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ility of persons to becow2 legislators to serve () or
v each venr, the excessive cost and the certalniy that
L nsve more lews, more regulatlon, more govermment than
; need or want,

With zespect to Artlcle VI of the proposed dzaft I object
to the provision in Section 5 relating to officers of the
exscutive branch vho "may be a candidate forx any public office
during his term" only because Section 10 of Article VII (ihe
Judiciary) requires. forfeiture of a judiclal posgition if the
incumbent f£iles for an e¢lective public office other than a
Judicial position. Frankly, I do not like the limitaticn in the
Judicial article. HMany good public officers have come out of
judicigl positions. My personal belief is that any person should
have the right to run for any office without forfelting an office
presently held, Retention of justices of the peace as constitu-
tional officers is also a mistake, in my opinion. I also object
to the elimination of the state treasurer and the clerk of the
supreme court as constitutional officers.

With respect to Article VIII (Revenue and Finance) of the
proposed drafit 1 sgeyriously object to Section 5 which szems
clearly to state that "the legislature may exenpt from taxation'
any property whatsosver while not posltively exempting anything
at all - even property of the United States or any public property
which probably cannot ba taxed in any event. The present tax
.exemption section and Sections 1 and 7 of the present state
constitution Article XII have been construed to mean that all
property not constitutionally exempt mush be taxed. The omlssion
of those sections as wall as Section 17/ of Axticle XX of the present
constitution seems to me to be a great mistake. I also do not
- o k . < : - . g L] P k K o » o] n
personally approve of the change in the so~called "antl-diversion
amendment in Section 6. By Section 8 a state debt could be
created by legislative vote alone if two-thirds of the members
approva, It occurs to me that the psople must have the right
to vote on state indebtedness, In the same article I do not like
the lack of restriction with respect to Investment of public funds.
Spacifically, corporate bonds should not be proper investmenis
which I think the languange of the proposad gection 13 allows and
I believe that paragraph (c) of subsection (2) opens up the
investment authority as to permaunent educational funds to anything
provided by the legislatuve which bears "a fixed rate of interest,"
Bonds of the defunct coxporations of the past and the more modern
cases of Penn~Central and Lockhesd should make us more cautious
with the people's money. Omitted f£rom the Revenue and Flnonce
article is the limitation in S=zction 9 of Avticle XII of two mills
fox state purposes exeept by a voite of the poople. Truo, we may
ave to levy wore than two mills for state purposss (¢5 we do now

systam) but ny vizw is to let the p e voin,
thai theeliminotion of state and counly boards
constituilonal boawrds (Saction 15 of pragent
trabla,
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I objiect to the provisicn in Article XI¥I, Szction 2 of tho
proposed drali providing for a 'consumar counsel' limited to
reprasenting c y SR only “in hearings bofore the
public servica com : 01 27 succ2sgor agencey.' The public
service comnission I1s not a constitutional body bubt a statutoxry
ona that could be discontinuad by lezislative action with no
'suceessor agancy.'' A conswmer counsel could and should be
established by legislative act to represent consumer Interests

= .

in gll respacts if needed,

From Article XI of the proposed draft (Local Govermment) there
has been eliminated thae provicion in the pressnt Section & of
Artlcle XVI providing for commissloner dlstricts of counties which .
distrilets are requirad to be "as compacit and equal in population
and area as possible.™ I see no good reason for eliminating this
deglrable provision from tha state constitution,

With vespoct to Article XIV (Constitutional Revision) it is
my personal feeling and beliel that a constitutional conventicn,
periodlic submission of thie constitution and easy amandment by
initiative or otherwise is not desirable, T feel that any
congstitution, state or fedaral, should have some degree of
stability and permansncy., The present limitation of three amend~
ments beling submitted at one election would be entively eliminated
as I read Section 8 of the provosed Article XIV, In 1968 the
people voted dowm & proposal that would have allowsd six proposad
constitutional amendments to be submitted at the sawme eleection,
This indicates to me that as recently as 1968 the attitude of
the people was that we should make change slowly in the state
congtitution,

It cannot be fairly said that these objections should have
been made known by me or othzars to the convention, I triled that
in a limited way. Probably stupidly I did not know that a
completely new document was contemplatad, I found out early that
with few gratifying exceptions I did nol know what the conventilon
was doing or intending to do until it was donz and on the f£loor of the

convention, To try to contaci delegates at that stage of the game
I found to be fruitless, ineffective and possibly understandably
resagnted by delegates, I d&d not persist in face of the obstacles,
In some ingtances I did noi know what was donz until the final
draft was received by me on the day th2 conventlon adjourned sine
die, Moxeover, to contact you or ''tha committee of 19" would

have been difficult if poi impozsible for there was no publilcity
that I saw concerning timz ox place of any meeting. There ware no
facts relating to the litigation that I could learn from you so

it would have been uvscless to take up your tlme orx othexwlse lwpose
on you in this yegard,

fva
di 1th
yags) tion,
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by tha coanventlon and distribuled after the convention to the
newspapsrs and to thoso who subscribad to the constitutional
convgntion proczedings makeis no mention at all of omitted sections,
As pointed out, som: of the sections proposed to be omitted are
gections that I do not think should be omitted. Similarly, wlth
respect to the limitations of puoch indebtedness Spﬂcificd in

Section 5 and Section 6 of Article XILII of the praseni constitution,
I thinlz those constitutional 1imitatloao should be retained., I
object to three boavds of cducation (Article X, Section 9 of the
new draft) instead of one,

At the present time most of the ordinary voters of Montana do
not even know of the existence of many of the mattexs that I recite
as being objectionable to me. As stated, some of these matterxs
T did not kuow about until after the convention and it is cexrtain
I got no direct information concerning omissions from publieity ox
other sources originating from the convention, Notwithstanding
the rush to anJou*n that was obvious in the closing days of the
convention, I am vary 1?pr1 ed end quite dl,appolnLed that the
delegates, and esn001a11y the lawyers among them, allowed the _

ies 1 relate heretobe inthe Timal draft, whether xesulting
sions or inclusion, Resolutlon Mo, 15 of the conventlion
submitted by delegate Tovrey B. Johnson to recess fox five months
to consider in its entirxety the proposed constitution madz sense
to me but it was defeated HMaxch 17, 1972 by a vote of 67 to 26
you know., I cannot understand the huhry in finalizing an insfrument
as important as a proposed complefe replacement of an existing
st:ate constitution, the deta ils of which the people should have an
opportunity to know and congider before any final dra 1ft, In ny
opinion, careful and protracted examination of the completed
document should have caused some second thoughts on the part of
the delegates.

)

Azaln I ask you to
not intended to be ex%q
vith regpect to tha proy
product of the recent
my objections axe and
not like what is saild
to undersgtand clearly t
and are not affected by
wisa, that I have,

n mind that what is stated herein is
L is illustrative of my feeling
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Finally, 1 must say
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"mow constituiic '
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state congtitution, or of m pz:c;»posod congtitutlion or the n
of Montzna. It 1s no transient or easy undertaking teo bacom
acqguainted with these things. Af*'-cn‘ulngl y I will dp"}lai’

critically those who endorse the proposaa I?o“u ana conctitution in
toto and I w:Lll look for sowz valid easons to revise, alter,

anenid or xeplace the prese ‘tution as {)T'O")Oued
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nt Montang Cong

With kind personal regards, I am

Sincarely yoursg,

WESLEY W, WERTZ
Wit ep




