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Save the Constitution by Rescinding Article V Convention
Applications
“The essence of our concern and why
Oklahoma defeated the Article V convention
this year [was] that this would be a runaway
convention.”
— Oklahoma State Representative Mike
Ritze, May 12, 2015.

After a fierce and drawn-out battle in the
Oklahoma state legislature last spring,
legislators rejected an application for an
Article V convention for proposing a
Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA), as well
as an application for an Article V convention
to impose other restraints on the federal
government.

Meanwhile, the Texas legislature was having its own fierce battle over several Article V convention
applications. On May 12, 2015, three Oklahoma state legislators created a video to help persuade Texas
legislators to defeat the Article V convention agenda in their state. The Texas legislature did go on to
reject all Article V convention applications in its 2015 session.

The quote above by Oklahoma State Representative Mike Ritze is from that video. It is featured in this
article to emphasize that the enduring reason given by state legislators for rejecting Article V
convention applications is their concern that such a convention would become a runaway convention.

The purpose of this article is to discuss how the reinvigorated BBA Article V convention movement is a
threat to the Constitution, to discuss why the Constitution is so valuable, and to propose a reinvigorated
movement to rescind state applications for all types of Article V conventions in order to save the
Constitution.

What Is an Article V Convention?
Article V of the U.S. Constitution authorizes two methods for amending the Constitution: (1) The
congressional method, in which Congress proposes an amendment by a two-thirds vote of each house
and sends it to the states for ratification (three-fourths of the states are required); and (2) the
convention method, whereby, if two-thirds of the state legislatures (34 states) apply to Congress to call
a convention for proposing amendments (commonly referred to as an Article V convention, a
constitutional convention, a Con-Con, or a convention of states), Congress shall call such a convention.
Congress would send any amendments proposed by the convention to the states for ratification (three-
fourths of the states are required).

In either of the two methods for proposing amendments, Congress has the option of sending the
proposed amendments to either the state legislatures or to special state conventions for ratification.
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Drawbacks to Amending the Constitution
During the entire 227 years since the Constitution went into effect, 27 amendments have been added
via the congressional method and none by the convention method. The first 10 of those amendments are
known as the Bill of Rights. Of the other 17 amendments, several are widely regarded by
constitutionalists as disasters. For example, the 16th Amendment (1913), supported by the
progressives, enabled the federal government to tax personal incomes directly and has led to the
present-day tyrannical IRS. As another example, the 17th Amendment (1913), also supported by
progressives, brought about the direct election of senators to Congress in place of the original
appointment of senators by state legislatures. Present-day constitutionalists see the 17th Amendment as
very damaging to the original constitutional balance of powers between the state and federal
governments.

The 16th and 17th Amendments are revealing examples of just how easily the Constitution can be
damaged and just how bad the results can be from seemingly benign amendments.

The BBA Con-Con Movement
Although the 17th Amendment was ultimately proposed by Congress, an amendment calling for the
direct election of U.S. Senators was also pursued via the convention method. By 1911, 27 states (with
progressives leading the way) had applied to Congress for an Article V convention to propose the
amendment. However, before two-thirds of the states had applied for a convention, Congress went
ahead and proposed the amendment.

Another large-scale Con-Con movement started in the mid-20th century when two states applied to
Congress for a convention for proposing a Balanced Budget Amendment (BBA). The BBA Con-Con
movement really got going in the late 1970s, and by 1983, 32 of the necessary 34 states had applied to
Congress for a BBA Article V convention. Given the momentum of the movement, it appeared that the
calling of a BBA constitutional convention was imminent.

The Con-Con Rescission Movement

However, after the BBA Article V convention movement had reached its high-water mark of 32 states in
1983, the opponents of holding a constitutional convention were able to prevent any more states from
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applying until Ohio and Michigan applied for a BBA Con-Con in 2013 and 2014, respectively.

Although Ohio and Michigan were the 33rd and 34th states to apply for a BBA Con-Con, the opponents
of an Article V convention had succeeded in bringing about the passage of Con-Con rescission
(cancellation) resolutions in 17 states during the years 1988 to 2010 (see “Rescinded Con-Con
Applications, 1988-2010” map). By 2010, the number of states with “live” (not rescinded) BBA Con-Con
applications was 16 (Florida’s rescission in 1988 was overridden by a BBA Con-Con reapplication in
2010), not 32 as in 1983. Therefore, the Ohio and Michigan applications did not trigger a convention
call. For a detailed listing of all states that have applied for a BBA Con-Con (1955-2015), all rescissions,
and all reapplications, see “State Applications for a Balanced Budget Amendment Article V Convention”
shown in the graphic on page 18 and available at http://www.jbs.org/issues-pages/no-con-con.

What’s So Special About the Constitution?
Our form of government is based on the Declaration of Independence and the Constitution. The
Declaration (1776) asserts that (1) rights are God-given, (2) governments are instituted to secure those
rights, and (3) whenever a government fails to secure those rights, it is the right of the people to alter
or to abolish that form of government and institute a new government. The Constitution was created in
1787 in conformity with the Declaration to institute a government that would secure our rights.

The Constitution was wildly successful and produced the freest and most prosperous nation in history.
However, over the last century our elected officials have been departing more and more from the
Constitution, which has led to the phenomenon popularly referred to as our “out-of-control” federal
government. A better term would be our “out-of-compliance-with-the-Constitution” federal government.

Since most of our nation’s problems stem from a lack of adherence to the Constitution, the best solution
is to bring about a large-scale, grassroots constitutional education campaign to inform voters
sufficiently so that they hold elected officials accountable to the Constitution. As Thomas Jefferson
famously said, “If a nation expects to be ignorant and free … it expects what never was and never will
be.”

Solutions such as the Article V convention movement, which depend on changing the Constitution
rather than on creating an informed electorate, cannot restore our constitutional republic.

Not only would changing the Constitution without informing the electorate not work, but subjecting the
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Constitution to revision in a convention of the sovereign people, such as an Article V convention, would
be to expose the Constitution to revision by a body with the right to alter or abolish our form of
government and to institute new government. During such a process the entire Constitution and Bill of
Rights, as well as the ratification procedure, would be subject to revision. See “The Solution Is the
Constitution, Not Article V” in the March 9, 2015 issue of The New American posted at
TheNewAmerican.com for more information.

Although a “convention for proposing amendments,” as provided for in Article V, is absolutely
constitutionally sanctioned, and the right of the people to alter or abolish their government is
sanctioned by the Declaration of Independence, it is unwise, given the current lack of understanding of
and support for constitutional principles by our leaders and voters, to work toward holding such a
convention. The solution is to create an informed electorate, not to change the Constitution.

The New BBA Con-Con Threat to the Constitution
After 30 years had elapsed with no new BBA Con-Con applications approved, and with 16 states
rescinding their Con-Con applications during that time, the momentum changed back in favor of
applying for a BBA Con-Con in 2013 when Ohio applied for one. Over the next three years, some states
that had rescinded their BBA Con-Con applications reapplied. See the map of “BBA Con-Con Status
December 2015” to see which states now have “live” (not rescinded) BBA Con-Con applications. There
are currently 27 states with “live” applications, which means that only seven more states are needed to
apply to reach 34. As the map shows, proponents of a BBA Con-Con have targeted 13 states in their
efforts to gain seven more applications.

Thus, the Constitution is imperiled again by the possibility of a constitutional convention. This
constitutes the new BBA Con-Con threat to the Constitution. See “The New BBA Con-Con Threat,” The
New American, October 5, 2015, and posted at TheNewAmerican.com, for more information about this
and about how a BBA would tend to legitimize the longstanding usurpations of powers by federal
officials, and how the BBA Con-Con movement has never been about restoring adherence to the
Constitution’s enumerated powers anyway.

As a measure of just how extensive the pro Con-Con movement as a whole has become in recent years,
in 2015 one or more Con-Con applications were introduced in at least 43 states. Although applications
were approved in only six of these states last year, the proponents of a Con-Con are still working hard
to bring one about. In recent years there’s even been an increasing degree of cooperation between
conservative and liberal Con-Con proponents. (See “Working Together to Rewrite the Constitution,” The
New American, June 9, 2014, posted at TheNewAmerican.com.)

Needed: A New Con-Con Rescission Movement
Those organizations and individuals who understand the value of the Constitution and the threat to it
represented by the Con-Con movement must push back with a reinvigorated Con-Con rescission
movement. See the updated “Model State Con-Con Rescission Resolution” in the graphic on this page
for a tool to use in working with state legislators to get a rescission resolution introduced in your state.
This model resolution is based on some of the rescission resolutions that were approved during the
period 1988-2010. However, some of the “whereas” sections have been updated with new talking points
and the directions for where state legislatures should send their approved resolutions have been
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updated to reflect the new policy for how Congress will officially record Article V convention
applications. Of course, the state legislator sponsors in each state will come up with the exact wording
that suits their situation.

“State Applications for a Balanced Budget Amendment Article V Convention,” a detailed listing
of applications, rescissions, and reapplications by state, 1955-2015, and “Model State Con-Con
Rescission Resolution” are available at http://www.jbs.org/issues-pages/no-con-con.

The highest priority states for getting rescission resolutions adopted are revealed in the “BBA Con-Con
Status December 2015” map. All 27 states that have “live” BBA Con-Con applications are high priority
for rescission movements. For every one of the 27 states that rescinds, the BBA Con-Con proponents
would have to find a new state to get an application approved just to stay even. If you start or join a
Con-Con rescission movement in your state, make sure that your rescission resolution rescinds all
Article V applications ever approved by your state legislature.

One of the advantages of starting a rescission movement in your state is that it creates more fronts in
the Con-Con battle for proponents to defend. This will take resources away from the 13 targeted states.

Those of you living in the following states are off the hook as far as working on a Con-Con rescission
resolution: Arizona, Idaho, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina, Virginia, and Wyoming. These seven
states have Con-Con rescission resolutions that are still in effect and not overridden by later
reapplications for a BBA Article V convention.

Call to Action
We urge those of you who understand that preserving and restoring our Constitution is essential for
securing our rights and freedoms to read the above to see if your state is a high priority for a rescission
effort. If it is, please work with others to get an Article V convention rescission resolution introduced
and passed by your state legislature.
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