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STATE CONSTITUTIONS AND CONSTITUTIONAL
- REVISION, 1974-1975

BY ALUVRT L. STUkM*

ill:; lhCF.NTENNIALOf American inde- three States have operated under five con'-
l)endcm:e is coincident with that of stitutions.
tile first state constitutions. It is ap- Tile South leads all sections of tile

propriate, therefore, on the occasion of country in constitutlon-making, and it is
the cmnmemoration of this significant noteworthy that all States that have
event to preface analysis of constitutional adopted six or more constitutions are
change during the past two years with a southern. Louisiana leads all States with ,
brief general |:,erspective of tile use and 11 constitutions. Georgia ranks s&ond
development of American state constitu- having operated under eight; South Caro-
tions? Since 1776, the States have op- lina is next with seven, and then Ala- •
erated under at least 144 constitutions, bama, Florida, and Virginia with six. The
eight of which were drafted in the year of Civil War and Reconstruction periods ac-
American independence. A few States count for many constitutional changes in
made alterations in their colonial charters the South.
and used them as constitutions. These Tile effective date and age of state con-
first documenL, inaugurated a line of de- stitutions range downward from the 196.
velopn|ent that has provided the States year-old Massachusetts constitution op-
with more collective experience in politi-, erative since 1780 to Louisiana's eleventh
cal constitution-making than the rest of organic law which became effective Janu-
the world combined until the accession of ary 1, 1975. At tile beginning of 1976, the
new countries toJnationhood during the average age of state constitutions was ap-
last decade. . proximately 84 years, and the median, 86

[ "7 }..f--->.Analysis of the data i_ Table I on page years-the age of tile Idaho, M'ississippi,
I 7q _ indicates that 19 States have had only and Vqyoming documents which hecame

o|wconstit||ticn, of which five were prod- effective in 1890. Only three New En-
ucts of the twentieth century; of the re- gland States have basic laws that date

• • .

m.unlng 14, all date from the nineteenth from the eighteenth century: Massachu-
century excep:: the M:_ssac-husetts docu- setts (1780); New Hanll)shire (1784), and
meat (1780). Nine Slates have had two Vermont (1793). Twenty-nine of the pres-
constitutions; four States have had three eat constitutions, almost thre_ fifths, were
constitutions; nine have }lad four; and written and adopted during the nine-

teenth century; of these, 15 date from tlie
¢ ttt *Dr. Sturm is University Research Professor of last quarter of the century..

Political Science at Virginia Poly/cchnlc Institute Eighteen state constituuons are prod-

and State University. ucts of the twentieth _:enturv. Four were ._L¢_,,9I. _
JMuch of the following analysis isadapted from adopted from 1901&q-27and the remalmng_" I the writcr's Thirty Years O[ .h'lale Ctm_titution

York: Na/mnal Mu-M,,hi,,g: 193,7-196,V (New - " "_ 14 in the last 30 yeai's, 19-15-75. Eight be-
nMpal 1.,.:,gut, 1970). came effective during 1965-75.
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Thus, in tile bicentennial )'ear, 32 for tl_e length and detail of state consti-
c_,_e. Stz_tes, more than three fifths, _'_,_ op- lutions. New fm)ctions and programs re-

er.'ttlng with constitutions that antedate quire expanded governmental machh_er),,
1900. Most t)'pical o[ these ;he the 19 doc- much of which has a constitutional basis.
mncnts written ;|nd ,_doptcd during the Much detail is attributable to distrust ol
35 )'ears from the Civil \Vat to the turn l.cgislatttres. Pressure of special interests
of the century. In their length), provisions for constitutional status, fauhy drafting,
these constitutions reflect the problems and the tendency of lengthy constitutions
and popular pressures of the times in to breed more amendatory detail are
which the)' were drafted more than the other.reasons for the length o[ state con-
earlier basic in.,truments of American stitutions.

state government. Table _indicates that at the end of
The original :;tate constitutions were 1975 the estimated length of state consti-

short, rarely containing more than 5,000 tutions ranged from 600,000 words (in-
words, demonstrating the principle that ch|ding 832 amendments of which 685
0ae basic law s.heuld be restricted to fun- are local) in the Georgia constitution
d;|mental mattcrs3 Subsequent develop- down to 6,600 words in the Vermont doc-
ments produced many changes re[lecting mnent, which is one of the oldest. Aver.
new conditions, issues, and l)roblems of age estimated length of the 50 documents
the growing Nation. The diversity and was 36,661 words. If the Louisiana docu-
complexity of ftmctional growth account meat is excluded in computing the aver-

,] for much verbi;_ge in state constitt,tions, age, the figure drops to 25,951, which is
exen|plified in such areas as finance, edu- approxi|uately three and one half times
cation, regulation of economicenterprise, the length of the Constitution of tile I-_'_,
health, and wellare. Uniled States with its 26_i)nendments.

Significant factors tl_at have con- Thelnedian of estimated length fallsbe-
tributed to the incrcase in length., detail, tween the 21,500 and 21,200 words of
and restrictive' contents of state constitu- the Pennsylvania and. \V)'oming docu-
tions inchtde: population growth and ments, respectively.
urba))i_ation; expansion of popular par- Since midcentury, more official atten-
ticipation in lm'_lic affairs through exten- tlon has been given to revising and mod-
sion of the suffrage, increase in the num- ernizjng state constitutions than during
bet of elective olficers, and adoption of any coml_aral)le period since the Recon-
the initiative ;_nd referertdum in some strt|clion era. Yet, despite effectlveconsti-
States; industrialization; technological tutional reform in apl)|'oximately one
(le,.'elol))))ent, particularly in transporta- third of the States during the last two
tion and commtmlcation; and resultant decades, major weaknesses remain in

growth in the magnitude and complexity others that seriously handicap tile States
of state fimctions and respo|lsibilities, in effectively discharging their responsi-
Also of primar) importance is the change bilities in the federal system. In the bi-
in the people's conception of the proper centennial year, therefore, effo{ts contin-
role of government in modern society. _ to achieve optimmn stability and b/o--. __

"serviceTheex tensiVeactivitiesPrOtectiVe,o[the regUstates]atory,andin1976 flexibility in slt te consti_ tu tions. T'_T__,7@_ , .clearly manifest the growth of popular • _'[ETItODsoFCIIANGINGCONsTI

den)and for l_o'sitive government. Tables 2 3, and 4 on p:|geg _ 17.$" lo 17_
In large measure the d)namic factors smmnarize major constitutional provi-

contrlbming to big government account sions for the three principal methods o[
ch.ngh)g state constitutions, eflective De-

'For curly stale co))slit))lio))al dcvch)l))nc))t, _'e comber 31, 1975. These include proposal

Allan Nevins, The Amerircm SIaIr._ DmD_g a))d
Aller the lgevolution, 177f_17_9 (New York: The . b)' the Legislature, the constitutional ini-
.M-'lcmill:m Coml)a))y, 1!)24. R,'l)rinlcd in 1969 by tiatit'e, and the (onstitlzlionM conven-

•" ..'tugustlls M. Kelley. Publi_,hcrs, New York_., C))s. tiOll. In addition, the Florida constitution

_"_ . IV,"Thc'Writing of theStatc Con,ztittttion._';indX_,,,"Thc.(;onstitt.tions in Operation: Then: Re- CXl)ressl )' authorizes use of a constitu-
• vision." tional commission to initiate constitu-



tional changes ;ind to submit them to 15 percent of the same base (Arizona).
directly to the electorate. Usually con- In North Dakota, the requirement is20,-
s-titution:tl a(mlmissioils serve ;ts auxil- 000 signatures of electors. Massachttsctts
iary bodies to study constitutions and rcc- !s .tl?e only State in which constltutiona.l •
ommend changes to the Legislature. Tile _llll,ltl_,'¢ measures must be approved by
following l_arzlgr:lphs summarize salient the law-making body (General Court) be-
constitution:d provisions for the three fore submission to the voters, l)cquire-
methods used most often in alteri_'ag state mcnt for electorate al_l_roval m most
constitutions. States is a majority voting on the pro-

As indicated in Table 2, proposal of posal.
constitutional changes by tile Legislature The constitutions of all but nine States
is authorized in ,11 the States, American contain provisions for calling constitu-
S;,moa, and Puerto Rico. The most usual tional conventions. In six States the Lcgis-
vote required to propose: amendments is ]ature may call a constitutional conven-
tw6 thirds of ch_'cted members (18 States tion without popvlar referendum. Tile
and Puerto Rico), followed by a simple Icgislative vote specified for submission
majority (17 States), and three fifths (9 of the convention question to the elec.
States and American Samoa). Action by torate is a simple majority in 15 States
two sessions of tile law-making body is and Puerto Rico. As shown in Table 4,
required in 12 S:ates. Most States (43 plus there are numerous vari,_tio,as in require-
American Samoa and Puerto Rico) re- meats both for submission of the conven-
quire a simple majority of the vote on tion question to the elcctorate and in the
the proposal for adoption. Use of the leg- specified 1)olmlar majority to authorize a
islative proposal method, like the others, convention. A simple majority voting on
involves wide variation in procedural de- the qucstion is most common, apl)lying _'
tail. to 23 Slates and Vuerto Rico; seven con-

" The constitutions of 17 States provide stitutions specify a majority voting in the
for use of the c-c!nstitutional initiative in election. Periodic submission of the con- l
proposing arnendments. In Illinois, only vcntion question to the voters is required
the legislative article may be altered by in 14 States, the spccified interval between
initiative petition. Sixteen States specify rcquired submissions ranging from 10
a number of signatures.on initiative pe- years in five States, to 16 years in Michi-
titions equal to a required percentage gan, to 20 ),ears in the remaining eight
of tot:d votes cast for various offices or an States. Like the procedure for other meth-
a particular election; these range from 3 ads, the 19olmlar vote most often specified
percent of the total votes cast for Gover- for ratification of convention proposals is
nor at the last election (Massachusetts) a majority voting on tile issue.

.9

STATE CONSTITUTIONAL CHANGES BY METHOD OFIN1TIATIONI970_71,1972-73, 197z1_75 _,/_bg[,_., 9.q ")0
States involved Total proposals Total adopted Pcrccntage adoptcd

Mcthod of 1970- 1972- 1974- 1970- 1972- 1974- 1970- 1972- 197¢- 1970- 1972- 1974-
i.itiatio. 71 73 75 71 73 7J 71 73 75 71 73 7J

All methods 48 47 48 403 530 352 224 368 257 55.6 69.4 7,$.0

t. t_t l.a:gislative
proposal 47 46 47 392 497 332 222 356 245 56.6 71.6 73.8

Constitutional
initiative 4 7 7 5 16 1,$ I 3 8 20.0 18.8 61.5

Constilutional
coqvcntion 2 4 2 -6 17 7 i 9 4 16.7 52.9 57.1
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All .mthorized methods of change lnay generall), to them. Although legislative
be used to initiate piecemeal amend- proposalsdin_hlished in number, the con-
merits, but proposal by the state l:lw-mak- cern of slate law-maklng bodies for the
ing body is b)' far the most used tech- subject remained relatively high. In 45
niq*,e. More extensive revision anti the States, one or more proposals initiated
rewriting of state constitutions may also by the I.egisl:,t,,re.. were adopted', in 17
be proposed by the Legislature, b,,t the of these the electorate approved all st, ch
traditio,lal method for a general overhaul proposals. The nt,mber of proposals
in American States is the constitutional ranged from one each. in six States to 79 _
convention; thesc hodies may be unlim- (13 general, 66 local) in Georgia. The feb .t£"
lied or limited it. their :_t,thority to act. l_',eierg tabvlation^indicates the number ._/ /_e.[ bt,t,/

' Submission to the voters oi, all legislative oi, l_roposals and adoptions in the "States
and initiativeprol_osalsforco,_stitutional that made greatest use of this method

change is required in every State except during 1974-75.
.Del;n_are, where legislative action only Constitu'tional Initiative Proposals.
]s necessary.' The constitutlonal initiative, which is de-

signed to propose limited alterntions that
USE OF AUTHORIZED I_'IETIIODS have subst:_ntial popular support when

Table A summarizes state constitu- Lcgislatvres fail to act, is inappropriate
tional @a.n_jes. b) the three methods of for proposing extensive constitutional
formal Inltlatmn uscd dming 1974-75 oh:rage. Not only does thc constitutional
and the two preceding biennia. Included initiative have limited use, but proposals
are totals of pro?osals, a_loptions, per- . that originate by l_Olmlar petition often
ccnt.|ges of adoptions, and the ,ggvegates lack the necessary political support to as-
for all methods. All States except Rhode sure their success. Thus, the rate oi, adop-
Island and Tennessee were involved in tion is usually st,hstantially lower than

[ formal constitutlon;il change during for legislative proposals.
197-'1-75. Totals for all methods in this Table A indicates that eight, or 61.5

] =] biennimn were alq)roxinaately one,xthird percent, of the 13 initiative measures pro-
fewer than during 1972-73, reflecting the posed in seven States during 1974-75 were
diminishing official attention toconstitu- adopted. The numbers proposed'and
tional revision following the heavy era- adopted in each State were: Arizona (1--
phasis on modernizing constitt, tions in 1), Arkansas (1-0), Colorado (4-4), Mas-
the preceding decade. The percentage of, sachusetts (1-1), Mfichigan (1-1), Man-
adoptions, however, improved over the tana (1-I), and Ohio (4-0). All initiative
last biennium, measures were adopted in five States, and

Legislative Proposals. As always, state none in the other two States. The sub-
law-making bodies initiated the vast ma- stance ol, the four initiatives in Ohio was
jority of proposed alterations during included in _lae constitutional amend.
197zl-75. 0nly Louisiana, Rhode Island, nlents proposed by Governor James A.
and Tennessee t';|iled to use this method. Rhodes_ who took office in January 1975.
Since legislative propos:ds comprise such When the General Assembly failed to ap-
a large proportior.: of the total by all prove them, he used the initiative method
methods, the trends stated above apply to get the four measures on the ballot in

Stale Proposal.t ., Adopt;o_s

Georgia 13 general, 66 local 9 general, 55 local

South Carolina 6 general, 23 local " 6 general, 21 local

California 18 general, 2 local 13 general, 2 local

Oklahoma
16 general 10 general A .,,If" /¢_J

Oregon 16 general 7 general

Mary}and 8 general, 5 local 7,'general, 4 lo_:al
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TABLE B

SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES 1N STATE CONSTITUTIONS
I'R(.)POSEI) AND AI)OPTED

1970-71, 1972-73, 1974-75

Total proposed Total adopted Percentage adopted

_970- 197Z- 1974- 1970- 1972- 1974- 1970- 1972- 1974-
S,biect ,_ottcr 71 73 75 71. 73 75 71 73 75

Prop,,sals of
stalewide

appllcal,ility 300 • 389 253 " 176 275 172 58.2 70.7 67.9
Bill t,f Rights 13 26 9 11 22 6 84.6 84.6 66.7
Suffrage and t

elections 39 34 23 25 24 20 59.0 70.6 86.9

Legisla tire
branch 42 46 40 19 25 27 "45.2 543 67.5

Executive
branch 27 36 34 22 25 20 81.5 69.4 58.8

Judicial branch 17 35 20 II 26 19 64.7 74.3 95.0
Local govcr,mlent 21 30 13 15 23 12 71.4 76.7 923 .
Taxation aild "

finance 50 85 49 29 56 33 58.0 65.9 67.3
Slate and local

debt 25 24 18 10 15 6 40.0 62.5 33.3" //
Slalc f.nctions 46 40 23 26 36 16._.__ 56 3 --..SL£90-0"Y'- _- 69-6_=__L-_-----_- //
Amendment and _ -'-'-'-- _-_'_ .....

revision 13 19 8 _.7/-'! _._ --""-"-7 53.8---" ""63.1 87.5
General revision -_-'/-_'"'" "--_"

42.9 50.0 25.0

provisions --II/'" 12 - "._"" l0 $ -- 832. 75.0
Local amendments 103 It 141 / 99 :J 48 93 85 46.6 65.9 85.9

the 197._ general electlon. Adoption rate The largest number of proposed
for 197'1-75 more than tripled that for the changes during each of the three hic_ania
preceding biennia shown in Table A. shown in Table B was in the area of state

SubstantiveCha:l_es Table B classifies . and local finance, iqcluding taxation,
constitutional changes during 1974-75 debt, and financial administrz, tion. The
and the two preceding biennia by subject total m_mber of proposals in this area de-
matter. All proposals are grouped under creased from the high of 109 during 1972-
two major categor!es: first, those of gen- 73 to 67.,,,,.lowest. number in any of the _-ge.,,
eral statewide ap'?licability, which in- three biennia. The percentage of adop- "7
clnde all proposed changes in all except tions rerhained among the lowest of all - ,

five States; and, second, proposed local categories, 58.2 percent in 1974-75, com- _.._............__.._amendments in Alabama (3), California pared with 65.1 percent during the pre-
(2), Georgia (66), Maryland (5) and South ceding biennium. General_
Carolina (23). which affect a single politi, continued to show_g/:eategl'_esistance to -'-'-
col svbdivision or a restricted number of local debt pro_./ s; however, as in pre-
such units. Proposals of general storewide vions biennif{a, they approved proposals
apl,lical)ility are further classified under related to both debt and taxation that in-
subject matter he:,lings that conform volvecl benefits to veterans, low-income
broadly to the prirkcipal functional areas elderly, ancl most financial benefits relat-

I t, of slate constitutions. The percentage of ing to education.
adoptions of proposals of storewide apl_li- The same rank order of proposals for
cability decreased in 1974-75 to 67.9 per- constitutional change in the three
cent compared with the 70.7 percent of branches of government ocxzt,rred during
adoptions during 1972-73, but remained 1974-75 as in the two preceding b_ennia.
substantially higher than the 58.2 percent The legislative branch led in the ntamber
o[.1970-71 biennium, of proposals, followed by the executive

" _ 4-_C.
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and thejudiclary. In percentage of adop- authorize the T.egTslatm-e to provide for
tions, the judicial br:mch led the others tllem by luw. The Oregon electorate re-
durhlg 197"1-75 with 95 percent, the high- jetted a proj_osal to recluce the minimum
est percentage for proposals in any cate- - voting age Jrom 21 to 18 ancl to remove
gory, followed by the legislative br,mch literacy requirements, although both are

- widl 67.5 percect and the executive required as a resvlt of the Twenty-Sixth
branch with 58.8 percent. During 1974-75 Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and
the legislative branch exceeded the execu- judicial decision.
rive branch in percentage of adoptions, The nmnber of local government pro-
reversing the order in the two preceding posals was less than half, those th,ring O_.
biennia. The adol)tion rate of proposals 1972-73, but the percen.tage of adoptions
related to the judiciary rose consistently incre:/sed from 76.7 to 92.3 percent, sec-
dming the three recent biennia (64.7 per- ond highest rate of adoption of all pro-
cent, 1970-71; 74.3 percent, 1972-73; 95 poszdS. Structural changes were the prin-
percent, 1974-75). cipal suhje.ct "of apl)rove¢l proposals. The

Most ch:,nges a;)prove_l in the leg_sla- adoption rate of pr6posals relating to
tlve branch provided for open legislative state functions drol_ped sharply, from 90 "
meetings and apportlonnaent. Rejected to 69.6 p'ercent. Contributing was the "
most often were p, opos:ds related to corn- high' rejection percentage of proj_osed
pensation of legislators. Reversing the changes in structure or powers ot gov-
trend toward annual sessions, Montana ernance of both public schools and insti-
voters approved an initiative measure tutlons of higher education. During the
substituting bievmial for annual sessions previous biennium, all proposals relating
which were authorized in the constitution to education had been adopted. Continu-

] adopted in 1972. M'ost adopted changes ing the trend of the preceding biennium,
in the exeo,tive br;,nch related to admin- prol)osals for lotteries had a relatively

1 istration; the only two regarding joint high rate of adoptiqns (5 of 6). Generally,
election of Governor anti Liemen'ant proposed changes in amendment and re-
Covernor were alq)roved. Rejections in- vision articles liberalized the procedure
c-h_tled the only proposals for increasing for altering the States' organic laws. In-
the Governor's salary, removal Pf the clnded in these chzm_es was2eductlon o[ .GI,,,,
Lieutenant Governor as presiding officer, the required interval betw?_n p.roposal
of the Senate, and a general revision o[ of constitutional amendments m Ver-
the executive article. M'ost approved al- mont from 10 to four years., Rejection by
terations in judicial articles related to ju- Texas voters of all eight proposals which,
dicial organizatioc and establishment of, if adopted, would Nave p.rovided an ex-
or changes in powers anti duties of, ju- tensively revised constitutmn contribute.d
dlcial qualifications commissions. Three to the dismal 25 percent rate of adoptions
of rot,r revised articles were adol)ted, of general revision pl_oposals.

7 The nmnber of proposed changes in
_---'_')"" _bilts o-"VK_gl-qtsdec------¥eas--'--e-d-during._974-75, Cor,:.sa-x-rtmoNAc CO,X,r,,,ssloNS

of four proposals adding sex to anti dis- general state constitutional revision fol-
c rimination guarantees during tl_ bien- iowing extensive modernization du_ [ :/
nimn were .q_l)roved. the preceding decade, state law._aking

Suffr;,geand elections proposals ranked bodies contint, ed to rely heavily upon
high in percentage of adoptions (86.9), constitutional commissions to initiate
although they decreased in re,tuber. The changes in state constitutions- during
adopted changes included liberalization 1974-75. In this period eight commissions
of residency and voting requirements (9 were operative in eight States, attesting,,, '_"D
of 11), reduction of the mininn,m voting the continuing preference of state legis-" _......_....._'_
age to 18, and restoration of voting rights lators for these auxiliary bodies oversggaa----"_-_
to ex-felons. Voters in Oklahoma defeated stitutional conventions as ofgans_ pro- ]
the proposal to remove the residency re- posing aherations in tl_SfXtes'basiclaws. " /7_
quirements from the constitution and Table 5 on page frO-summarizes salient
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fcalures of Ihe eight commissions opera- mission; average nmnber of members was
tire d_Hing the biennium ending De,em- :q)l)roxim:_tcly 2't. Appointing authorities
bet 31, 1'175. Six of these bodies (in Ala- typicalh, include the- Governor, the pre-
bama, New H._,npshire, Ohio, South siding officers of the two legislative
Dakota, Tex,s, and Utah) were created houses, and the Cider Justice of the Su-
before 1974; both the North Dakota and preme Court. Membership mix of recent
Washington commissions were est,,b- commissions usually includes representa-
lished in 1975. Previous volmnes of The tlves of prominent interest groups, lmblic

Booho[ the States have reported on the officials, and legislators. Express limita-earlier activities of most of these bodies, tlons on the representation of any one
Gcn_'ral Fer:tu,es. Six of the eight con- political party apl_ly to some commis-

t stitt,tional commissions were created by sions, exemplified by the South Dakota
ti statutory law. In North DakouI, the Com- and Utah bodies.
I mhtee on Censtltutional Revision was Public funds financed all state consti-

est:_blished as an organ of the Legislative " tutlonal commissions operative during
Comlcil by a House concvrrent rcsolu- 1974-75. As shown in Table 5, most com-
tion; the Washington Commission for missions received direct approl)riations.
Constitutional Alternatives is the only The North Dakota Committee on'Consti-

one of the eight commissions created by tutlonal Revision is fi,nded from the gen-
executive order. Although the New e,al Legislative.Cotmcil appropriation,
Haml)shire and Texas commisslons'were and the Washington Commission for
expressly nlm:d:_ted to prel_ave recom- Constitutional Ahernatives from the Gov-
mendations for consti&ttional conven- ernor'.s b.udget. As noted above, these two
lions, these bodies as well as the Other six comm_ssmns are the only ones operative
operative during 197'1-75 were basically during 1974-75 not created by statute.
study commissions. No strictly prepara- Total hmdlng for the eight commissions
tory commission with a specific mzmd;,te through the current al_l)ropriation period
to make all necessary prel_arations for ranged from ._ apl_rOlMzlted to _l rr_l"]Jl'o_
holding a comtitutional convention was the Ohio commission down to $10,000 for
active during the period, the New Hampshire body. Al)l)ropria-

T)'pically, study commissions are man- tions to the Alzd)ama. Ohio, South Da-
dated to study the constitution, ,leter- kota, and..Uud_ commissions extencl over
mine what changes are needed, and sub- fore" biennia. Most generous funding was
mit recommendations with supporting the $900,000 apprtq)riation to the Texas
reports, and often with proposed drafts. Constitutional Revision Commission
Such reports most commonly are sub- which completetl its task in less than one
mitred to the Legislature, sometimes to year. Average total funding through the
the Governor, and to a constitutional con- current fiscal period for the seven com-
vention if called. Most commissions ac- missions fo( which figures are available
tlve ¢!uring 197'1-75 reported to the Legis- was 5399,241. This figure reflects not only
lature, generous fin;,ncial SUl)port for the Ohio

The .mentbershi 13 of constitutional anti Texas commissions, but the heavy im-
commissmns includes two types: ex officio pact of inflation on the costs of constitu-
and appointive./On practically all com- tional reform'and of general government

• missionsal)pointivemcmbers far outnum- oper;,tions.
ber ex officio designees. Of the eight corn- The dur;,tion of constitutional commis-%

missions active m 1974-75, ex officio sions, "like their f'unding, varies greatly.
members were designated only on those in The periocl of ;,ctive operation of the

< Ln Al;,bama ('1), South Dakota (2), and Utah eight ,'ommissions, as of December 31,
(1). The size of the eight commissions 1975, ranged from the 80-month duration ,,4". -
ranged from 60 on the X_rashington body of the Utah commission and 76 months
down to 10 on the New Hampshire corn- for the Alz,bama body to the six. months"
mission. Median size of the eight commis- existence of the Washington commission.
sions fell hetween the 16-member Utah .-}verage effective life of the eight commis-
body and the 27-member Alabama corn- stuns was between 42 and 43 months. Four



of the commissions (Alabama, Ohio, The commissions in North Dakota and
South Dakota, and Utah) were created in XV;ishlngton, both created in 1975, had
1969 :rod were still operative at tile end mandates to study the constitution and
of 1975; the North D;tkota and Washing- to svbmit their recommendations to the
ton bodies also remaincd active after De-- Lcgisl;_tive Assembly and the Governor,
october 1975. The New H;mq_shire and respectively. In North Dakota, much'.

• Texus commissions completed their work work on constitutional revision had been
_10._ in 1974, and the 5;otlth l);|kota body il done by tile 1972 constitutional conven-

schcduled to submit its final r_commen- tion. Tile _sr:_shington Commission for
d;itions by J;mtt;wy 1976. Constitutional Alternatives,- established

._-_ Reports alut lmplemclltation. Consti- by Governor Daniel J. Evans, had instruc-
tutional changes recommended in com- tions to work closely with the Legislature.
mission reports r;waged from a series of This commission is "expected to make
proposed amendments to entire constitu- " prel_aratory studies for a constitutional
tions. The Alabama and Texas reports, convenuon, if the convention question is
which were comph_'ted and sttbmitted in submitted to anti approved by the voters.

v/ 1973, inclt_ded proposed new or revised
co._stitutions with commentary. At tim CK)NSTITUTIONAL CONVENTIONS

end of 1575, implenacntation of the Ala- Usage. Constitutional "convcntions
bama commission':; recommendations in- were operative in Louisiana, Ncw Hamp- 7

eluded only a new jut!iciary article; in shire, and Texas durinl_ the biennium _ /_
} Texas, the commission s report was the ending Decemher 31, 1975. Anoth.e__

basis for deliberations by tile Lcgislature vention, called in Arkansas bt_legislqi-tive' _ -)
wlaich assembled as a constitvtional con- act and approved by the/Governor, failed ¢k.....(.......,_
vention in 1974. qThe series of constitu- to convene after the/act _"-'as held uncon-
tlonal changes proposed by the New stitutional by.the State Sul)reme Court.
/-I_mq_shlre commisslorr provided tile The New H;mq_shire convention was un-
basis for action in 1974 by the State's six- limited with no restriction on its power
teenth co|lstitt|tioval convention, to propose revision; the mandates of the

The Ohio, Sou=h Dakota, and Utah Lot,isiana and Texas convcntions, how-
commissions have been involved in pro- ever, imposed stated limitations on their
gr:,ms of l)hased revision by stages .since action. The Lovisiana convention, which
their cre:_tion in 1969. In these and other, had assen)bled and completed most of its

States involved in revising their constitu- work in 1973, adjourned January 19,
tions by stages, constitutional commis- .1974. Both the New Hampshire and
sions prepare draft pr61_osals, but respon- Texas conventions met and completed
sibility for their formM initiation nnd their deliberations in 1974. A new con-
sgbm_ssion to the voters rests with [he stitution proposed by the Louisi:,na con-
Leglslatt|re. As of December 31, 1975, the vention was adopted in April 1974 and
Ohio commission had submRted nine re- became effective Jant,ary 1, 1975. The

9orts to the General Assembly; some had New Haml)shire convention recom-
leen ;_dopted, but most were still pend- mended a series of amendments, two of
ing. "]'he voters had approved at least five which were adopted in. 197'1. The Texas

• revised articles of the constitution pro- Legislature, sitting aXaa constitutional
posed by the South Dakota commissmn, convention in 1974, was unable to muster
In Ut:lll, revision of the legislative article tile two-thirds majbrity required to ap-
had been accomplislaed, a proposed re- prove a proposed new constitution.
vision of the executive article rejected by The following paragraphs st,mmarize
the voters, and elections and _pportmn- salient features of the three conventions
mcnt articles submitted to theLegislatt_re held during 197't-75. More information
by the end of 1975. In South Carolina the on their authorization and the early
voters extended t.hrotlgh 1976 the au- phases and developnlents of the Louisiana
thorized period for completing the pro-. convention is provided in the.previous
gram of phased revision initiated in the volume of The Booh.o[ the States.
late 1960s. Louisiana. The limited eleventh consti-
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tntlonal conve,_tlon of Louisiana, which I . •
began its plenary sessions Jnly 5, 1973, New llampshzr, e. The .t00 dclegates to
conlpleted its work and adjourned sine New H:,mpshires unlimited sixteenth
die on .J.'mt,ary 19, 1974: The conven- constitutional convention were elected

tion, whose tot.d membershi 1) of 132 dele- March'5, 197.'1.on â nonl)artisan, basis, one
gates inch,tied 105 elected from House from each House of Representatives dis-
districts and 27 appointed by the Gover- trict, r' On May 8, 197't, the convention
nor, appioved a new constltt,tion by a met to organize and adopt rt,les and then _ _- ¢1 o-t/---tJ,_
vote of 120 to 1 with 11 absent and not recessed until May 15, 1974k]3_t\V_fay_" " -_
voting. Also approved for suhmission to 8 and Jt,ne 16, 1974 the conveltion was• • . p

the voters were two ahernate prol)osals m sessmn for a total of 12 clays. As a
)roviding for a mvhitiered or t,nitary continuing body with life for 10 ),ears or
oard systen_ ff,r control of public hib.,!aer until its successor is atnhorized anti se-

educational institutions. In comparnson lected, the convention adjourned subject ..
with tl_e 256,500 words in the 1921 con-. to the call of the prc_sident.
stitution with !ts local amendments, the The convention approved 27 proposed
proposed new constitution coma]ned constitntional amendments to be submit-
only 26,300 words, ted to the voters in iel'erenthmls during . '

S:dient features of the proposed new th'e period 1974-80. Of the five proposals
constitution ir.clutle: a strong bill of submitted to the electorate on November "
rights inch_ding a guarantee of equality 51 1974, two were approved. These pro-
of treatment; a,mttal legislative sessions; hibited denial of equality of rights by the
single-member legislative districts; power State on account of race, creed, color, sex,
of legislators te convene the Legislatttre or national origin, and at,thorized organi-
by majority vote; automatic veto sessions; zational legislative se._sions. The three-
removal of the Lieutenant Governor as proposals defeated would have permitted
president of the 'Senate; limitation of the granting' of pensions by the General
number of principal executive depart- • Court for more than one year, increased
ments to 20; strengthened authority for membership in the Senate fi'om 2'1 to 36,
local government; elimination of many and authorized the General Court to pro-
constitutional tax" rates and dedications vide alternate methods for taking oaths
of revenue; exp,qnded l._roperty tax ex- by .legislators. Referenthmu on the re-
entption on homes; proms_on for a lower roaming 22 "convention proposals are
tax assessment ratio on homes than on scheduled as follows:.five in March 1976; '
business property; and removal of the seven in November 1976; four in Novem-
prohibition against public aid to private ber 1978;'three in March 1980; and three
and parochial schools, in November 1980.

Submitted to the voters on April 20, Texas. The 181 members of the Texas
1974,.tlle new constitution was approved Legislature convened on January 8, 1974,

by a vote of 360,980 to 262,676.'Thirty- 'In Bates et at. v. Edwards, Gover;_or, 294 So.
six percent of the registered voters voted, 2d 532 (1974 k. the Suprcme Court .of Louisiana
and 58 percent of those voting voted for rejected F,laintiffs" contcntlon that the one-man,
the constitution. Also approved 331,339 one-vole reqtdrement applies vo a constitutional /7". 7_.

• to 199,085 was Alternative A, providing convention. Furlhermore. the fl_._mrt declared,there, is no requirement that the call for a consti-
for the three-tiered board system for pub- ttttional convention must be submitted to and ap- .
lic higher educational institutions. Litiga- proved by the voters. In Driskell et al. v. Edwards
tion in both stal.e and federal cottrts to . e¢ al. (No. 74-4020, September 5, 1975), the U.S.

have the enabling act providing for Court of Appeals vacated and remanded a judg-
ment by the U.$. Distrier Court (VVestcrn La.)

Louisiana's eleventh constitutional con- hohling that an action for a dcc'laratot:_" judgment
v ,,, vention declared unconstitutional had seeking to invfilidate the act providing for the

not beensuccessful as of the end of the constitutional convention was insttl)stantial and
need .not bc heard by a thrce-jmlge conr_374 F. _X

"For more detailed inforn%aliot% on the autho- Supp. I (1975).
rization, tm,mhcrsldp, organization, staffing, and "_For initial legislative action and authorization

_,.._ _) earl)' dcvch)pmcnts of the cnnvcntion, see The o[ the conxcntion, see The Book o, the Slat,,
Book o[ the'States, _, vol. XX, pp. 12-13. 1974-1_75, vol. XX, p. 13.



Walter R. Peterson, forr._er Governor and

Speaker of t_.,e}louse, was elected president

of the convention; the assistant clerks

of the House and Senate were electedsecretary and assistant secretary of the

convention, respectively.

/1"F_kt// Officers elected by the delegates included

Speaker of tlle House Price Daniel, Jr., as

. president, a vice president, and a secretary.

_l_e act provided for 35 members, 27 to be

appointe.d by the Governor, six from each "

of the four congressional districts and

three from the State at large; five were

to be na_ed by the House of Representatives

from its members; and three senators by.

the Senate. Other salient features of

Act 16 were provisions for assembly of

the convention within 15 da_s "after appoint-

ment to organize, transaction of its

business within 60 days after asse_bly, .

certification of a proposed constitution

within five days after adjourr_uent, re- •

" assembly to uake any necessary chan_..es,

and submission of the proposal to the

voters as a :;ingle issue at a special

•election Sept:er_ber 16, 1975.

Nost significant were tl_e extensive

limitations on the convention speci'fied

in the act. ]_e General Assembly listed

ii articles and sections of the consti- _
tution as amended that were not to be ::

-%

changed by t|Le convention, fiminly because :i

of their controversial nature. A new _._

constitution proposed by a constitutional _ _
convention and including many of these "_

controversial features had been rejected _

by the Arhansas electorate in Noverlber

1970.T Salient provisions expressly excluded _]

by Legislative Act 16 included the bill ..j_

of rights, the judiciary, education,

franchise and elections, voter reListration , $_

right to work, the legal definition (rate)

of usury, and other specified sections

and amendnents. The General Assembly
appropriated $800,000 for the convention

and expenses related to the special ._.

election. -- ..__;"_"
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as delegates to the State's seventh consti- ment ancl removal powers, limitation of
tutional convent?on. A constitutional the Governor to two consecutive four-

amendment apl_roved by the elcctorate year terms, pcriodlc legislative review of
in November 1972 authorized the con- executive agencies with requirement for
vcntion. Except for a recess from April 5 their abolition after I0 years unless re..
to May 6 to perniit the delegates as legis- ncwccl, initiation of reorganization plans

lators to camp,_igo for the primary, the b), the Governbr, a ,nified judicial sys-

convention remained in session uniil shae tern, elimination of jurisdictional minu.

"-"-_-e-'_'_djourn men t ] __'-"30, 19743._The con- tiae, and election of judges.
vention staff ran_-ed from 58 to 266 at Other salient provisions included: leg-
w,r_ous times, and eight substantive and islative prescription of residence and reg-
five procedural committees comprised the istration requirements for voting, equal
basic working structure of the convert- educational opportunity, COml,'ehensive .
tion. reform of the property tax system, orals-

The Texas convention was limited by slot of numerous restrictions on public
;ts mandate which forbade any changes spending, authoriz;ition to incur debt by
in the bill of rights. Product of the con- legislative action followed by l)opular
ventlon's labol:s was a .17,000-word draft referendum, consohdatlon of provlsnons
constitution with I 1 articles, as compared on local government, retention of home
with 17 articlesin the. 1876 document role for cities and extension of greater )
which contfiined approximately 6_1,000 options to counties, permissive legislative ""
words. Final vote on the convention authority to restrict taxing powers of local "

i draft was118for, 62against, withoneab- governments and m;mclatory imposition
sent and not voting. The vote in favor of of debt ceilings by the Legis!ature, en-

| the draft clocument was three v.otes less vironmental protection, prohibition of "
than the two-thirds majority required for discrimination against the handicapped,
convention approval. Thus the seventh and provision for calling co_stitutional
Texas convention, composed of leglslato¢- conventions and periodic submission of
delegates for whose work S3.8 million had the convention question to the voters ev-
been al)propriated, failed to submit any ery 30 years.
proposal to the electorate. Arhansas. A 4-to-3 decision by the Su-

The 1975 Legislattn'e, however, which preme Court of Arkansas on May 27,
inclmled many who bad been delegates 1975, hefd unconstitutional a constitu-
to the constitutional convhntion, ap- tional convention schedul'ed to'assemble
proved for submission to the voters eight May 29, 1975. Legislative Act 16, ap-
amendments which collectively com- proved by Governor David H. Pryor

prised a revised constitution. Based on the January 31, 1974, called the conventionconvention clocl,mlent with certain _it)lou_lhrreferend_t_------_. "_'"'_._'/.,,/ ")
changes, the eight amendments excluded W-_ft brought by two Republican_ __/
some of its most controversial provisions, joined by two legislators against Gover-
such as "right to work." Submitted to the nor Pryor and others in the Pulaski
voters on November 4, 1975, all eight pro- Chancery Court sought to prevent the
posals were rejected by a margin of-ap- convention. The trial court held Act 16
proximately 2_ to 1. of 1975, which provided for the t:on_cen-

Major features of the prol)osed eight tint, invalid.- On appeal, the I Supreme.
amendments rel;uing to the three Court of ,,_.v'kansas affirmed the ruling, i
branches of government were provisions holding the convention unconstitutional

for: annual lcgisla Uve sessions, authoriza- on the ground that delegates would be ex- _;_
finn for organizational an(1 veto sessions, " ercising power inherent in the people as_
a legislative COml_ensati0n commission, reserved in the Arkansas "constitution; _ . ,
deletion of many restrictions on the Leg- . ,
islature, enhanced gubernatorial appoint- _'L-Xrticlc I1. Section 1 states: "'All political power

/is inherent in the people, and government is insti-
¢For more Imckgroond information nit the con. [ trait't| for 1heir protection, sccurit)' anti benefit;

19_4-1975,_ andvolition, see The Book o] the Stole,*, [ the) have the right to ahcr. reform or abolish

vol. XX, pp. 13-14. _ the same in such manner as the)' think proper."
\
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• that power without the al_[_roval of the 1;ttes substantial studies by organizations
• electorate are prohibited. * If the con- other th-'ln those officially invoh,ed. Back-

vention had been held, it would have ground symposia in law reviews and
been Arkansas' eighth _uch constituent professional journals are prominent ex-
assembly. . amples. Fnrtherinore, bureaus or insti-

Iq7q-'_7,f " _ Other Developments. The+_biennium tutes of governmental research and public
_ was the first in more than a aft,firs :tt higher educational institutions i
quarter o[ a century during which no have' l)ro(htced many ttsefttl sttttlies be-
State held a popular re[erendttm on the fore, during, and after completion o[
question of calling a constitntlo'nal con, official action. Institutes or bt_reaus at
vep'tlon. Considering the extensive, at- state universities in IIIinois, Louisiana,

" tention to general constitutional revision Montana, North Dakota, Sot!th Carolina,
._ in die States since Inidc,.century, the slack- South Dakota, and Texas have published
"- enlng of official attention to basic legal such materials during the ]:lst five years.

reform by the convention method was to Some of these publications are listed
t be expected. Besides Arkansas_Governor below. The most recent compilation of

Pryor, at least one other Gover"_aor-Gov- general references on state constitutional
ernor Ray Bl;mton of Tennessee--has revision is the writer's A Bibliogrnphy on"
urged that an up(limited constitutional Slate Constitutions and Constit|¢tlonal v,/
convention be called in his State. In Revision, 1945-1975, published in August
Washington, creation of the Commission 1975 by the Citizens Conference on State
for Constitutional Alternatives in 1975 Legislatures. The first o[ the two parts of
by Governor D_miel J. Evans was a p.os- this bibliography lists general works on
slble first step toward calling a consutu- _tate constitutions antl constitutional re-

- tional convention. Generally, phased re- vision; the second is a state-by-state listing
vision and more limited change by of both nonofficial and selective official _.-
amendments initiated by state law- publications. The bibliography exch_des _t.
making bodies, olten with the help of those _ublicat-_'n-f-that deal solely withI ..... • {I
constitutional commissions, continue as the-functional areas of"-constitutio.iial i/
the most popular methods of moderniz- systeins.
ing state constitutions. - One of the most valuable additions to

the growing body of literature on state
CONSTITUTIONAL STUDIES constitutions during tl_e biennium was

" Materials prepared by constitutional Professor A. E, Dick Howard's two-
•commissions and conventions continued volume Commentaries on the Constitu.

_o provide a major part of the literature tion o/Virginia. Although focused on the
on constitution-maklng in American 1971 Virginia document, this work traces
States dming 1974.-75. These reports and the evolution o[ American constitutional-
analyses contain much information of use" ism fi-oin its English and colonial ante-
not only to persong directly involved in cedents to 1974. Another major contribu-
actual modernization of constitt, tions, tion is the 10-volume (][_ro'ectedj) Sources

1 but to other students of public affairs as and .Doclm_ents o[ Untted States Consti'-
well. Records of debates and proceedings tutions, edited and annotated by Profes-
of constitutional conventions and coin- sor _qilliam_F. Swindler, the College of
missions comprise'an inv:_luable source V_qlliam :|nd Mary..-k number of volumes

/of data for planning and organizing con- in this series were published dtt.ring
.L// stitutional reform efforts in other juris- 1974-75.

dictions. Some recent examples are cited The National Municipal League's
t tit in the list of selected references at the end state-by-state series of studies dealing with

of this analysis, state constitutional conventions held

Major official :action to revise or re- since World VVar II added volumes on v'/the Illinois and Alaska conventions dur-

" .--'_DovidPo,or el al.v. Lynn Lou,e el a1.,258Ark. - ing the biennium. This nine-volume
_. _ 188 (1975)2 series with l)revious publication of the ""
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Leagbe's State ConslltTtt_on SHtdles (l.0 with the Sixth Ill[rto;s Coustitutional Camven-

I vohtmes in two series) issued 1960-65 lion.State Comtit_tliot_al Co_vetttlo,i Studies. New

_" constitutes a major contributqon to tile "/ark: National Mtmicipal Lcagt,e. 1969--.
nlateria] orl state constitu tional revision. Number One--Ehncr E. Cornwell, Jr., and Jay

S." Goodman. The Politic_ ol the Rhode
, SELr;CI'i_t, Rr_Fr:RE,_Cr.S Island Cottstit.tiomd .Co.ve.tlorl. 1969.

Bartl,'Dcau F., ed. Debates'o] the North Dahota Number Two--George D. Wolf..Co_stltu.

Cott,tit.llo.al Com,etHion vols. Bis- tlo_ml l{evislot_ it, l'emJsybm,da: The D.al
o/ 197._ 2

marck, N.I).: Quality Printing Service, 1972. .Tactic o/ Amendme_t and Limited Cali-
Bration, George D. Cilize.s" G.ide to theProposed venetian. 1969.
• New Texas Comtit.tion. Austin, Tex.: Stcrllng Number Three--John. P. _d,'hc61er. Jr. and

Swift Publishi_lg Compaj_y, 1975. Mclissa Kinsey. M,!gl_i[ice_tt Fail.re: The
Browne, C)'Jlthia E.. camp. State Cotlstltutlo_m! Mao'lm_d Cottstit_dio_tai Com,e_tion o]

Com,elJtiol_s: From l.depende_Jce to the Cam- 1967-1968. 1970. "
])lelio_ o/ the Present U_don. A Bibliography. Nttmhcr Four--Richard J. Connors. The Proc.
Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1973. ess o/ Coastlt.tioJml Revision in New ..

Clcm,Alan L.. ed. Co_Jtemporo) T Appro.rhes to Ierse)': 1940-19¢7. 1970,
Slate Consthutio,.d Re_,ision. Vermillion, S.D.: Number Five--Norman Meller. lt'ith a_l Un.
Governmental Rc:,earch Bureau, University of derst¢llsdi.g Heart: Constitution 2tfok'i_lg in
Sottth Dakota, 1970. Hmvaii. 1971.

Comfit.tiara o/tits United State3: Natiol_al .nd Number Six--.Martin L. Faust. Constit.Hon
State. 2 vols. Dobbs Ferry, N.Y.: Oceana Publi- Making i_ Missouri: Tile Comtetltion ol
cations, 1.062. Loo_ leaf. 19¢3-19_4. 1971.

Cornwell, El)net E., Jr. eCal. Constitutlo_ml Con- Number Seven--Donna E. Shalala. The City
ve_tlo_: The Pan'lilts ol 11cvision. New York: and the Comtitution: The 1967 New York
National Mtmicil_al League, 1974. Com,entio_Ps Response to the Urban Crisis.

Dishman, Robert ,_. State Constitutions: The 1972.
Shape o/ the Do_:ument. Rev. ed. New York: Nmnber Eight-Samuel K. Gave and Thomas
National Mtmicipal Lcague, 1968. R. Kitsos. R_,islon Success: The Sixth I1.

Edwards, William .A._. ed. Index Digest o[ State ii.ais Cm_stit.tlo_ml Com,entio.. 1974.
Constlt_ttio.s.l)obl)s Ferry, N.Y.:.Oceana Pub- .Nl_mber Nine--Victor Fischer. Abtska's Con.

lications, 1959. P_cparetl by the l.,cgislative Re- stitutio.al Convention. Pul_llshed by the
•search Ftind, Columbia Ul_ivcrsity. " University of Alaska Press. Fairhankx, 1975.

Grad, Frank P. Tile. Slate Constitution: Its Frtnc- St'ate Co_stit.tlo_ St.dies. 10 vols. in two _erlc_.

lion a_d Form ]or Our Time. New York: Na- .New York: National Municipal League, 1900--

tlonal Municipal League, 1968. Rcprintctl from 65. .
t*_ f'bginio Law Review, vol. 54, no. 5 (June 1968)_ Stewart, William H., Jr._.The Alaltama Co_stitt|.

Graves, _. Brooke, ed. htajor Problems in State tio.al Commi.s._;o_: A Pragmatic Approach lo
Co.stit.tlo_al lievisio.. Chicago, I11.: Public Com'tittdlonal 17evi.,iom University. Ala.: Bu-
Administration Service, 1960. rcau of Pttblic Administration, University of

_,_ Howard, A. E. Dick. Commentaries on the Consti- Alabama, 1975.tutlon o] I.'irginla_ 2 vols. Charlottesville, Va.: Stndies i. llli_tois Comtlt.tio_ Mnki.g. Urbana_
The University Press of Virginia, 1974. II1.: Uniccrsity of Illinois Prc-ss, 1972-. - .

Leach, Richard H:, ed. Compacts of A_diq.ity: Elmer Gertz. For the First Ho.rs o] Tomor-
State Cot_stitutlom. Atlanta, Ca.: Southern row: The New lllil_ols Bill o] Itlght.s. 1972.
Newspaper Publishers Association Foundation, Janet Cornelius. Comtittdlon hlaki_g in Illi-
[1969]. n ois, 1,SY.,_'--'/970.1972..

May, Jan|ce C. Amend b_g the Texas Co.stit.tlon: Rnhln G. Cohn. To Jt'_dge with Justice: The
"1951-1972. Austin, Tex.: Texas Advisory Com- Histo o' a.d Politics o] J_ldicial Reform. ""

mlmion on lntergovernmcnt;il Relations, 1979. 1975.
Ma)', Janice C. The Texas Coustittttio_;al lteolsion lan D. Bt_rman. Lobbying at the illinois Con.

.--_ Experie,tce it_ the Sere.lies. Austin, Tex.: Seer- stit.tion'al Conve_tiom 1973.
ling Swift Publishing Company. 1975. Alan G. C,ralch and Virginia H. Uhik. Ballots

O Model Na- /or Chm_ge: New S.ffrage a_ld ,dme_di_g
tlonalStateMu nicipr.lC°'stlt"ti°n-6thl.cag_c,196._.ed"New.York:Revised1.068. Articles for llllnoi.¢h1973. " 0

Ncwman. Lo.is E,. cd. Foct_._ o,_ CC-73. Discttssion Joyce H. Fishhane and Glenn '_V. Fisher. Poll- " _"
Scries. Al)ril-Jtf, )' 1.973. Baton Rouge, La,: l_sti- tics o] the P.r.se:'Rea)em*e .t_d Finance in t'x .
lute of Government, Louisiana State University, the Sixth Illinois Constitaliotml Conven-_,(.L.).._.---.-_

Nunn, V_aller H,, antl Collett, Kay G. Political Jane Callaway Buresh. A Fmldametttal C,,_:
Paradox: Constit,ttional lle_,ision i,_ A,'kamas. l'ducalio,_ for the People oI llti,,ois_q975_.
New York: Nazional .Muni'cipal I.eagt_.e, 1973. David Kenny. Jack R. Van. DerSliK. and
Mimeographed. 'Samuel J. Pcrnacciaro. Boll Call? Patterns

Record o] Proceedi_gs: Sixth llli.ais Co_stitu- o/ l'otD_g i. the Sixth Illinois Co.stitu-
tio_tal Com,e.tiot_, December 8, 1968-Seplcml>er • tio_al Com,e.tlom 1975.
3, 1970. 7 vols, Springfield, II1.; Jul}" 1972. Pub-. Stur_fi, Albert L. ,4 I_ibliograph_" o_ State Comti-
lishcd by the Secretary of State in cooperation tutiom a_*d Comtitutional Re'uision, 19t5-3975.
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Englcwood. Col,).: The Citizclls Conference on Swln,llcr, William F., cd. Sources and Documents

Slate l.cglslatures, August 19"/5. o/ Lbtited St,tes Co_slilulious. ]0 vols. (pro-
Sturm, Albert L. "Modcrnizalion of Slate Consti- jcczcd) l')obbs Ferry • N.Y.: Occana Puh] ca-

,,_ tutions_ince 1_;5: The Nation and tile South," lions, Inc., 1973-.
l'irgi_ffa .Social Scielace Jbur_ml, vol. I0, no. 2 _Vhcclcr, Johl_ P.. Jr. The Co_l._liluthmnl Couven-
('NOVelnl)cr 1975). lion: ,4 ,Ifamaal on lls Phmning, Organf:,tion

Sturm, Albert I.. Thirl), }'ears o[ Slltle Constilu- a_d O/_rr_tlon. New York: Nalional .Mtmicipal
liou.hl.kiug, 193X-1963. Ne_¢ York: National i.c:lgue, 1961.
.Munlcip:d League. 1970. " _Vhcclcr, John P., Jr., cd. Salient ls._ues o] Consti. .

Sturm, Albert L. Treurfs b_ S&tle Cottslitution. tulional Rcr,isio_t. New Vork: National Mu- , _ ,_._..:.._)
M_hi.g: 1966-1972. l.cxlnglon, Ky.: The Coun- nicipal l.cague, 1961. p_
t-il of Slate Covcl'm_)cnts, 1973. _L_._._£_N._ff_C._,._d_kl_'_ '
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TAnLE 1

GE.YEKAI. INFORXIATION ON" ST.'VI'E CONSTITUTIONS

As of Dccclnbcr 31, 1975
_._..._1

,'VI,,nber of

E (frrl [t;e a mrnd mcnl$

Number dale o/ I Est;,naled . -"'._-----'-_
of presenl Irnltlh Sub_ni/led

._lal¢ or olher eonsli, tonsil.-'" (Jtltmber of to the

j_fri_diction t.lions* D,,les qf a,fopllon* Inlion u'ords) voters Adopted

Alabama ........... 6 1819. 1861. 1865. 1868. 1901 120.000 514 342
1878. 1901

._ la,_k a ............ 1 1956 1959 12.800 13 12
f,.r I zona ........... 1 191 I 1912 23.000 147 81
.t.rk:tnsag ......... _ 1836. 1861, 1864. 1868. 1874 38.280(a) 140 63(b)

1874

California ......... 2 1849. 1879 1879 32.000 682 403

• _ Colorado .......... 1 1876 1876 39.700 206 41
C,_n n_.ct Icut ...... 4 1818(c). 1065 I ta68 7.400 9 8
ill.labs are ......... 4 1776. 1792. 1831. 1897 1897 21.O00 (d) 97(e)
Florida ........... 6 1839. 1801. lS6S. 1868 1969 23,500 22 16

1886. lq68

Ceorl_la ........... 8 1777. 1789. 1798. 1861. 1945 600.000([J 1.098(g) 832(g)
1865, 1868. 1877. 1945

11awall ............ I(h) 19.50 1959 17.795(a) 40 35
Id;iho ............. 1 1889 1890 20.942(a) 164 87
Illinois ........... 4 1818. 1848. 1870. 1970 1971 13.200 1 0
It_diana ........... 2 1816. 1851 1851 10.500 53 32

Iowa .............. 2 1846.fl 857 1857 12,500 44 42(i)

K :t n sas ........... 1 | 859 1861 11,700 103 76(i) ""
KenltJcky ......... 4 1792. 1799. 185,0. 1891 1891 23,500 49 22
Louisiana ......... 11 1812. 1845. 1852. 1861, 1975 26.,a_0 0 0

1864. 1868. 1879. 1898.
1913. 1921. 1974

.Xl nine ............ 1 1819 1820 13.350 154 131 (_)
Maryland ......... 4 1776, 1851. 1864, 1867 1867 41,200 191 160

Massachusetts .... 1 1780 1780 33.0921k) 112 104
,Xlichl_.an ......... 4 1835. 1850. 1908, 1963 1964 20,000 18 7
Mlnnaesota ........ 1 1857 1858 . 9.491 (a) 191 102

Mississippi ........ 4 1817, 18._2. 18,%8. 1890 1890 23.200 109 40
Mlsgourl..." ....... 4 1820. 1865, 1875, 1945 1945 34,9801a) 54 38

Montana ......... 2 1889. 1972 1973 I 1,200 3 3
Nebraska ......... 2 1866, 1875 1875 18,725(a) 243 167
Nevada ........... 1 1864 1864 18.300 123 80(i)
New llnmpshlre... 2 1776, 1784(I) 1784 10,000 144(I) 6441)
New Jersey ....... 3 1776. 1844, 1947 1948 15,700 27 19

New Mexico ....... 1 1911 1912 26,500 188 91

4 1_77. 1822. 1846. 1895 1895 .'39.000 256 189New York
N,.,rl h Carolina .... 3 1776. 1868, 1970 1971 12.500 13 I I
Nc_rt h Dakota." .... 1 1889 1889 29,000 166 97

Ohio .............. 2 1802. 1851 1851 31.000 212 117Oklahoma ........ 1 1907 1907 63,669(a) 205(m) 93(m)
C)r e!_n ........... I 1857 1859 23.500 3OI 1$O
l't_nnsylvanla ..... 5 1776. 1790, 1838. 1873, 1968 21,500 ll(n) 81n)

1968(n)
Rhode Island ..... 2 1842(c) 1843 19.003(a.k) 79 42
South Carolina... 7 1776. 1778. 1790. 1861. 1895 36,350(O) 606(p) 430(p)

1865. 1868. 189.$

.'qou I h Dakota ..... 1 1889 1889 23.000 158 88
T4.n nessee ........ 3 1796. 18_5. 1870 1870 13.._t00 23 19
T_.-tas ............. ,5 1845. 1861. 1866. 1869. 1876 60.000 354 220

1876
Utah ............. 1 1895 1896 17.350 107 61
Vermont .......... 3 1777. 1786, 1793 1793 6,600 210 52

Virginia .......... 6 1776. 1830. 1851. 1869. 1971 18,O00 3 3
1902. 1970

%t,'ashln,0.ton ...... 1 1889 1889 29.400 I 16 63
West Vlrl_inia ..... 2 186], 1872 1872 25.Y,.50(a) 83 51
Wisconsin ........ 1 1848 1848 I .:,.800 148 105(i)
_.Vyomin_. ......... 1 1889 1890 21.200 83(q) 41

,_merican .qamoa.. 2 . 1960. 1967 1967 5.1)O0 9 5
Pnerto Rico ....... I 1952 1952 9.281 (a) 6 6

• Thet_.c_o_stitl_,i_)_sinthistablei,.cludethnseCivi1%Vardoeu- (jl One apt,ro,'ed a,ne,,d,ncnt is inoI_'rati,'e until imple-
m¢',_ts _:dd._onla_"y listed by the lilt ividual StatelL mentc'd by legislation.

(a) Actual word count. (k) Tile iltil_te_l constitution inehldt'rt nlatty pro_'isions that
Ib) Ei:gh_el( the ap|)tox.ed an,ei_clmenl_ have been _upetseded ha'*'e hexes annulled1, l._n_th of eflt"t-ti'.'e i_rox'iqions are: in

_f _" -- ]and a,e #o: J_rinted in the current editio,, of the eonstitutlon. /t,lar_<tcl, usetts, tmtlmatt'd 20.768 _'ord_t 112.324 aunulled); in

[ _ . 7A. _ _Th- tov:f._e, qopted does el,dr include five amendments that _ere Rhode Island. I 1.376 svords 17.627 annulledl. ) ,

_kj¢'_t--"_ " "_ invaHclaled. _ 111 The constitution of 1784 was exten_is-ely res.i,.e_l in 1792.
lel ('olonial t'harters with some alterations, in Con,,eeticut Figllre_ shox_./'_'rol_O_la at_d adoptions _in_ 1793, when it be..

11638. 16621 and Rho_le Island (1663). sen.ed as the first con- came eflt-ct_.SlitUtions in these States. Ira) Tilt- ,_re_ inclu,le one ame_dment _uhmitted to and
(d) I';ol_scd antendments are not submitted to the _'oters in apptove_J b)" the _-Gler_t and t_ttb:_**¢tuently rult-d hy the Supreme

Delaware. Churl to has-e l_-_n itl-t/nl]$" r_uhtnillt'_].
1el V;llious _ection_ of the conslit Ution ha_'e been amended 97 In) Cert_iu ".,_t'tit I_S O1 tile eOn_lltUtion ,*_ei'e re_'i_'_l by the

times I)_,- 46 aCl_ of the General A_embly. llmit_l coll_tltutio:_al ctm_'ention Of It_67-68. Amendmennl
If) Estimated length of the printed ¢on!ttltulion which in- Orol_l and adot_e_l at," _intee IVOB.

¢lude_ only provisions of general statewide applicability ill to) Of the _t imatt-tl lel_gl |1. 16.¢_13 word_ are of f:eneral state-
64.500 words, wide el_t*.¢t; tile l_'nta_lting 19.740 are Io_tl _lnelt¢llnfnl_.

(g_ I ,icludes 196 general and 899 Ic_al anlendments sublnittt'_ lp) Of tile 6(N', prol_o_l anletttlment_ .-ubmitl_'d to the _'oler$.
CRUM to the voters, and 147 general and 085 local amendments 170 _'ete of general _tatewide efleet and 4861o_-al; the voters re-

adt,pl_'d, jex'ted 76 112 _latewi¢|e. 64 In.all; of the tetnainitlg 530. the
(hi As a king¢lom and a republic. Hawaii had 5 constitutions.. _.esieral A_mt)ly refused to appro_'e 11¥J 177 ._tatewide. 78
{i_ The ftgure giveu inelude._ atnen+ltnel_llt approved b_ the Io_-all. at_d43OlSbltatewide, 3441o_Tal) were6nallyadde_ tothe.

X'Olel_ and later nullified by the State Supreme Court: in Iowa, o0n_titution.
three; Kansas. one; Nevada. si_t; MiL_t-onsin. t_. (q) Estimate" by the State Atehiv_ attd History Department.
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TABLE 2 ----------- ..__
CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PROCEDURE: BY THE LEGISLATURE ¢

Constitutional Provisions'_.

Considerallon Limitation on
Legislatit, e vole by two Vote requi_ed numberthe of

Slale or req.ired sessions for . amendments sub.titled

other jurisdiction for proposal(a) required ratification at one election

Ahtbama ........................ 3/5 No MA None
Ahtska .......................... • 2/3 No MA None

Arizona ......................... Maj. No MA None -
Arkansas ........................ Maj. No MA 3
California ....................... 2/,t No MA None °

Colorado ........................ 2/3 No MA None(b)
, Connecticut ..................... (el (el MA None

J)elaware ........................ 2/3 Ves Not required No referendum
ll,_lGr Ida .......................... 3/5 No Not specified None
t, eorgla ......................... 2/3 No MA None

llawall .......................... (d) (d) MAte) None

• hlaho ........................... 2/.1 No MA None

"1 I IIIhtola .......................... 3/5 No (f) None(b)
Indiana ......................... Maj. Yes MA None
Iowa ............................ M aj. Yes M A None

. . Kansas .......................... 2/3 No MA 5
Kentucky ....................... 3/5 No MA 2
I,oulslana ....................... 2/3 No MA(g) None
Maine ........................... 2/3(h) No MA None
Maryland ....................... 3/5 No MA None

Massachusetts ................... Maj.(i) Vet MA None
M Ich l_a n ........................ 2/3 No M A None

M I n nesota ...................... Maj. No M E None
M Isslssl ppl ....................... 2/3(j ) No M A None
M Issourl ........................ Maj. No M A None

Mort tana ........................ 2/3(h) No MA None

Nebraska ........................ 3/5 No MAte) None
Nevada .......................... M aj. Ves M A None
New llampshlre ................. 3/5 No _ 2/3 vote on A _ None

New Jersey ...................... (k) (k) MA - None(If

New Mexico ..................... Maj,(m) No MA(m) None
New York ....................... Maj. Ves MA None
North Carolina .................. 3/5 No MA None

" /"" North Dakota ................... Maj. No MA None
Ohio ............................ 3/5 No MA None

Oklahoma ....................... Mat. No MA None

Oregon .......................... (n) No M A None

.... - Pennsylvania .................... Maj.(o) Ves(o) M A None .
Rhntl_' Island .................... Maj. No MA None
Sout h_-C.aroltna .................. 2/3(p) Vet(p) MA None

Snttth Dakota ................... _d aj. No M'A None
Tennessee ....................... (q) Vet(q) M Err) None
Texas ........................... 2/`1 No MA None
Utah ............................ 2/3 No M A None
Vermont ........................ (s) Yes MA None

Virginia ......................... Maj. Ves-" MA None
Washington ..................... 2/3 No MA None
West Virginia ................... 2/3 No MA None
Wisconsin ....................... I_,ia j. Ves MA None
Wyomln0. ...................... 2/3 No ME None

American Samoa ................. 3/5 No MAtt) None
Puerto RIco .................... 2/3(u/ No MA 3

MA--Majority ,'o ........... I t..... ...... hlmak b.... ...... ially tl ........ hantt .... he," ..... i t u t in n _"'_- _'_l
M E--Majority '*ore in election• may be a_ain sllbmitte<:| to tile people before the third general

i (a) Ill all States not otherwine noted, the figure shoxVll ill this election thereafler• . ,_eohlnltl refers to t)ercentaso of elected members ill each house (m) Amendments c'oncerlllrLg c4t_rlt_1"e_nchise and
required for aDoroval of )roi:.osed conatltutional alnettd le 1 a " education trmtter_t requiret_ vote of members elected and

t (b) I.egislature may not DroDo*e amendulen s at t e sa he":" approval byl',a_ _f electors v_.ting in State and _1 of thot_'_ xJoting
sesszon to more than six articles in Colorado. three in Illinois. in each eOUlM.¥. - - . . . , •

(el Three-fourths vote in each house at one t_.essJon, or (n) Majority to anlend constitution. _ to revit_ (revise
majority, vote in e;ch houtae in two sessions, includes all or a part of tile constitution).

(d) Two-t hirds vote in each house at one session, or majority (o) l_mergency amendments may be l)assecl by ]_ vote of. "
vote in each house in two sessions, each hollt,_, followed by rot ificat ion by inaiotity vote of ele,c'tors _

tel Majority (n amendment must Im at least 35 percent of in eleetiou hehl at least nile month after leRislative approval. "
total vote at election. (p) . Two thirds of itlelllbers of eacil hoilse, first Dassage;

{f) Maiority ",'cling in electlon or ag voting on amendment, majority of members of each house after IN.'_Dlllar ratificatiOl|o
(g) If five or fewer Dolitical subdi_islons of State affected. (q) Majority of nteml)ers ele_'ted to Imth houses, first pat-

majority in State as a whole and al.qo in affected Rub<:livislon(s'_ • sage; t - of metal>eft electt'_:l to both houses, secolld pas,qage.
ia required. {r) _ajority of all citi2ens voting [or Ctovernor. -

(hi Two thirds of combined membership of both hou,mes. (a) Two-thirds vote ,":,enate. majority vote lfouqe, f_rst
i) Maiority ol members elected sitting ill joiut t4essiol Das,,tage; majority both houses, second Das,.h'_Se. Am of 1974,

Ij) The _4_musT. include not less than a majority elet2ted to ame:ldmenta may be aubmitte*l only every fouryears.
each house. (t) _ ithin 30 days after voter approval. Governor must

(k) Three fifths of all members of each house at one ses,aion, submit arnendn|ent(s) to _cretary of the Interior for apDroval.
or majority of all members of each hou_ for two sucees,sive (u) If aporoved by _ of Inel|ll)ers ot each hou,4e, amend-
sessions.

meat(s) sul)mittff<l to ,..nter_t at special leferendum if approved
(I) If a Droposol amendmen s not aOl roved at the election by not lens titan I${_/_f total membern of each houa_ referendum

whell submitted, n_ither tile same amendment nor one which , may be held at /lext general election. ,

t.__<.,f/.
GRAHAJ_ _'-

' ._ qF K,_¢_.

!

• ..
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• TABLE 3

CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PROCEDURE: BY INITIATIVE
Constitutional Provisions

:X'nmbcr ¢,f signatures required Distrib'atiaa of Rzferendum /
State on i;;itiati:.c petition signatures vote

Arizona .............. 15% of total votes cast for all candidates for None specified Majority vote on _,'/
• Governnr at last election anlendmen/ f

Arkan.qaa ............ 10_o of voters for Governor at last election Must include 5% Majorit'T vote on
Of x.nter_ / aluendHlent

Gove r nqZ_r) in
each. nW't s //

con nt tes or i _/onCalifornia ............ 8% of total voters for all candidates for Governor None specified Maj
at laat election alllllll_rfllllea' ment

' Colo,'ad .............. 8_o nf legal voters fnr Secretary of State at last N ..... i,eeified M_,",'o, t....
election amendment

Florida .............. 8% of total vote_ eatt in the State in the last 8% of totalvoteq Majority vnteon
election for presidential electors cast in each of amendment

1/2 of the cnn-

gressional dis-
triers

llllnr,18 (a) ........... 8_o of total votes cast for candidates for Governnr Nnne specified Majnrit.v vntin_
at last election in election nr

3/5 voting on
amendment

Mas.qachusettA (b) .... 3_o of total vote for Governor at i_receding Nnmnrethanl/4 .Majnritv vote on
biennial state election from any one a m e n d m e u t

county which must be
309_ of total
voters at elec-
tion

_41chll_nn ........... 10_ of total voters for Governor at last election None specified Majority vote on
alnelad ment

Missouri ............. 8% of legal voters for all candidates for Governor Tile 8% must be_ Majority vote on
at last election in each of 2/3 amendulent

of the congres-
sional districts
in the State

Montana ............ 10% of qualified electors, the number of qualified The 10% to in- Majority vote on
electors tn be determined by number of votes elude at least amendment
cast for Governor in preceding general election 10% of quali-

fied electors in
each of 2/5 of

ttle legislative
districts

Nebraska ............ 10_ of total votes far Governor at last election The 10% mu_t Majority vnte on
include 5% in amendment
each of 2/5 of---'-- which must be
tile counties at least 35%

of total vote at

tile election

Nevada .............. t0_o of voters who voted in entire State in last 10._o nf total vet- Majnrit.v vote nn
l . general election era whn voted amendment in

in each of 75% two eonseeo-
of the counties tire general

elections

North Dakota ........ 20.000 electors None specified Majority vote on
anlendment

Ohio ................ 10% of total number nf electors who voted for/At ]ea_t 5% of Majority vote on
Governor in last election qualified elee- amendment

tots in each of
I/2 nf counties,. .._
.aft the'State I' I"

Oklahoma ........... 15% of lethal voters for state office receivinct high- None specified Majority vote on
ett number of votes at last general state amendment
election

Orel_on .............. 8% nf total votes for all eandidatp_ for Governnr None sl_ecified Majnrity vote on
elected for l-year term at last election amendment

South Dakota ........ 10% of total votes for Governor in last election None specified Majority vote on
amendment

(a) Only Article IV, Tile Legislature. ma_' be amended by initiative measure_ must be approved by two _t_itnn*t of the
initiative Petition. _eneral Court (I.e_is|ature) hy lint le_a_ titan 1/4 of all membr'r._

(b) Before beinl_ laubmitted to the electorate for ratification, elected. Rifting in joint sea.Men.
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TAnLE 4

PROCEDURES FOR CALLING CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTIONS
Constitutional Provisions

' Periodic Popular vote
Zrgfslati_e llJb.li:,sion rrquircd for

vote for Popular of rat(ricalionStale or Pro:,,lsion submission of l,ole 10 ¢ont,ru/ion Q[
• oilier for COllt,ettlioll fll/l./Ior/c._ q11¢$1io1! ¢oltv¢lll_otl

•" jnrisdiction convention _ucstion(a) convention rrqub'ed(b) proposals

Alabama .......... Ves Majority ),IE No Not specified
Alaska ............ Yes Not specified(c) (el l0 yrs.(c) Not specilied(c)
Arizona ........... Ves Majority (d) No MP
Arkansas ......... No No
C:,mor.la ......... Vc_ _5._ _ii_ No i_ii,

/fC,'florado .......... Ves 2,/3 M P No M F.
/ C,_nnectlcut ...... Ves 213 MP 20 yrs.(el MI'

/ p_laware ......... Ves 2/3 MP No No provision
/ !.lorlda ........... Ves (f) MP No Not specified

,/ Georl_la ........... Vcs (g) None No MP

la all ............ Ves Not specified MP 10 years MP(hl

_" !daho ............. Yes 2/3 MP No Not specified ..
I" "'- 1"_ i' Illinois ........... Yes 3/5 (i) 211years MP

No
_1_ X h,wa .............. Yes _J.ljor/t_. _i, b l0 rrs ; J970 kit'//" _¢" Indiana ........... No

. ." - _/_ "d_ _t/Kansas ........... _.'es 2/.'t MP No MP
/ . _/w l Kentucky ......... "¢es Majority(j) MP(k) No No provision

/" f/ _'-- / I "_ulsl'lna Ves (g} None No MP
YesJ _ I • [ ,Valne ............ (g) None No No provision

_,'i . .P"_ x_¢ . t_.ALarb'land ......... Ves Majority ME 20 yr,_,; 1970 MP

v ¢" ''3'/\_" _,_ *'_ .e h'.'assa ch usetts .... No No
_x x,..tp _ _n,\" C'U" / Michigan ......... Yes _injority gil _ lb yrs.; 19"/8 _iP

_"._ V_ ,_._v • _ /, Minnesota ........ Ves 2/3 hiE No 3/5 on P
. Mississippi ...

- Ilssour! .......... Yes I_iajority JliP 20 :¢rs,; 1962 Not specified(I)

'_ k Montana ......... Ves(m) 2/3(n) MP 20 years MP
/" / \ \ \ /_ ebraska ......... Ves 3/5 M P(o) No M P

_" _, - _t k \ i_ evada ........... Ves 2/3 ME No No provision
.,'11 it/0:_.,,_ I _ _ ,Xew llampshlre... Yes Majority MP 10 years 2/3 on I'

- I ' ........ ...... ...
1 [ .'_[[[_[ Yes Majority MP 20yrs.; 1957 MP

• .,1, ] _ North Carollntt .... Ves 2/3 M I) No M P
• ,lift / _North Dakota ..... No ... No

lot ° / x,,,o .............. Ves _,3 i,ii" 2o,-,s...,_3_ i,ii"
.¢

- / Oklahoma ........ Ves Majority (d) 20 years MP
/ Majority (dl No No i)rov/si0nOregon ........... Ves

Pennsylvania ..... No No
12.hotle Island ..... Ves _injority _ii 9 I0 years ]kip

Yes (g)',\South Carolina .... None No M P

51outh Dakota ..... Ves (Iz) (g) No M P(I))
, "Vennessee ........ Ves(q) Majority MP No MP

_k "Texas ............. No No ... ¢u,_l .............. yes _)_ _ik Xo MF.
\Vermnnt .......... No ...... No ...

_1 _.--_/1 fg"1n--'l_a.......... Ves (_) None No M P
_[I,,/ _.-_ _ '0/ashln_tnn.. Ves 2/3 MF: No Not specified

"" I West VIr_.lnla ..... Ves Majority MP No Not specified
;i "_Vlseonsln ........ Ves Majority MP N()ir. No provision
"_-Wyomlnl! ......... Ves 2/3 ME No" Not specified

x • I_
_,merlcan Samoa.. Yes (r) None No M E(,_)
Puerto Rico ....... "Ves 2/3 MP No MI'

Me--Majority vet i/)g on tile DrOPosal a_ an alnelldlllenl IO tile rou_titutlon (_ee Till)It' I_,qlld r 1 tu" e_q
M E--._,laiority voiilll_ ill the electio_l a nHiJorily VOle Oil the Question for ;ipDrOVal. *1
is) In all Stales Dot otherxvise nott_. I}le entries in this col- (hi "l'he iitajorily ntu_t lie 35 p_2rcclll of the lolal 'cotes east at

IIHIII refer to tile ilert:elllage of iI*lelllber_telected to e_chhouse a Relleral elect iOll or .{0 i_L,reent of the IlUlllbe[ of registered
required to I_ublllit Io tile electorate tile question of calling a voters if at a sl_cial election.
eonstituliollal eo/l'Celltioll. (i) Mzr,jorily *.'Otillg ill the ek_ction, or 3/5 voting ore the

(I)) The Ilulllber listed is tilt" interval bet'.veen requ/red stlb- qllestioll.
mission_ of the question of c;i[lillg it con_titutioIlal COllVelltiOll; [j) .N|UMbe" aDl)ro'ced thtrillg two leglslatlx-e ses.aions.
_.,lll')e _¢iven. tile dale i_ that of the first reqoil't"d _IJI)JSIL_iOll of Ik) .Majoril>" lllll_l P(IB_I 1./4 of qualilic_l voters at l;l:q general i_"
tile COllV_ll|iOll questioII, e|et-tioii.

(C) Ullles_ I)rovided otherwise I)y law. convent iou calls are to _1) Majority of those x'ol illl_On the DIOOO_II ig n.qsumed. _"
COllfOrll1118Ilecirl_ a_ i)ogsil)le to tile act callillg the 195.5 COllVell- (m) The que_tioll of c;ll|illg il coiIslilutiot_:tl eOll'¢ellliOll ilia}"
lion. which llrovided lor 'g s ;it ve vote o a jot V Oflllelll" bo sublllitted either by tim L_'gislature or hy iuitiative I_titiOll
I)erl_elected 1o each house al)d rat/licat iOllby a Illajorily vote OXt Io the- _(-ert'tar2,- of .%tale ill the _:llll_ IIl_lllfl(!l"i'l_IstovidP_] |or
the DrolK)sals. *l'he Legislature iilay call a _OllStitutiotlal con- illitiltied gtlllell[lments (set. Tahh' _ ......... "_ "_-
i'ention at _n)' lit'lie. (ll} Two l))irds o[ all l)lellll)t'lS Of tile Leglslalure.

(d) The law eallitlg a convention nlust be al)pro'*'ed by the (o1 Majority IllUmebe 35 I_erct_llt of total votes cast at the
l_eople, elect ion.

(el The Legislature shall submit tile question 20 $,ears after (I)) ('OliVetti ioll i)roDoqals are _;llbmJllt_l to the eh.ctolate at a
Ihe last _onvelltiOll. or 21.1yt_tr.gafter the last vole Oll the ques- Sln'trialelectiolt ill i11112_1111_I' [o ]If: dclerlllill_ 11)'Ihe COll%.elltltln.
lion of callillg a _Oll%.elltiOll, whichevt.r date is lagl. (q) (.:lJit%rill il)ll_ iil:ly IlOt be held iiioi'12O1"11211 lllLlll elite 111

(D The Dower to call a coll%.ClltiOlt is l(t.q_r%'t'_| if) the p_Ol)le six >'eats.
_/_ by petitlo/i, rl Five yt'ars afl_r effective dale Of COl_stilution, (_o..-_,*71)l)r

t') _ (K) 111 these States, the Legislature may call a convention shall call a constittltiotlal i.'otl'¢etltioll tO consider chahgeS Dlo-

• * _ • .ithout _ub)nitting Ihe _/uestion to the l_O/)le. The legislative Delegates to the eoltvelttlOll are to be elected by their COUlltyg/ *' __..___v "i.... quirtal is 2/3 o[ tl....... b.... I..... ¢1 ..... h l...... i)l-_ I.... lb> ........ ituti()t,;tl t"....... i...... pelleted by the Go, •........
_ _ _'_;eorgia, Lottisiana..%outh Carollers. und Virginia; 2/3 to.current cOU)lci:_.

I_'_"_ " Vote of li_t |1 brallches lit /_laine; alld 3/4 of all Int2mbers of each is Lf I rol)osed am_ndrllent_ are apDro'¢_l b)" tll_. 1.'oter_,_h('y

i*ouse in .%outh Dakota, In _outh Dakota. the tlue_tiot_ of ealli,tg must be .ubJnitted to the !_..cretary of the Interior for ap|)l'olal.
a cotl_.elltioll tllay be initiated by the peop/e in t|l¢ _anl¢ I/l_l/ll|_r_- t.
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