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Good afternoon again Senator Felzkowski and colleagues of the Senate Committee on Government Operations,
Legal Review and Consumer Protection. I am here to testify in favor of Senate Joint Resolution 12, a measure
I’ve authored alongside Representative Ramthun to use the Article V state convention process to propose an
amendment to the United States Constitution imposing term limits on members of U.S. Congress. This is a
reintroduction of 2019 Senate Joint Resolution 106, which was brought forward at the tail end of the previous
session.

National surveys and opinion polls on congressional term limits routinely garner strong majority support. One
of the more notable examples over the past decade was a 2013 Gallup poll in which 75 percent of respondents
voiced their support for imposing term limits on members of Congress. As someone who has introduced and
advocated for legislation across multiple sessions to implement term limits for elected officials at the state level,
I have become familiar with the inertia surrounding this issue at every level of government.

Simply put, elected officials on both sides of the aisle are reluctant to voluntarily impose restraints on their own
power. Past constitutional amendments have been proposed to limit congressional terms of office, and these
proposals have garnered majority support. However, none of the proposals secured the necessary two-thirds
supermajority vote in both houses of Congress to move forward.

Fortunately, the Framers of the U.S. Constitution provided the states with a mechanism for advancing
constitutional amendments in the face of congressional inaction. This mechanism lies in Article V of the U.S.
Constitution, which allows two-thirds of states to call a convention for the purpose of proposing constitutional
amendments of a specific and limited scope, with ratification requiring the approval of three-fourths of state
legislatures.

Since our nation’s founding, term limits have served as a mechanism for ensuring accountability and respecting
the principle of “rotation in the offices” that is fundamental to maintaining the citizen legislature envisioned by
the Framers. The 19" and 20" centuries featured an abandonment of this principle that has carried into the 21
century. Over the past 130 years, the tenure of members of U.S. Congress has continued on an upward
trajectory, with the average years of service doubling in the Senate and tripling in the House of Representatives.
As the average tenure has increased, the public approval rating of the citizen legislature formed at our nation’s
founding has commensurately decreased.

In passing SJR 12 and adding Wisconsin to the list of states seeking to propose a constitutional amendment for
congressional term limits, we will be one step closer to creating a mechanism to allow for positive turnover,
increased accountability, and fresh perspectives on Capitol Hill. Thank you for your consideration.
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District: (262) 343-2764
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Testimony on Senate Joint Resolution 12, Senate Committee on Government Operations,
Legal Review, and Consumer Protection

Members of the Senate Committee on Government Operations, Legal Review, and Consumer
Protection,

Thank you for holding a public hearing today and allowing me to testify in favor of Senate Joint
Resolution 12, which seeks to apply to Congress for an Article V convention for the purpose of
introducing an amendment which would impose term limits on members of Congress.

Many of the Founding Fathers held the belief that these positions were not meant to be held for
long periods of time. Imposing term limits on members of Congress would be of great benefit to
our system of government for a multitude of reasons, but I'll only speak on two specific ones.

First, term limits would allow for more public participation within government. Over the past
few decades, incumbents have had a massive advantage over challengers when it comes to
reelection. Due to this advantage, many people choose not to run against incumbents at all. Term
limits would produce more open seat elections, enticing people to run for office and providing
voters with numerous candidates to vote for, instead of just the same names over and over.

Second, term limits would allow for fresh perspectives in Congress. When people have been in
any system for too long, they inevitably conform to it. Congress is no different. We’re seeing
that now more than ever in Washington, D.C. When people are in positions of power for too
long, they stop working for the people and start working for influence, favor, prestige, money,
and themselves. By limiting the amount of terms someone can serve in Congress, it would allow
for those positions to be consistently refreshed with new individuals untainted by the system.

Absolute power corrupts absolutely. That is just human nature. Imposing term limits on
Congress would help prevent such corruption, and return the power of governance to the people.

Thank you again for holding this hearing on Senate Joint Resolution 12 and allowing me to
testify in favor of it. I am happy to answer any questions you may have.
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My name is Christian Gomez, resident of Appleton, Wisconsin; Research Project Manager for
Thé John Birch Society; currently .theuhost of the IBS" Anarchy & Americd v_veb~se.ri'és; anrdralé(s
contributor for the leading-constitutional conservative The New American magazine and video.
| am testifying in opposition to both SIR 8 and SIR 12, the “Convention of States Project”-
worded application for an Article V constitutional constitution® and the single-subject

constitutional convention for term-limits application, respectively.

By the end of the day, you will have heard it repeated by many well-meaning proponents of
both SJR 8 and SIR 12 — the two resolutions before us applying to Congresé o “call a
Convention for proposing Amendments,” under Article V —that such a convention is needed
now more than ever to rein in the federal government. The Founding Fathers gave us Article V —
spe_cifical!y the convention method for proposing amendments to the Constitution —for such a
time as this, at least that's what we’re told by advocates of SIR 8, SIR 12, and the Canvention of

States Project.

While | certainly agree with the fact that our federal government — the Congress, Executive
Branch, and Courts have long-since strayed from an originalist interpretation of the federal
Constitution, and that something needs to be done about it, the fact of the matter is that

reining in the federal government was and is not the purpose of Article V.

The framers of the Constitution drafted Article V to remedy any potential defects in the

Constitution.

According to James Madison’s notes on the Federal Convention of 1787, Alexander
Hamilton explained on September 10, 1787 that the purpose of amendments was “for

supplying [archaic use, meaning ‘to remedy’] defects which probably appear in the new

t “Constitutional convention. A duly constituted assembly of delegates or representatives of the people of a state
or nation for the purpose of framing, revising, or amending its constitution.” Black’s Law Dictionary {7th Ed.} 1999,
New York: West Group. p.307



System.” 2 And in The Federalist No. 85, Hamilton further explained the corrective purpose of

amendments, writing in part:

In oppositionjto the probability of subsequent amendments, it has been urged that the
persons delegated to the administration of the national government will always be
disinclined to yield up any portion of the authority of which they were once possessed,
For my own part | acknowledge a thorough conviction that any amendments which may,
upon mature consideration, be thought useful, wiff be applicable to the organization of

the government, not to the mass of its powers.? [Emphasis added.]

Hamilton, like others, understood that the purpose of amendments was for the “organization of
the government,” in other words, for addressing the structures of how the federal government
is set up, and “not to the mass of its powers,” such as the unconstitutional laws Congress
-passes or other federal usurpations. This is the very opposite of what today’s modern
proponents for an Article V convention to amend the Constitution say. Today’s problems in the
federal government do not stem from any defects in the Constitution or the organization of the
government. Instead, they stem from a departure of the Constitution’s clear, original meaning

and interpretation.

Therefore, an Article V convention for proposing amendments, historically referred to as a
constitutional convention, was never intended as the method to rein in the federal

government.

Rather than reining-in the federal government, an Article V convention is far more fikely to
expand the power and scope of the federal government, whether by poorly-worded

amendments that unintentionally constitutionalize previously unconstitutional powers to the

2 Ferrand, Max. (1937). The Records of the Federal Convention of 1787 (Revised Ed.). Vol. [l New Haven: Yale
University Press. p.558

* Hamilton, Alexander. (1901). The Federalist: A Collection of Essays by Alexander Hamilton, John Jay, and James
Madison (Revised Ed.). New York: The Colonial Press. p.486



federal government or by delegates or commissioners to the convention taking the opportunify
' tointroduce and pfobdsé“new amendments with far-reachi'ngrpowers, or worse dréﬁing an
entirely new and “modern” constitution with its own mode of ratification - as oppose to the
suppdsed “safe-guard” of ratification by three-fourths of the state legislatures or state ratifying
conventions. Instead, a new constitution’s threshold for ratification could be lowered to a
simple majority of fhe states (26 out of 50), or to stétes whose populations account for a
maijority of the U.S. population, or perhaps even, in an appeal to “democracy” —the will of the
people thémselves by way of a national referendum, similar to what we see unfolding today in

the country of Chile.

Rather than proposing amendments to rein in the current federal government, we might
instead gef a new constitution crafted to: expand so-called reproductive healthcare or abortion;
define which types of firearms are and are not lawful for American citizens to poses; expand the
number of justices serving on the U.S. Supreme Court; abolish the Electoral College in favor of
the direction election of the president and vice-president of the United States, again in the
name of “democracy”; curtail or abolish local law enforcement in favor of greater federal
oversight or nationalized police, in the name of rooting out “systemic racism” and stopping so-
called “police brutality”; promote the structures of regional integration, global governance, and
the United Nations’ sustainable development goals; reset our nation’s economy to address
income inequality and promote the so-called “equitable treatment [that] we all end up in the

same place.”

As far-fetched as this may sound to some, a new mode of ratification, along with the backing of.
a Congress that is ideoclogically attuned to these goals, support from powerful and well-funded
Tax-Exempt Foundations, and an equally excited mainstream media giving constant, free, and
positive publicity to such a constitution, could very-well make the ratification of such a new
constitution a reality. And perhaps the saddest and most ironic part of all will be that many of

those who would loudly protest and oppose such a new constitution would be the very same



people who made it possible for there to be the convention that birthed such a constitution in

the first place.

I say this not as some-sort of scare tactic based on a science fiction scenario of the future. I say
this as a warning based on current events, such as what is presently unfolding in Chile, but also

based on history, specially at the 1787 Federal Convention in Philadeiphié.

The Continental Congress and the states originally tasked the delegates to the 1787
Philadelphia Convention with “the sole and express purpose of revising the Articles of
Confederation, and reporting to Congress, and the several legislatures, such alterations and
provisions as shall render the Federal Constitution adequate to the exigencies of government,
and the preservation of the Union.”* At the time, the Articles of Confederation were the
supreme law of the land. Article XIIf of the Articles of Confederation specifically stipulated that
“any alterations” made to the Articles of Confederation had to be unanimously “agreed toin a
Congress of the United States, and be afterwards confirmed by the legislatures of every State.”s

(Emphasis added.)

Both of these mandates were clearly exceeded. The delegates instead chose to replace the
Articles of Confederation with an entirely new federal constitution. And they also altered the
mode of ratification from being “confirmed by the Jégislatures of every Sfate,” according to
Articié Xilf of then-governing Articles of Confederation, to ratification by only nine of the 13
states. Article Vi, Section | of the U.S. Constitution states: “The Ratification of the Conventions
of nine States, shall be sufficient for the Establishment of this Constitution between the States
so ratifying the Same.” Not oﬁiy was the threshold lowered to nine out of the then-13 states,
the Constitution was ratified by special ratifying conventions rather than by the legislatures of

the state.

# United States Continental Congress, Res'olution, February 21, 1787
* Article Xill. The Articles of Confederation. Bedford, Massachusetts: Applewocod Books. p.24



In fact, this clear excess of power even troubled Judge Caleb Wallace, a supporter of the new
Constitution. Wallace was so concerned about the precedent set by this runaway convention
that he even advocated redoing the entire convention, with the full and proper authority to

replace the Articles of Confederation. Jddge Wallace wrote:

| think the calling [of] another continental Convention should not be delayed . ... for
[the] single reason, if no other, that it was done by men who exceeded their Commission,
and whatever may be pleaded in excuse from the necessity of the case, something

certainly can be done to disclaim the dangerous president [sic., precedent] which will

otherwise be established.®

Of this dangerous precedent, Luther Martin, a delegate from Maryland, wrote:

..we apprehended but one reason to prevent the states meeting again in convention;
that, when they discovered the part this Convention had acted,‘and how much its
members were abusing the trust reposed in them, the states would never trust another

convention.”

John Lansing, a delegate from New York, likewise summarized the runaway nature of what was

originally thought to be a limited convention in 1787; he wrote:

..the power of the Convention was restrained to amendments of a Federal nature, and
having for their basis the Confederacy in being. The acts of Congress, the tenor of the

acts of the States, the commissions produced by the several Deputations, alf proved this.

¢ Judge Caleb Wallace to William Fleming, 3 May 1788 in The Documentary History of the Ratification of the
Constitution Digital Edition, ed. John P. Kaminski, Gaspare J. Saladino, Richard Leffler, Charles H. Schoenleber and
Margaret A. Hogan. Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2009.

7 tetter by Luther Martin, opposing ratification of the 1787 Constitution



and this limitation of the power to an amendment of the Confederacy, marked the

opinion of the States, that it was unnecessary and improper to go further.®

Today we are likewise being told that this convention, whether SJR 8 or SIR 12, will be
restrained to just a few subjects or only term-limits. Considering this, who is to say that the
same historical precedent won't be used again to draft an entirely new, including a socialist-

leaning constitution like the one | previously outlined?

Again, the problem is not with the Constitution itself. We don’t need new amendments,
especially by way of a convention, in which the delegates — acting as the sovereign
repreéentatives of the people —would have the inherent right to propose any and all
amendments to the Constitution or propose an entirely new constitution, with its own mode of
ratiﬁcétion, as they may see fit. Instead, of looking for ways to amend the federal Constitution, |
implore the honorable members of this committee and legislative body to observe and obey
both the federai and our state constitutions. Defend our U.S. Constitution; please reject SIR 8,
SIR 12, and any other resolution applying to Congress to call an Article V convention to propose

amendments. Thank you.

® Ferrand, Max. (1911). The Records of the Federal Convention of 1787. Vol. |. New Haven: Yale University Press.
p.249



What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling you about
our Declaration of Independence

Article 5 of the U.S. Constitution provides two ways of amending
our Constitution: (1) Congress proposes amendments and sends
them to the States for ratification (this was done with our existing
27 Amendments); or (2) Congress calls a convention for proposing
amendments if 2/3 of the State Legislatures apply for it.

Congress has never called a convention under Article V - they are
dangerous!

But today, various factions are lobbying State Legislators to ask Congress to call an Article V convention. They
use various "hooks" - proposed amendments on such appealing subjects as “congressional term limits”,
“balancing the federal budget”, “taking money out of politics”, or “limiting the power and jurisdiction of the

. federal government”. But nothing in Arficle V limits the convention to subjects specified by State legislatures
[link]. So the subject of a state’s application for a convention is nothing more than bait designed to attract

- specific groups of people to get them to support an Article V convention.

Moreover, the phrase, “a Convention for proposing Amendments”, which appears within Article V,
doesn’t restrict the Delegates to the Convention te proposing Amendments! That’s because ouyr
Declaration of Independence recognizes that a People have the “self-evident Right” “to alter or to
abolish” their government and set up a new government.' We’ve already invoked that Right twice: In 1776
we invoked it to throw off the British Monarchy; and in 1787, James Madison invoked it to throw off our first
Constitution, the Articles of Confederation, and set up our current Constitution which created 2 new Form of’
Government.

This is what happened:

There were defects in the Articles of Confederation, so on Feb. 21, 1787 [link], the Continental Congress called
a convention to be held in Philadelphia

“for the sole and express purpose of revising the Articles of Confederation”

But the Delegates ignored their instructions from Congress and similar instructions from the States [linkj
and wrote a new Constitution which created a new Form of Government. Furthermore, the new
Constitution included its own new and easier mode of ratification: Whereas amendments to the Articles of
Confederation had to be approved by the Continental Congress and all of the then 13 States; 2 the new
Constitution provided at Article VII thereof, that it would be ratified when only 9 States approved it.

! The Declaration of Independence is the Fundamental Act of Our Founding and is part.of the “Otrganic Law” of our Land
{link]. The provision regarding altering or abolishing existing governments and sefting up & new one is here.

Z See ART. 13 of the Articles of Confederation {link].



And in Federalist No. 40, James Madison, who was a Delegate to the Federal “amendments” Convention
0f 1787, invoked the Declaration of Independence as justification for the Delegates’ ignoring their
instructions and writing a new Constitution which created a2 new Form of Government.?

“If we have a convention today, the Delegates will have that same power to get rid of our second Constitution
and impose a third Constitution. New Constitutions are already prepared or in the works! One of them, the
Constitution for the Newstates of America [link], is ratified by a national referendum (Art. X1, §1). The States

. are dissolved and replaced by regional governments answerable to the new national government. And we are to

~ be disarmed under this proposed Constitution (Art. I, Part B. §8).

So why was the convention method added to Article V? The Anfi-federalists at the Convention wanted
another convention so they could get rid of the Constitution just drafted [link]. Madison & Alexander
Hamilton went along with adding the convention method becanse they understood that a people aiways
have the right to meet in convention and draft a new constitution whether the convention method were in
Article V or not. And when, shortly after the Convenﬁon, the Anti-federalists started clamoring for another

- convention, Madison, Hamilton and John J. ay promptly started warning against it [Link]. -

S0 now we can see the real agenda of those (primarily George Soros and the Kochs) who are financing the push
for a convention: 4 A convention provides the opportunity (under the pretext of merely seeking amendments) to
replace our existing Constitution with a new constitution which moves us into a completely new system of
government, such as the North American Union (NAU). Under the NAU, Canada, the United States, and
Mexico are politically integrated and a Parliament and combined militarized police force are set up over them. °

This War over our Constitution isn’t between “Conservatives” and “Liberals”. It is between the Globalists and
those of us who want to maintain our existing Constitution and national soverei gnty. Of the 4 US Supreme
Court Justices who warned against another convention, two were Liberals and two were Conservatives [link}.

When convention supporters insist that the Framers meant for State Legislatures to use the convention method
of amending the Constitution to rein in an out-of-control federal government, they are making stuff up. Please
don’t pass any more applications for an Article V convention; and please rescind the applications your State has
already passed. '

? In Federalist No. 40 (5" para), James Madison says the Delegates knew that reform such as was set forth in the
new Constitution was necessary for our peace and prosperity. They knew that sometimes great and momentous
changes in established governments are necessary — and a rigid adherence to the old government takes away the
“transcendent and precious right” of a people to "abolish or alter their governments as to them shall seern most
likely to effect their safety and happiness,” ... “and it is therefore essential that such changes be instituted by some
INFORMAL AND UNAUTHORTZED PROPOSITIONS, made by some patriotic and respectable citizen or
number of citizens...” [capitals are Madison’s].

* As to the funding behind the push for another convention, see, e, g., link and link and link.

® For the Love of God, our Country and our posterity, READ the Council on Foreign Relations” Task Force Report
on the NAU [link]. This is what the Globalist Elite want and can get with a convention!

Contact Joanna Martin, J.D. at publiushuldah@gmail.com or https://publiushuldah. wordpress.com/
. Sep 21, 2020



The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service Report show Trying 1o find in the Constitution .
- where it says “the states will -

V convention P

that COS’s assurances that State Legislatures will control a convention control™
are “false” and “reckless in the exireme” '

Spokesmen for the “Convention of States Project” (COS) present a long list of
assurances which they say show exactly how a convention called by Congress
pursuant to Article V of the Constitution, W111 work. But they never present
any Evidence to support their assurances.

To this old lawyer, the above is astonishing. In trials, we are required to

present Evidence. A lawyer who attempted to conduct a trial in the way COS presents to State Legislative
Committees, would soon be interrupted by the Judge saying, “Counselor, do you plan to put on any evidence
todaj'. » And if the lawyer said, “Oh, no — you are supposed to just believe me”; the lawyer would lose the case.

So State Legislators must be like the Bereans 2 and demand that COS prove their assurances.

But COS cannot prove their assurances because their assurances are false. They are contradicted by the
Constitution. They are also contradicted by the Congressional Research Service Report which shows that
Congress understands that the Constitution grants fo Congress extensive powers to organize a convention. The
only power the States have is to “apply” to Congress for Congress to “call” the convention.

1. Two Constitational provisions respecﬁng an Article V Convention

Axticle V, US Constit., says:

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall deem necessary, sball propose
Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the Application of the Legislatures of two thirds of the
several States, shall call a Convention...” [italics added]

Article 1, §8, last clause, US Constit., says Congress shall have the Power...

“T'o make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into Execution the
foregoing powers, and all other Powers-vested by this Constitution in the government of the
~ United States, or in any Department or Officer thereof.” [italics added].

So Congress calls the convention and makes the laws necessary and proper to organize the convention.

1 COS’s entire case is based on their false and absurd claim that a Convention called by Congress under Article V of the
Constitution is the remedy our Framers gave us for use when the fed gov’t violates the limits our Constitution places on
them. What our Framers actually said is that hie purpose of amendments is 10 correct defécts in'the Constitution; and that

 the purpose gf a convention:is to'get another Constitution: ‘Madison repeatedly warned that those who secrétly wanted te
get rid of our Constitution would push for a convention iurnder the pretext of gemng amendmenis. The Proof is here.

2 Acts 17:11 “And the people of Berea were more open-minded than those in Thessalonica, and they listened eagerly to
Paul’s message. They searched the Scriptures day after day to see if Paul and Silas were teaching the truth.” (NLT)



2. The April 11, 2014 Report of the Congressional Résearch Service

The Report shows that Congress understands that Article V grants to Congress exclusive authority to setup a
convention. The Report exposes as false COS’s assurances that the States would be in control of a convention:

“Second, While the Constitution is silent on the mechanics of an Article V convention, Congress
has traditionally laid claim to broad responsibilities in commection with a convention, including
(1) recetving, judging, and recording state applications; (2) establishing procedures to
summon a convention; ... (4) determining the nuwmber and selection process for its
delegates...” (page 4).

So Congress has the exclusive power to receive and judge the applications; how to count the applications, which
ones to count, whether to aggregate the different “flavors” of applications, etc.

And nothing in the Constitution requires Congress to permit States to select Delegates. Congress

“determ|ines] the number and selection process for its delegates”; so Congress is free to select the
Delegates. Congress may appoint themselves as Delegates. *

And as the Report states on page 27:

“In the final analysis, the question what sort of convention?” is not likely to be resolved
uniess or until the 34-state threshold has been crossed and a convention assembles.”

So we’ll have to get a convention before we know how it is going to operate. But by then, it will be too late to
stop it. And if the proceedings are secret, we won’t find out anything until they are finished.

3. The People have the power to set up or take down Governments

Our Declaration of Independence (2™ para) is the Fundamental Act of our Founding and part of the “Organic
Law” of our Land. F recognizes that The People take down and create governments. When Delegates meet in
convention to address a Constitution, they are the Sovereign Representatives of The People. They camnot be
controlled by the “creatures” of Constitutions previously ratified — the federal or state governments [link].

Accordingly, even if Congress permits States to select Delegates, State Legislatures have no competent
authority to control Delegates at a convention called by Congress pursuant to Article V. The Delegates, as
Sovere@gn Representatives of The People, have the power to eliminate the federal & state governments! *

S0 ift We tte Reeple diwt vieie fou ot e eliminading sur furcloms, The c%u%mieo
4. Olson & Titus Leghl Policy paper Wﬁc Yowe ﬁ\}&b
See also the Legal Policy Paper by conservative constitutional litigators, William Olson & Herb Titus, which
gives additional reasons that COS’s assurances are “false” and “reckless in the extreme” {link].

* Page 40 of the Report says there doesn’t seem to be any “. . . constitutional prohibition against [U.S.] Senators and
Representatives serving as delegates to an Article V Convention. . . :

* The proposed Constitution for the Newstates of America does just that. And Art. X1, §1 provides for ratification by o
national referendum (national popuiar vote)! Do you trust the voting machines?

Joanna Martin, J.D. publiushuldsh@gmail.com Feb. 12,2021



Brilliant men warned Against an Article V convention

o During April 1788, our future 1¥ US Supreme Court Chief Justice

Why are you afraid -

of the Convention John Jay wrote that another convention would run an "extravagant

risque,”

o In Federalist No. 49, James Madison shows a convention is neither -
proper nor effective to restrain government when it encroaches.

« In his Nov. 2, 1788 letter to Turberville, Madison said he
A “trembled” at the prospect of a 2™ convention; and if there were an Article
Becausa 1 know what : V convention: “the most violent partizans”, and “individuals of insidious
& views” would strive to be delegates and would have “a dangerous

opportunity of sapping the very foundations of the fabric” of our Country.

« In Federalist No. 85 (last para), Hamilton said he “dreads” the consequences of another convention
because the enemies of the Constitution want to get rid of it.

o Justice Arthur Goldberg said inhis 1986 editorial in the Miami Herald that “it cannot be

" denied that" the Philadelphia convention of 1787 "broke every restraint intended to limit its power
and agenda”, and “any attempt at limiting the agenda [at an Article V convention] would almost
certainly be unenforceable.”

o Chief Justice Warren Burger said in his June 1988 letter to Phyllis Schlafly: “...there is no
effective way to limit or muzzle the actions of a Constitutional Convention... After a Convention 1s
convened, it will be too late to stop the Convention if we don’t like its agenda... A new Convention
could plunge our Nation into constitutional confusion and confrontation at every turn...”

» Justice Scalia said on April 17, 2014 at the 1:06 mark of this video: "I certainly would not want a
Constiﬁltional Convention. I mean whoa. Who knows what would come out of that?™

s+ Other eminent legal scholaxs have said the same — Neither the States nor Congress can control the
Delegates. See THIS. ' ‘ A

Yet convention supporters ridicule these warnings as “fear mongering.” And they quote law professor Scalia in
1979, before his decades of experience as a Supreme Court Justice, to “prove” otherwise.

b}e thit Tameés Madison, Alexander Ham: ‘ ce, Geldberg,
1d Justice Scalia understood. someth_mg about the piempoten’aary powers of Delegates to
At Artlcle V conventlon which the pro- ~convention lobby and sponsors haven’t grasped‘?

Contact Joanna Martin, J.D. at publinshuldah@gmail.com
Jan. 3, 2020



W What State Legislatures Are Doing

When the federal government oversteps its constitutional bounds, states can intercede and
declare such actions unenforceable in their states. And many states are doing just that.

AP lmages

Eaming his spurs: Texas State Representative Cecil Bell is the primary sponser of the Texas

Sovareignty Act, one of the most comprehensive nullification bills. Stafs lagislators across the
countsy are advancing bills to enforce the Constitution against federal infringements. .

by Pefer Rykowski

at anything, it is irony. For someone

who made “unity” and “nommaley™ his
campaign themes, no president has done
more in his first month to break norms
and further divide the country. In addition
to signing a record number of executive
orders — advancing far-left priorities on
topics ranging from energy to migration

If Joe Biden can be considered a master

Peter Rykowski is a research associate for The John
Birch Society.

www, TheNewAmerican.com

— he has gone farther than any other
president to decimate U.S. national sov-
ereignty, slander American history, and
remove federal officials for purely politi-
cal reasons. ' :

Not surprisingly, many of Biden’s
executive decrees are untawiul and un-
constitutional. They also are an omen of
what the remainder of his presidency will
bring. However, this is not a new prob-
lemn; the federal povernment has long been
overstepping its constitutionally imposed
constraints and infringing upon both indi-
vidual liberties and state sovereignty.

Fortunately, the Constitation contains
the tools necessary to push back against
these federal overreaches. For example,
Article VI states: “This Constitution, and
the Laws of the United States which shall
be made in Pursuance thereof ... shall be
the supreme Law of the Land.” (Emphasis
added.) That is, laws not “made in Pursu-
ance” of the Constitution are nof the law of
the land. In fact, they are unconstitutional
and should be declared “null and void” for
the simple reason that the federal govern-
ment may only exercise those powers del-
egated to it. This is made crystal clear by
the 10th Amendment, which states that all
powers not granted by the Constitution to
the federal government are reserved to the
states and to the people.

‘When states try to curtail unconsti-
tutional federal laws, they are said to
be nullifying the laws. All that’s needed
is for state legislators to take action and
enforce the Constitution. Thankfully, a
number of bills in state legislatures that
would enforce Article VI have already
been introduced in the current legislative
sessions of multiple states. If any of these
bills become law, they will go a long way
toward protecting Americans’ rights from
federal overreach.

Comprehensive Nullification

The introduced nullification bills are not
identical; they come in multiple forms
and cover different topics. Arguably the
most comprehensive bill is the Texas Sov-
ereignty Act, or HB 1215, Sponsored by
State Representative Cecil Bell (R} and
three other representatives, its preface

3



The federol government may only exercise those powers
delegated fo if. This is made crystal clear by the 10th
Amendment, which states that all powers not granfed by
the Constitution to the federal government are reserved
to the states and to the people.

Wuch patriots can do: Joe Biden occupies the White House and the far Left controls Congress

and ths federal bureaucracy. Howsver, the Constitution contains powerful tools for sate
legislatures to counter radical and unconstitutional federal policies.

explains the proper constitutional balance
of power between the federal government
and the states, even noting the importance
of Article V1.

If passed, HB 1215 would create a Joint
Legislative Committee on Constitutional
Enforcement, which would “review fed-
eral actions that challenge the sovereignty
of the state and of the people for the pur-
pose of determining if the federal action is
unconstitutional.” ‘

The Texas Sovereignty Act creates
clear criteria for determining whether
a federal action is unconstitutional, in-
cluding “consider[ing] the plain reading
and reasoning of the text of the United
States Constitution and the understood
definitions at the time of [its] framing and
construction.”

I the committee determines that a fed-
eral action is unconstitutional, the Texas
Legislature must vote on whether to ac-
cept the committee’s conclusion. If ma-
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jorities of both the State Hbl_xse and Sen-
ate accept its findings, and if the governor
approves the motion, that federa] action
would be formally declared unconstitu-
tional. HB 1215 does not end there. The
bill would require Texas courts — rather
than depending on case law — to “rely on
the plain meaning of” the U.S. Constitu-
tion “and any applicable constitutional
doctrine as understood by” the Founding
Fathers when hearing cases challenging
the constitutionality of federal laws.

The Texas Legislature is joined by
South Daketa and Wyoming in introduc-
ing comprehensive nullification bills. The
South Dakota Sovereignty Act (SB 122)
is sponsored by State Senator David Jon-
son (R) and six other legislators, while
the Wyoming Sovereignty Act (HB 256)
is sponsored by Representative Robert
Wharff (R) and 14 other legislators. Both
bills are substantially similar to Texas’s
HB 1215,

AP Images .

Unfortunately, the South Dakota Sover-
cignty Act failed in committee, thanks in
part to opposition from the organization
Convention of States, which is pushing for
a Constitution-nullifying constitutional
convention. However, it is encouraging
that this bill received seven sponsors.
While not passing this session, it has a
strong base of support and is a useful tem-
plate for other states and for future legisla-
tive sessions.

Befending the Second Amendment

The Texas and South Dakota Sovercignty
Acts are the most comprehensive nulli-
fication bills. However, other legislation
has been introduced that would robustly
defend Americans’ constitutional free-
doms from federal overreach. Many, if
not most, of these bills focus on nullify-
ing federal gun control.

The individual right to self-defense,
enumerated in the Second Amendment
of the Constitution, is probably the most
endangered God-given liberty. Candidate
Biden already made his anti-gun stance
clear, campaigning in 2020 on extreme
gun-control measures and on “defeating”
the National Rifle Association. On Febry-
ary 14, 2021, President Biden, commemo-
rating the third anniversary of the Stone-

-man Douglas High School shooting in

Parkland, Florida, issued a statement call-
ing for new gun-control laws “including
requiring background checks on all gun
sales, banning assault weapons and high-
capacity magazines, and eliminating im-
munity for pun manufacturers who know-
ingly put weapons of war on our streets.”
Already, muitiple Democratic members of
Congress have introduced legislation to
implement Biden’s draconian vision.

The threat by the federal government to
the Second Amendment was clear well be-
fore Biden’s inauguration, and four states
— Alaska, Idaho, Kansas, and Wyoming
-~ have already passed legislation prohib-
iting enforcement of federal gun-control
laws. Meanwhile, hundreds of counties
and municipalities have declared them-
selves “Second Amendment sanctuaries.”

Now, state legislators across the coun-
try, recognizing the present danger, have
introduced a number of bills either myl-
lifying federal gun controls for the first
time or strengthening existing nullifica-
tion laws.
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Wyoming’s SF 81, entitled the Second
Amendment Preservation Act, is among
the most detailed and comprehensive
gun-control nullification bills and would
strengthen the state’s existing protec-
tions, Tt is sponsored by Senator Anthony
Bouchard (R) and 19 other state legisla-
tors. An identical companion bill, HB
124, has been introduced in the Wyoming
House.

" SF 81 gives a list of policies that might
be found in “federal acts, laws, executive
orders, administrative orders, court orders,
roles and regulations,” that violate the
Second Amendment and Article 1, Sec-
tion 24, of Wyoming’s constitution. These
inchide any tax that might discourage gun
purchases or ownership; gun confiscation
laws; laws that prohibit law-abiding indi-
viduals from owning, using, or transfer-
ring guns; and laws mandating the track-
ing and registration of firearms, firearm
owners, gun accessories, or amrmunition.

Importanily, SF 81 nullifies both past
and future unconstitutional firearm re-
strictions, While not naming any specific
federal laws, the bill’s effect would be
wide-ranging, nullifying even the 1934
National Firearms Act and the 1968 Gun
Control Act.

The remainder of SF 81 primarily en-

sures that government officials at the state
and lpeal levels do not enforce the listed
unconstitutional federal gun-control poli-
cies and provides citizens with a means
of redress if their self-defense rights are
violated.

SF 81 is identical in content to pro-
posed legislation in multiple other states,
including Alabama (HB 157), Arkansas
(HB 1435, SB 298), Florida (HB 1203),
Georgia (HB 597, SB 268), lowa (HF
518), Minnesota (HF1256), Missouri

(HB 85, HB 310, SB 39), North Carolina.

(H189), Ohio (HB 62), and West Virginia
(HB 2159, HB 2537). The Missouri bills
have an especially good chance of becom-
ing law, with HB 85 already having passed
the State House as of this article’s writing.

In Alabama, HB 157 not only has the
same content, but also explicitly names the
1934 National Firearms Act and the 1968
Gun Control Act as being null and void in
Alabama.

Although the above bills are the most
detailed and thoroughly worded gun-
control nullification legislation, they are
not the only such efforts in 2021, Legis-
lation in multiple other states would pro-
hibit state and local enforcement of federal
gun controls. These include Arizona (HB
2111, 8B 1328), Arkansas (SB 59), Mis-

Nuilifying gun control: Legislation to prevent enfercement of past, present, and future federal

gun contrels is a major topic this year in many state legislatures —and for good reason.
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sissippi (SB 2564), Montana (HB 258),
Nebraska (LB 188), Oklahoma (SB 486),
South Carolina (H 3012, H 3119, § 369),
Tennessee (HB 928), and Texas (HB 635).
Other states” bills, anticipating the Biden
administration’s coming actions, would
specifically prohibit enforcement of future
federal gun controls.

Nullifying Roe v. Wade

The 1973 Roe v. Wade decision remains
one of the most infamous Supreme Court
rulings in U.S. history, not only because
of its disastrous consequences for human
life, but also for its total lack of constitu-
tional grounding. Even liberal law profes-
sors such as John Hart Ely and Lawrence
Tribe have admitted that the ruling, which
created a supposed constitutional right to
abortion based on a “right to privacy,” had
a weak legal basis.

At least one bill has already been in-
troduced that would nullify Roe v. Wade
and related Supreme Court abortion
rulings. Arizona HB 2877, entitled the
“Roe v. Wade is Unconstitutional Act,”
is sponsored by State Representative
Walter Blackman (R). If passed, it would
prohibit all state or local officials from
taking any action to enforce federal court
rulings that mandate legalized abortion,
and it would require those officials to
enforce state and local prohibitions on
abortion irrespective of those rulings. In
essence, HB 2877 nullifies the entire fed-
eral abortion regime and allows Arizona
to ban abortion under the Constitution as
propetly interpreted.

In recent years, state legislatures have
seen increased interest in protecting the
sanctity of life and challenging Roe v
Wade. For example, in 2019, Alabama
enacted the Human Life Pretection Act,
which nearly entirely prohibits abortion, -
and other states including Arkansas are
currently considering similar bills that
also directly challenge Roe v Wade.
However, while the passage of these bills
is a positive development, a major flaw
with them is that they make no attempt
to nullify the Supreme Court’s uncon-
stitutional rulings. They merely seek to
coerce the Supreme Court into reconsid-
ering its abortion precedents. So far, this
strategy is failing; the Alabama law is
enjoined in federal court and not being
enforced by the state, and the Supreme
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Court has refused to hear the case thus
far. Similar legisiation in other states will
likely meet the same fate.

Arizona's HB 2877 succeeds where the
other bills do not by ordering state and
locat officials to disregard unconstitution- .
al court nilings.

Targeting Biden’s Decrees

While most nullification bills focus on
broad topics such as abortion and the Sec-
ond Amendment, several bills proposed
this year aim directly at Joe Biden’s ex-
ecutive orders.

In South Dakota, State Representative
Aaron Aylward (R), State Senator Julie Fr-
ye-Mueller (R), and 14 other legislators are
spopsoring HB 1194. This bill would create
a process for reviewing the constitutional-
ity of presidential executive orders relating
to six topics: “A pandemic or other public
health emergency; ... The regulation of
natural resources; ... The regulation of the
agricultural industry; ... The regulation of
land use; ... The regulation of the financial
sector through the imposition of environ-
mental, social, or governance standards;”
and “The regulation of the constitutional
right to keep and bear arms.” Under HB
1194, if the South Dakota attomey general
finds any such executive order unconsti-
tutional, state and local agency would be
prohibited from enforcing it.

This targeting of Biden’s exccutive ac-
tions is not isolated to South Dakota. In
Oklahoma, over 70 state representatives
are co-authoring HB 1236. Similar to the
South Dakota bill, it adds several other ex-
ecutive order topics for the state attorney
general to review, and it allows the state
legislature to nullify these orders if the at-
tomey general declines.

Meanwhile, similar legislation (SB
277) has been infroduced by Montana
State Senator Tom McGilvray (R). In
North Dakota, HB 1164 would have also
created a similar process for reviewing
and nullifying executive orders on those
six topics, but it has since been amended
to merely require the state to seek over-

“turming those orders in coust.

Other Nuliification Bills

Muitiple other nullification bills have

been introduced that do not fit in any of

the above categories but still warrant a
* mention.

a4

One such bill is North Dakota HB 1282,
introduced by seven legislators. If passed,

1t would create a process for identifying

and nullifying federal laws, regulations,
and executive orders in existence prior to
the bill’s enactment.

Under HB 1282, once such federal ac-
tions are identified by a newly created
commiftee, both houses of the legislature
would vote to nullify them, and if simple
majorities of the House and Senate agree
with the committee’s recommendation,
state officials would not be required to

-enforce those actions. While narrower

in scope than the Texas and South Da-
kota Sovereignty Acts discussed above —
which also cover court orders and future
federal actions — HB 1282 would be an
excellent start to challenging unconstit-
tional federal actions.

Some state legislators are also using
nullification to push back against the fed-
eral government’s neocon foreign policy.
In Iowa, State Representative Jeff Shipley
(R) sponsored HF 332, which would pre-
vent combat deployments of the Towa Na-
tional Guard by the federal government in
the absence of a congressional declaration
of war In accordance with Article 1, Sec-
tion &, Clause 11, of the U.S. Constitution.

In Kentucky, Senator Adrienne South-
worth (R) introduced similar legislation,
SB 173, which would only allow federal
combat deployment of the Kentucky Na-

tional Guard if consistent with Clauses 11
and 15 of Article I, Section 8. Similar leg-
islation has also been introduced in Florida
(HB 1163) and West Virginia (HB 2138).
According to the Tenth Amendment
Center, over 650,000 National Guard
troops have been sent to foreign conflicts
since 2001. Additionally, 45 percent of the
total U.S. forces sent to Iraq and Afghani-
stan have been National Guard or Rescrve
troops. If the states prohibit unconstitution-
al National Guard deployments, the federal
govemment’s participation in these foreign
conflicts would be severely hampered.

Keeping Up the Struggle

As one can see, there is much that state
legislatures across our nation can do —
and are already doing — to enforce the
Constitution and push back against a left-
ist-controlled and out-of-control federal
government,

Patriots must not be deceived into be-
lieving that all is lost, nor that it is not worth
fighting. Yes, the 2020 presidential election
and the Georgia Senate races were devas-
tating for conservatives and gave the Dem-
ocratic Party control over the presidency
and Congress. However, state governments
remain overwhelmingly under Republican
control. Furthermore, the states have pow-

erful constitutional tools at their disposal to

protect individual liberty, namely Article
VI and the 10th Amendment. W

Befending the Guard: State lsgistation prohibiting unconstitutional federal deployments of the

National Guard shows that nullification’s impact ¢an extend inta foreign policy.
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Historical Precedent: Was the 1787 Convention a “runaway” convention?

#1. Some said, “We don’t have the
power and should not proceed.”

Patrick Henry

“That they exceeded thelr power Is perfecth
glesr...The federal convention ought to have amended
the old system —for this purpose they were solely
delegated. The object of their mission extended to no
other considerations,™

Robart Whitehill

"Cen it then be said thot the late convention did not
agssume powers to which they had na legal title? On
the controry, Sir, it is clear that they set gside the
laws under which they were appointed, and under
which alone they could derive any legitimate '
authority, they arrogantly exercised any pawérs that
they found convenient to their ohject, and in the end
fhey have overthrown that government which they
were colled upon to amend, in order to Introduce one
of their own fabrication.™

Willlam Paterson (New lersey delegate}

“We ought to keep within its limits, or we should be
chorged by our constituents with usurpation . . . let us
return to our States, and obtain larger powers, not
gssume themn of ourselves,

Charles Pinckney {South Caroling delegate) &
Elbridge Germy {Massachusetts delegate)

"General PINCKNEY expressed o doubt whether the
act of Congress recommending the Convention, or the
commissions of the Deputies to it, would authorize o
discussion of a system founded on different principles
from the Federal Constitution. Mr. GERRY seemed to
entertain the same doubt.”

John Lansing {(New York delegate}

"the power of the Convention was restrained to
amendsents of ¢ Federal nature ., . The acts of
Congress, the tenor of the acts of the States, the
commissions produced by the several Deputations,
ofl proved this. . . . it was unnecessary and improper
to go further, i

Luther Martin {Maryland delegate)

“..we apprehended but one reason to prevent the
states meeting again in convention; that, when they
discovered the part this Convention had octed, and
how much its members were abusing the trust
reposed in them, the states would never trust
anather convention.” ’

* Virginia Ratifying Convention, lune 4, 1788

2 pennsylvania Ratifying Convention, 28 Nov. 1787

? Madison's notes of the 1787 convention, 16 June 1787

“ Madison's notes of the 1787 convention, 30 May 1787

5 Magison's notes of the 1787 convention, 16 June, 1787,
commenits of Delegate John Lansing, Ir, from New York, who
LEFT the Convention July 10th after realizing they exceeded
their zuthority.

§ Letter by Luther Martin, opposing ratification of the 1787
Lonstitution,

http://oll.fibertyfund org/titles/19058Elliot_1314-01_3767

#2. Others said, “We don’t have the
power but should proceed anyway.”

Edmund Randoiph [Virginia dalagate)

"Mr. Randolph, wos not scrupulous on the peint of
power. When the salvation of the Republic wos at
Stake, it would be treason to our trust, not to propose
what we found necessary.” “There are great seasons
when persons with limited pewers arg justified in

#3a. NONE said, “The 1787 coﬁuentiun

‘acted well within their state delegated

power.”

No such citations exist from the Founding
era.

Claims of this nature originated with

exceeding them, and a person would be contemptable
not to risk jt.”* )

Alexander Hamilton {New York delegate)

"The States sent us here to provide for the exigencies
of the Union. To rely on and propose any plon not
pdequete to these exigencies, merely because it was
not clearly within our powers, would be to sacrifice
the means to the end.” :

James Madison {Virginia delegate}

..t Is therefore essentiol that such changes be
Instituted by some informal and unouthorfzed
propositions.... "

George Masan {\irginia delegate}

Mr, Mason justified exceeding their powers, “there
were besidas certain crisises, in which alk the ardinary
»11

cautions yielded to public necessity,

James Wilson (Pernsylvania delegate)

“The Federal Convention did pot act at all upon the
powers given to them by the states, but they
proceeded upon original principles, and having
framed a Constitution which they thought would
promaote the happiness of their country, they have
submitted it to their consideration, who may either
adopt or reject it, as they ;:ilease.":2

modern convention promoters, and are
pure historical revisionism.

In fzct, Judge Caleb Wallace, a supporter of the new
constitution, was so concerned about the precedent
the “runaway” convention had set, he advocated re-
doing the entire convention, with full authority
granted first! Said he;

“I think the colling another continentol Convention
shouid not be delayed . . . for [the] single reason, If no
other, that jt was done by men who zxceen}ed their
Commission, ond whatever may be pleaded In excuse
Jfrom the necessity of the case, something certainly
con be done to disclaim the dongerous president [i.e.,
precedent] which will stherwise be established. ™

Rather, to justify the actions of the 1787 convention
having “departed from the tenor of thelr commission”
issued by the states, they pointed to a higher

power as the source for thejr authority: THE PEOPLE ’
THEMSEIVES.

#3b. They appealed to the ultimate, sovereign power of the PEQOPLE [not
the state commissions) for their authority

"The people were in foct, the fountain of olf power, and by resorting to them, all difficuities were got over.
They could alter constitutions os they pleased, »%_ Madison

“@ rigid adherence in such cases to the former [limits of power Imposed by the states], would render

nominal and nugatory the transcendent ond precious right of the peopie to ‘sbolish or alter their
goverhments as to them shall seem most likely to effect their safety and happiness

48 Mndison

“The plan to be framed and proposed wos to be submitted to the people themselves, the disapprobation

wi7

" of this supreme authority would destroy it forever. . . *¥'- Madison

"Col. Mason: The Legistatures have no power to ratify it. They are the mere creatures of the State

. Constitutions, ond caonnot be greater thon their creators . . . Whither then must we resort? To the people
with whem alf power remains thet has not been piven up In the Constitutions derived from them.

118

7 Madison's notes of the 1787 convention, 16 June 1787

B farrand'’s Records of the 1787 convention, 16 June 1787
? Madizon's notes of the 1787 convention, 18 June 1787
*® Madison, Federalist 40

* padison's notes of the 1787 convention, 20 June 5787
= Pennsyivania Ratifying Conventlon, 26 Nov. 1787

2 judge Caleb Wallace to Willism Fleming, 3 May 1788

M madison, Federalist 40

* Mardison's notes of the 1787 convention, 31 Aug 1787

%8 Madison, Federalist 40

Y sadison, Federalist 40

® George Mason, Madison's notes of the 1787 convention, 23
Jul 1787




Legal Precedent: Conventions represent the ultimate sovereign power of the people

Notably, court decisions have continued to follow the 1787 precedent, declaring conventions empowered to draft or amend

constitutions represent the people, not the states, and cannot have their power limited by the state legistatures.

Corpus Jurus Secundum {a legal summary of 5 court decisions)
“The members of a Constitutional Convention are the direct representatives of the people and, as such, they may exercise all sovereign powers that

are vested in the people of the state. They derive their powers, not from the legislatura, but from the people: and, hence, their power may not in any
respect be {imited or restrained by the legislature. Under this view, it is a Legislative Body of the Highest Order and may not only frame, but may also

enact and promulgate, [a] Constitution.”

- Corpus lurus Secundum 16 C.1.5 9, Cases cited: Mississippl (1832) Sprovle v. Fredeticks; 12 So. 472, lowa {1883} Koehfer v. Hill; 14 N.W. 738, West Virginia (1873)
Loomis v. Jackson; 6 W, Va. 613, Oklahoma (1907} Frantz v. Autry; 81 p. 183, Texas (1912) Cox v. Robison; 150 S.W. 1145

Additionally, numerous state conventions have also declared they represent the power of the people, not the legislature, and cannot

have any jimits placed tpon their power:

"We have been told by the honorable gentleman
from Albany (Mr. Van Vechten) that we were not
sent here to deprive any portion of the '
community of thelr vested rights. Sir, the pecple
are here themselves. They are present by their
delegates. No restriction fimits our procesdings.
What ara these vested righis? Siv, we are
standing upon the foundations of society, The
glements of government are scattered around
us. All rights are buried; and from the shoots that
spring from their grave we are to weave a bower
that shall overshadow and protect our jiberties.”
« Mr. Livingston, New York Convention of 1821

"When the people, therefore, have elected
delegates, ... and they have assembled and
organized, then a peaceable revolution of the
State government, so far as the same may be
effected by amendments of the Constitution, has
been entered upon, fimited only by the Federal
Constitution. All power incident to the great
object of the Convention belongs to it jtis 3
virtual assemblage of the people of the State,
sovereign within its boundaries, as to all matters
connected with the happiness, prosperity and
freedom of the citizens, and suprame in the
exercise of all ppwer necessary to the
establishmeant of a free constitutional
governrent, except as restrained by the
Constitution of the United States.” - Report, The
Committee on Printing' of the IHinois Convention
of 1862

"He had and would tentinue to vote against any
and every proposition which wauid recognize
any restriction of the powers of this Convention.
We are... the sovereignty of the State. We are
what the people of the State would be, if they
were congregated hera in one mass meeting. We
are what Louis X1V said he was, "We are the
State.” We can trample the Constitution under
our feet as waste paper, and no one ean call us
to account save the people.” - Onslow Petars,
finols Convention of 1847

"It is far more Important that a constitutional
convention should possess these safeguards of
its independence than it is for an ordinary
legislature; because the convention acts are of a
mare momentous and lasting consequence and
because it has to pass upon the power, -
emoluments and the very existence of the
judicial and legislative officers who might
otherwise Interfere with it. The convention
furnishes the only way by which the peopie can
exercise their will, in respect of these officers,
and their control over the convention would be
wholly incompatible with the free exerelse of
that will.” - Elihu Root, Proceedings of the New
York Constitutional Constitution, 1894, pages 79-
80.

"We are told that we assume the power, and
that we are merely the agents and attorneys, of
the penple. 5ir, we are the delegates of the
peopie, thosen to act in their stead. We have the
same power and the same right, within the
scope of the business assigned to us, that they
would have, were they all convened in this
hall.” - Benjamin F. Butler, Massachusetts
Convention of 1853

"Sir, that this Convention of the peopie Is
sovereign, possessed of soveraign power, i3 as
true as any propositios can be. If the Stateis
sovereign the Convention is sovereign. If this
Cenvention here does not represent the power
of the people, where can you find its
representative? If sovereign power does not
reside ins this body, there is no such thing as
sovereignty.” - General Singleton, speech, The
Committee on Printing of the illincis Convention
of 1862, ’

Courts decisions and state conventions have followed the precedent set by the 1787 constitutional convention. As

the 1787 convention did, a convention today can ignore limits of power imposed by the states, and appeal to the
ultimate power of the people themselves. State [egislatures have no reason to expact they can control the

convention.

Thus, a “limited” convention is a myth.
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¥. Gaxo Crancs : ’
Srroweis J. Cowexa 1 wag glad to receive your recent letter., If corrected my mig«
R E Davn understanding about the paint you brought up in your letter of

SR — April 4 to Herb Joiner.

Wi J, Guxnx ¥ . Vs ' s,
A. G. Hxnwsowon, 5. 1 believe any thinking and informed American would agree with
Frxe C. Koch. the objectivesz you mentioned. :

Rosmay DLun : -

, : it's true that the Fourteenth Amendment to our Censtitution was
N. Prove Moo

W K McMmiax never legally adopted. That's one of the most important features
Romear . MONTGOMERY of the so-called reconstruction peried after the Civil War. It's
Lxvao P e equally true that the Sixteenth Amendment (implementing the
Tucasss Faxkie, MD- graduated income fax, one of the egsentials Karl Marx cited fo
Lowis Rurranauas build a socialist gtate) provided the mechanism aond the where-
l‘mm. withal needed to create an all powerful federal government here
Crasai B Stowy, I in America, And it's also true that the Geventeenth Amendment
« Execmtive Cosmithtr (providing for the popular election of U.S. Senators) was the

first giant step toward converting America into a democracy,
a step clearly contrary t0 the check and balance system our
forefathers gave us when they formed a constitutional republic.

These are important matters, fundarnentsl in nature, and of con-
.cern to all of us, But with conditions as they are today, doyou
helieve that a Constitutional Convention---even if it could be
organized-~-would produce the desired corrections? Frankly,we
don't. It's going to take time and a lot of effort to correct these
fundamental matters, and they will have to be corrected one at a
fime. But first, we havea large and immediate problem to solve:
the International Commmunist Conspiracy, which at this very minute
is working to capture absolute control of everything that is of
political or economic importance in America,

What good will a Constitutional Convention do if thie congpiracy is
- pot stopped ? - And what good will amendments to our constitution
do as long az we have a Tustice Department which protects open
apd blatent subversion, or a8 long as we have an Administration
that furnishes aid and advantages to our enemics every time it
has an opportunity, or as long as we have a Congress that will
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 permit our country to be dragged iato the third largest war of
our history without even having the guts to exercime its clearly
specified reaponsibilities regarding war, or as loag ad we have

an American public that will sheepiahly tolerate all of this
nonsense and treason?

I know you are deeply concerned about these things, Don, and
soam I. As a matter of fact, I believe they are of concern to
evary informed Americanist. But let's not forget that we are

at war with a huge and determined conspiracy. Our job for the
immediate [uture was; I believe, best suramarized by Mr. Welch
in the January, 1962 bulletin.. I'm enclosing a few paragraphs
extracted {rom that bulletin which best sumrmarize what I bave
tried to expresa. ‘ :

Thanks again, Don, for writing. [ obviously misunderstood the
point of your first etter, I hope L've been able to correct that
misunderstandifig and I sénd our kindest regards.

Sincarely,

Carl Danielson
West Coast Regional Uffice

GD:1b

enclogure

cct Herb Joiner



Testimony to the Wisconsin Senate Committee on Government Operations, Legal Review and
Consumer Protection

Peter Rykowska

3/24/2021

My name is Peter Rykowski, and I am here in opposition to SIR 8 and SJR 12. Not only
is an Article V convention totally unnecessary to limit the federal government, but it could easily
lead to changes to our Constitution that severely limit our God-given freedoms.

Any convention could l_ead to a runaway convention that would reverse many of the
Constitution’s limitations on government power and interference. SIR 8, for example, is worded
so vaguely that Congress could interpret it to justify amendments that actually entrench big
government, Congress could also propose amendments that don’t even claim to follow the texts
of SJR 8 and SJR 12.

Proponents of an Article V convention defend it By pointing out the requirement that
three-fourths of stéte legislafﬁres, or s{ate convenﬁbns, ratify proposed amendments. However, - =
this brings up tWo other prob-léms;.r |

First, the .Re'pubiican Party doe;s ‘not control 3/4ths of state legislatures. Any proposed
amendment will need Democrat support to be ratified. It is highly unlikely that the Left will
agree to any amendment that truly limits the federal government, meaning that, at the extreme
best-case scenario, an Article V convention is a worthless legislative exercise.

Second, Congress could decide that state conventions ratify the proposed amendments.
Congress could use this to subvert the will of state legislatures, as did happen with the
ratification of the 21st Amendment. Considering that Congress is currently controlled by the
Left, this is a scary thought.

The late Supreme Court justice Antonin Scalia effectively summarized why an Article V

convention was so dangerous. At a Q&A session at a Federalist Society event on May 8, 2015,



Scalia was asked his thoughts about a convention. He replied: “A constitutional convention is a
horrible idea. This is not a good century to write a constitution.” [1]

Scalia is correct, It is not a good century to write a constitution. The past several years
has seen a significant leftward shift within the Democratic Party, with large segments of the
party now even identifying as socialists and outright Marxists. These individuals are not just
opposed to monuments that commemorate the founding fathers, but they are aiming straight at
our Constitution and the values embedded within it.

An Article V convention will give these opponents of our Constitution an opportunity to
radically revise it. The public statements of prominent liberal legal scholars illustrate this. |

For example, the O'ctober 2019 edition of Harper's Maguazine reported on a forum about
the Constitution that it spoﬂsored at New York University. In the cover story, titled “Do We

Need the (‘onshtution ” the ﬁve 1eﬁ wmg legal scholars present all concluded that the |
| Consﬁtut-ion ml;lS‘L be revzs;:d to promote left -wing va}ues One of them, Lawrence L.essig, even
proposed using an Artlcie; v rclon\}eﬁtlon to achieve this. [2]

Other legal scholars hgwe Iﬁade simﬂar statements. In an interview with an Egyptian TV

station on January 30, 2012, the late Supreme Court justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg made the

following statement:

1 would not look to the U.S. Constitution, if I were drafting a constitution in the year
2012. T might look at the Constitution of South Africa. That was a deliberate attempt to
have a fundamental instrument of government that embraced basic human rights, had an
independent judiciary. It really is, I think, a great piece of work that was done. Much
more recent than the U.S. Constitution. Canada has a Charter of Rights and Freedoms. It
dates from 1982. You would almost certainly look at the European Convention of Human
Rights. Yes, why not take advantage of what there is elsewhere in the world? [3][4]



Similarly, in his book Designing Democracy, prominent legal scholar and Obama
administration official Cass Sunstein called South Africa’s constitution “the most admirable
constitution in the history of the world.” [5]

Whatever one may think about these foreign constitutions, they don’t come anywhere
close to protecting individual freedom like the U.S. Constitution. In South Africa, it’s legal to
confiscate one’s land simply on the basis of one’s skin color. [6] In Canada, the government can
force individuals and private religious institutions to blatantly violate their sincere religious
consciences, and Christian pastors have been imprisoned for choosing to go to church on
Sunday. In the European Union, the Convention of Human Rights has not stopped countries from
imposing a wide variety of restrictions on speech and religion, including France’s 2016 ban on
pro-life speech on the internet, or the German government’s total ban on homeschooling,
~ especially for religious or moral reasons, for example. [7][8].

. An Article V conv’ention:wiﬂ:‘give-: ind_ivi_ﬁuais-like.Cass Sunstein and Lawrence Lessig an .
opportunity to change the Crmstitﬁtion td reﬁeét their ideological viewpoints.

Not only is an Article V convention a bad ides, as have I demonstrated, but it is
unnecessary to limit the federal government.

The reason why the federal government has become so Jarge and intrusive is not because
of the Constitution, but rather despite it. For decades, an activist judiciary, a power-hungry
présidency, and a complacent Congress have all willfully ignored the text and the original
meaning of the Constitution.

If we properly enforced the Constitution, over 80% of the federal government would
immediately be declared unconstitutional and abolished. {9][10] Nota single constitutional

amendment is necessary to accomplish this.



The Constitution itself requires such an action. Article VI states: “[t]his Constitution, and
the Laws of the United States which shall be made in Pursuance thereof ... shall be the supreme
Law of the Land.” This clearly implies that laws not in pursuance with the Constitution are null
and void.

There is much that the Wisconsin Legislature can do to enforce the Constitution. For
example, it can pass legislation to comprehensively review the constitutionality of federal actions
and prevent all enforcement of said actions if found unconstitutional. Multiple states legislatures,
including Texas (HB 1215), Wyoming (HB 256), South Dakota (SB 122), and Montana (HB
570)~ are considering, or have considered, such legislation this year alone.

The legislature can also pass narrower legisiation that would nullify presidential
executive orders. Just this year, such legislation has passed one chamber in Arkansas. (SB 469),

Montana (SB 277), Neith Dakota (HB-1164), and-Oklahoma (HB 1236), and it has passed-both. - .

< - ‘chambers it Utah (HB 415)... - e a0ns”

You should also pass Eegislatién prohibiting:the enforcement of unconstitutional federal . -
firearm laws, as Kansas, Wyoming, Idahe; and multiple other states have already done, and as
states like Missouri (HB 85, SB 39) and Alabama (HB 157) are currently considering.

There are a number of other types of legislation that you can pass to push back against
and nullify unconstitutional federal overreach. Unlike an Article V convention, these laws will
take effect immediately, and they don’t have the risks of an Article V convention. Why push for
an unnecessary and incredibly risky Article V convention when much more effective methods of
limiting the federal government exist?

In summary, I urge you to reject SJR 8 and SJR 12, and to pursue nullification instead.

Thank you.
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Hi, I am eleven years old and proud to be an American and Wisconsinite. I believe that a Convention of
States will ruin our America as we know it. For one thing, we — when we first got our Constitution
some 230 odd years ago — had amazing men and women who wanted nothing less than the best for our
Country. Today, we have many people who argue about the cheating in our elections and want to wrong
our Country and seize our rights.

-If we place our perfectly wonderful Constitution in the hands of these people, imagine what they will
" do with it. And while they say they will only be adding a couple amendments, some people are
planning an attack on the Constitution in its entirety. Many people have been lied to or mislead and are
completely on board with the idea of becoming like a Founding Father and being a great hero in reining
in the federal government, but its wrong to open our Constitution. In reality, they will be pushed aside
and made to watch people who hate America twn our country from a land of freedom to a land of

tyranny.

Our Constitution is wonderful and it has protected us for many years. And basically, the Bill of Rights
is the Ten Commandments telling the government “Thou shalt not.” Our Constitution hasn’t done
anything wrong, so why are we trying to punish it by getting rid of it in a Convention? It’s the bad
politicians that deserve to be punished, not our Constitution. Is the new Constitution going to have.
magic sprinkled on it so that Congress will obey it? I’m only a kid, but even I know that’s not possible,
since they aren’t obeying the one we ah*eady have. The one I love. The one that keeps me safe. The
one that keeps me free.

And this new constitution won’t be anything like what people are lead to believe it will be. It will be
filled with things that will take away our freedoms. It will be filled with immoral things. What they
want is for churches to fall apart and America to forget about God. And if we forget about God, there is
no way our Country will stand. These things are the most important to me and I wanted to speak about
them today. Please don’t let our Country be ruined before your eyes. Please use the 10" Amendment
and stand up for our State against the government trying to take away our Constitutional freedoms.

For our America,
Thank you.
Christy Uhl

In opposition to SJR 8 & 12



Hi, I am a twelve-year old patriot. I see a very big problem in our country today; a problem that
will forever change the course of the United States of America. This Convention of States, or
Constitutional Convention is dreadful!!

To me, I only see destruction in the path ahead. Assmuspare befere, the men and women
in power today are not the kind we had in the original wr1t1ng of the Constitution. Whenever we think
of the Founding Fathers, we think of the beginning of the government we’ve now had fg 01 23 230+ Yeaps:
Those like George Washington, John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, and Thomas Jeffersor, “esited Meieen
freedom and they restrained their power in the Constitution. So ‘on that thought, I have a question for
you. Do you want to be remembered as a statesmen or stateswoman who preserved freedom, or a |
politician who used their power in furthering the corruption in our country? Do you want to use your
position in vain? If you let this vote pass, you are putting Wisconsin in a position that tells the whole
world that it wished captivity on its people. I mean, when they get their hands on our Constitution, it
will be bait for a whole lot of terrible laws and amendments and immoral things. They will not hesitate.
They will reach for the opportunity with vigor and not even care for anything, but getting their way.

Patrick Henry once said, “It cannot be emphasized too strongly or too often that this great
nation was founded, not by religionists, but by Christians; not on religions, but on the gospel of Jesus
Christ. For this very reason, peoples of other faiths have been atforded asylum, prosperity, and freedom
of worship here.” So... if they do rewrite the Constitution, those freedoms of worship; those freedoms
to own, keep, and bear arms; those individual rights dedicated to the states — just as a knife to a rope
causes certain destruction for anything being held by that rope, putting the blade to our original
Constitution, which is perfectly wholesome and moral, and giving over the construction of a new one
into the hands of her enemies, dictates definite danger to We the People and blots out those rights.
They’re trying to take away our freedoms; how can we trust them with new laws, new regulations, new
amendments, and a new Constitution? How can we possibly think this is a good idea?

So I'm asking you again. Do you want to see our country fall? Do you want to be a part of that?
Or do you desire freedom? Freedom not only for yourself but for the population of the whole country.
We're dangerously close to the 34 states they want and I am begging you not to add Wisconsin to that
count. :

1 don’t know what you want, but I desire freedom. It is my deepest dream to die in a free United
States. I want to know that my children, my grandchildren will continue that legacy and that they will
also live and die in freedom. That they will be free to reach for the goals that American children have
been able to for generations. This is the land of the Free.

I implore you to vote no on both these Convention of States bills. God bless you and God bless
the United States of America.

Thank you,
Alise Uhl

In opposition to SJR 8 & 12



What are the two biggest things that bother us about the federal government? You don't have to

answer that. I will answer for you. They violate the Constitution and they won'’t listen to us. The
Constitution is not the problem then is it? So let's talk about those who won't listen to us. D.C. has a
habit of doing their own thing, right? We say something and then they do nothing or the opposite. So
accordingly that would not be a representative form of government. But, we have a Constitutional
Republic, which means we are to be represented by those we send to Washington. However, when we
pay our taxes and we are not represented correctly, we call that taxation without Representation. Get rid
of them and find someone who will represent us.

Let's get a little closer to home. Here in Madison, when we have representatives and senators that

won't listen to us, we are led to believe that is somehow different than what is going on in D.C. As the
Chairman of the Assembly Committee said (whom I really like and respect) at the executive committee
here in this building that “to those who expressed their opinions against this resolution, a yes vote is not
voting against you. But we have to do something”. Really. That is what we were told when he voted on
AJR 9 to advance it to a full assembly vote. Is that a true representative? He and others voting in favor
of this either need to change their vote or maybe start looking for a different career. We pay your wages!
And we are talking about cur FREEDOM. You don't have to just “do something”. You are paid to
defend the Constitution, not allow it to be torn apart and rewritten.

What is going on here is very dangerous. Some of you may know the story of what happened in the
Garden, when a snake convinced someone to do the wrong thing, by claiming it would make things
right. Just think of the ability to be like gods, knowing good and evil. The power you would have to
know and be so much more. That did not work out good for us. Now, we have this smooth-talking
lobbyist coming in here and telling you how much power you have to change the structure of the
federal government. You have been told that ““You are the most powerful people in the US government.
You have the power to alter the structure of the federal government®. Who should you listen to? Who
pays you to represent them? You work for us not the other way around. Or for the lobbyist.

There is very little wrong with the structure of our federal government as laid out in the Constitution. It
is all the add-on usurpation that violate the Constitution that is the problem. When a violation of the
Constitution occurs, the States have the duty to nullify those violation at the state level. The structure
needs to be left alone, and the ugly clutter needs to be removed and nullified. The structure does not
need to be torn down. The Declaration of Independence is the foundation and the Constitution is the
structure of our great republic. Those who violate it and refuse to follow it are the problem and need to
be tossed out at the very next opportunity. The next Election or sooner.

About elections, we need to fix those as soon as possible, so we can trust them. Get back to the basics
and get rid of all the machines. ID should be required before ever being able to vote and then the
ballots should be hand counted in the precincts where they were cast. Small batches, easily counted
and hard to manipulate, with oversight from both sides. Problem solved. 1 citizen. 1 vote.

Back to this current issue. This is not just an amendments consideration. As stated by Mark Meckler
“YOU are the most powerful people in the US government. YOU have the power to alter the structure
of the Federal Government”. Does that sound like he is interested in just taking up one or even a few
amendments? We have also heard the argument that the safeguard is that it would have to be ratified by
38 states. Do the math. That adds up to a total of 2445 reps and senators from 38 states changing our
entire constitutional republic. We have 331 million people living here and you say the safeguard is that
2445 people can delete our constitution and give us one without the protection that our current one .
gives us. The real safeguard is to stay out of the convention of states and to nullify all federal overreach.



There are many states doing just that. Don't even let it cross your mind to allow this to go to a
convention of states. Stop it right here. This committee should kill this bill. Do not let it even come out
of committee. The foundation and structure of our wonderful country is fantastic. Leave it alone, Just
get rid of the criminals who swear to uphold and defend the Constitution, but then quickly get to work
on tearmg it apart. You would be no different from those in D.C. if you allow this bill to get passed and
get us in this Convention of States. You have sworn to defend the constitution, not destroy it by
allowing it to be shredded by those seeking to rewrite it. If this bill advances out of this commitice, you
are playing right into the hands of those who want our country changed forever to whatever radical
constitution we will see from who knows whom. New constitutions have already been written that
would strip us of most of our right given to us in our current wonderful Constitution. The criminals in
congress have been hard at work with bills such as hrl and hr5, hr8 and hr1446. 8736. These same
people could be in charge of drafting a new constitution.

Stop the criminals at the ballot box and with the nullification process laid out in Article V1. This is the
state's duty to stop unconstitutional acts/bills. This Consntuuon is worth fighting for and defending. Do
it NOW!! Stop this bill!! ;

Term limits may sound like a good idea, but it will really hurt more than help the situation. If you have
a Congressman or Senator who is Constitutional and representing the people, why should we punish
him (and ourselves) by booting them out because their time expired? On the flip side, the
unconstitutional Senator or Congressman that knows he cannot be re-elected has no accountabzhty
whatsoever to the American people and he can do his dead-level worst in his final years in office. FAR
better would it be to educate our fellow Americans to vote out the corrupt politicians who undermine
our wonderful Constitution and liberties. This is how we affect change. So term limits may just
exacerbate the problem of corruption and special interest shenanigans. The ballot box is our term
limiter. We certainly do not want to open up the Constitution for something as light and transient as
term limits.

Just to reiterate, the Constitution has no provision for limiting the scope of a convention of States.
None. Those who claim there is, are lying. The only reason to open up a convention of States is to form
anew government. Congress sets the rules for the convention and determines how the delegates are
selected. Congress also decides whether the Constitution will be ratified by the state legistatures or by
conventions in % of the states. When a convention is called, the people no longer have a say. Look it up.
That is how it works. :

James Madison affirms that a convention is to institute a new constitution.

Please kill ALL continuing convention of States applications on W1 's docket and draft rescission on
ALL resolutions pertaining to WI enfering into a Convention of States.

An informed and educated electorate who know the Constitution is the key to taking control back from
the Federal government. Thomas Jefferson said, “If a natxon expects to be ignorant and free.. it expects

what never was and never will be.”

If my Constitution offends you...I will help you pack.
‘ <
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The Testimony of Dr. Wayne C Sedlak

Background: (The following testimony was to be delivered March 24, 2021. For reasons
unbeknown to me, I was prevented from delivering this testimony, yet out-of-state lobbyists
were given preferential treatment by length of testimony, accommodating times convenient for
their schedules, and courtesies from the Committee.

Additionally, I registered — as witnessed by several others — in a timely manner ahead of many
individuals, and my registration process was actually accomplished by the ladies who were
assisting the Senate Committee. Therefore, I sat in room 330 S the entire day, not being calied,
and when I inquired at the end of the deliberations, I was told that my registered name was not
found anywhere. I then reiterated the fact that [ had solicited the (witnessed) help of the
aforesaid ladies who actually undertook to place my name in the proper registration. [ place NO
blame upon the ladies who assisted me and accomplished my registration. Those are the facts,
explanations can be sought out later.

Because of these problems, I was instructed by Melissa Schmidt, and another gentleman
associated with the Committee. I was instructed to submit this, my testimony by Friday, March
26, 2021. 1 was assured the Committee would wait to receive my testimony so as to be able fo
fairly study it before it would pursue any further deliberations.)

Members of the Senate Joint Committee, thank you for giving me this opportunity to address
you... though I would have preferred the openness of the forum. Face to face is always preferred,
for the sake of greater clarity and transparency.

Scandalous Conduct of the Committee vis-a-vis an heroic 15 year old girl
from Wisconsin

I, and many other people, waiting in the TV conference rooms/hallways, were scandalized by the
actions of the Committee as it queried the young 15 year old homeschooled girl who articulated
the many dangers of the Con Con (and COS, hereinafter Con Con). This young lady handled
the difficult material as if a professional.

1 do not know her name now as I write (but I will find out)... but she fielded the questions
thrown at her time and again by, what appeared to be an offended and intimidated Committee. I
believe the tortuous questions afterwards thrown at her (to which she replied exceptionally well)
would be comic if it was not so tragic that “out of the mouth of babes” the dangers of Con Con
were challenged by “professionals™ on the Committee!

Why would professional Senators interrogate a 15 year old girl? Are our Senators here in
Wisconsin so easily “offended” by a learned, polite yet 15 year old teenager who can discern the
obvious dangers when, quite apparently, many of them cannot?



I rejoice that such a young lady could field the questioning so well. T trust her example will take
her testimony viral across the state... and her “maturity under attack” will inspire many — as it
already has done in just over 24 hours — to reconsider the paucity of the positions she managed to
successfully humiliate.

Public Attack upon Opposition of Con Con: “Ignorant, deceitful, scare
tactics”

Those out-of-state lobbyists who were given much time to articulate their position, were the ones
responsible for derisive comments to the Committee. Consistently stated attacks hurled
invectives against the opposition to Con Con.

Perhaps the Committee might consider one fact. If the opposition to Con Con were so “ignorant”
about the nature of the Constitution under Article 5,” why is it that such a Constitutional
Supreme Court Jurist as the late, renowned Judge Antonin Scalia warned Ameriea in 2014 that
a Con Con (and COS) was a very bad idea and ought not to be considered? I trust HIS
EXPERTISE is acceptable. At the very least, the Committee should weigh carefully HIS
position. Nevertheless. ..

The Testimony: “I Rejoice!”

I would like to testify that I rejoiced as I heard the overwhelming number of people
concerned, even outraged, by the ongoing debauchery and defrauding of the Constitution
by the Federal government.

Furthermore, I rejoice that this State of Wisconsin is utilizing its muscle to invoke the power
of the historic doctrine of “Interposition of the Lesser Magistrates.” This constitutional
doctrine is the very doctrine learned by Thomas Jefferson initially from the pulpits of America.

Those pulpits rehearsed in his day the long-standing biblical doctrine invoked by passages
rehearsed from Scripture against the rise of tyranny on again, off again, over the previous 1700
years. From there he would go on to become the primary author of our historic Declaration of
Independence, a “Lesser Magistrate” triumph!

Most tragically, our State of Wisconsin, in utilizing its constitutional authority to resist the rise of
federal tyranny, has taken a route NEVER UTILIZED BEFORE THIS DATE! In short,
Interposition is heroic... but the method being utilized (the very CONTROVERSIAL and
historically UNTRIED section of article 5) is worse than useless, its defenders betraying its flaws
even before this Wednesday’s public hearing. Only one is needed... one which this Committee
heard and yet, seemingly refused to question!

Why is that [ wonder?



Furthermore, the many other methods of INTERPOSITION of the Lesser Magistrates have been
ignored by the legislatures of Wisconsin over the last several decades! I would’ve liked to have
outlined some of those methods at length, but was not given the opportunity.

Fortunately, there is a way through this, so as to discern more quickly and easily the route that
must be taken. SJIR 8/12 proponent, Ken Quinn, unwittingly gave this Committee a key insight.

1 firmly agree with COS Proponent Ken Quinn’s statement...

Perhaps the easiest route to seeing the great danger was unwittingly supplied Wednesday to
this Committee by Ken Quinn, a proponent of COS. | firmly agree with his statement herein
stated below, though I of course OPPOSE SJR 8/12. His statement is illustrative of the very
issue that has been neglected by this Committee.

As a result, | firmly believe that my Republican Party may be signing its own “death certificate”
by again being perceived as having betrayed people of the state of Wisconsin (and across the
nation), having “let us down” too many times in the past year alone, to the destruction of our way
of life, businesses, the peace of the community, peacefulness of public gatherings, utilization of
our rights, renegade Governor, and a defrauded election process, ef.al. But this time, being
perceived as treacherous when, in the future, people realize it was the Republicans who led
our nation to dismantle our beloved Constitution, if and when, COS should tragically succeed
in siving this Administration/Congress its ultimate control over our herifage.

Please study COS proponent Ken Quinn’s statement made before the committee Wednesday
morning. It is illustrative of the very thing about which many people are enraged across the
state... and nation! He stated,

“I do not have a lot of faith that Congress is going to limit their own terms.”

I agree with Ken. We simply cannot trust the current Congress to limit their authority in
any regard! Interestingly enough, James Madison, considered the Father of the United
States Constitution, stated the VERY SAME concern in his now oft cited “letter from
James Madison to George Lee Turberville, 2 November 1788.” Madison wrote:

You wish to know my sentiments on the project of another general Convention as
suggested by New York. I should give them to you with great frankness, though
I’m aware that they may not coincide with those in fashion at Richmond or even
with your own. I’m not of the number... who think our Constitution, lately
adopted, a faultless work...

2. A convention cannot be called without the unanimous consent of the
parties who are to be bound by it... Or without the previous application of the
state legislatures if the forms of the Constitution are to be pursued...

3. If a General Convention were to take place for the ... sole purpose of revising
the Constitution, it would naturally consider itself as having a greater latitude than



the Congress appointed to adminjster and support [it]... It would consequently
give greater agitation to the public mind...

Having witnessed the difficulties and dangers experienced by the first Convention
which assembled under every propitious circumstance, I should tremble for the
result of a Second...

The point is clear. Article 5 places in the hands of the very Congress the Convention which
would purportedly be designed fo limit their authority. James Madison feared for that possibility
in his day under the current agitation of some elements of society. The same fear is highlighted
today, apparently Ken Quinn openly stated his own distrust of the current Congress and his
disbelief they would limit their own authority.

THAT 1s EXACTLY the problem this Legislature has failed to address! And the proponents
within this Senate were foolish enough to show less toleration for those who oppose them,
INCLUDING the Testimony of the brave 15-year-old young lady and her two younger sisters
(11 years old?), cited above.

This committee refuses utterly to acknowledge the singular problem brought about by an article
5 COS/Con Con Convention of the States: Article 5 calls for the Congress to do the very thing
James Madison stated was flawed in the Constitution (his words, not mine) and it is this;

Article § calls for the very Congress we are trying to “reel in,” to be placed in charge of the
COS Convention! That’s the classic case of putting the fox in charge of the chicken coop!

Respectfully submitted,
Dr. Wayne C. Sedlak
Pastor, Linguist, Professor, Missionary

(submitted, as instructed, March 25, 2021)



Testimony from Kenn Quinn with U.S. Term Limits in Support of SJR12
Bridgton, ME - Email: kquinn@termlimits.com

Dear Chairman Stroebel and distinguished committee members,

My name is Kenn Quinn and | am the Regional Director with US Term Limits. [ am here today to testify in
support of SJR12 not only on behalf of our organization, but more importantly on behalf of the 82% of the
American people who want Congressional Term Limits (see aftached surveys).

The American people have wanted to impose term limits on Congress for decades. Back in the 1990’s, twenty-
three states passed laws placing term limits on their own congressional delegations, most of these were passed by
the people at the ballot box, unfortunately, in 1995 the U.S. Supreme Court in U.S. Term Limits v. Thornton,
overturned all of those laws and ruled that congressional term limits could only be imposed by an amendment to
the Constitution under Article V.

Term limits are nothing new and have been a foundational principle in our country since the beginning. Our first
Constitution, the Articles of Confederation had Term Limits, called rotation of office. Many of our Founders and
Framers were strong advocates for rotation of office, such as Thomas Jefferson and George Mason.

Since 1789, Congress has introduced over 12,000 amendments to the Constitution under Article V while the
States have introduced by zere. Obviously, we cannot expect two-thirds of both Houses of Congress to propose
an amendment that would Jimit their own power, therefore, we are asking you, our state legislators, to use your
authority under Article V to propose this non-partisan, single-subject amendment is supported by a super-majority
of the American people.

Congress has become dysfunctional due to the entrenched politicians that have become obsessed with maintaining
their power instead of doing the will of the American people. It has become evident that the only way to begin to
fix this problem in Washington D.C. is to change the structure of our system to prevent people from spending too
much time in one office. Reforming Congress to be a body of citizen legislators is only one of the many benetits
of term limits. A Congressional Term Limits Amendment will also;

e Provide fair and competitive elections making it possible for ordinary people to win seats.

e Allow more people from a variety of backgrounds to participate in our government.

e Give voters more choices at the ballot box which will also help to increase voter participation.

e Send new people with fresh ideas to Congress to fix the problems Congress refuses to fix.

¢ Reduce big money in politics because currently 97% of corporate PAC money goes to incumbents.
o Fulfill the will of the American people who have been demanding term limits for decades.

In closing, I encourage you to please vote to pass SJR12 to allow the state legisiatures an opportunity to simply
have this important discussion on behalf of the American people.

Sincerely,

Kenn Quinn
U.S. Term Limits
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To: All Interested Parties

From: John McLaughlin & Brittany Davin

Re: National Survey Executive Summary -~ Voters Overwhelmingly Support Term Limits for
Congress

Date: January 15, 2018

Survey Summary:

The results of our recently completed national survey show that voters overwhelmingly believe in
implementing term limits on members of Congress. Support for term limits is broad and strong across
all political, geographic and demographic groups. An overwhelming 82% of voters approve of a
Constitutional Amendment that will place term limits on members of Congress. Four-in-five voters
believe that it is important for President Trump to keep his promise to support term limits for members
of Congress by calling on Congress to vote for term limits, the majority of voters, 54%, believe it is very

important for the President to keep his promise.

Do you approve or disapprove of a Constitutional Amendment that will place term limits on members

of Congress?

Total Rep. Dem. Ind. Hispanic AAT White
Approve 82% 89% 76% 83% 72% 70% 86%
Strongly 56% 63% 45% 63% 45% 46% 61%
Somewhat 26% 26% 31% 20% 27% 24% 26%
Disapprove 9% 6% 12% 8% 18% 15% 6%
Somewhat 6% 3% 8% 6% 12% 8% 5%
Strongly 3% 2% A% 2% 6% 6% 2%
Don’t Know 9% 6% 12% 9% 11% 16% 8%

*A_A. represents African American voters surveyed

During his campaign for President, Donald Trump promised that he would support term limits for
members of Congress, how important is it for President Trump to keep his promise to support term
limits for members of Congress by calling on Congress to vote for term limits.

Total Rep. Dem. Ind. Hispanic AAF White
important 79% 91% 69% 79% 80% 60% 83%
Very 54% 62% 45% 54% 51% 43% 57%
Somewhat 26% 29% 24% 25% 29% 17% 26%
Not important At All 12% 6% 19% 11% 13% 27% 9%
Unsure 9% 3% 12% 10% 7% 13% 8%

If a bill were introduced in Congress to place term limits on members of Congress, would you want
your senator and congressman to vote yes or no on this bill?

Total Rep. Dem. Ind. Hispanic | A.A% White
Yes 77% 82% 69% 80% 68% 64% 81%
No 6% 6% 7% 5% 10% 10% 5%
Undecided 17% 12% 24% 15% 21% 26% 14%

Nearly three-in-four voters, 73%, are more likely to vote for a candidate for U.S. Congress who supports
implementing term limits on Congress, 42%, are much more likely.
1
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B ould you be more likely or less likely to vote for a candidate for B.2L Congress who sugr ports
implementing term limits for members of Congress?

Total Rep. Dem. Ind. Hispanic AA* White
Meore Eifely 73% 80% 64% 77% 71% 58% 78%
Much More 42% 45% 33% 49% 39% 27% 46%
Somewhat More 31% 35% 31% 27% 32% 31% 31%
Bless fillely 8% 5% 11% 8% 15% 16% 5%
Somewhat Less 5% 3% 7% 4% 9% 7% 3%
Much Less 3% 2% 3% 4% 6% 9% 1%
No Diikrence 11% 9% 16% 6% 6% 13% 11%
Don’t Know 8% 6% 10% 9% 9% 14% 7%

Bonclusions:

American vaters overwhelmingly support placing term limits on members of Congress. The support for
term limits is strong, broad and intense, to vote for members of Congress who will vote “yes” on term
fimits, and against those who will vote “no” against term limits for members of Congress.

Methodoloy:

This survey of 1,000 likely general election voters nationwide was conducted on Jan. 5thto 11t 2018.
All interviews were conducted onlineflsurvey invitations were distributed randomly within
predetermined geographic units. These units were structured to correlate with actual voter turnout in a
nationwide general election. This poll of 1,000 likely general election voters has an accuracy of 7 3.1%
at a 95% confidence interval. The error margin increases for cross-tabulations.

Hley DemoBraphics:

Race:
Barty: Total
Total & hite 71%
Flepublican 33% AsianBAsian American 4%
Democrat 36% African American 12%
Independent@ther 31% Hispanic 11%
QOther 2%
Fender:
Total ARa:
Men 47% Total
omen 53% 18-29 15%
30-40 17%
IdeoloBly: 41-55 25%
Total 56-65 23%
Liberal 24% Over 65 20%
Moderate 40% Mean 49
Conservative 37%

2
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WISCONSIN STATEWIDE CONGRESSIONAL TERM LIMITS POLL: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
WISCONSIN Survey of 500 Likely Voters Conducted January 22-23, 2020
by Pulse Opinion Research

Survey Summary: The results of this recently completed statewide survey show that Wisconsin voters overwhelmingly
support term limits for members of Congress. Support for term limits is broad across all political and demographic groups.
An overwhelming 74% of voters approve of an amendment to the U.S. Constitution that wili place term limits on
U.S. Senators and U.S. House Representatives. Large majorities also say that Congress members stay in power for
too long, and that they're more likely to support state lawmakers who help advance congressional term limits.

Do you strongly approve, somewhat approve, somewhat disapprove or strongly disapprove of placing term limits on
members of Congress?

Total Rep Dem Other Party | White Other Race

Approve 74% 82% 68% 74% 7% 58%

Strongly 46% 54% 35% 51% 47% 39%
Somewhat 28% 28% 34% 23% 30% 19%

Disapprove 16% 13% 20% 16% 15% 26%
Somewhat 10% 9% 11% 11% 11% 7%

Strongly 5% 4% 9% 5% 4% 19%
Not Sure 9% 5% 10% 11% 8% 15%

If the state legislatures of two-thirds of the states vote to call an amendment-proposing convention to recommend an
amendment to place term limits on members of Congress, would you want your state senator and state representative to vole
yes or no on this bill?

Total Rep Dem | Other Party | White | Other Race
You would want your state
senator and representative 70% 73% 65% 72% 72% 55%
to vote yes
Youwould wantthemto | 450§ 109 | 7% 12% 11% 22%
vote no
Not sure 17% 17% 18% 16% 16% 23%

Three-in-four Wisconsin voters, 74%, are significantly more likely to vote for a candidate for State Legislature who supporls
implementing term limits on Congress. Approximately three-in-four voters, 74%, would be more likely to vote for a State
Legislator in the next election, who voted to pass term limits on Congress through an amendment proposing convention.

U.S. Term Limits 1250 Connecticut Ave NW #200 Washington, DC 20036
Phone: 202-261-3532
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Would you be much more likely, somewhat more likely, somewhat less likely or much less likely to vote for a candidate for
State L egislature who supports implementing term limits for members of Congress?

Total Rep | Dem | OtherParty | White | Other Race
Likely 78% 87% 73% 74% 79% 69%
Much more likely 47% 54% 41% 468% 47% 46%
Somewhat more likely 31% 33% 32% 28% 32% 23%
Not likely 9% 4% 11% 13% 8% 14%
Somewhat less likely 7% 2% 8% 12% 6% 12%
Much less likely 2% 2% 3% 1% 2% 2%
Not sure 13% 9% 17% 12% 12% 17%

Would you be much more likely, somewhat more likely, somewhat less likely or much less likely to vote for a candidate for
State Legislature who opposes implementing term limits for members of Congress?

Total Rep | Dem | Other Party White Other Race
Likely

29% 40% 25% 24% 31% 26%
Much more likely 13% 20% 2% 1% 14% 13%
Somewhat more likely 16% 20% 16% 13% 17% 13%
Not likely 53% 47% 54% 61% 53% 57%
Somewhat less likely 25% 21% 28% 28% 25% 28%
Much less likely 28% 26% 26% 3% 28% 29%
Not sure 17% 14%, 21% 15% 16% 18%

At present the Wisconsin State Legisiature does NOT have term limits on itself. However, if your state legislator voted to
place term limits on Congress through an amendment proposing convention, in the next statewide election, would that make
you much more likely, somewhat more likely, somewhat less likely or much less likely to vote for your state leglsiator?

Total Rep | Dem | OtherParty White Other Race
Likely T7% 83% 1% 75% 79% 64%
Much more likely 42% 50% 34% 41% 44% 29%
Somewhat more likely 35% 33% 37% 34% 35% 35%
Not likely 12% 8% 15% 12% 10% 23%
Somewhat less likely 8% 7% 7% 10% 6% 17%
Much less likely 4% 1% 8% 2% 4% 6%
Not sure 12% 9% 15% 13% 12% 14%

Conclusions: Wisconsin voters overwhelmingly support an amendment to the U.S. Constitution limiting the terms of all U.S. Senators
and U.S. House Representatives. The intensity of this support is measured in their willingness to vote for state jegistators who will vote
“yes" on term limits and against those who will vote “no” against term limits on members of Congress.

Methodoiogy: This poli of 500 likely voters in Wisconsin was conducted January 22-23, 2020, using an automated polling
methodology. To reach those who have abandoned traditicnal landline telephones, Pulse Opinion Research uses an online survey tool
to interview randomly selected participants from a demographically diverse panel. This accounts for 25% of the panel. Pulse Opinion
Research determines its partisan weighting targets through a dynamic weighting system that takes into account the state's voting
history, national trends, and recent polling in a particular state or geographic area.

U.S. Term Limits 1250 Connecticut Ave NW #200 Washington, DC 20036
Phone: 202-261-3532
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This poll of 500 likely voters in Wisconsin has an accuracy of +/- 4.5% with a 85% level of confidence.

Key Survey Demographics:
Gender

Men - 49%

Women - 51%

Age

18-39 — 32%
40-64 — 48%
65+ - 20%

Race
White — 86%
Other— 14%

Party

Republican - 34%
Democrat - 35%
Other - 31%

U.S. Term Limits 1250 Connecticut Ave NW #200 Washington, DC 20036
Phone: 202-261-3532
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Each of us who are here to testify against the Convention of States are citizens of Wisconsin and have
sacrificed in some way to be here on a Wed morning, whether that is taking vacation from work or
paying extra money to drive the distance or the time invested in preparation for what it is we are about
to say. Personally, I have health issues that make this a particular kind of sacrifice. Nevertheless,
because this is so important, we are here. Because we are in grave, grave danger.

Yes, the Federal government is completely overstepping its bounds and as you state in Resolution 8,
“The Federal Government has ceased to live under a proper interpretation of the Constitution of the
United States”, yet how is that our Constitution’s fault? Your “solution” is even more terrifying and
this is what I would like to discuss, as well as safe alternatives. We are talking about the difference
between freedom and tyranny. So pardon my directness, but we don’t have time to pussyfoot around.
There is too much at stake.

We’ve enjoyed talking with our Representative, Scott Allen on other issues that we have a lot of
agreement on, but on this matter of amending the Constitution through a convention of States, and not
the regular process, we are diametrically opposed.

For example, in the Assembly Committee hearing on the Convention of States, we pointed out that we
don’t have the incredible statesmen of yesteryear that drafted our Constitution to redraft a new one.
When the committee for its executive session met, Rep Allen stated that was deifying the Founders and
that there are great minds and Founding Father quality today to be able to undertake a convention of
states, etc. I would agree there are some great people that are Founding Father material, but most of
them are unfortunately not in government and those small numbers that are, are not enough. Nor is
there any guarantee (which we will discuss shortly), they will chosen to be delegates for W1, let alone
all 50 states. If they are at the convention, it will be the smallest minority of those there. So while we
have some quality, we surely don’t have the quantity of that quality necessary.

Rep Allen also stated that the Founders had more faith in our ability to have a successful COS than we
do in ourselves. Of course, he is entitled to his opinion, but, respectfully, I have a different one.

James Madison said of a COS quote, “Having witnessed the difficulties and dangers experienced by the
first Convention, which assembled under every propitious circumstance, I should tremble for the result
of a Second.” unquote

How much more should we tremble today??? The Founders had no clue what kind of America we
would have in 2021. Not for a second do I believe that our Founders ever envisioned any place in
America where a doctor and mother could discuss whether the born child should be allowed to live or
be killed. And attempting to tax us for this atrocity. The majority of politicians seek to undermine our
freedoms at every turn in exchange for power, wealth, advancing globalism, killing national
sovereignty, implementing socialism, controlling every aspect of our lives. Bear in mind, there are
liberals who also want a con-con, and most definitely globalists are pushing for one. I don’t know how
to say it any clearer. This would open a Pandora’s box the likes of which we’ve never seen and could
never close the lid.

According to the Framers, the purpose of a Convention is to get another Constitution (not a BBA).
James Madison repeatedly warned that those who secretly wanted to get rid of our Constitution would

push for a convention under the pretext of getting amendments.

I had read this before witnessing it with my own eyes on March 3,



* Declaration paper page 1 paragraph 3:

“But today, various factions are lobbying State Legislators to ask Congress to call an Article V
convention. They use various "hooks" - proposed amendments on such appealing subjects as
“congressional term limits”, “balancing the federal budget”, “taking money out of politics”, or
“limiting the power and jurisdiction of the federal government”. But nothing in Article V limits the
convention to subjects specified by State legislatures [link]. So the subject of a state’s application for a
convention is nothing more than bait designed to attract specific groups of people to get them to
support an Article V convention.”
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2 &ik=bab8c84903 &attid=0.2 &permmsgid=msg-

£:1693870022687293203 &th=1781d5cfa5{57f13 &view=att&disp=safe

And wow, was Mark Meckler good at reeling in the hook to the Assembly Committee. He is a
MASTER salesman. He could sell ice to an Eskimo. But I look on the bright side that he only has 5
million members out of 331 million Americans.

On March 3, I heard him take credit for such an incredible grassroots movement that hundreds were at
the Capitol today in support of the COS. That is NOT true. Most of those people were here to speak in
favor of protecting Wisconsinites from being forced to take Covid Vaccines, and they thought it was
going to start at 10 am so that’s why they were there. What we found interesting as we walked among
those waiting to testify on Covid was that so many, while waiting, had watched our testimonies against
the con-con and thanked us for testifying in opposition. People I met in the bathroom thought it was
ludicrous our legislature was even considering a Convention. These people didn’t even know that issue
was going on that day, and if they had been prepared, they would have registered AGAINST it from
their comments. Even when my husband went outside to put money in the meter, people he met on the
streets of Madison when told about it were against it. But that’s not all. Everyone I’ve spoken with
since is horrified at the idea our state legislature would even consider the dynamite option of a
convention instead of the normal amendment process. They all know the Constitution is not the culprit
and its immoral to put her in peril because of corrupt politicians that won’t follow it. I have yet to find
one person outside of this capitol that thinks this is a good idea.

Another fascination I had watching Mark Meckler was his frequent flattery to the Committee — on how
they were the most powerful people in the US Government. “Only YOU have the power to call a
convention, propose amendments, ratify the Constitution. YOU have the power to alter the structure of
the Federal Government.” He went on and on talking about how much control you are going to have
over the delegates from start to finish and how you were going to select or even send yourselves and
that you can limit the delegates to sticking with only the amendments you send them for. What a con
game.

THE REPORT

“And nothing in the Constitution requires Congress to permit States to select Delegates.
Congress* determ[ines] the number and selection process for its delegates”;so Congress is
free to select the Delegates. Congress may appoint themselvesas Delegates.”

see:

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903 &attid=0.1 &permmsgid=msg-
£:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13 &view=att&disp=safe

The thought that your little piece of legislation can even control those from Wisconsin in a Convention,
let alone 49 other states is laughable if it was a movie. So the amendment the Assembly added to AJR


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.2&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.2&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.1&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.1&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe

9 to do nothing to expand the power of the federal government beyond what the original Constitution
called for is useless, because they even know the original Constitution will be gone by the time this is
over.

You know, I think both committees are full of good people who are just going about the wrong way to
solve this problem, and hearing how much control you are going to have over this process is a complete
sales pitch. And getting lifted up in pride about how much power you have is going to end in a colossal
fall and you are going to drag us all down with you. Our Founders were SO WISE about restricting the
power of man...and about the depravity of man and how much power can corrupt even good men.

* Declaration paper page 2 — please read
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab&8c84903 &attid=0.2 &permmsgid=msg-
1:1693870022687293203 &th=1781d5cfa5157f13 &view=att&disp=safe

“The Congress ... shall call a convention for proposing amendments” subsequent to “the application of
the legislatures of two thirds of the several states.” State legislatures apply for a convention, but
Congress calls a convention. Of course, that means that Congress — a branch of the same federal
government the advocates of a convention claim the convention would rein in — has the power
(according to Article I, Section 8) to “make all Laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying
into Execution” the convention. That means Congress, not the state legislatures, gets to make the rules
for how delegates are chosen, and Congress, not the state legislatures, gets to decide the apportionment
of votes. Congress will have much more power over the convention than will the states."
https://thenewamerican.com/who-s-behind-a-constitutional-convention/

Additionally, please do your research on where the big money behind COS is coming from. Last year,
Mark Meckler would not answer that question. Again, not the small donations of members, but the big
money backers...please do your research and discover the backers are from the very globalists who are
trying to bankrupt our country so they can control us, by devaluing our dollar through the Federal
Reserve and through these internationally-benefiting-stimulus bills in the trillions -- the very ones you
are fighting w/your BBA. They are backing your COS "solution" -- that is alarming. They will not let
you control them in a COS.

The globalists want the Convention. Want access to the Constitution. And are behind the new
constitutions they have planned for us. They only need you until you give them the 34 state threshold
and trigger the COS through Congress, and then they will take it from there. (And many globalists are
in Congress.)

You are unwittingly playing right into their hand. This isn't about conservatives vs liberals or
conservatives vs. conservatives. This is about freedom-loving Americans against globalism and
tyranny. Please be on the right side.

I would like you to all picture the 3 most difficult people for you to work with here at the Capitol.
Then I would like the realization to sink in that all the states will have delegates just like them, maybe
even them.


https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.2&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0?ui=2&ik=bab8c84903&attid=0.2&permmsgid=msg-f:1693870022687293203&th=1781d5cfa5f57f13&view=att&disp=safe
https://thenewamerican.com/who-s-behind-a-constitutional-convention/

Truly what I foresee is that Wisconsin, this Committee, this Senate, will be horrified at what happens to
our beloved Constitution. In reality, there are many on both sides of the aisle that would pounce upon
our “slightly” opened Constitution and rip her open, violating her faster than you could ever imagine.
And it will be. Too. Late. You will have NO control then. You may be one of the 12 states screaming,
pleading to everyone else about the dangers and horrors that now rob your sleep, but no matter how
hard you try, you cannot convince just one more state, a 13™ state to prevent them from their 38 state
approval to pass the new Constitution. You have finally realized that what we are pleading with you
now was true. At this point, you despise the lobbyists of the COS. Or maybe you despise yourself that
you listened to their false promises. You have no control, no power. You watch in terror as the
Constitution of We the People is wiped from this earth and freedom for your children and your
grandchildren, for my children and my grandchildren is. No. More.

And you live with the regret the rest of your life, “If only I had voted against the COS, if only we had
passed legislation to rescind our involvement, if only we had communicated with other states the
dangers, if only, if only...”

I don’t know his motives, but Mark Meckler’s empty promises of the control you will have in this
entire process is pure salesmanship. The ONLY thing you have control or power over is one thing: this
decision NOW to vote for or against the COS.

I IMPLORE you to vote against SIR 8 & 12 calling for a Convention of States. The lobbyists have
their own agenda and are using you and your good intentions to get the approval they need for a
Convention of States — and thus put our Constitution in great peril.

Do not let history look back and name you among those who betrayed liberty through miss-channeled
good intentions, or cowardice not to change your stated position to your colleagues. Be a guardian of
liberty. Draft rescissions on ALL COS resolutions as fast as possible.

SOLUTION:

Senate Joint Resolution 8 states,

“Whereas, the Founders of our Constitution empowered state legislators to be the guardians of liberty
against the future abuses of power by the federal government,” let me tell you what that meant.

This is what Thomas Jefferson told you to do. He said that each state has the right and duty to
determine the constitutionality of federal laws...delegated.” he contended ““a nullification of the act is
the rightful remedy.” Article 6 Nullification, not Article 5!

Nullification is where Wisconsin stands up and says to the Federal Government, “NO, you cannot
implement that unconstitutional law here, or “Not in this state you don’t.” Every state level official has
sworn an oath to uphold the constitution of the United States of America even if — especially if — the
Federal Government is not upholding the Constitution. This makes the state legislature of the people
duty bound to nullify unconstitutional laws, orders, and decisions from DC.

James Madison said that state legislatures “Are duty bound to arrest the progress of evil.” What does
that look like?

Contrary to Mark Meckler’s apparent amusement at anyone believing this pocket Constitution IS our
Constitution, I stand firm that it is, and so does most of America. Of course it is to COS’s advantage to
discredit its authority, because look at what states are doing to put the Feds back in their tiny little



Constitutional box, acting on the power of this Constitution, they won’t need his Convention of States
AT ALL:

According to March 22, 2021 issue of The New American, there is fantastic legislation drafted in
Wyoming, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, lowa, Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio, and
West Virginia to nullify any unconstitutional gun control laws, past, present, and future! Meanwhile,
Iowa and Kentucky are leading the way in protecting our troops by nullifying the deployment of their
states' National Guard troops to any combat deployments or war that is not constitutionally

declared. (the last one that was constitutionally declared per Article 1, Section 8, Clause 11, was World
War 2). If you think about it, Congress would have to officially declare war on Iowa and Kentucky to
get their national guard troops not defend their own state. South Dakota, Oklahoma and Montana are
being proactive in moving forward with nullifying any executive orders from the oval office that defy
our US Constitution, so they’re probably busy with that one. Texas is doing a complete Texas
Sovereignty Act that will determine whether a federal action is unconstitutional according to the
definitions at the time of the Constitution’s framing and construction!!

Also see Trevor Loudon’s 9 steps to saving American
https://www.trevorloudon.com/2021/03/opinion-a-new-zealanders-9-starter-steps-to-save-america-

from-socialism/

and Alex Newman’s video on State nullification:
https://thenewamerican.com/nullifying-deep-state-evil-at-the-state-level/

The point is, Article 6, the 10" Amendment are obviously a power states have without resorting to the
nuclear option of an Article V Convention of States.

To paraphrase Patrick Henry,

Is a Balanced Budget Amendment so dear and Term limits so sweet to be purchased at the price of
chains and slavery? Forbid it, Almighty God.

If we walk through this Convention of States door, we forever shut the door on free America. I BEG
everyone to awaken to the reality of how close we are to losing America, the land of the free, the home
of the brave!

I closed my testimony last time with this:

A first generation US citizen who had fled from his prior communist country stated of his new
homeland of America in his beautiful accent, “Don’t lose this place, because you not going to be as
lucky as me. Because if you lose this place, you have no place to go.”

Thank you


https://www.trevorloudon.com/2021/03/opinion-a-new-zealanders-9-starter-steps-to-save-america-from-socialism/
https://www.trevorloudon.com/2021/03/opinion-a-new-zealanders-9-starter-steps-to-save-america-from-socialism/
https://thenewamerican.com/nullifying-deep-state-evil-at-the-state-level/

Dominique Uhl

In opposition to SJR 8 & 12



