn, 
now. 

THE N'EWSTATES CONmnmoN'$ ASSAULT ON.TH8 BILL OP RJGHtS 

3. Ci'tJNS • Anfde I • B Sec. 8 stites "earin, 01 uma shall be confined to the poU(e. 
membtn of the armed forces, and thOtt licensed under law" 

4. R!UGtON • ArtIcJe I • A Sec. 8 stat" lIJ'he pncti<e of tellsion shall be privilelecl
ktll~ous freedom would no lonler 1M I rl,ht 

S. JURy 11\ML • ArtIde VlIJ states that the j?tdlt decide, It thefe Is to be I Jwy. 

6. SPEECH • Artfcle I • A Sec. 1 stata -p'reedom of espr~don shall not be .bridled 
except In dectattd fmer,enc:y.· 

OntER DANGERS 

1. FARMS· Ruford Tupell, the lead author oC the Ne~tate. Constitution Ald that 
private ownership ollarms had not ptoftd pod tor sod~ty. 

8. DEPWSION • Sen. Nancy KatSebaum', CommIttee on the Constitudonal System "7' 
they want to Wilt untO the u..S. It In • 1929 typ<e depretsfoll to call • conftl'ldon 
becluse onJy then would the public accept the ndlca! chanles they want, '0 by 
pa~Jlnl another convtndon c:all or by not resclndtn, and mavin, them another stilte 
lway from their aoal we are encourapi them to lOfte a depres.lon on us. 

9. SOfOOLS • ArtIcle I • A Sec. 11 .ays thlt fret education would only bf (or chose that 
p." appropriate tests. 

10. ENnJW.Y NEW CONmnmON PROMOTED· Henry Haz!ltt an advisor to Jim 
Davldson·s National Tupaytr'. Union bas called for an ·.ntireJy new constitution" In 
his book A New CoDst:ftydod Now. 

11. Sen. Nancy Kassebaum's JrOup, The Comm(ttee on the Constitutional System Is on 
record IS wantfn, to USI! • conventfon to dtll1,e tht U.s: to a PAJUJAMENTAAY 
GOVERNME.NT. 



FROM: Charles Bunn, Jr. 
3335 Timber Edqe Dr. 
Clinton, MT 59825 

TO: M>NTMA STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Attn: Chairman, Richard Simpkins 

PLEASE VOTE tlNO" FOR HJRg CALL FOR A CONSTI'l'UTIONAL 

CONVmfTION. 

Thank you. 

Charles Bunn, Jr. 



: 

PROTECT OUR CONSTIWTION 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 Guardian Presence for 
our Beloved United States of America; and that is the same 
to you as the house in which you live. 

I 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 government 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 government 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. 

-----------------~----

I 



V
ic

io
us

ne
ss

, 
se

lf
is

hn
es

s,
 d

is
ho

ne
st

y 
an

d 
vi

ol
en

ce
 w

il
l 

de
st

ro
y 

th
em

se
lv

es
; 

if
 t

he
 p

eo
pl

e 
w

ill
 i

ns
is

t 
on

 
O

be
di

en
ce

 
to

 t
he

 P
ri

nc
ip

le
s 

in
 t

he
 C

on
st

it
ut

io
n 

an
d 

gi
ve

 t
ha

t 
O

be
di

en
ce

 
al

so
, 

in
 

th
ei

r 
ow

n 
in

di
vi

du
al

 a
ct

iv
it

ie
s!

 
O

ur
 

C
on

st
it

ut
io

n 
w

as
 

de
si

gn
ed

 
to

 
co

ve
r 

al
l 

po
ss

ib
le

 
ch

an
ge

s 
in

 
th

e 
ad

va
nc

e 
of

 c
iv

il
iz

at
io

n 
an

d 
w

il
l 

ne
ve

r 
be

 
ou

t 
of

 d
at

e!
 

It
s 

P
ri

nc
ip

le
s 

ar
e 

E
te

rn
al

 
E

no
ug

h 
to

 g
ov

er
n 

al
l 

m
an

ki
nd

 f
or

ev
er

; 
if

 i
nd

iv
id

ua
ls

 a
nd

 g
ov

er
nm

en
t 

of
fi

ci
al

s 
w

il
l 

gi
ve

 o
be

di
en

ce
 t

o 
th

os
e 

P
ri

nc
ip

le
s!

 
W

E
R

E
 

IS
 

N
O

TH
IN

G
 

W
RO

N
G

 
W

IT
H

 T
Il

E
 C

O
N

ST
IT

U


TI
O

N
I 

T
he

 t
ro

ub
le

 l
ie

s 
in

 t
he

 f
ee

li
ng

 a
nd

 t
he

 l
ac

k 
of

 w
il

l
in

gn
es

s 
in

 t
he

 i
nd

iv
id

ua
ls

 t
he

m
se

lv
es

, 
to

 a
bi

de
 b

y 
th

e 
P

ri
n


ci

pl
es

, 
w

hi
ch

 a
re

 r
ec

or
de

d 
w

ith
in

 t
he

 C
on

st
it

ut
io

n,
 s

o
 o

rd
er

 
m

ay
 

be
 m

ai
nt

ai
ne

d 
in

 a
ll

 o
ut

er
 a

ct
iv

it
ie

s!
 

It
 i

s 
a 

D
iv

in
e 

In
st

ru
m

en
t 

an
d 

a 
M

ar
ve

l 
of

 W
is

do
m

-G
re

at
 

E
no

ug
h 

to
 f

ul
fi

ll
 

th
e 

ne
ed

s 
of

 o
ur

 p
eo

pl
e 

up
 t

o 
th

is
 t

im
e 

-
an

d 
th

e 
M

ea
ns

 b
y 

w
hi

ch
 w

e 
ha

ve
 a

tt
ai

ne
d 

O
ur

 P
re

se
nt

 S
uc


ce

ss
fu

l 
A

ch
ie

ve
m

en
t, 

be
fo

re
 t

he
 c

ri
m

e 
of

 n
at
io
~a
l 

de
bt

 w
as

 
im

po
se

d 
up

on
 

O
ur

 
N

at
io

n!
 

F
or

 n
at

io
na

l 
di

st
re

ss
 h

as
 o

nl
y 

co
m

e 
in

 o
ur

 C
ou

nt
ry

, 
w

he
n 

th
os

e 
P

ri
nc

ip
le

s 
in

 t
he

 C
on

st
it

u
tio

n 
ha

ve
 b

ee
n 

di
sr

eg
ar

de
d!

 
D

is
tr

es
s 

w
ill

 r
em

ai
n,

 u
nt

il
 t

he
y 

ar
e 

ob
ey

ed
 -

by
 

bo
th

 
go

ve
rn

m
en

t 
of

fi
ci

al
s 

an
d 

ev
er

y 
in


di

vi
du

al
 -

in
 

hi
s 

ow
n 

pr
iv

at
e 

as
 w

el
l 

as
 p

ub
li

c 
ac

ti
vi

ti
es

! 
T

he
 C

on
st

it
ut

io
n 

w
il

l 
ta

ke
 u

s 
on

 f
or

ev
er

, 
no

 m
at

te
r 

ho
w

 
G

re
at

 
O

ur
 

A
ct

iv
it

ie
s 

be
co

m
e;

 
if

 t
he

 
pe

op
le

 
w

il
l 

ac
ce

pt
 I

t 
an

d 
se

e 
th

at
 I

ts
 m

an
da

te
s 

ar
e 

fu
lf

ill
ed

! 
A

s 
su

re
ly

 a
s 

yo
u 

I:
re

at
he

, 
L

if
e 

fo
r 

hu
m

an
 

be
in

gs
 b

or
n 

in
 

th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s,

 w
ill

 c
on

ta
in

 n
o 

ha
pp

in
es

s,
 

if
 t

he
y 

ar
e 

co
m

pe
ll

ed
 

to
 

li
ve

 
un

de
r 

a 
di

ct
at

or
sh

ip
 

or
 

au
to

cr
ac

y 
-

no
 

m
at

te
r 

w
he

th
er

 t
ha

t 
ar

ra
ng

em
en

t 
be

 o
pe

nl
y 

ac
kn

ow
le

dg
ed

 o
r 

su
bt

ly
 d

is
gu

is
ed

! 
. 

T
he

 ~
Co

ns
ti

tu
ti

on
 

of
 

th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

is
 

a 
SU

N
 

O
F 

L
IG

H
T

 A
N

D
 F

R
EE

D
O

M
 t

o 
aU

 m
an

ki
nd

; 
an

d 
w

as
 e

st
ab

li
sh

ed
 

th
ro

ug
h 

te
rr

if
ic

 s
tr

ug
gl

e,
 s

uf
fe

ri
ng

 a
nd

 s
ac

ri
fi

ce
, 

th
at

 w
e 

of
 

to
da

y 
m

ig
ht

 e
nj

oy
 

th
e 

B
le

ss
in

gs
 o

f 
th

is
 C

ou
nt

ry
 i

n 
P

ea
ce

. 
-
-
-
~
.
-
-
. 

T
he

 
pe

op
le

 
of

 t
he

 w
ho

le
 

w
or

ld
, 

w
ho

 
re

al
ly

 w
an

t 
th

e 
C

on


st
ru

ct
iv

e 
W

ay
 

of
 L

if
e,

 
lo

ve
 a

nd
 a

dm
ir

e 
th

e 
C

on
st

it
ut

io
n 

of
 

th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s;

 a
nd

 
w

e,
 

w
ho

 
ar

e 
th

e 
B

en
ef

ic
ia

ri
es

 o
f 

It
s 

L
ig

ht
 a

nd
 P

ro
te

ct
io

n,
 s

ho
ul

d 
su

re
ly

 v
al

ue
 I

t 
m

os
t! 

T
he

re
fo

re
, 

it
 

be
co

m
es

 
th

e 
sa

cr
ed

 o
bl

ig
at

io
n 

of
 e

ve
ry

 
in

di
vi

du
al

 
w

ho
 w

an
ts

 S
ec

ur
it

y,
 

P
ea

ce
 a

nd
 t

he
 B

le
ss

in
gs

 o
f 

L
if

e 
to

 
de

fe
nd

 I
t 

w
ith

 
al

l 
he

 
is

 
an

d 
ha

s,
 

ev
en

 
w

it
h 

hi
s 

L
if

e,
 

if
 n

ee
d 

be
; 

fo
r 

ex
is

te
nc

e 
w

it
ho

ut
 I

t 
w

ou
ld

 
be

 w
or

se
 

th
an

 
de

at
h,

 
un

de
r 

th
e 

re
gi

m
e 

of
 

an
yt

hi
ng

 
el

se
 

bu
t 

T
ha

t 
C

on
st

it
ut

io
n!

 
It

 i
s 

th
e 

W
on

de
r 

an
d 

A
dm

ir
at

io
n 

of
 t

he
 W

ho
le

 
E

ar
th

, 
an

d 
th

e 
pe

op
le

 o
f 

th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

-
fr

om
 t

he
 c

ra
dl

e 
up

 -
sh

ou
ld

 b
e,

 ta
ug

ht
 t

o 
ap

pr
ec

ia
te

 a
nd

 v
al

ue
 t

he
 B

le
ss

in
gs

, 
w

hi
ch

 
It

 s
ec

ur
es

 
to

 
in

di
vi

du
al

s,
 

pr
iv

il
eg

ed
 

to
 

li
ve

 
in

 O
ur

 
G

lo
ri

ou
s 

C
ou

nt
ry

 o
f 

G
od

! 
T

he
 

ho
ur

 
is

 
at

 h
an

d,
 

w
he

n 
th

os
e 

w
ho

 
w

an
t 

th
e 

C
on


st

ru
ct

iv
e 

W
ay

 
of

 L
if

e 
m

us
t 

st
an

d 
to

ge
th

er
 a

s 
a 

S
ol

id
 W

al
l 

of
 L

ig
ht

, 
to

 d
ef

en
d 

ou
r 

C
on

st
it

ut
io

n 
of

 t
he

 U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

of
 

A
m

er
ic

a 
w

ith
 

al
l 

w
e 

ha
ve

! 
W

e, 
w

ho
 

li
ve

 
in

 
A

m
er

ic
a 

ar
e 

to
da

y 
th

e 
B

en
ef

ic
ia

ri
es

 o
f 

T
ha

t 
w

hi
ch

 t
he

 e
ar

ly
 p

at
ri

ot
s 

an
d 

pi
on

ee
rs

 g
av

e 
th

ei
r 

L
iv

es
 t

o 
pr

es
er

ve
 f

or
 u

s!
 

It
 i

s 
no

w
 o

ur
 

du
ty

 
to

 
pr

es
er

ve
 

fo
r 

ou
r 

ch
il

dr
en

, 
th

e 
P

ri
ce

le
ss

 
G

if
ts

 
of

 
Fr

ee
do

m
 a

nd
 H

ap
pi

ne
ss

 w
hi

ch
 

ot
he

rs
 w

on
 

fo
r 

us
! 

T
he

re
 

ar
e 

pl
en

ty
 o

f 
pe

op
le

 i
n 

A
m

er
ic

a 
w

ho
 k

no
w

 t
hi

s,
 

as
 

w
e 

do
, 

an
d 

w
ho

 
se

e 
cl

ea
rl

y 
en

ou
gh

 
to

 
kn

ow
, 

th
at

 w
e 

m
us

t 
no

w
 g

iv
e 

ou
r 

al
l 

to
 p

ro
te

ct
 A

m
er

ic
a 

fo
r 

po
st

er
it

y!
 

.
.
-
-

;
~
'
.
i
-
;
;
"
"
~
"
j
.
-
-
-
-
-

--
..

. -
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
:
-
-
-
-
-
"
 

, 

.~
. 

..'
 .
. : 

=:'-
Yj:

. ':
(~~

: 

l,,
;t~

f,?
: .
'
 

" 
-:
.~
-;
:.
 

"';
~;f

:~~
~) ;

~::;.
 

~,
 
.i

 

'. 
:;r

 

.:
~ 

~~
: 

i 



HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
VISITOR REGISTER - FAX 

State Administration Committee HJR 9 February 12, 1993 

Name and Address 

William Reichenbach 
California 
(619) 443-5687 

Gregory E. Hanford, D.D.S. 
3130 Union Avenue 
Bakersfield, CA 93305 

M.J. "Mike" Kearns 
San Antonio, TX 
(210) 337-6431 (W) 
(210) 337-1074 (Fax) 

Bernadine Smith -
P.O. Box 1776 
Hanford, CA 93232 

Representing Position 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Second Amendment Committee Oppose 

Delbert E. Wagner Oppose 
4654 Calle De Retiro 
Oceanside, CA 92057-5215 

Robert G. Wheaton Oppose 
16015 White Fawn Drive 
San Antonio, TX 78255-1042 

W.G. Toland - American Pistol & Rifle Assc. Oppose 
California P.R. Director 

William Costanzo Oppose 
432 Jamaica Blvd. 
Toms River, NJ 08757 

Ard Avakian Oppose 
19160 Grandview 
Detroit, MI 48219 

Duane C. Hostetler Oppose 
732 Rierson Road 
Bronson, MI 49028 

Susan Grant Concerned Women for America Oppose 
370 L'Enfant Promenade S.W. 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20024 

Dick Allen 
State Capitol 
Lansing, MI 48913 

House of Representatives-MI Oppose 
EX H 181 T---;i.J....!-':..2:---__ 
DATE~.~~_.~ 



Name and Address 

John H. Mellor 
Broadus, MT 

Joe A. Schell 
Box 555 
Broadus, MT 

San W. Van der Weide 
Box 700283 
San Antonio, TX 78270 

S.J. Score 
(Western Union message 
from Reno, NV) 

Senator Jack Welborn 
Thirteenth District 
P.o. Box 30038 
Lansing, 'MI 48908-7836 
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Representing Position 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 

Oppose 
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2025432024 NTU FOUNDATION 

2025432024~ 

T-734 P-002 

4054432100;*:1 2 

FEB 12 '93 10:40 

For Release 
June 9, 1992 

For Further Information Contact: 
David Keating (202) 543-1300 

AI Cors, Jr. (202) 543-1300 

POLL SHOWS 72 PRKCENT or AMERICANS SUPPOR.T BALANCED BUDGET AMENDMENT 

(Washington, D.C.) -- Nearly three-quarters of the American people 
favor a constitutional amendment to balance the budget, and most voters 
would be less likely to vote for an incumbent who voted against it, 
according to opinion poll results released today by the National Taxpayers 
Union (NTU) •. The indication of overwhelming popular support 'comes just days 
before an expected vote in the U.S. House of Representatives on June 11. 

The nationwide poll, conducted by Mathew Greenwald & Associates between 
March 27 and April 9, 1992, inter~iewed 800 individuals, and bas a sampling 
error margin of plus or minus four percentage points. 

Se~enty-two percent of those surveyed said they would favor an 
amendment ~that would require a balanced budget, except during wartime or 
when authorized by a three-fifths vote of Congress." The poll also found 
that 5S perc~nt of Americans would be less likely to to reelect their 
legislator'if he or she voted against the Balanced Budget Amend!llent .. Only 
9% said they would be .ore likely to vote to reelect their legislator, while 
30% said it made no difference. 

Jim Davidson, NTU Chairman, said "This poll proves Americans from all 
walks of life think government should live within its means. The people a~e 
demanding that Congress and the President end runaway defiCits tbat threaten 
our nation's finances and economic health.-

Davidson observed that w over the past decade, polls have consistently 
shown that 70-75 percent of the public wants constitutional protection 
against unlimited debt. Politicians who think half-hearted budget reform 
will satisfy voters had better think again -- before the electorate hands 
them pink slips in November." 

The Balanced Budget Amendment, H.J. Res. 290, would require that 
federal spending not exceed estimated revenues except during deClared war or 
if three-fifths of each House votes for a specific deficit. Constitutional 
amendments must be approved by two-thirds of each of House of Congress, and 
ra tified by three-four'tbs t or 38 J of the states. H. J. Res. 290 J which has, 
278 cosponsors, needs 290 votes to pass the Rouse. 

the National Taxpayers tinion, a non-profit, non-partisan organization 
representing 200,000 members. bas led the national effort for a Balanced 
Budget Amendment since 1915. 

-30-
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T RAN S M I TTA L 

To: 
Fax: 

Fronl: 

Date: 
Pages: 

l'he Free State of Montana 
406-444-4802 

William Reichenbach 
619~443-5687 I 

I 

California (Occupied territory) , 
2-12-93 
1 of' 1 

I 

, 
I 

Their oath? " ... To defend and 
Constitution of the United States 
enenlies foreign and domestic". 

I 
uphold the 
apainst all 

I 
; 
I 

Now you decide where you stand a1td 
sacrificed in vain. ! 

I 
I 
I 

Vote No 011 Constitutional COIlVention~ 

if they 



FEB 12 '93 87:32 HANFORDX 53sa PH'3E 1 

------------ ~1~t<' {/ Ltt:4~NI. ~ [f) .7---------___ -, 
.YIJ(} CftuPIt SI1WUIJ? 

PJa'('.".~'e1d. ~ . . 9.Y.Mf 

(i()!j/ J,n-~It7J 

FEBRUARY 12, 1993 

URGENT MESSAGE TO THE MEMBERS OF THE MONTANA S'l'A'rE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, THE HONORABLE: 

RICHARD SIMPKINS, CHAIRMAN, STATE ADMINISTRATION 
WILBUR SPRING, VICE CHAIRMAN 
BEVERLY BARNHART 
PATRICK GALVIN 
HARRIET HAYNE 
ERVIN DAVIS 
GARY MASON 
DORE SCHWINDEN 
NORM WALLIN 
JAY STOVALL 
CAROLYN SQUIRES 
SAM ROSE 
SHEILA RICE 
BILL REHBEIN 
BRAD MOLNAR 

PLEASE VOTE "NOn ON HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION "d2 

YOUR tlNO" VOTE IS REQUIRED BY YOUR OATH OF ALLEGIANCE ••• " TO 
SUPPORT AND DEFEND THE CONSTITUTION OF THE UNITED STATES AGAINST 
ALL ENEMIES FOREIGN OR DOMESTIC ••• II 

YOUR VOTE IS CRITICAL TO THE PRESERVATION OF A FREE, SOVEREIGN 
UNITED S'l'ATES. 

A "YES"· VOTE IN YOUR STATE LEGISLATURE AND IN THAT OF ONE MORE 
STATE WIIJ.. SET THE WHEELS IN MOTION, COMMITTING THE UNITED STATES 
TO REWRITE IT'S 1789 CONSTITUTION TO ONE THAT REFLECTS THE POLICIES 
OF GWBAL INTERDEPENDENCE, AKA NEW liORLD ORDER, 

.4 ...... 

AGAIN ;" .. PLEASE VOTE .' 

SI~E,)t~~y .-~ --~ -/ ;;)_i ____ . 

ii<. ..' . ...... ""-.... ~ .. ~.~ . 
I'-'~' ,''''0 ~ . ..... ·,··di GOWj(E • " ... O· I P • 0 • 8 • : o / J.' -.. ~ ... -" 



FEB 12 '93 02:45 t1 J KEARns 210-337-1074 USA P.U1 

FAX TRANSMISSION 

DATE: February 12, 1993 

TO: Honorable Members 

COMPANY: Montana Legislature and Senate 

FAJ{: 406-444-4802 

FROM: M. J. "Mike" Kearns 210-337-6431 (office) 
210-337-1074 (fax) 

PAGES: 1 including this cover page 

MESSAGE: Sir: RE: H.J.R. 9 

Before you vote on H.J.R. 9, would you please 
check with the U.S. Congress at 202-225-1770 to 
see whether or not S-214 of 1991 (the alleged con
con "safeguard" bill) ever passed and then ask 
anyone who would tell you that this bill did pass, 
why they would lie to you? 

The action above recommended would prevent 
from happening in Montana what happened in 
Nevada, namely, the "inducement by fraud" for the 
Nevada legislature to call for a Constitutional 
Convention. 

Please vote NO on H.J.R. 9, I know you want to 
do what is light for America and here is your 
chance. 

I think I have finally figured out why "they" call 
it "con-con." Someone is trying very hard to "con" us 
out of our "Con"stitution. Thanks for your help. 

Best Regards 

Mike Keams 
San Antonio, Texas 
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EB-11-93 THU 17:21 Delber~ E Wa~ner 

TO~ 

FROM. 
DATE: 

MEMORANDUM 

ALL MEMBERS OF THE STATE ADMINI 8TF:AT ION COt1MITTEE, 
MONTANA STATE LEGISLATURE 
DEL8ERT E. WAGNER 
FEBRUARY 9, 1993 

SUBJECT: RE: CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION PROPOSAL 

THE u.s. CONSTITUTION MUST BE PRESERVED AT ALL COSTS! 

FORCES INIMICAL TO THE PRESERVATION OF THIS INDEPENDENT 
REPUBLIC ARE PRESSING HARD FOR A COI'·ISTITUTIONAL CONVENTION WHERE 
THEY HOPE TO RE-WRITE OR REPLACE OUR UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION. 

THE INTENTION OF THE INTERNATIONALIST IIIN8IDERS" IS TH(~T THE 
NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY AND ARMS OF THE UNITED STATES BE SURRENDERED 
TO A "NEI..J WORLD ORDERII UNDER THE UNITED NAT IONS! THEF:E WOULD BE 
NOTHING, REPEAT--NOTH!NG--LEFT TO RESTRAIN THE UN FRDt1 THEN E;E
COMING THE WORLD'S TYRANT! 

LET NO ONE TAMPER WITH OUR U.S. CONSTITUTION IN THESE 
PER I LOUS T I r·lES • 

THE ALLEGED CON-CON "SAFEGUARD" BILL OF 1991, S-214 NEVER 
WAS PASSED. THIS CAN BE VERIFIED BY CALLING THE U. S. CONGRESS 
AT (202) 225-1770. 

MEMBERS OF THE NEVADA ASSEMBLY SAID THEY WERE "INDUCED BY 
FRAUD II INTO CALLING FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL cm~VENTION. 

PLEASE VOTE "NOli ON HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION ~9. 

~CTFULL ~~ Y()JRS f 

v.~W~...---
DELBERT E. WAGNEI 
4654 CALLE DE RETIRO 
OCEANSIDE, CA 92057-5215 

(619) 721-6061 
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Po,I·II·· brand 

Fax Transmittal Memo 7672 No. of Pages 
1 

Today's Dale Tlma 
2-11-93 1030PM 

To 
MR RICHARD SIMPKINS. CHMN. From 

ROBERT G. WHEATON, US NAVY RET B.C. 
Company STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE Company 

localion MONTANA HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES location Dept. Charge 

Fax# 'tOb-H't-'t802 Telephone' Tolephone' 

Commonls DEAR CHMN. SIMPKINS.. Original 
Disposition: DOeslroy o Relurn. o Call lor pickup 

PLEASE RUSH A COpy OF THE ATTACHED TO EACH 

THEY ARE ASKED TO CONSIDER BJR-9 ON FRIDAY 
HOUSE COMMITTEE MEMBER BEFORE 
A.M. THANK YOU. 

TOP 
PRIORITY 1601 S WHITE FAWN DRIVE 

SAN ANTONIO, TEXA5 78255-1042 

11 FEBRUARY, 1993 

MONTANA SENATE & HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEES 

DEAR MONTANA LEGISLATOR: 

RE: HJR-9 

I HAVE BEEN INFORMED THE COMMITTEES OF BOTH HOUSES 
MEET FRIDAY A.M. TO CONSIDER A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 

I URGE YOU TO VOTE NOY ON HJR-9. 

SEVERAL YEARS AGO WHEN THIS HORRENDOUS IDEA WAS 
PRESENTED TO THE TEXAS LEGISLATURE, AND FEW AMERICANS HAD 
ANY IDEA OF THE HIDDEN DANGERS IT POSED FOR OUR CONSTITU
TIONAL REPUBLIC, NOR WHO THE SINISTER PEOPLE BEHIND IT 
ARE, THE TEXAS LEGISLATURE WAS AMONG THOSE VOTING TO CALL 
FOR A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. THIS HAS APTLY BEEN 
ABBREVIATED liCON-CON," FOR ITS SUPPORTERS AND SPONSORS 
INTEND TO USE IT TO CON US RIGHT OUT OF OUR CONSTITUTION? 
SINCE THE TEXAS LEGISLATURE BETRAYED THE CITIZENRY MORE 
AMERICANS HAVE FIGURED IT ALL OUT AND NOW OPPOSE IT. IT 
IS DOUBTFUL IT WOULD PASS TODAY IN THE TEXAS LEGISLATURE, 
AND AN EFFORT WILL PROBABLY BE MADE TO RESCIND IT--AND 
LET COURTS DECIDE IF THAT REPUDIATION WILL BE HELD VALID. 

REGARDLESS OF WHAT THE PROPONENTS HAVE BEEN TELLING 
YOU ABOUT GUARANTEES WHICH WOULD LIMIT THE SCOPE AND POWER 
OF A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION, DON'T YOU BELIEVE ITy IT 
IS FALSELY CLAIMED THAT CONGRESS PASSED A BILL IN 1991 TO 
SO LIMIT, S-21't. THAT IS A BALD-FACED LIE. 

I BESEECH YOU NOT TO IN ANY WAY ASSIST IN THIS SIN
ISTER PLOT TO DESTROY OUR CONSTITUTION AND ALL THE PROTEC
TIONS IT HAS AFFORDED OUR NATION FOR 200+ YEARS. 

VOTE NOV ON HJR-9. HAVE YOUR CHILDREN AND GRAND
CHILDREN REMEMBER YOU AS A TRUE PATRIOT--NOT SPIT ON YOUR 
GRAVE. THE MICHIGAN SENATE VOTED "NO!!" ON fE81WARU 9, 1993! 

ROBERT G. WHEATON, U.S. NAVY (RET.) B.C. 

PS: TO CONFIRM THAT CONGRESS NEVER PASSED S-21't (lq91) TO 
LIMIT WHAT CAN HAPPEN AT A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION DURING 
A RE-WRITE, CALL THE U.S. CONGRESS BEFORE YOU VOTE AT: 
(202) 225-1770. 
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FAX MESS.AGE 

!Dul!:!: HHlHJARY It, 1993 

! To: trlEi-lilERS OF THE HOUSE OP REPRESENTATIVES, STATE ADrJINISTRATION CO~Nn"rgE , 
!b'mn: H.G. Tol.:md, California Public Relations Director, Amor.ican PiRtol & 

!Rifle Association. 
! 0 of pages including this cover sheet ( 1 ) , 

_, _____ '_,' '_ ~ _ ~.n_, 
---------~.-,,~--.--- •. -----------

Message: 
_ ................ _----.-..... . -, ... __ ._. __ ... _ ..... -_._._ .. _ .. _----
! SUBJECT :Oppos it i.on t.o Montana' 5 paL-ticipation 1 n a call for. a ConstiluLic)nu1! 
ICotlvention, HJ.H9. Read b~fore Senate and Hotlse floor vote!!! 

!l~videncc cxistn in the linited StaLes Senate Document. It 87 \vhich reveals the 
!rc.::Il goal. & intention of the Federal Gov~l'nment to achieve a Constitutiollal 
!Collvention ,,.,h.lch will bdne in CI net,., Const.itu.1on fo:r the United SUites using! 
!tho 1787 Constitutional Convention as their precedent for doing so. Further! 

! they specify in this document the llama of the radical Consti tudon t.hey 
Iwish to install. Do not playa part in the attempt to sel aside our lawful 
!1789 Constitution. Your vote could destroy the future of our state Dnd tho 
!n~tionl Please do DOL Bupport the call for a constitutional convention and 
!(:lllWP. the ~ation to be put: .into jeopardy. 

! VOTl~ NO_ . .AQAl:N.~X MONlj4,NA' S CAL.L l'OR A CONSl'l'l'U'1'IONAl. C(}~Vf.NT.lON! 

IYou may call tile U.S. Congress at (202) 225-1.770 and verify for yourself 

! thilt Bill 58-21'+ (the aUedeed con-con "safeg1l<H'd" bill) of 1991 NEVER PASS"~! 

!ED. Any lobbY~Rt saying that it did pass is FALSE. 

!Plea~e deliver copies to: R. Silllpkim., B. B~rnhal't, P. Ga1viu, H. Hayne, W. 
ISprinR. R. Davis, B. Gervats G. Mason, D. Schwinden, N. Wallin, C. Squjrns, 
IS. Roso, S. Rice, B. Rehvein and H. Molnar. 

I I -1 .• ____ , ~ ..... _ ... _ .. ___ ... _____ . ______ .... , ..... ___ .. _._. ______ ._. __ _ 
------~-.............. __ .. _-_ ..... _-_ .. _ .. 

-----.. -.... - .. -----.. - ... -- ..... ~-'-------.---
! If you did not receive all p~gcs, please call back inmedintely . 
. t .. ,. ________ .. _._. ____ . __ ·_J9li)_.?26-239/1._ ....... ~.~_!_c e /1' AX _ .• _. _____ . ______ --:.. 

P.Ol 
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From: \Villiam Costanzo, 432 ][mulica Blvd., Toms River, N.J. 08757 Tel. (908) 505-1521 
February 15, 1993 

URGENT! 
To: The Honorable Richard Simpkins 

Sheet 1 of 2, Ref: HJR 9 (The balanced budget - constitutional convention) 

Dear Committee Chairman Sinlpkins: 
Please vote NO in comnlittee on HJR 9. The Anlerican Legislative Exchange Council's, 
(ALEC's), strategy is to get it onto the floor for a vote. Once it's gotten out onto the floor, then 
a dis-infoffilation c[mlpaign follows, sometimes, as in Ivlichigan last week, this canlpaign is 
coupled with a call for an emergency vote. 
Please lobby your colleagues, in committee, to: 

protect our freedoll1, by voting NO on HTR 9 in C0111111ittee , 

Sincerely, 
Willi[illl Costanzo 

I have testified against this in nly state, New Jersey and have spent the last six months study
ing this issue. 



Sunday. February 14. 1993 16:48:37 -
::rom: \Villimn Cost~mzo, 432 J[lllaica Blvd., Toms River, N.J. 08757 Tel. (<JOX) 505-1521 

ill February 1\ 1993 
To: The Honorable Norm Wallin .. 
Sheet 1 of 2, Ref: HJR 9 (The balanced budget -constitutional convention) 

.)em' Represcntative Wallin: 
Please distribute to the lllembers of the State Administration COllmlittee: both a copy of OlC 

.. etter below and also a copy of the memo from Dick Allen Rep. of Michigan I-louse. 

-~-----------------------------------------

~ef: HJR 9 (The balanced budget -constitutional convention) .... 

..Dear State Administration COllllllittee Representative: 

Please vote NO on HR 9 - In COll1111ittee. The strategy of sending it to the Hoor for discus-
"-'. '-, 

~5ion is the strategy the Anlerican Legislative Exchange Council, (ALEC), who recruited Rep. 
Fagg to sponsor HJR 9, used in llly state of New Jersey . 

.-
John Arnlor of ALEC, who testified, Friday is the lobbyist that Rep. Dick Allen of J\'1ichigml 
lS referrinQ to in his attached lllelllO. .. .... 

Our freedon1 is too in1pol1ant to play Russian Roulette with the Constitution. 

Vote NO on HJR 9 in COllllnittee. 

Sincerely, 
Willi[lll Costanzo 

I have testified against this in my state, New Jersey and have spent the last six lllonths study
liling this issue . ..... 

.. 

L. 



DICK ALLEN 
STATE CAPITOL 

LANSING, MICHIGAt-; 48913 
15171 373 047~ 

.. ~ 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
LANSIN~~GAN 

"'!"--:-- ~.:. ~ 

February 11, 1993 

MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

All Interested State Legislators 

Representative Dick Allen 
84th House District 
Michigan House of Representatives 

APPROPRIArION$ 

sueCOMMllTEE$ 

AG",(:LlLTUA~ 

COMf'uUH OIlE~SI(j"T 
FEDERAL .'STATE"LOCAL 

OOIlER'MFIjT 
M(NTAL HEALTH 
NATUnAlllr~l)uAc,' ANO 
ENVl"O~M("T 

STATf POllC£ 

Re: Balanced Budget Amendment - Constitutional Convention 

On February 3, 1993, the Michigan Senate State Mfairs Committee passed Senate 
Joint Resolution (SJR) "G", petitioning Congress to call a constitutional convention for the 
limited purpose of drafting a u.s. constitutional amendment mandating a balanced federal 
budget. 

After receiving documentation from the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee that S-214, 
The Constitutional Convention Implementation Act of 1991, died in that committee in 
December and had not be enacted, as Michigan State Senators had been told by lobbyists. 
enough support was withdrawn, on the Senate floor, from SJR "G" that the sponsor withdrew 
it and is expected to offer a substitute resolution without a constitutional convention 
provision. 

If you would care to verify that neither S-214 nor any other bill prohibiting an 
unlimited constitutional convention has been enacted, Congressional Legislative Services. 
at telephone number (202) 224-1772, will provide this information as well as a copy of S-214. 

DA:kls 
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People's ForUl1l 
• u F • 

There's a conspiracy to 
form a world government '« \ 'T" \+() V, 

A Rollalld E. We/ble,. /s a res/dtllt 
of POri Charlottt. 

Three orgnnh;ed groups of the' 
elite are plannlllg to aculIle our 
ConSlllution and take away our 
guaranteed American tights by 
chlUlging our (orm or government 
to a parllamentnlY United Nations 
world government, They wish to do 
away with all boundaries. They 
Intend to supersede our rights ·by 
new anlcles, under the ausrlces of 
the United Nations, wh eh dre 
a1reody written nnd In place. 

The members of these groups 
are wealthy and powerful people 
who intend to mnJce our decldons 
ror us. They meet secretly, NBC, . 
CBS, ABC and the ASlociated 
Pres~ attend these meetings but 
never report whllt goeR on \0 the 
public In order to camouflnge every 
act until the whole objective Is qui
etly In place. 

The three groups are: 
F The COllncl1 on Foreign 

Relations, an Amencan branch of 
the society origlMtlng In Englond 
that believes natlol1al boundaries 
should be obliterated and a world 
government should be estnblished. 

Who are the members of this 
group? There are many: most are 
prominent people In our own gov
ernment. Former presidents, sena
tors, congressmen, military leaders, 
college presidents, hends of indus
try, ambassadors, etc. 

• The Trilaterlll Commission, a 
group with approximately 300 
members and guests who also meet 
secretly In a plush environment. 
Along with the guests 8le represen
tatives of all the news media. 
Nothing that goes on pt their meet
Ings Is reponed. This internotlomd . 
organization Is Intended to be the: 
vehicle for multlnollonnl consolldu
tlon of commerclal and bnnklng 
Interests by selting conlrol of the 
political government of the United 

, States "with no apologies." 
• The Bilderberg OrganiZAtion, 

the most powerful of the three. It Is 
conspiring to have a world govern
rnent In place by the year 2000. 
They also meet secretly, Many 
Trllaterallst! belong to this group. 
Well-known personalities lik.e 
Oerman Chancellor Kohl, ~rltllln's 
Lord Carrington, Henry Kissinger, 
David Roe~efeller, President Bush, 
President-elect Clinton, former 
PresIdent Carter, the Rothchllds, 

, Pnul Volker and many others 11Itcnd 
the~e meetings - along with the. 
ne NI media. II i8 the IlUgest of the 
three groups. 

The agenda Is to dlv.lde t~e 
world Into regions, beglnntng with 
Europe and the Western 
Hemisphere, for ndmlnlstration by 
the United Nations (which ~s to 
evolve Into a fully recognlt.ed 
world government by the year. 2000 
and be controlltd by Internntlonnl 
bankinF Interests. Sen. Bentsen, 
Clinlon I choice for \feMUr)' secre
tary, has allendtd. Clinton probab\ y 
was tapped ns a presidential C:lII1dl
dRle at Baden-Baden, Germany, 
pUllins the world ,hodQW govern-

qUEST COLUMN 

Rolland E. Welbley 

:l& tl'!€t\~1' 

~==:;;:;;=~~\)~, 
ment"n Its usual pOSition of owning ,-
both horses In 0 Iwo-horse roce, ~ ~ ~ 

The Bllderbcq:s IIlso propo'se 
harmonizing working hours and 1'\lte
salaries In the U.S., Europe and 
Japan ns a means of funher mesh-
Ing societies 10 Increose the ease of SQeNt>\~ 
governing for a global political _~====::: 
entity. ". 

1\ Is also e)tpecled the world 
government will have Its own anny 
within a yeIU or two. This means 
we will furnish nien and equipment 
to the United Notions to use as it 
sees fit, nnd probably forever. They 
will gradually slip this in on us. 

The world government will have 
authority to tOll. resources such as 
011. 

Do not believe Ihese orgnnlzo
lions are not working for D world 
government. They have alrendy 
written the lows thot will toWol all 
people and completely supersede 
our Constitution, ollr military nnd 
our money. 

It Is being done gradually so we 
are not aware of what they do. 
Remember this: When It is done 
there will be no retreat. 

If 'you were born free you are 
lucky. It is your responsibility to 
live free It Is your bonded duty to 
die ftee. 

Happy holidays. 

i 11J160 Grull(lvic\\' 

\ ~ 
AnI Avakian 

'. Detroit, Ml 48219 

~ ---. (.,..~ ,_). 
"'" /1'1"~ '. ~~. 171 \ , 

~) e\.\~~\> 

S,~,~ S 

C'-

. 1 ...... 



FAX TRANSMlTIAL 

FROM: 
DUANB C. HOSTETLER 
732 KJEKSON ROAD 
BRONSON, Ml 49028 
(517) 369-7223 &:. (517) 369-2134 fax 

Montana State Administration Committee 
Attn: Rep. Richard Simpkins, t."hairman 
Capitol Station 
Helemt, Monl.llna 

This fax. is sent to you to expre!i:s my opposition to the "Montana call for the Balanced 

Budget Constitutional Convention Resolutionll. This proposal before the Montana Legislators is 

known as "House Joint Resolution - 9", Please vote NO on this Balanced 

Budget Constitutional Resolution. 

The 2nd Amendment of the Constitution is at risk if you pass the above resolution. This 

is also true for all the "Bill of Rights". The Constitution of the United States makes severdl 

references to lithe Militia". thus you should familiarize yourself with the meaning and the reason 

for this wording! The ~-pe<..-ific wording of the ~'(jdth of Office" which you took. upon entering 

office, however. I do know that you swore or affirmed to "Preserve, protect, and defend the 

Constitution of the United States". Support of "HJR~9" does not appear to fulfill this affinnatioo 

or promise. 

Admittedly. 1 am a citizen of the Slate of Michigan, however your decision on this issue 

also effects me. The Constitution was written to guarantee the right.~ of all citizens of "the 

Several States" conformity and continuity. Thank: you for yout consideration. 
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Washington, D.C. 20024 
(202) 488·7000 

DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

Following: 

FAX MEMO 

February 15, 1993 

Rep. Harriet Hayne 

Susan Grant, Legislative Liaison 
(908) 832-7727 
Fax: (908) 832-6160 

SJR-9 Call for a Constitutional Convention 

1 page 

Dear Rep. Hayne--

Califon, NJ 07830 
(908) 832-7727 

When John Armour of ALEC lobbied the New Jersey Legislature for passage of a call 
for a federal Constitutional Convention, he indicated that Congress had written 
legislation containing safeguards for the holding of such a convention. When we 
investigated we found that S-214, the so-called Con-con safeguard legislation, died in 
Committee in December and was never passed (See the attached response from the 
Senate Judiciary Committee), and therefore there are no safe~uards as of this date . 

In addition, Mr. Armour indicated that Supreme Court decisions had ruled that 
whatever rules for ratification are in place under the old constitution would be used to 
ratify any new one. He neglected to say that these court cases were only heard at the 
state level regarding state constitutions, and are not binding on a national scale. A 
rulin~ on this matter has neyer been made by US Supreme Court. 

Please read this memo to the Committee before the vote on SJR 9 and pass around the 
attached memo .. Please urge all to vote no on SJR 9 in committee and therefore be 
spared the intense and unpleasant pressures that were exerted on the New Jersey 
Assembly before their floor vote on the matter last October. 



- - - - -

TEL 9088326160 

('11nitld ~tatt6 ~t11Qtt 

Ver. 2't.ooho 
NJ St~te Chairp~.'t' ::'0:". r I~(lgle f'uL'nill 
SQ~ 137 
Brookeide, N~ 079~G 

Daa.r Ms. Roche: 

I 1m. writing t.C (;011£ Lrm thtt t. i';. 2 j G .:hc.: Consti 'eutiorta 1 
Cun..,,,ntiotl :rl't\l?l~m~nt ation Act of .1 ~\ ~ ';, ',~·i.1S J.n t.rodueed on January 
15, 1991. No suh~equ~nt d(Jtic.'I~ ""'-.\:;. :.;::'1;;':>11 du:::i:'lg t.ha Conql:tSS. 

M.y ~est wl.sh~D. 

Syr8J1;'~ IJ'. C.,\ :;;(~ 
St.aft: A~::,;S :..:t·.,~.~l1; 

P. 2 



Sunday, February 14, 1993 13:16:51 

DICK ALLEN 
STATE CAr/TO\. 

UNS/NC. MICHIGAt-; 48913 

(617) 373 0476 

'it 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

lANSIN~'~IGAN 
'f"~ "; ~f~tj):,S 

February 11, 1993 

MEMORANDUM 

To: 

From: 

All Interested State Legislators 

Representative Dick Allen 
84th House District 
Michigan House of Representatives 

APPROPAIA TION$ 

SlJBCOMMI rrEES 

AG~ICULTlJA~ 

COMPlJT~H OVEP;I(j"T 
FEofRAL :orATE ··:.DeAl 
GO\lfR~MF~T 

MfNTAL HEALTH 
NATunAL R(!;OL!HnS ANO 
£NVI"O~"'(~T 

STATE POLICE 

Re: Balanced Budget Amendment - Constitutional Convention 

On February 3, 1993, the Michigan Senate State Affairs Committee passed Senate 
Joint Resolution (SJR) "0", petitioning Congress to call a constitutional convention for the 
limited purpose of drafting a u.s. constitutional amendment mandating a balanced federal 
budget. 

After receiving documentation from the U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee that S-214, 
The Constitutional Convention Implementation Act of 1991, died in that committee in 
December and had not be enacted, as Michigan State Senators had been told by lobbyists, 
enough Sl4pport was withdrawn, on the Senate floor, from SJR "G" that the sponsor withdrew 
it and is expected to offer a substitute resolution without a constitutional convention 
provision. 

If you would care to verify that neither S-214 nor any other bill prohibiting an 
unlimited constitutional convention has been enacted, Congressional Legislative Services, 
at telephone number (202) 224-1772, will provide this information as well as a copy of S-214. 

DA:kls 
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THIS LETTER IS TO OPPOSE HR 9 CURRENTLY BEING CONSIDERED BY 
THE HOUSE. 

I ?4f'1 OPPOSED TO THIS L.EGISUHION CnLLII\JG FOR THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL Cor·JVENTION. THE ONE i-'JE HAVE HAS SEF~\.)ED us 
(:Jr:-LL AND ! vJANT NO TA!"IPERING WITH IT. 
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S[\T' v 0 U r bra n c h 0 f fie e 2-12-93 : 10: 41:n1 

TO: HONORABLE RICHARD SIMPKINS 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
STATE OF MONTANA 

KI\KO'S COPIES .... 

FAXI 4064444802 

FROM: COLONEL SAM W. VAN DER WEIDE. USAF, RET. 
e.f..n., HOLLAND OIL COMPANY 
BOX 700283 
SAN ANTONIO, TEXAS 7B?70 

TELEPHONE: (210) 494~2901 

FEB~UARV 12. 1993 - 9:59 AM CST 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE SIMPKINS, 

ALL AMERICANS ~ANT YOU TO VOTE "NO" ON HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION , 9. 

ALL AMERICANS ARE YOUR CONSTITUENTS. BECAUSE YOUR VOTE WILL AFFECT 
ALL OF THEMl 

:11. 2/11 

A "YES" VOTE WILL ESSENTIALLY BE A VOTE FOR ONE WORLD GOVERNMENT (COMMUNISM) 
BECAUSE AMERICA WILL NO LONGER HAVE A CONSTITUTION AS WE KNOW IT! 

THE U.S. CONGRESS DID NOT PASS A BILL IN 1991 TO LIMIT THE SCOPE AND 
POWER OF A CONSTITUTIONAL CONV~NTI0N. IF PROPONENTS OF YOUR BILL SAy 
U.S. SENATE BILL 5-214 (1991) PASSED, THEY ARE TOTALLY INCORRECT! 

VOTE NO ON HJR # 9. HAVE YOUR CHILDREN AND GRANO-CHILDREN REMEMDER 
YOU AS A TRUE PATRIOT - NOT SPIT ON YOUR GRAVE! 

SINCERELY. 

;g~w. VAN'-~6~ 
SAM W. VAN O(R WEIOE 
SAN ANTONIO. TEXAS 



WESTERN UNION FSI 
RENO, NEVADA 89502-2375 

005498000881 02/11/93 BLIA 

~ R I CHARD S I MPK I N 
CHAIRMAN CONSTITUTION CONVENTION HEARING 
HELENA MT 59601 

THIS IS A CONFIRMATION COPY OF THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE: 

4064428210 TORN HELENA MT 3 02-11 1147A EST 
9304209990788215-1 

RICHARD SIMPKIN RPT DLY MGM COpy MESSAGE 
CHAIRMAN CONSTITUTION CONVENTION HEARING 
HELENA MT 59601 

HJR-9. VOTE NO. 

S J SCORE 

15067 

16:02 EST 

MGMCOMP 



FROM ~DDRESSO'SET F~X NO. 707 644 6356 FEB 13. 1'?'?3 F' • 

f~ANKLlN H. ERNST, JR.:M.O. Fellow, Diplomate, Am~"clln Board of 
PsyChiatry and Neurology. Inc .. AmeN;." PsyChiatric AssoCilltion 

P8ychiatry p,o BOl3009 
VlIlle,O, Catilorni{l 94!'i90 

(707) 643·6611 

Representative Richard Simpkins 
Chm House State Administration Committee 
State Capitol 
'AX , 406/444-4802 
Helena, Montana 59620 

re: Request for your NO ~ on Call for a Constitutional Convention 

February 13, 1993 

Dear Representative Simpkins, 

I am writing to urge you to vote NO on the Montana State House Joint 

Re8olution 19 when it comes up for vote. As I am informed this is a 

call for a United States Constitution Convention. Despite arguments 

that the subject matter could be controlled and limited, it is highly 

Unlikely this would be true once such a convention was called. I have 

read the material by National Taxpayers Union and by others on the 

subject and am unconvinced by a long way. As you well know, even with 

our present Constitution, our Bill of Rights then, 200 years ago, did 

not get written into that document initially. 

Please vote NO on this matter when it comes to your committee for 

vote. 

Respectfully, 

franklin H Ernst Jr 
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JACK WeLBORN 

t·,.; lin •. I.trllt 

Mr. Duane C. Host~tler 
732 Rierson Roact 
Bronson, MI 49028 

Doar Mr. Ho~tetler; 

." .• , .•• H.·· 

February 10, 1993 

P03 

CHAJlIMAN: 
~AMII.Y LAW, C:IIIMI"IA~ ~ ... w. 

AND C:O~~'(:'rIO~!\ r.~IIAIIAITt~F 

C~"':~MAfoI 
S!~ATC iIiLE.l:T C~MITtIi 

OH I)\.O~T AND TA"'''' 

I ~m writins to let you knew that I have changed my position on 
the p~oposed resolution to aaa Michiqan to the list of states 
which are callin9 for a constitutional convention. I received a 
eall trom forme%" senator Harmon Cropsey t.wo days before a 
.cheduled Senate vote on the i.sue. His call caused me to 
reexamine the constitution. 

Yesterday the resolution was sch$~uled to 90 to the Senate floor 
tor a vote. However, atter I voiced my opposition to it in tha 
senate Republican CauCU~r the ~ill was referred back to 
Committee. Enclosed is a column that I wrote which !urther 
expl~ins rn~ position on ehi~ issue. 

Thank you for contactins me and makinq your voice heard on this 
important issue. I believe we have ett.etively stopped the 
Constitutional convention Resolution in Michiqan. I hope now you 
will foc~. your attention on the congressmen and the President, 
who are spending ua into oblivion. 

Encloaure: "switch and Be RiCjht" 



o 2. ,1 6. 9 3 0 9 1 5 A !.,.:r 

JACK WELBORN 
'H, .. IUI\T'" 1);,,,"cT 

ry 11"'-; 3OC). 

I,.A.NS;lo/G. 1\1114Ij!lllO·753. 

'1111 ,n·Y/u 

To; Edit.ora 

';1-

THE SENATE 
1..ANSING, ~~IGAN 

~ 
t. '~.~~ "' 

From; Senator Jack Wel~orn 
Data: February 11, 1993 
Re: RIGHT TO THE POINT "switch and Be Ri;ht" 

P iJ2 
P04 

r.HAIA~A/;: 

FAMILY LAW, CAIMINAL ...... W. 

.0."'0 o;Q~"fCTlOHS :OW"lrTU 

CH"'I~M"'N' 
,.HAIt SfLPCT COMMiTTU 

ON EXPtll'r .vIO IRAOI 

*******************.*************~***.******* •• ***.****** •• ****** 

In the time it took me to write the first 15 words ot this 

RsntenCG, the United states sunk $4QO,000 further into clebt. The 

national debt is now over $4 trillion, growin9 at the rate at 

$20,000 a second. A baby oorn today instantly inherits a $16,000 

share of the federal debt. Sixty-two cents out of every personal 

income tax dollar ~aid goes juat to pay the interest on the debt. 

The stewarasnip our lei1r.l~L:1:;; .i.u Wa~hingtQn ha'''o chown O"Q~ 1:h4 

years in spendinq other people's money qives a ring of truth to th. 

Qb~ervation made by M~rk Twain many years ago --

"There is no distinctly native American criminal class except 

Congress," 

Awareness of the deficit problem reachec1 new heights d.uring 

last year's Presidential campaign, but the question still remains: 

What are W. g'oinc; ~o do' about it? Although this problem 't1Ias 

brousht about b¥ recKless, I would say criminal, tederal spending, 

a proposed solution to it has been a hot topic in the Michigan 

Legislature. The proposea solution itself -- a balanced budget 

amendment to the U.S. Constitution forbidainq Congress to spend 

money it does not have ~- is not controversial. polls indicate 

that 70 percent of the American people, all of whom woul~ be in 

prison if they spent as rac~lessly as conqree., support a balanced 

budget. The controversy lies in the proposed means or i~posin9 the 

peopl.'. will on their elected representatives in WaShington. 

A proposal reoently under consideration in the state 
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Legillature would have added Michigan to the qrowinq number of 

atate8 which are dernandinq Cl Constitutional convention for the 

purpose of adding a balanced bUdqet amendment. Article V of ' the 

Constitution gives states the authority I but only throuqh a 

convent ion J to amend the U. S . Consti tut ion, Accorcling to the 

Constitution, Congress must call a constitutional convention for 

the purpose of proposing amendments ;if two-thirds t . 34, of the St.ate 

TJegislatures d.emand it. So far 29 state tegis~atures have demanded 

a convention to aot on the balanced budget amendment proposal_ 

This issue has surfaced and resurfaced. many times during my 

tenure in the MiChigan Legislature. In the past ! have always 

supported a Constitutional convention because I felt aomething had 

to be done to force Conqress to live within a budget. This has 

always ~een a controversial issua becausa Of the concern that ther. 

is no way to limit the convantion to the balanced budget amendment. 

On one side of the debate is tha tear of a runaW'ay convention 

driven by radicals who have no more respect for our freedom than 

the B~itish did in 1776. I have argued on the other side, which 

believes that a constitutional convention can be limited to one 

topic ana that, if something is not don., our country will b~ 

driven into bankruptcy by a Congress that i. in it •• lf the 

equivalent or a runaway convention. 

Throughout the debate, I remained on the side of the 

Constitutional convention because of ~hat I thouqht was a safeguard 

-- a requirement that anythinq produoed by the convention would be 

subject to approval by three fourths of the state Laqislaturea. 

If th. convention lived up to the worst fears of its critics and 

pasBad an a~.ndment rescindinq the Bill of Ri9hts, for example, I 

was confident that it would never get the 38 state Leqislatures 

necessary to ratify such a radieal move. However, on Sunday night 

two days before a scheduled Senate vote on the issue, I got a phone 

call trom tormer state Senator Harmon Cropsey. He, like myself, 

had ~lways bean a ch~mpion of the amendment, but he told me th~t 
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in hie =otircmc~t he hod d~~~ ~urn~ mur~ r •• earch and re!t tnat the 

safeguard was not as safe as he and I had always believed. 

Senator Cropsey's call alarme~ me, and sent me baok to the 

constitution for a thorough review. While Article v of the U.s. 
Constitution does state that any amendments produoed by the 

Con::ltitutional convention would have to be ratified by three 

tQurths of the states~ I foUnd a clause that allows Congress to 

bypass state Leqislatures and put the ratification process into the 

h~nclL!l of state conventions. Ccmqress chooses the ratification 

m~thod -- state Logislatures or stat4 ~oilv~ntlon8 ~- and there is 

nothing to stop Congr ••• from ehooGing the convention option and 

then writin9 a l~w allowinq Congress to determine Who the 

oonvention dele9=tes would be. 

For example, Congress coul~ say that convQntions will consist 

of the Mayo~s of all cities with populations of 200,000 or more or 

oongressmen could even empower themselves to be the convention 

delegates in their respe~tive states -- my concern is that Congress 

oould manipulat. the convention to promote its own agenda. The 

~ottom line is that I have absolutely no contidence that Conqress 

would do the right thing'. In giving us the bUdqet daficit, 

Congress has given itself a trust deficit just as big. 

I QnnQunc~~ my withdrawal at .uppo~t tor the Constitutional 

oonv.n~ion resolution on Tuesday morning to the Senate Republican 

Caucus. Shortly afterwar~., bator. a vote COUld be taken, the 

p~oposal was sent from the senate floor back to committee. 

During my tenure in the Legislature, it has been extremely, 

Qxtrernely rare that I have switched my position, but in this case 

it was clearly documented throuqh raaaarch that I had bQsn on the 

wrong sids ot ~ v1 tally important 1esue. There was an old 

cigarett.e commercial whiCh teatured smoker. aayin9', 'tI'd rat.her 

!19ht t.han _Witch." In this case, :r woulc1 rather switch and be 

riqht than risk harm to the united States Constitution. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
TELEPHONE CALLS 

State Administration Committee HJR 

NAME AND ADDRESS REPRESENTING 

Nina Ballatore 
1110 34th St. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

George McCanney 
1917 Milligan Rd. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Fred Hammel 
505 7th Ave. W. 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Mary Whimbley 
Box 544 
Trego, MT 59934 

Claude & Mona Stasne 
513 S. Tracy 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Opal Marvel 
175 Tobacco Siding 
Eureka, MT 59917 

Bob Larson 
409 E. Lamme 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

John & Linda Super 
P.O. Box 187 
Colstrip, MT 59323 

Anna Hanna 
2503 38th St. W. 
Billings, MT 59102 

Harley & Jean Remington 
635 N. Junniper 
Somers, MT 59932 

Helen Wike 
1200 32nd St. S. #29 
Great Falls, MT 59406 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

February 12, 1993 

POSITION 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 



Dick & Carol DeBoo 
Rt. 3, Box 909 
Valier, MT 59486 

Alta Bingen 
606 5th St. S.E. 
Sidney, MT 59270 

James Toavs 
4543 Crumble Creek 
Columbia Falls, MT 59912 

Eleanor Schieffelin 
Box 26 
Immigrant, MT 59027 

Matt J. Dassinger 
208 7th St. S.E. 
Sidney, MT 59270 

John Skillman 
MC66 Box 49 
Frazer, MT 59225 

Pam Wiles 
6104 West Shadow Drive 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Kenneth Richards 
Candace L. Miller 
23 Willow Bend Dr. N. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Mrs. John Skierka 
Route 78, Box 14 
Chester, MT 59522 

Carla Graves 
635 N. Juniper Bay 
Somers, MT 59932 

Ann Ellen 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Barbara Kalafat 
Rt. 78, Box 14 
Chester, MT 59522 

Herb White 
25 Harvest Lane 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Sandra Morris 
Route 1 
Power, MT 59468 

Margret Copenhaver 
Ovando, MT 59854 

Evelyn Schroeder 
Box 95 
Trego, MT 59934 

Elwin Hackbarth 
227 S. 12th 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Ben Gardiner 
1737 Park Ave. N.E. 
Salem, Oregon 97303 

Keith & Terry Rae 
1607 Pinyon 
Laurel, MT 59044 

Margie Grainey 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Laverne Erdman 
219 W. Calendar 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Beverly Graf 
Rt. 1 Box 91 
Fairfield, MT 59436 

Carol Korman 
Box 385 
Lincoln, MT 59639 

John Jensen 
6th South Park #C-16 
Helena, MT 59601 

Mr. & Mrs. Alfroed Dymersky 
144 Birchwood Dr. 
Billings, MT 59102 

Vernon & Dorothy Fredericks 
Box 51 
Kila, MT 59920 

Sylvia Johnson 
Box 155 
Lincoln, MT 59634 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Robert & Margaret Bergren 
1145 N. 26th 
Billings, MT 59105 

Paul Shelt 
265 Foys Canyon Rd. 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Mark & Tammy Peterson 
1323 1st Ave. N.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Lois Locke 
401 Washington 
Billings, MT 59105 

David Evans 
214 C S. 16th Ave 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Barb Olson 
307 10th St. #5 S.E. 
Sidney, MT 59270 

Betty Clare Swanson 
6104 W. Shadow Dr. 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Ruby Nickel 
833 Ave. D. #217 
Billings, MT 59105 

Tracy Hawkins 
7050 Saddle Mtn. Rd. 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Hildegard Doten 
Box 267 
Somers, MT 59932 

Mary Cornilivs 
Billings, MT 59105 

Charles Love 
2508 Silver Blvd. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Ernie & Myrna Hammer 
1808 Mount Ellis Lane 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Marcia Faugue 
Box 1395 
East Helena, MT 59635 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Sharon Larkin 
Box 506 
Noxon, MT 59835 

Helen Mears 
30 Dick Rd 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Bonnie Eitolli 
604 Allison 
Lewistown, MT 59457 

Anita Koschel 
1807 Yellowstone 
Billings, MT 59102 

Dana Webber 
4680 Johnson Rd 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Dean Anderson 
103 Carroll Trail 
Lewistown, MT 59457 

Dee King 
1499 Beaverhead Rd 
Helena, MT 59601 

Ann Marie Carter 
4316 S. Ave. W. 
Missoula, MT 59801 

Michael Stevenson 
7344 Priest Pass Rd. 
Helena, MT 59601 

Joyce Evanson 
4322 Stone 
Billings, MT 59105 

Blanche Steppin 
Cardwell, MT 59721 

Jack & Sandy Anderson 
23 Faculty Court 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Elaine Wilbert 
222-2958 

Viola Mitchell 
p.o. Box 1099 
Baker, MT 59313 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Debbie Briese 
101 1st St. N.E. 
Cutbank, MT 59427 

Dane Peterson 
1110 Lendel Lane 
Billings, MT 59105 

Hal Curtiss 
634~ Scenic Drive 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Betty Harris 
2611 Watson 
Billings, MT 59105 

Blanche Helgerson 
510 N. Broadway 
Belgrade, MT 59714 

Kyla Presnell 
Box 1437 
Cutbank, MT 59427 

Lila Gravos 
2625 Miles Ave. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Will Weaver 
1115 1st Ave South 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Marvelle Johnson 
Clinton, MT 59825 

Keith Simmons 
Box 4012 
Missoula, MT 59806 

Mrs. Richard Langford 
416 5th Ave S. 
Lewistown, MT 59457 

Alex Reichardt 
P. O. Box 321 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Terry Connelly 
1301 Othorpe Rd. 
Rexford, MT 59930 

Barbara Peterson 
1595 Barnaby Lake 
Eureka, MT 59917 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Judy Johnston 
808 Sacajawea Dr. 
Great Falls, MT 59404 

Mrs. Fred Johnson 
2240 Fattig Creek Rd. 
Roundup, MT 59072 

Craig & Linda Madsen 
1401 5th Ave. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Diane Baker 
30 Reinig St. 
Belgrade, MT 59714 

John & Debbie Briscoe 
410 Quan 
Belgrade, MT 59714 

Paul McKibben 
Box 155 
Fortine, MT 59918 

Mr. & Mrs. Wayne Timm 
4036 Riverside 
Billings, MT 59101 

Harriet Curtiss 
Box 143 
Fortine, MT 59918 

Linda Parker 
Box 32 
Thompson Falls, MT 59873 

Evelyn Whitesitt 
2226 6th Ave. 
Helena, MT 59601 

George Stapleton 
Route 62 
Box 3110-C 
Livingston, MT 59047 

Linda Madsen 
1401 5th Ave S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Albert Wall 
HCR 266, Box 45 
Frazier, MT 59225 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Joan Ferrin 
Rt 1, Box 182 A 
Fairfield, MT 59436 

Gwen Meierding 
520 Woodford 
Missoula, MT 59801 

LaVonne Larson 
Box 448 
Lakeside, MT 59922 

Cynthia Aplin 
2230 S. 6th W. 
Missoula, MT 59801 

Ray Lightner 
Route 2 
Choteau, MT 59422 

Garnet Wagner 
150 Lauretta Dr. 
Billings, MT 59101 

Suzanne Horton 
2318 Fairway 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Treisa Pierce 
7037 Saddle Mtn. Rd. 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Martha Haggett 
Star Route 
Rollins, MT 59931 

Suzanne Horton 
2318 Fairway Drive 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Vern Locke 
401 Washington 
Billings, MT 59101 

Jim Lightner 
Choteau, MT 59422 

Bea Kaasch 
311 6th Ave. 
Laurel, MT 59044 

Victoria Osborne 
Box 454 
Ernmigrant, MT 59027 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Tammy Carroll 
1429 Bench Blvd. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Milton and Pauline Shirley 
Rt 1, Box 297 
Joliet, MT 59041 

Kevin Lightner 
Rt. 1, Box 9 
Bynum, MT 59419 

Terri & Barbi Knowles 
Box 483 
Terry, MT 59349 

Tom Hisler 
257 Grandale 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Nancy Rademacher 
Box 26 
Musselshell, MT 59059 

Mary Carroll 
5105 3rd Ave. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Tom Lightner 
Rt 2, Box 247 
Choteau, MT 59422 

Rita Robinson 
1322 4th Ave. N.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59404 

Cindy Bright 
902 23rd St. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Carolyn Miller 
4501 B. Hickory 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Elaine Unrau 
Box 2139 
Wolf Point, MT 59201 

Rod Emmert 
4709 Smokey Bear 
Columbia Falls, MT 59912 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



David Unrau 
Box 2142 
Wolf Point, MT 59648 

Bob Henkel 
1101 Floweree 
Helena, MT 59601 

Barth Lyons 
2212 Emory Rd. 
Ronan, MT 59864 

Lillis Waylett 
5311 Skyview Dr. 
Missoula, MT 59803 

Pat Muir 
1215 Ave. C. Apt. 7 
Billings, MT 59102 

Danny Lindsay, Sr 
Rt. 3046 B. 
Wolf Point, MT 59201 

Karen Bender 
Rt. 1, Box 4550 
Glasgow, MT 59230 

Charlotte Jones 
Box 271 
Ulm, MT 59485 

Larry and Wendy Bickel 
200 7th St. 
Belgrade, MT 59714 

Lynn Bunch 
3226 Fair Meadow Dr. 
Billings, MT 59102 

Dorothy Skelton 
Rt. 1, Box 81 
Conrad, MT 59425 

Barbara Asperig 
Box 316 
Santa Rita, MT 59473 

Jeanette Christiansen 
2329 2nd Ave. S.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self support 

self support 

self support 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Wallace, Ashley, Lance, 
Philomena & Autumn Shalz 
1371 Country Homes Lane 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Vernon Conway 
115 Buckingham Way 
San Francisco, CA 

Burl and Verna Neill 
Box 502 
Hardin, MT 59034 

Wm. and Shirley Talbott, Sr 
410 E. Storey 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Kathleen Gibson 
Box 912 
Whitehall, MT 59759 

Lila Gravos 
2625 Miles Ave. 
Billings, MT 59102 

Joan Gordon 
Box 1151 
Cut Bank, MT 59427 

George & Margaret Goyette 
1204 10th Ave. N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Ruth Benevides 
2408 Haystack Dr. 
Helena, MT 59601 

Ron Staley 
801 3rd Ave. S.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

John Torstveit 
3115 3rd Ave. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Don McKamey 
1919 Milligan Rd. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Marion Lightner 
2406 8th Ave. N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Nelson Rolando 
618 Ridge Rd. 
Lead, SD 57754 

Helen Yaw 
2569 Old u.s. Hwy. 91 
Cascade, MT 59421 

Ernie & Anne Rohloff 
Donovan Pk. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Craig & Linda Madsen 
1401 5th Ave. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Marshall Peters 
410-343-2373 

Curt Meeds 
Box 78 

George Chancellor 
209 Langohr 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

George Jeffries 
Hot Springs, MT 

Beverly Stone 
68 Wagon Lane 
Great Falls, MT 59404 

Robin Schmidt 
336 Riverview 6 W. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Richard Moore 
Box 3121 
Rapid City, SD 57709 

Bertha Brod 
2625 4th N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Elizabeth Johnston Webb 
6508 Pine St. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Walter Teats 
2401 8th Ave, N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self 

self support 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Richard Johnson 
Box 183 
Emmigrant, MT 59027 

Nancy Hunn 
3335 Timber Edge Dr. 
Clinton, MT 59825 

Dixie Herbert 
1008 Highway 93 N. 
Victor, MT 59875 

Juanita Stobie 
6167 Highway 200 
Thompson Falls, MT 59873 

Dr. S. J. Score 
1123 Euclid 
Helena, MT 59601 

Thais Streeter 
258 Turning Dr. E. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Dan Lee 
1334 St. Johns 
Billings, MT 59105 

Mark and Judy Greydanus 
Box 586 
Pony, MT 59747 

Paul Shelt 
265 Foys Canyon Rd." 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Tracy Hoffmann 
2589 Prickly Pear 
East Helena, MT 59635 

Scott McKinnery 
Illinois St. 
Springfield, IL 

Tilly Pierce 
Billings, MT 59105 

Louis A. Bibler 
Box 1195 
Kalispell, MT 59901 

Dixie Engelhardt 
Box 4 
Ulm, MT 59485 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

Director, Council on 
Domestic Relations 
(217) 839-2635 

self 

self 

self 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

support 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 



Marilyn Neuvonen 
5680 Eastside Highway 
Stevensville, MT 59870 

Dorce Steffason 
42 Garfield 
Bozeman, MT 59715 

Mrs. Connie McConaha 
413 Jocko Rd 
Arlee, MT59821 

Lori Donaldson 
220 3rd Ave. N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Brian Waula 
4759 Lake Harbor Dr. 
Muskegon, MI 
798-4595 

William Wells 
Box 279 
Newell, S.D. 57760 

David Phillips 
3404 5th Ave. N. 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

John Torstveit 
3115 3rd. Ave. S. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Teresa Keith 
4000 6th Ave N. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Jeff Lyon 
3322 Upper River Rd. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Charlotte Jones 
Box 271 
Ulm, MT 59485 

Homer and Barbara Shanholz 
2107 4th Ave. S.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Margaret Haymeier 
349 Evans Lane 
Spearfish, S.D. 57783 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self "oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 

self oppose 



Gary Bolta 
711 10th Ave S.W. 
Great Falls, MT 59404 

Judy Yerger 
502 N. Choteau 
Hardin, MT59034 

Donna Ellis 
1007 Cottonwood 
Billings, MT 59105 

Laura Rott 
625 Mattson 
Billings, MT 59105 

Timothy Kootenay 
Polebridge, MT 59928 

Ray Gilton 
Maryland (301) 467-9093 

Betty Ard 
2929 Hwy 321 E. 
Billings, MT 59105 

Don Beck 
Rapid City, S.D. 
(605) 348-1258 

Mr. and Mrs. Wayne Timm 
4036 Riverside Rd 
Billings, MT 59105 

Fred Doney 
Lower Lynch Creek Rd. 
Plains, MT 59859 

Francie Albertson 
570 River Road W. 
Plains, MT 59859 

Ray Lindseth 
P.o. Box 183 
Dupuyer, MT 59432 

Helen Back 
601 Lemmon Ave. 
Rapid City, S.D. 57701 

Pauline Rankin 
419 Spark 
Lead, S.D. 57754 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

Nat'l Vet. Co 
on Constitution 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

self 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose 

oppose. 

oppose 



Fred Sodamka 
2008 11th S.W. self oppose 
Great Falls, MT 59404 

Thelma Sallee 
P.o. Box 54 self oppose 
Ulm, MT 59485 

Loretta Marquis 
Box 187 self oppose 
Ulm, MT 59485 

Helen Harper 
P.O. Box 359 self oppose 
Boulder, MT 59632 

Lillian Sunwell 
709 2nd Ave. N. self oppose 
Great Falls, MT 59401 

Kevin Marquis 
Box 14 self oppose 
Ulm, MT 59485 

Cathy Stevens 
1425 13th St. S. #10 self oppose 
Great Falls, MT 59405 

Richard H. Williams 
P.o. Box 464 self oppose 
Troy, Mr 59935 

Mrs. H. Tripplehorn 
1035 University self oppose 
Helena, MT 59601 

Marshall Apeters 
410-343-1273 self oppose 

Rev. Dan and Heidi Conklin 
721 N. Cody Ave self oppose 
Hardin, MT 59034 

Ward North 
Box 292 self oppose 
Plains, MT 

Judith Landgren 
1220 Franklin Ave. self oppose 
Great Falls, MT. 59401 
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FrOnl: Willianl Costanzo, 432 Janlaica Blvd., Toms River, N.J. 08757 Tel. (908) 505-1521 
February 11, 1993 

To: The Honorable Norm \Vallin 

Sheet 1 of 3, Ref: HJR 9 (Tbe balanced budget -constitutional convention bill) 

Dear Representative Wallin 

t ' 1'·,,1 

I 
I 

I am a private citizen wbo bas devoted the last 6 months to the constitutional convention issue.l~ 

have found it to be a non-answer to our national budget problem, yet it has been quietly pushed I 
through the state legislatures with high pressure techniques, even to the point of being voted on'l! 
as an elllergency measure. Tbese methods, in and of tbenlselves, show bow safeguards are al- I 
ready being violated. The silence of the mass media is also unsettling. 

On Feb. 3, 1993, John Armor the ALEC lobbyist testified at tbe Micbigan senate bearing on 
SJRG, (the Michigan balanced budget - constitutional convention bill) that, S-214, the safeguarcbr 
bill which he bas been advocating all month, was not enacted by congress, so by his own adInisJi 
sion, there are no safeguards. I therefor urge you to observe your oath of office and vote NO on "~I 

any U.S. constitutional convention for a balanced budget or any other purpose. _ 

';!!Ii 

It was also testified to in the hearings that a balanced budget amendment would involve massivejl 
tax increases and would require at least ten years before three quarters of the states ratified it. 
We don't have ten years to solve this problem. J 
The ill-fated Granllll-Rudnlan Act was designed to balance the budget in 5 years and it is still jl 
on the books. It utilizes spending cuts, without tax increases. III 

The Supreme court ruled that the key feature of the Gramm-Rudman Act - it's automatic spend-~ 
ing cut mechanism - is unconstitutional (Bowsher vs Synar, July 7, 1986). The objection was :.; •.•. iMj 

that it violated the separation of powers, as it assigned executive-type responsibilities to the Ii 
General Accounting Office, which the comt found to be an entity under the legislative branch. 

The objection was not in the automatic nature of the spending cuts, but in the branch of govern] 
nlent that was implementing thenl. The solution is to reassign the autolllatic spending cuts to aI\Jt 
otlice in the executive branch, and also to eliminate unconstitutional expenditures in the budget.1 
This could be acconlplished very quickly without a constimtional convention. 
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1993 CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION FACT SHEET 

THREE STA TES 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 

A 

2. A NEW CONSTITUTION called a Constitution for the Newstates of America was financed 
by the Rockefeller Foundation and published in 197~. Nelson Rockefeller, then president of 
the U.S. Senate. engineered the introduction of HeR 28 calling for an unlimited convention 
in 1976. Public opposition defeated this effort and convention backers went back to the 
states promising a limited 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 contlned to the police, members 

of the armed forces, and those licensed under law." 

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

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, said 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 wait until the U.S. is 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 rescin.ding and moving them another state away from their goal we 
are encouraging them to force a depression on us. 

9. SCHOOLS - Article 1- A Sec. 11 says that free education would only be for those who pass 
appropriate tests. 

10. ENTlREL Y NEW CONSTITUTION PROMOTED - Hemy 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~ Nancy Kassebaum's group, The Committee on the Constitutional System ,is on record as 
'N 0 use a '0 v ntion to chanQe the U.S. to:1 PARTTAMFNTARY G()VFRNMFNT 
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THE END OF THE STATE LEGISLATURES 8.WJR 0\ 
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. LA WS IGNORED - Some argue that a constitutional amendment is 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 is 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 - Some 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 Can 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 a convention limited 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 a number of issues for which states have called for a conven
tion. Their backers will all want to get in on the balanced budget convention if it is held. 

STATE LEGISLATURES CAN BE BYPASSED 
24. RA TIFICATION - Article V gives Congress the power to bypass the state legislatures in 
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