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Testimony in support of SCR 4003
A Resolution calling for the rescission of Norh Dakota’s 2017 application fora “Convention
of States” Article V Constitutional Convention.

We all remember the story of King Midas, the greedy king who wished that everything he
touched might turn to gold. When his wish was granted he became so excited, he almost
swooned! Feverish with excitement, he collapsed in his throne and called for something to
slake his thirst. A lowly servant appeared with a goblet of wine. And you know the rest of
the story. The goblet turned to gold, and so did the wine, and so did the bread, and the
chunk of cheese, and the beautiful, juicy grapes... and Midas died of starvation.

The moral of the story is, “Be careful what you wish for. Your wish might come true!”

In 2017 a dozen legislators who fervently wished to solve the huge problems created by the
bloated, greedy, tyrannical central government promoted a proposal to apply foran Article
V constitutional convention to “impose fiscal restraints” on... and to “limit the power and
jurisdiction of” the federal government. On the surface, it sounded so good, and so easy!

| have photocopied one newspaper article from that period which plugs the proposal, but
hints af the exhaustive discussion and debate that has dogged the issue ever since the
House and Senate caught the fever, and adopted the resolution. In 2017, The so-called
Convention of States was on a roll, but in the eight years that have passed since then the
proposal has declined in popularity, and is presently dying on the vine. Unfortunately, there
was no time limit put on this proposal to save it from this kind of death by old age, s0 it
plods along succumbing to death by irrelevance instead.

Article V lof the US Constitution specifies that Congress “shall call a convention for
proposing amendments” when two-thirds of the several states shall have applied for one,
that’s 34 states! Proponents have not been able to push their project over the finish line.
Not only has the COS not been able to advance, it has suffered several setbacks when
such states as Colorado and New York rescinded their earlier enthusiastic applications.
Why is this happening? Perhaps it’s the simple instinct to survive. There are too many
contradictions. Too many assurances that this convention is fool-proof and nothing can
possibly go wrong. American have been fooled too often and we’re getting wise to a con!

Proponents continue to try to sell this notion that “nothing can go wrong!” But behind the
familiar faces of folks we know and like and WANT TO TRUST, there are the plenty of red
flags hoisted high and flapping in the howling winds. Some of you may be old enough to
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Mark Meckler’s “*COS"” Board Member has drafted new
Constitution which imposesguncontrol

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, J.D.)

Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.e., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forbids th\, federal government from infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to. keep and bf:.‘dI' arms.:

The States are also prohibited from;infringing the ri’ght'of the People to keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. *

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States™ (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new government. 2
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152, Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of America was there also. 3

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an

open letter saying, “...it§ a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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“And I will tell you there are 5 Million people in this country ... that are signed up for convention
of states. Right here, there are 90,000 in this state. 90,000!

The question was asked, will this help pass constitutional carry? The answer is hell yes, it will!
Because right now, our activists are very angry with gun rights organizations in this state. And
they’ll not support anything that these gun organizations are doing, because they’re now sworn
enemies on Article V. ... But I will say, on Kim Stolfer’s organization, they should be working
with these organizations. Every one of those 90,000 should be signed up with these organizations
and members of these organizations fighting for everything they [the gun organizations] want.”
[1:21:21 — 1:22:05]

So Meckler, who postures as a “Second Amendment guy” [13:31-13:57] , threatened that unless Kim Stolfer
supports Meckler’s SR 152 application for a convention, Mecker’s alleged 90,000 supporters in

Pennsylvania 4 will not support anything Kim Stolfer’s gun rights organization does!
y p ¥ , : g
Look béehind the Curtain

This push for an Article V Convention is the most vicious bait and switch ever perpetrated on the American
People. 1C’s all about getting a new Constitution under the pretext of getting amendments. Sif Congress calls an
Article V convention, Robbie George’s proposed Constitution, or another just as tyrannical, can be

proposed. ® And since any new Constitution will have its own new mode of ratification (such as a national
referendum), it's sure to be approved.

The solution to our political and economic problems is to read and enforce the Constitution we already have.
States and local governments and individual Citizens can take a giant step forward by not taking federal funds
to participate in unconstitutional federal programs.

And rescind your States’ existing applications for an Article V convention! It doesn’t matter what the
ostensible purpose of a convention is, as set forth in a State’s applications. Once the Convention assembles, the
Delegates can do whatever they want including approving the Constitution Robbie George participated in
drafting, or another Constitution which will also legalize the tyranny which is taking over our Country.

We are to fight tyranny by resisting it; not by legalizing it.
Endnotes:

1 With the Militia Act of 1792, Congress required all able-bodied male Citizens in the Country (with a few
cxceptions) between the ages of 18 and under 45 to buy a rifle, bayonet, ammo & ammo pouch, and report to
their local Militia Unit for training. States may not lawfully do anything to interfere with this constitutional
grant of power to Congress.

2 This is shown in these flyers:
« How to get a new Constitution under the pretext of proposing amendments;
« The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report show that COS’s assurances
that State Legislatures will control a convention are false and reckless. So what is Meckler’s

response? To snicker and belittle the CRS! [1:14:35 — 1:14:42]; and

* What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling you about our Declaration of Independence.
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Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.c., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forb1ds the federal govmnnent from infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to Leep and bear arms.

The States are also prohibited from infriziging the righi of the People to keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. !

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new government. 4
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152, Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152, Gun Owners of America was there also. 4

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”, He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...it5 a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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T “And I will tell you there are 5 Million people in this country ... that are signed up for convention
of states. Right here, there are 90,000 in this state. 90,000!

The question was asked, will this help pass constitutional carry? The answer is hell yes, it will!
Because right now, our activists are very angry with gun rights organizations in this state. And
they’Il not support anything that these gun organizations are doing, because they’re now sworn
cnemies on Article V. ... But I will say, on Kim Stolfer’s organization, they should be working
with these organizations. Every one of those 90,000 should be signed up with these organizations
and members of these organizations fighting for everything they [the gun organizations] want.”
[1:21:21 — 1:22:05]

So Meckler, who postures as a “Second Amendment guy” [13:31-13:57] , threatened that unless Kim Stolfer
supports Meckler’s SR 152 application for a convention, Mecker’s alleged 90,000 supporters in

Pennsylvania 4 will not support anything Kim Stolfer’s gun rights organization does!
Look behind the Curtain

This push for an Article V Convention is the most vicious bait and switch ever perpetrated on the American
People. It’s all about getting a new Constitution under the pretext of getting amendments. 5 If Congress calls an
Article V convention, Robbie George’s proposed Constitution, or another just as tyrannical, can be

proposed. ¢ And since any new Constitution will have its own new mode of ratification (such as a national
referendum), it’s sure to be approved.

The solution to our political and economic problems is to read and enforce the Constitution we already have.
States and local governments and individual Citizens can take a giant step forward by not taking federal funds
fo participate in unconstitutional federal programs.

And rescind your States’ existing applications for an Article V convention! It doesn’t matter what the
ostensible purpose of a convention is, as set forth in a State’s applications. Once the Convention assenibles, the
Delegates can do whatever they want including approving the Constitution Robbie George participated in
drafting, or another Constitution which will also legalize the tyranny which is taking over our Country.

We are to fight tyranny by resisting it; not by legalizing it.

Endnotes:

1 With the Militia Act of 1792, Congress required all able-bodied male Citizens in the Country (with a few
exceptions) between the ages of 18 and under 45 to buy a rifle, bayonet, ammo & ammo pouch, and report to
their local Militia Unit for training. States may not lawfully do anything to interfere with this constitutional
grant of power to Congress.

2 This is shown in these flyers:
« How to get a new Constitution under the pretext of proposing amendments;
+ The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report show that COS’s assurances
that State Legislatures will control a convention are false and reckless. So what is Meckler’s

response? To snicker and belittle the CRS! [1:14:35 — 1:14:42]; and

*  What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling you about our Declaration of Independence.
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By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, J.D.)

Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.e., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forbids the federal government from infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to keep and bear arms. '

The States are also prohibited from infriﬁging the right of the Pebple to keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. !
Applications for Congress to call 2 convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” ( COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new government. :
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS™ application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152. Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of America was there also. 3

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...it§ a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.c., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forbids the federal government from infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to keep and bear arms. T

The States are also prohibited from infringing the right of the People to Keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. 1

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — 1ssues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new government. 2
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152, Firearms Owmners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of America was there also. 3

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...it’s a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.c., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forblds the fcderal government from infringing the
right of the People (the Mﬂr{m) to keep and bedl arms.. '

The States are also prohibited from infringing the right of the People to keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the
Militiamen in their States. !

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propoqe a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new govemment
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152. Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of America was there also. #

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
anms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He rldlculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...it’s a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose

https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/category/constitutional-convention/ 1/4



1/21/25, 9:22 AM constitutional convention « Publius-Huldah's Blog

* “And I will tell you there are 5 Million people in this country ... that are signed up for convention
of states. Right here, there are 90,000 in this state. 90,000!

The question was asked, will this help pass constitutional carry? The answer is hell yes, it will!
Because right now, our activists are very angry with gun rights organizations in this state. And
they’ll not support anything that these gun organizations are doing, because they’re now sworn
enemies on Article V. ... But I will say, on Kim Stolfer’s organization, they should be working
with these organizations. Every one of those 90,000 should be signed up with these organizations
and members of these organizations fighting for everything they [the gun organizations] want.”
[1:21:21 — 1:22:05]

So Meckler, who postures as a “Second Amendment guy” [13:31-13:57] , threatened that unless Kim Stolfer
supports Meckler’s SR 152 application for a convention, Mecker’s alleged 90,000 supporters in

Pennsylvania 4 will not support anything Kim Stolfer’s gun rights organization does!
Look behind the Curtain

This push for an Article V Convention is the most vicious bait and switch ever perpetrated on the American
People. 1t’s all about getting a new Constitution under the pretext of getting amendments. S1f Congress calls an
Article V convention, Robbie George’s proposed Constitution, or another just as tyrannical, can be

proposed. % And since any new Constitution will have its own new mode of ratification (such as a national
referendum), it’s sure to be approved.

The solution to our political and economic problems is to read and enforce the Constitution we already have.
States and local governments and individual Citizens can take a giant step forward by not taking federal funds
to participate in unconstitutional federal programs.

And rescind your States’ existing applications for an Article V convention! It doesn’t matter what the
ostensible purpose of a convention is, as set forth in a State’s applications. Once the Convention assembles, the
Delegates can do whatever they want including approving the Constitution Robbie George participated in
drafting, or another Constitution which will also legalize the tyranny which is taking over our Country.

We are to fight tyranny by resisting it; not by legalizing it.

Endnotes:

1 with the Militia Act of 1792, Congress required all able-bodied male Citizens in the Country (with a few
exceptions) between the ages of 18 and under 45 to buy a rifle, bayonet, ammo & ammo pouch, and report to
their local Militia Unit for training. States may not lawfully do anything to interfere with this constitutional
grant of power to Congress.

% This is shown in these flyers:
* How to get a new Constitution under the pretext of proposing amendments;
« The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report show that COS’s assurances
that State Legislatures will control a convention are false and reckless. So what is Meckler’s

response? To snicker and belittle the CRS! [1:14:35 — 1:14:42]; and

*  What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling you about our Declaration of Independence.
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Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.c., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no authority to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forblds the federal government ﬁom infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to. kcep and bear arms. .

The States are also prohibited from ihfringing the'right of the People to keep and bear arms by Article L, Sec. 8,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. 1

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new governiment. 2
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152, Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of America was there also. 3

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...its a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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“And I will tell you there are 5 Million people in this country ... that are signed up for convention
of states. Right here, there are 90,000 in this state. 90,000!

The question was asked, will this help pass constitutional carry? The answer is hell yes, it will!
Because right now, our activists are very angry with gun rights organizations in this state. And
they’ll not support anything that these gun organizations are doing, because they’re now sworn
enemies on Article V. ... But I will say, on Kim Stolfer’s organization, they should be working
with these organizations. Every one of those 90,000 should be signed up with these organizations
and members of these organizations fighting for everything they [the gun organizations] want.”
[1:21:21 — 1:22:05]

So Meckler, who postures as a “Second Amendment guy” [13:31-13:57] , threatened that unless Kim Stolfer
supports Meckler’s SR 152 application for a convention, Mecker’s alleged 90,000 supporters in

Pennsylvania 4 will not support anything Kim Stolfer’s gun rights organization does!
Look behind the Curtain

This push for an Article V Convention is the most vicious bait and switch ever perpetrated on the American
People. It’s all about getting a new Constitution under the pretext of getting amendments. > If Congress calls an
Article V convention, Robbie George’s proposed Constitution, or another Jjust as tyrannical, can be

proposed. % And since any new Constitution will have its own new mode of ratification (such as a national
referendum), it’s sure to be approved.

The solution to our political and economic problems is to read and enforce the Constitution we already have.
States and local governments and individual Citizens can take a giant step forward by not taking federal funds
to participate in unconstitutional federal programs.

And rescind your States’ existing applications for an Article V convention! It doesn’t matter what the
ostensible purpose of a convention is, as set forth in a State’s applications. Once the Convention assembles, the
Delegates can do whatever they want including approving the Constitution Robbie George participated in
drafting, or another Constitution which will also legalize the tyranny which is taking over our Country.

We are to fight tyranny by resisting it; not by legalizing it.
Endnotes:

1 With the Militia Act of 1792, Congress required all able-bodied male Citizens in the Country (with a few
exceptions) between the ages of 18 and under 45 to buy a rifle, bayonet, ammo & ammo pouch, and report to
their local Militia Unit for training. States may not lawfully do anything to interfere with this constitutional
grant of power to Congress.

2 This is shown in these flyers:
* How to get a new Constitution under the pretext of proposing amendments;
* The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report show that COS’s assurances
that State Legislatures will control a convention are false and reckless. So what is Meckler’s

response? To snicker and belittle the CRS! [1:14:35 — 1:14:42]; and

* What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling you about our Declaration of Independence.
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Mark Meckler’s "COS" Board Member has drafted new
Constitution which imposesgun control

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, J.D.)

Our Framers understood that a free State cannot exist without an armed and trained populace (i.c., the Militia).
Accordingly, they wrote a Constitution which prohibits the federal and State governments from infringing the
natural right of the People to keep and bear arms.

Under our Constitution, the federal government has no autherity to make any laws whatsoever over the
Country at Large restricting the rights of the People to keep and bear arms. Gun control is not an enumerated
power. Furthermore, the Second Amendment expressly forbids the federal government from infringing the
right of the People (the Militia) to keep and bear arms. : '

The States are also prohibited from infringing the right of the People to keep and bear arms by Article I, Sec. &,
clauses 15 & 16, US Constitution. Those two clauses provide for the Militia of the Several States; and
implicitly prohibit the States from making any laws which would interfere with the arming and training of the

Militiamen in their States. 1

Applications for Congress to call a convention under Article V, US Constitution

But various groups, such as Mark Meckler’s Convention of “States” (COS) organizations, have been lobbying
State Legislators to pass applications asking Congress to call an Article V Convention.

Whether or not State Legislatures should ask Congress to call an Article V Convention is one of the most
important — and contentious — issues of our time. The Delegates to such a convention, as Sovereign
Representatives of the People, have the power to throw off the Constitution we have and propose a new

Constitution, with a new and easier mode of ratification, which would create a new government. L
The Pennsylvania Senators Roundtable Discussion

On November 8, 2021, several Pennsylvania Senators conducted a roundtable discussion about whether they
should pass Mark Meckler’s “COS” application (SR 152) for Congress to call an Article V convention. Mark
Meckler and his allies were present in support of SR 152. Firearms Owners Against Crime was present in

opposition to SR 152. Gun Owners of Ametica was there also. 3

Much of what Meckler said at the roundtable is not true. But this paper focuses on his comments ridiculing his
opponents’ concerns that, if there is an Article V convention, we could lose our existing Right to keep and bear
arms.

Meckler showed up at the roundtable decked out in gun garb; and, after dropping names to show his
connections with gun rights organizations, proceeded throughout the discussion to preen his commitment to
“the Second Amendment”. He ridiculed the warnings that if there is an Article V Convention, Delegates would
have the power to impose a new Constitution which, among other horrors, strips us of our Right to keep and
bear arms without infringement.

Meckler said that Chuck Cooper, a litigator for the NRA, is on COS’s Legal Advisory Board and has written an
open letter saying, “...its a ridiculous argument that there could be a runaway convention and we could lose
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“And I will tell you there are 5 Million people in this country ... that are signed up for convention
of states. Right here, there are 90,000 in this state. 90.000!

The question was asked, will this help pass constitutional carry? The answer is hell yes, it will!
Because right now, our activists are very angry with gun rights organizations in this state. And
they’ll not support anything that these gun organizations are doing, because they’re now sworn
enemies on Article V. ... But I will say, on Kim Stolfer’s organization, they should be working
with these organizations. Every one of those 90,000 should be signed up with these organizations
and members of these organizations fighting for everything they [the gun organizations] want.”
[1:21:21 — 1:22:05]

So Meckler, who postures as a “Second Amendment guy” [13:31-1 3:57] , threatened that unless Kim Stolfer
supports Meckler’s SR 152 application for a convention, Mecker’s alleged 90,000 supporters in

Pennsylvania 4 will not support anything Kim Stolfer’s gun rights organization does!
Liook behind the Curtain

This push for an Article V Convention is the most vicious bait and switch ever perpetrated on the American
People. 1t’s all about getting a new Constitution under the pretext of getting amendments. > If Congress calls an
Article V convention, Robbie George’s proposed Constitution, or another just as tyrannical, can be

proposed. ® And since any new Constitution will have its own new mode of ratification (such as a national
referendum), it’s sure to be approved.

The solution to our political and economic problems is to read and enforce the Constitution we already have.
States and local governments and individual Citizens can take a giant step forward by not taking federal funds
to participate in unconstitutional federal programs.

And rescind your States’ existing applications for an Article V convention! It doesn’t matter what the
ostensible purpose of a convention is, as set forth in a State’s applications. Once the Convention assembles, the
Delegates can do whatever they want including approving the Constitution Robbie George participated in
drafting, or another Constitution which will also legalize the tyranny which is taking over our Country.

We are to fight tyranny by resisting it; not by legalizing it.

Endnotes:

1 With the Militia Act of 1792, Congress required all able-bodied male Citizens in the Country (with a few
exceptions) between the ages of 18 and under 45 to buy a rifle, bayonet, ammo & ammo pouch, and report to
their local Militia Unit for training. States may not lawfully do anything to interfere with this constitutional
grant of power to Congress.

2 This is shown in these flyers:
 How to get a new Constitution under the pretext of proposing amendments;
 The US Constitution & Congressional Research Service (CRS) Report show that COS’s assurances
that State Legislatures will control a convention are false and reckless. So what is Meckler’s

response? To snicker and belittle the CRS! [1:14:35 — 1:14:42]; and

+ What the Convention Lobby isn’t telling vou aboeut our Declaration of Independence.
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Understanding the Constitution

Article V Convention Legislation filed in Congress shows how Applications will be
counted: it's not what | obbyists promised you

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, ].D.)

Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-convention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Constitution are false;

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution

is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. m@mmwmmmymgmﬂmmmmmmp
mwmgwmm&@ ! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments,
The second method has never been used — it's Mgmmﬂpgﬁmmm&gmm&pxeﬁg.cgmtwmmm&mummm
v.-meckler-ap.-18-2021 pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists” assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of

Independ&nsﬂhﬁm;ﬂpubliushuldah,mﬂpms&&nmﬁwp;mmgmﬁmhad5/’7022fO'%/whaf-the—convenﬁon-lobby-i snt-telling-you-about-our-declaration-of-
independence-sep-21-2020,pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limited convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced Hﬂ&ﬂmlﬂ]_(hﬁp&iﬂﬁgmgmﬂlﬁ&ezmmﬂm), which calls a convenlion;
and H.R. 8419 (https://www.congress,gov/bill/117th-congres -hill/8 ?
=%7B%22search%22%3A %5B%228419%22%2 C%27841 99%22%5D%7Dé&r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”

H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 /www law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States
to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
te count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention MM(LWMMMMMMMMMMM
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by H.R. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34,

S0 H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a Peaple to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA/text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Understanding the Constitution

Article V Convention Legislation filed in Congress shows how Applications will be
counted: it's not what L obbyists promised you

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, ].1D.)

Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-canvention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Constitution are false. ‘

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution

is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Qllzhammnﬂusaiisngh;g_'sﬂiy_thiﬁg_(hﬂpsﬂ i RIess.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22. pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upoen the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.
The second method has never been used — it's Mgmmmmgreas,cgm(grmmmmwmwm
vomeckler-ap.-18-2021.pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists” assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of
MMMWMWWEMM&MWMgJW
mdep&nd&u.c&s.ep_-?.l:ZQZQ.}zdf,), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limiled convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (htps://legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and H.R. 8419 (https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-con -bi ?
oy 0, :; Q, 0, 0y

q=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%228419%22%2 C%228419%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are fo be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”
H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, §106 (hitps://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States

to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn't permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, HLR. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (https:/publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by HL.R. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34,

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this gppﬁcﬂiomm_ﬁggngymmgg_(hmﬂ{!egimn com/PA /text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Article V Convention Legislation filed in Congress shows how Applications will be
counted: it’'s not what Lobbyists promised you

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, ].D.)

Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-convention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Arﬁcle V of our Constitution are false.

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal govem.ment violates the Constitution, the solution
is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Our Framers never said such a silly thing (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22.pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.

The second method has never been used - it's dangerous (https://publiushuldah.word press.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
v-meckler-ap.-18-2021.pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists’ assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of

Independence (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/what-the-convention-lobby-isnt-telling-you-about-our-declaration-of-
independence-sep-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limiled convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res. 101 (hitps:/legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and HLR. 8419 (hitps://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/8419/text?
q=%7B%225earch22%3A%5B%228419%22%2C%228419%22%5D %7 Dé&r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”

H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S, Code, § 106 (hitps://www Jaw.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States

to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its dufy to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count 4/l non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (hitps://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-

applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by TLR. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to gef to 34,

So H.CR. 101 & H.R, 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA /text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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counted: it's not what Lobbyists promised you

By Publius Huldah (Joanna Martin, ].D.)

Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-convention lobbylsts have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Conshtuhon are false.

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Leglslators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution

is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Qudmmﬂﬁnm&mi&mhmmﬂﬂhng.(hﬁp&ﬂpmbhu&huldﬂhmzdmmﬂp_
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22 pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments,
The second method has never been used — it's dangerous (https://publiushuldah.wor dpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
v-meckler-ap.-18-2021.pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can't call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists’ assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of
MWMWMWMMMMMMWMgWMWM
independence-sep-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limifed convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (https:/legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and M(ngmgmmm;mgmﬁmmmm

=2 ), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”

H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 (hitps://www law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States

to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by H.R. 8419 to mix and matéh the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this application in the Pen nsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA/text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-convention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Constitution are false.

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal governrnont violates the Constitution, the solution
is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Qur Framers never said such a silly thing (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22. pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.

The second method has never been used - it's dangerous (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
vomeckler-ap.-18-2021 pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists’ assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of
Independence (hitps://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/what-the-convention-lobby-isnt-telling-you-about-our-declaration-of-
independence-sepp-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn’t empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limited convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (https://legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and HLR. 8419 (hitps://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/8419/text?
=%7B%22search%22%3 A %5B%228419%22 %2 C%228419%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”

H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 (hitps://www Jaw cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States
to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn't permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (https:/publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, direcfed by H.R. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34.

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And -
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have o power to dictate what is considered by Delegales at the
convention. In State Legislatures” applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19
thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA /text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pro-convention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Constitution are false.

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution
is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Qur Framers never said such a silly thing (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-
conlent/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22 pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.
The second method has never been used - it’s dangerous (hitps://publiushuldah.word press.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
v-meckler-ap.-18-2021 .pdf)!

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists” assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of
MW(WMMWWMMWMM@WMg -you-about-our-declaration-of-
independence-sep-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn’t empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limited convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (htips:/legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and H.R. 8419 (https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/8419/text?
Q=la7B%22search%22%3 A% 5B%228419%22%2 C9228419%22%5D%7D =] &s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are fo be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Cangress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”
H.R. 8419 creates subsection () of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 (https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States

to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and te notify Congress of its dufy to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (hitps://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a
balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, direcfed by H.R. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34.

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drated these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA/text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances pm—convenh‘oﬁ lébbyisté have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Cong,titut-inn are false, .

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution
is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. mmﬁmmm&mimm&ﬂyﬂm&(hm&mhmmmmmp_
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22.pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.

The second method has never been used - it's dangerous (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
vomeckler-ap.-18-2021.pdf)f

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists’ assurances to State Legislators?

Of course not! The Delegates — as Sovereign Representatives of The People — would have the self-evident Right, recognized by the Declaration of
MMWMMWWMWMVM g-you-about-our-declaration-of-
independence-sep-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limited convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (https:/legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;
and H.R. 8419 (hitps://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/8419/text?
=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%228419%22%2C%228419%22%5D % 7D &r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.

These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”

H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 o/ www law.cornell.edu/usc text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States
to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

HL.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitied (htps:/publiushuldah wordpress com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-arficle-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by H.R. 8419 to mix and match the various applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to get to 34,

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a Peaple to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have no power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19

thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA/text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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Legislation recently filed in Congress shows that the assurances. pro-convention lobbyists have been making to State Legislators to induce them to apply to
Congress for Congress to call a Convention under Article V of our Constitution are false.

These lobbyists have convinced too many State Legislators that our Framers said that when the federal government violates the Constitution, the solution
is to get a convention to amend the Constitution. Qur Framers never said such a silly thing (https://publiushuldah.wordpress.com/wp-
content/uploads/2022/07/how-to-get-a-new-constitution-6-28-22 pdf)! But that is what is behind the push for an Article V convention.

Article V of our Constitution provides two methods of amending the Constitution 1) Congress may propose amendments by two-thirds majority in both
Houses; or 2) Congress, upon the applications of two-thirds of the State Legislatures, calls a convention where the Delegates may propose amendments.

The second method has never been used — it's dangerous (https://publiushuldah.word press.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/brilliant-men-ben-franklin-
v.-meckler-ap.-18-2021. !

Nevertheless, the pro-convention lobby has been assuring State Legislators that a Convention is perfectly safe because State Legislatures will control it:
They will determine the amendments to be considered at the Convention; Congress can’t call a convention until Congress receives 34 applications from
State Legislatures which ask for the same amendment; and Delegates to the convention may consider nothing but amendments requested by 34 State
Legislatures.

If Congress calls a convention, would Congress or the Delegates to the Convention be constrained by the Lobbyists” assurances to State Legislators?
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independence-sep-21-2020.pdf), “to alter or to abolish” our “Form of Government.” Accordingly, Congress isn't empowered by Article V or anything else in
the Constitution to call a limited convention restricted to considering only the amendments requested by 34 State Legislatures.

And now, legislation consistent with this “self-evident Right” has been recently filed in Congress:

On July 19, 2022, Congressman Jodey Arrington of Texas introduced H.Con.Res.101 (htips:/legiscan.com/US/text/HCR101/2021), which calls a convention;

and HL.R. 8419 (hitps://www.congress,gov/bill/117th-congress/house-bill/8419/text?
=%7B%22search%22%3A%5B%228419%22%2C%228419%22%5D%7D&r=1&s=4), which sets forth how applications for a convention are to be counted.
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These Resolutions show that the convention pushers’ assurances that Delegates to the Convention can do nothing but consider amendments
requested by 34 State Legislatures, are false:

H.C.R. 101 §1(a) (1) says, “...Congress hereby calls a convention for proposing amendments...”
H.R. 8419 creates subsection (c) of 1 U.S. Code, § 106 (https://www law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/1/106a), which directs the Archivist of the United States

to count all non-rescinded applications asking Congress to call a Convention; and to notify Congress of its duty to call a Convention when the Archivist
receives non-rescinded applications for a Convention from two-thirds of the States.

H.R. 8419 doesn’t permit the Archivist to sort the applications by the amendments specified by State Legislatures. Instead, H.R. 8419 directs the Archivist
to count all non-rescinded applications together.

One group pushing for a Convention has already admitted (hitps://publiushuldah. wordpress.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/bba-33-active-article-v-
applications.pdf) that Congress can “mix & match” the various applications for a convention: This group combined non-rescinded applications passed in
1789, several passed in 1861 to avert the Civil War, and during 1901 for popular election of US Senators with applications passed in recent decades for a

balanced budget amendment. 1

And the Archivist of the United States is, in effect, directed by H.R. 8419 to mix and match the various.applications! If an application is non-rescinded, the
Archivist is directed to count it to gef to 34,

So H.C.R. 101 & H.R. 8419 really are consistent with the “self-evident right” of a People to alter or abolish their government and set up a new one. And
they reveal that whoever drafted these Resolutions also understands that State Legislatures have o power to dictate what is considered by Delegates at the
convention. In State Legislatures’ applications to Congress for a convention, they sometimes insist that they will control the convention (see p. 2, line 19
thru p. 7 of this application in the Pennsylvania Senate (https://legiscan.com/PA/text/SR152/2021)); but the Truth is that the Constitution sets forth what
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