The Free & Fair Elections Resolution:
A Necessary Safeguard
Dear Concerned Citizens of New York,
Most of us recognize our nation’s campaign finance structure to be the root cause of corruption
in our politics. With Democrats firmly in control of Albany (for the first time since 1965), New
York is poised to lead the country in progressive campaign finance reform. Publicly financed
elections, automatic voter registration, disclosure rules, ending the LLC loophole and much more
are on the table. However, a hard truth remains: any progressive policy passed by New York
State can easily be overturned by the Supreme Court.
We’ve seen it before. The Supreme Court recently struck down Montana's attempt to limit
campaign contributions, destroying a century of effective state laws in the process. Landmark
decisions like Buckley v. Valeo, McCutcheon v. FEC and Citizens United v. FEC have removed
the states’ ability to self-regulate their campaign finance systems. Worse yet, no law New York
could possibly pass would curb the power of Dark Money. All those who have tried have failed.
No state-level reform is safe from SCOTUS without the protection of a Constitutional
Amendment.
In Article V, the framers of the Constitution defined two ways to propose an amendment and
only one way to implement it. The power to propose an amendment is granted to Congress and
the states. Once an amendment is proposed, it must be ratified by a supermajority of the states.
Considering our broken Congress and the fact that the majority of all U.S. Constitutional
Amendments have included a convention campaign, we ask that you support the Free & Fair
Elections Resolution and push for a Constitutional Amendment through the States.
Our state, country and planet are in crisis. We cannot afford to pass this problem down to our
children. As the only generation that has not amended the Constitution, ridding the corrupting
influence of big money is our greatest responsibility. We must ensure elections in America are
transparent, free from the undue influence of special interests, and fair enough that any citizen
can be elected. We must prioritize this necessary safeguard and demand the passage of the
Free & Fair Elections Resolution in 2019.
Thank you,
Wolf-PAC NY

Wolf-PAC is a cross-partisan, non-profit political organization seeking to address the
disproportionate influence of money in our political system with an Amendment to the
U.S. Constitution using a proven, effective, necessary tool found in the Constitution
itself.
Wolf-PAC consists of a large group of volunteers and a few paid supporting staff working
together to do everything in their power to save democracy from the stranglehold of big
money interests on all sides of the political spectrum.
Issue:

Campaign Finance Reform

Bill:

A1248 and S1763 in the 2019-2020 Legislative Session

Description:

Concerns the application of the legislature of the state of New York
petitioning the Congress of the United States of America to call a national
constitutional convention to propose amendments in order to address
concerns raised by the decision of the United States Supreme Court in
Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission 130 S.Ct. 876.

Sponsored By:

Assembly: Linda Rosenthal (D, 67) | Senate: Liz Krueger (D, 28)

Assembly
Co-Sponsors &
Multi-Sponsors:

Rebecca Seawright
Phil Steck
Felix Ortiz
Sandy Galef
Fred W. Thiele, Jr.
Al Stirpe
Donna A. Lupardo
David I. Weprin
Kevin A. Cahill
Kenneth Zebrowski
Philip Ramos
Harvey Epstein
Aravella Simotas

Jo Anne Simon
Patricia Fahy
Kimberly Jean-Pierre
José Rivera
Robert C. Carroll
Brian D. Miller
Michael Miller
Walter T. Mosley
Victor M. Pichardo
Barbara Lifton
Al Taylor
Robert Rodriguez

Amy Paulin Diana
Richardson
Joseph R. Lentol
Inez Barron
Erik Dilan
Steven Englebright
Deborah J. Glick
Andrew Hevesi
Michael Montesano
Dan Quart
Tremaine S. Wright
Yu-Line Niou

Senate
Co-Sponsors:

Brad Hoylman
Alessandra Biaggi
Andrew Gounardes
Shelley B. Mayer

Jose M. Serrano
Michael Gianaris
Velmanette Montgomery
Luis Sepúlveda

James Skoufis
Leroy Comrie
Julia Salazar
Robert Jackson

Committee
Assignments:

Assembly: Election Law | Senate: Judiciary

Organizational Structure:
Wolf-PAC has active volunteer-led chapters in all 50 states. The 501(c)4 has a small paid staff
and a large group of volunteer national coordinators supporting the state chapters.
Wolf-PAC National is led by the following paid staff:
●
●
●
●

Mike Monetta, National Director
mike@wolf-pac.com
Josh Aciz, National Organizing Director
josh@wolf-pac.com
Bryant Lemay, National Communications Director
bryant@wolf-pac.com
John Shen, National Legislative Director
john@wolf-pac.com

Wolf-PAC New York is led by the following volunteers:
●
●
●
●

Gregory Maro, Organizing Director
(917) 463-9722 | greg.wolfpac@gmail.com
Daeha Ko, Legislative Director
(646) 886-7955 | daehako@gmail.com
Erica Ffolliott, Community Director
(612) 578-5997 | erica.wolfpac@gmail.com
Joe Sackman, National Coordinator
(516) 317-7810 | joe@wolf-pac.com

Wolf-PAC supports all organizations working to end corruption and restore the integrity of our
elections, especially those who share our common goal of a Free & Fair Elections Amendment
to the U.S. Constitution. At the same time, focus is one of their biggest strengths.
The group never gets distracted from their goal of achieving a 28th amendment by pushing for
an Article V Convention because most U.S. Constitutional amendments have included a
convention campaign, and they believe in using the wisdom of history as their guide to victory.

Funding:
Wolf-PAC is extremely proud to say that their members are the lifeblood of their organization
and allow the, to continue the fight for Free & Fair Elections. The vast majority of their
memberships are everyday people contributing $27 per month. This is what allows them to
remain independent and accountable to the people, which is exactly what they demand of their
government.

Successes:
Wolf-PAC is active in every state and our volunteer numbers only continue to grow. They
continuously provide training to every volunteer. Most volunteers are able to communicate
professionally using cross-partisan language and are generally regarded as knowledgeable and
active citizens.
Wolf-PAC has already passed the resolution in five states:
●
●
●
●
●

Vermont
California
Illinois
New Jersey
Rhode Island

Pledged Support:
“I support a U.S. Constitutional Amendment to ensure a truly representative government that is
responsive to the will of the people. As an elected official, I pledge to vote in favor of and
support the Free and Fair Elections Resolution applying for a limited Article V Convention for the
exclusive purpose of proposing an Amendment to fix our broken campaign finance system.”
As of November 2018, Wolf-PAC has 192 State Candidates/Elected Officials pledging their
support, as well as 12 candidates/elected officials at the Congressional Level.
NY Pledged
Support:

Andrew Raia (R), Assembly District 12
Taylor Raynor (D), Assembly District 18
James Gaughran (D), State Senate District 5
Alessandra Biaggi (D), State Senate District 34
Julia Salazar (D), State Senate District 18

The group invites every legislator to sign the pledge and to step up to be a leader in fighting
corruption. The Pledge can be found at Wolf-PAC.com/pledge.

A Declaration of Unity
Organizations United Against Corruption
To Whom It May Concern:
We, the undersigned, believe unlimited spending in our elections by Super PACs, corporations,
billionaires, and special interest groups has eroded the American political system, and we must
use every available tool of democracy to correct the course of our nation.
We believe that ending the undue influence of big money in our politics is an e tremely urgent
matter. Only when we have a truly representative government -- responsive to the will of the
people and not only to the few who can afford to buy influence -- can we effectively address the
many critical issues facing our society today.
Throughout our nation's history, Americans have united around our common vision of
democracy and have risen up to defend it. For e ample, U.S. Senators were once appointed by
state legislatures, until people took action in the early th century. The previous method was
widely seen as a form of corruption, due to the disproportionate influence wealthy individuals
and special interests had over the process. In fact, between 1 66 and 19 6 nine cases of bribery
were brought before the Senate, which was often referred to as the millionaires club.
Using every available tool of democracy, including legislation, petitions from the people, ballot
referendums, educational campaigns, resolutions calling on Congress to propose a Constitutional
Amendment, and finally, applications for an Article V Convention to propose an Amendment,
Americans fought to bring about the reform necessary to resolve this issue. These efforts did not
impede each other instead, they built the collective strength of the movement, resulting in the
1 th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution for the popular election of Senators.
It is in this spirit, and with history as our guide, that we celebrate the many approaches and
solutions to the threat to democracy we face today. Indeed, our time for action has also come.
We must restore democracy once again.
We believe that we must lead with courage. When presented with challenges of many different
magnitudes and against seemingly insurmountable odds -- from the American evolution to the
civil rights era to the women’s suffrage movement -- Americans have always taken courageous

action to make our country more democratic, more inclusive, and a more perfect union. We must
do the same today. There is too much at stake not to pursue every avenue of reform.
On behalf of ourselves and future generations, we stand united in demanding a government that
is responsive to the will of the people.

Supporting Documentation
The U.S. government was designed with checks and balances so that no one branch
can have too much power. An Article V Convention is a critical tool for state
governments to hold accountable, or check, a federal government that is unresponsive
to the will of the people.
Unfortunately, due to a combination of decades of propaganda and honest
misunderstandings, there has been some confusion over the years about what an
Article V Convention is and how it can be used. As a result, legal researchers have
published peer reviewed reports that carefully look at the process and discredit these
claims and misunderstandings.
All peer reviewed reports, from the Department of Justice under both Carter and
Reagan, to the Congressional Research Service, to the American Bar Association,
conclude a convention can be limited to a single topic and that there are mechanisms in
place for those limitations to be enforced.

Department of Justice Report
“This paper concludes that Article V permits the states to apply for, and the Congress to
call, a constitutional convention for limited purposes, and that a variety of practical
means to enforce such limitations are available.”
-

Limited Constitutional Conventions under Article V of the United States Constitution,
Office of Legal Policy, U.S. Department of Justice.
Read the full document: www.wolf-pac.com/resources

Congressional Research Services Report
"The Article V Convention for proposing amendments was the subject of considerable
debate and forethought at the Constitutional Convention. The founders clearly intended
it as a balance to proposal of amendments by Congress, providing the people, through
their state legislatures, with an alternative means to consider amendments, particularly
if Congress was unable or unwilling to act on its own."
-

The Article V Convention for Proposing Constitutional Amendments: Historical
Perspectives for Congress, Congressional Research Service.
Read the full document: www.wolf-pac.com/resources

American Bar Association
"In summary, we believe that a substantively-limited Article V convention is consistent
with the purpose of the alternative method since the states and people would have a
complete vehicle other than the Congress for remedying specific abuses of power by
the national government; consistent with the actual history of the amending article
throughout which only amendments on single subjects have been proposed by
Congress; consistent with state practice under which limited conventions have been
held under constitutional provisions not expressly sanctioning a substantively-limited
convention; and consistent with democratic principles because convention delegates
would be chosen by the people in an election in which the subject matter to be dealt
with would be known and the issues identified, thereby enabling the electorate to
exercise an informed judgment in the choice of delegates."
-

Special Constitutional Convention Study Committee, American Bar Association.
Read the full document: www.wolf-pac.com/resources

Harvard Journal of Law and Public Policy
“Much of the fear surrounding a convention is unfounded. The Convention Clause's text
and history indicate that it grants power to the States to limit the scope of any such
convention. In addition, the States have the ability to reject any amendments proposed
by a convention through the ratification process.”
-

The Other Way to Amend the Constitution: The Article V Constitutional Convention
Amendment Process, Harvard Journal of Law & Public Policy, Vol. 30, Issue 3.
Read the full document: www.wolf-pac.com/resources

Senate Judiciary Committee
“The framers did not provide an unchecked grant of power to a convention: every
amendment proposed would be subject to the same conditions faced by those proposed
by Congress... the notion of a ‘runaway’ convention, succeeding in amending the
Constitution in a manner opposed by the American people, is not merely remote, it is
impossible.”
-

Report to the 98th Congress, U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee, 1984

Princeton Study
“Multivariate analysis indicates that economic elites and organized groups representing
business interests have substantial independent impacts on U.S. government policy,
while average citizens and mass-based interest groups have little or no independent
influence. The results provide substantial support for theories of Economic-Elite
Domination and for theories of Biased Pluralism, but not for theories of Majoritarian
Electoral Democracy or Majoritarian Pluralism.
We see that an Article V convention is the only way to enact lasting and meaningful
change. This can only happen by going away from Congress to propose and ratify and
Constitutional Amendment.”

-

“Testing Theories of American Politics: Elites, Interest Groups, and Average Citizens” by
Martin Gilens and Benjamin I. Page.
Read the full document: www.wolf-pac.com/resources

POLITICS

A Real Step to Fix Democracy
What happens when Congress itself is the problem in politics? The
framers of the Constitution thought of a solution for that very problem.
LAWRENCE LESSIG MAY 30, 2014
In January, Gallup found that Americans from across the political spectrum picked the failure of
“government” as the top problem facing America today. The vast majority link that failure to the
influence of money in politics. Yet more than 90 percent of us don’t see how that influence could
be reduced. Washington won’t fix itself, so who else could fix it?

HOWARD CHANDLER CHRISTY

It turns out the framers of our Constitution thought about this problem precisely. Two days
before the Constitution was complete, they noticed a bug. In the version they were considering,
only Congress could propose amendments to the Constitution. That led Virginia’s George
Mason to ask, what if Congress itself was the problem?

It was an obvious flaw, and it led the drafters to add a second path to amendment that Congress
couldn’t control: If 34 states demand it, Congress must call “a convention for proposing
Amendments.”
In the 225 years since the Constitution was drafted, we’ve never had a federal convention. But
the idea is familiar within the states. There have been more than 230 state constitutional
conventions. Across our history, conventions to revise a constitution are more common than
presidential and congressional elections—combined.
Still, many fear a convention will “run away” and threaten fundamental aspects of our
constitutional tradition. Critics say that the convention that gave us our own Constitution did just
that, and indeed, changed the rules by which amendments to our first constitution, the Articles
of Confederation, could be ratified.
But that fear is grounded in an embarrassingly sloppy misunderstanding of our history. The
framing convention was not convened pursuant to any clause in the Articles of Confederation.
It’s not even clear that the convention was convened in response to any act by Congress. The
framing convention, properly understood, was a traditional “constitutional convention,”
exercising an “unalienable right,” as affirmed by Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence,
to “alter or abolish” their then-failing government.
Our Constitution does not give Congress the power to convene such a convention. The
convention that Congress can convene is instead very different. Its only power is to “propose
Amendments.” By the plain language of the Constitution, those amendments are not valid
unless they are ratified by 38 states. No one is talking about a second constitutional convention.
The only question is whether to convene a body that can propose amendments that Congress
itself can control.
“But what if,” the skeptics ask, “the convention proposes a crazy or partisan amendment?”
What if? It takes 38 states to ratify an amendment—which means the vote of one house in 13
states could block it. There are 18 state legislatures controlled by the Democratic Party, and 27
state legislatures controlled by the Republicans. There is no serious chance that a partisan
amendment would not find 13 states to veto it. It just can’t happen.
“But isn’t it possible?” the opponents insist.
Sure, there’s a chance. A tiny, tiny chance. Just like there’s a chance that an ambulance
dispatched to save your 6-year-old might have an accident on the way and injure the driver. But
no one would excuse the driver for refusing to drive because of that chance—we’d call it
cowardice. Regardless of the tiny risk, there’s an almost certain harm to the 6-year-old if the
driver stays home.

That’s the same choice facing legislatures across the country just now, in almost the same
terms. Because the reality is, however bad things are, those of us over 50 (with jobs and some
security) are going to do just fine. We, as a nation, are wrecking the climate. But it’s our kids
who will suffer the consequences of that. We are driving up an endless debt—that they, not we,
will pay. Social Security will be around for us. Healthcare may be expensive, but our nation will
be able to afford it—for us. And any epidemic in childhood obesity is not a problem for grandpa
or grandma. The inability of our government to act is a catastrophic problem for our kids, not for
us. And the refusal to act to find a way out of this mess is yet another decision to spare us while
taxing our kids.
This inability to act is tied fundamentally to the way we fund campaigns. Congress can’t act with
any sense so long as its members are focused obsessively on campaign dollars. And neither
will Congress change unless strong pressure from the outside is rallied against it.
A convention is the chance for such pressure. It is also the chance for America to focus on
solutions. Though there is widespread acceptance of the problem we face, and its source in the
way campaigns are funded, there is not yet broad-based support for a particular solution. But a
convention is at least a chance to engender a consensus, as it works through the wide range of
proposals, including many from the right, that are pushing legislators to support a convention.
That is the convention’s role: to provide an alternative to Washington as the place where our
nation’s constitutional problems can be addressed and possibly solved.
The framers of our Constitution picked state legislators as the backstop for the republic. They
gave them the duty to step up if Congress loses its capacity to govern.
That loss has happened. The American government has failed. The only question now is
whether state legislatures will cower behind the “what ifs” or do their job.

LAWRENCE LESSIG is a contributing writer for The Atlantic, the Roy L. Furman Professor of Law and
Leadership at Harvard Law School, director of Harvard's Edmond J. Safra Center for Ethics, and founder
of Rootstrikers, an activist network opposed to corruption in government. He is a 2016 Democratic
candidate for president of the United States.

Supportive Quotes
President Abraham Lincoln Quote
“This country, with its institutions, belongs to the people who inhabit it. Whenever they
shall grow weary of the existing Government, they can exercise their constitutional right
of amending it ... I will venture to add that to me the convention mode seems
preferable.”
-

First Inaugural Address of Abraham Lincoln delivered on March 4th, 1861.
Read the entire speech: https://tinyurl.com/mcqjcs

Theodore Roosevelt Quote
“It is necessary that laws should be passed to prohibit the use of corporate funds
directly or indirectly for political purposes; it is still more necessary that such laws
should be thoroughly enforced. Corporate expenditures for political purposes, and
especially such expenditures by public service corporations, have supplied one of the
principal sources of corruption in our political affairs.”
-

Theodore Roosevelt, New Nationalism Speech delivered on August 31, 1910 at the
Dedication of the John Brown Memorial Park in Osawatomie, Kansas

Robert Kennedy Quote
“An Article V Convention is a “deliberative meeting to seek out solutions to a problem,”
and the word “propose” cannot be stretched to mean “ratify.””
-

Senator Robert Kennedy on November 2, 1977 as part of the Congressional
Record-Senate 36537. Read the full document here: https://tinyurl.com/ydetq6r8

Bernie Sanders Quote
"You have to bring people together who may not agree on every issue, but who
understand that the middle class is collapsing and we are moving toward an oligarchic
form of society, where the billionaires will control the economy and the political life of
this country."
-

Sen. Bernie Sanders (I-VT) on October 31, 2014 on Moyers and Company.
Watch the full segment here: https://tinyurl.com/y7gk9ynf
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inning ssue  96 of Americans in a recent poll

support reducing the influence of corruption in political elections. 1 Most Americans want our elections
to be free of the corrupting influence of e cessive spending by outside interests and fair enough that any
citizen can run for public office. We need a government of, for, and by the people, not bought and sold by
billionaire businessmen and outside interests. Americans want elections, not auctions.

A erican e ocracy is in risis For the first time ever, our country is close to falling into the

category of a flawed democracy.   A former U.S. President stated it bluntly, America does not at the
moment have a functioning democracy.   Free and fair elections are in jeopardy and political outcomes
are increasingly disconnected from popular opinion, as powerful outside interests have used obscene
wealth to rig the economy and our government in their favor.

A ericans
5

no that ongress is ro en Congress currently has the lowest approval rating

ever at 9 , which is lower than the ing of England at the time of the evolutionary War.6 In a 1
allup poll, nearly 9
of Americans said that the corruption of the federal government was on of their

top issues, and a more recent allup poll in 1 showed the dysfunction in government as America’s
1 issue (above the economy).  To most Americans, asking Congress to fi Congress is like asking cancer
to cure cancer.

An A end ent is Re uired to Reclai

Re resentati e e ocracy To restore free and fair

elections, we must amend the U.S. Constitution, because the U.S. Supreme Court has rejected federal
campaign finance law (Citizens United v FEC) and refused to hear state legislature’s objections to that
ruling’s impact on state campaign finance law (American Tradition Partnership v Bullock). The only
authority above the Supreme Court is the U.S. Constitution, and no law passed at the state or federal level
can be protected without an amendment.

There are T o aths to an A end ent in our onstitution  Either

of Congress can vote
to propose an amendment or
of the States can demand a convention to propose an amendment either
way it’s proposed, ratification re uires approval by 5 of the states ( ) prior to adoption into the U.S.
Constitution.9 With at least 1 Democratically-controlled legislative chambers and at least 1
epublican-controlled legislative chambers, only the most cross-partisan issues with near unanimous
public support (such as free and fair elections) will make it through this ratification gauntlet.

A on ention of the States is a e ocratic rocess  Bringing together a diversity of

perspectives, discussing and deliberating potential solutions, and then distilling those ideas in to a

proposed amendments that is put forth for validation by the American population that is how democracy
is supposed to work in America. A convention is only a conversation, where elected citizens and
appointed state and local elected officials serving as delegates will propose an idea for how we can restore
free and fair elections in America.

There is a Strong recedent for a Single ssue on ention With over

state applications
calling for a convention of states to address a variety to issues, there has never been a convention before
because only applications on the same issue are counted together, which also means the scope of the
convention is limited to that single subject matter. More than
states have held conventions to amend
their constitutions, and none have ever e ceeded the scope of their mandate (this is proof positive that the
myth of the runaway convention is a conspiracy theory).

ost A end ents Start ith State on ention alls   of the previous 1 amendments as

well as the Bill of ights began with states applying for a convention to propose those amendments,
which means that most amendments to the constitution (1
) have historically begun with state level
campaigns to call a convention. Most famously, the 1 th Amendment was proposed by Congress when
the states got within 1- applications calling for a convention. History shows us that when America needs
an amendment we must call for a convention.

This is the onstitutional Safeguard for Re resentati e e ocracy  The convention process

is one of the vital checks and balances included in the original constitution, which was included by the
Framers in case Congress ever became corrupted and detached from the will of the American people. In
his closing argument in the Federalist Papers (No. 5), Ale ander Hamilton sells the Constitution to the
ratifying states on the basis that they retain ultimate political control through the use of the convention
process. The original ratification of our U.S. Constitution may have never happened without the inclusion
of the convention process as a safeguard for representative democracy.

E ery

eneration of A ericans has A ended the onstitution no it s our turn

The

Constitution of the United States has previously been amended times, and once by every generation of
Americans. We currently live in one of the longest stretches of time between amendments since the
founding of our country. Previous generations of reformers came before us, such as the Suffragists and
the Abolitionists, proved capable of accomplishing this historic feat. Now, it’s our generation’s greatest
responsibility to remove the cancer of private money from public elections, erect a wall of separation
between wealth and state, and restore free and fair elections for the future generations of Americans.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

Represent US National Voter Survey, 12/1/2013, MFour Research and Tulchin Research
The Economist Intelligence Unit: Democracy Index 2012, Democracy at a standstill
Riva, Alberto “Jimmy Carter: US ‘has no functioning democracy.’” Salon July 18, 2013
Callahan, David & J. MInin Cha “Stacked Deck: How the Dominance of Politics by the Affluent and Business Undermines Economic
Mobility in America” DEMOS February 2013
Newport, Frank “Congressional Approval Sinks to Record Low” Gallup Politics November 30, 2013
“Loyalists, Fence-Sitters, and Patriots” Independence Hall Association.
Jones, Jeffrey “Americans Want Next President to Prioritize Jobs, Corruption.” Gallup Politics July 30, 2012
Newport, Frank “Dysfunctional Gov’t Surpasses Economy as Top U.S. Problem” Gallup Politics October 9, 2013
Article V of the U.S. Constitution

The framers of the U.S. Constitution intended for the Congress of the United States of America to be
dependent on the people alone,” but this core American principle has been abandoned. Instead, Congress
now depends on powerful special interests and wealthy benefactors to get elected, which has created a
fundamental imbalance in our representative form of government.
While money will always have a role in our elections, the unprecedented influence it currently has over the
political process, often with little or no transparency, is drowning out the voices of average Americans.
We must do everything in our power to solve this problem, so our children do not have to deal with the
consequences. A U.S. Constitutional Amendment is the only solution that goes above Congress and the
Supreme Court to restore the integrity of our elections, and will protect both state and federal reform.
The majority of U.S. Constitutional Amendments came about when the American people used every tool of
democracy available: state-level reform, petitions, ballot referendums, resolutions urging Congress to propose
an amendment, and applying for an Article V Convention to address a specific issue.
Using history as our guide, we must pursue all paths to achieve a much-needed U.S. Constitutional
Amendment, so our elections will be free from the disproportional influence of special interests and fair enough
that any citizen can be elected into office. It is our responsibility to act with the urgency this issue demands.
Together, we will ensure a truly representative government for future generations.
T E REE

AIR ELECTIONS A EN

ENT PLE GE

ES

NO

I support a U.S. Constitutional Amendment to ensure a truly representative government that is
responsive to the will of the people. As an elected official, I pledge to vote in favor of and
support the Free and Fair Elections Resolution applying for a limited Article V Convention for the
exclusive purpose of proposing an Amendment to fix our broken campaign finance system.
PLEASE GI E A RIE STATE ENT E PLAINING OUR RESPONSE

Candidate and/or Elected Official Full Name:
Office: 

District: 

Date: 

Signature: 

State: 

If the pledge was printed, please sign and return by scanning and/or take a picture, then email to: pledge@wolf-pac.com
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1248
2019-2020 Regular Sessions
I N

A S S E M B L Y

January 14, 2019
___________
Introduced by M. of A. L. ROSENTHAL, SEAWRIGHT, STECK, ORTIZ, GALEF,
THIELE, STIRPE, LUPARDO, WEPRIN, CAHILL, ZEBROWSKI, MOSLEY, PICHARDO,
LIFTON, QUART, SIMON, FAHY, JEAN-PIERRE, RIVERA, CARROLL, M. G. MILLER
-- Multi-Sponsored by -- M. of A. BARRON, DILAN, ENGLEBRIGHT, GLICK,
HEVESI, MONTESANO, PAULIN, RAMOS, RICHARDSON -- read once and referred
to the Committee on Election Law
AN ACT on the application of the legislature of the state of New York
petitioning the Congress of the United States of America to call a
national constitutional convention to propose amendments in order to
address concerns raised by the decision of the United States Supreme
Court in CITIZENS UNITED V. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 130 S.Ct. 876
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, REPRESENTED IN SENATE AND
BLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17

ASSEM-

Section 1. Legislative findings and intent. The legislature finds
that:
a. the first President of the United States, George Washington, stated:
"The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to
make and to alter their Constitutions of Government.";
b. it was the stated intention of the framers of the Constitution of
the United States of America that the Congress of the United States of
America should be "dependent on the people alone." (James Madison,
Federalist 52);
c. that dependency has evolved from a dependency on the people alone
to a dependency on those who spend excessively in elections, through
campaigns or third-party groups;
d. the United States Supreme Court ruling in CITIZENS UNITED V.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 558 U.S. 310 (2010) removed restrictions on
amount of independent political spending;
e. the removal of those restrictions has resulted in the unjust influence of powerful economic forces, which have supplanted the will of the
EXPLANATION--Matter in ITALICS (underscored) is new; matter in brackets
[ ] is old law to be omitted.
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people by undermining our ability to choose our political leadership,
write our own laws, and determine the fate of our state; and
f. Article V of the United States Constitution requires the United
States Congress to call a convention for proposing amendments upon
application of two-thirds of the legislatures of the several states for
the purpose of proposing amendments to the United States Constitution.
§ 2. The legislature declares that:
a. the State of New York sees the need for a convention to propose
amendments in order to address concerns such as those raised by the
decision of the United States Supreme Court in CITIZENS UNITED V.
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION (2010) 130 S.Ct. 876 and related cases and
events including those occurring long before or afterward or for a
substantially similar purpose, and desires that said convention should
be so limited; and
b. the State of New York desires that the delegates to said convention
shall be comprised equally from individuals currently elected to state
and local office, or be selected by election in each Congressional
district for the purpose of serving as delegates, though all individuals
elected or appointed to federal office, now or in the past, be prohibited from serving as delegates to the Convention, and intends to retain
the ability to restrict or expand the power of its delegates within the
limits expressed above; and
c. the State of New York intends that this be a continuing application
considered together with applications calling for a convention currently
pending in the 188th Massachusetts legislature as S.1727 and H.3190, the
2013-2014 Vermont legislature as SJR 27 and the 2013-2014 California
legislature as AJR 1, the 97th Michigan legislature as House Joint
Resolution BB and all other passed, pending, and future applications,
the aforementioned concerns of New York notwithstanding until such time
as two-thirds of the several States have applied for a Convention and
said Convention is convened by Congress.
§ 3. Pursuant to Article V of the United States Constitution, the
Legislature hereby petitions the United States Congress to call a
Convention for the purpose of proposing Amendments to the Constitution
of the United States of America as soon as two-thirds of the several
States have applied for a Convention.
§ 4. The Governor of the State of New York shall transmit copies of
this act to the President and Vice President of the United States, the
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, the Minority
Leader of the United States House of Representatives, the President Pro
Tempore of the United States Senate, to each Senator and Representative
from New York in the Congress of the United States, to the Governor of
each State, and to the presiding officers of each legislative body of
each of the several States, requesting the cooperation of the several
States in issuing an application compelling Congress to call a convention for proposing amendments pursuant to Article V of the United States
Constitution.
§ 5. This act shall take effect immediately.
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Section 1. Legislative findings and intent. The legislature finds
that:
a. the first President of the United States, George Washington, stated: "The basis of our political systems is the right of the people to
make and to alter their Constitutions of Government.";
b. it was the stated intention of the framers of the Constitution of
the United States of America that the Congress of the United States of
America should be "dependent on the people alone." (James Madison,
Federalist 52);
c. that dependency has evolved from a dependency on the people alone
to a dependency on those who spend excessively in elections, through
campaigns or third-party groups;
d. the United States Supreme Court ruling in Citizens United v.
Federal Election Commission 558 U.S. 310 (2010) removed restrictions on
amount of independent political spending;
e. the removal of those restrictions has resulted in the unjust influence of powerful economic forces, which have supplanted the will of the
people by undermining our ability to choose our political leadership,
write our own laws, and determine the fate of our state; and
EXPLANATION--Matter in italics (underscored) is new; matter in brackets
[ ] is old law to be omitted.
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f. Article V of the United States Constitution requires the United
States Congress to call a convention for proposing amendments upon
application of two-thirds of the legislatures of the several states for
the purpose of proposing amendments to the United States Constitution.
§ 2. The legislature declares that:
a. the State of New York sees the need for a convention to propose
amendments in order to address concerns such as those raised by the
decision of the United States Supreme Court in Citizens United v.
Federal Election Commission (2010) 130 S.Ct. 876 and related cases and
events including those occurring long before or afterward or for a
substantially similar purpose, and desires that said convention should
be so limited; and
b. the State of New York desires that the delegates to said convention
shall be comprised equally from individuals currently elected to state
and local office, or be selected by election in each Congressional
district for the purpose of serving as delegates, though all individuals
elected or appointed to federal office, now or in the past, be prohibited from serving as delegates to the Convention, and intends to retain
the ability to restrict or expand the power of its delegates within the
limits expressed above; and
c. the State of New York intends that this be a continuing application
considered together with applications calling for a convention passed in
the 2013-2014 Vermont Legislature as R-454; the 2013-2014 California
Legislature as Concurrent Resolution No. 1, Chapter 77; the 98th Illinois General Assembly as SJR 42; the 2014-2015 New Jersey Legislature as
SCR 132; the 2015-2016 Rhode Island Legislature as HR 7670 and SR 2589;
and all other passed, pending, and future applications until such time
as two-thirds of the several states have applied for a convention for a
similar purpose and said convention is convened by Congress.
§ 3. Pursuant to Article V of the United States Constitution, the
Legislature hereby petitions the United States Congress to call a
Convention for the purpose of proposing Amendments to the Constitution
of the United States of America as soon as two-thirds of the several
States have applied for a Convention.
§ 4. The Governor of the State of New York shall transmit copies of
this act to the President and Vice President of the United States, the
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, the Minority
Leader of the United States House of Representatives, the President Pro
Tempore of the United States Senate, to each Senator and Representative
from New York in the Congress of the United States, to the Governor of
each State, and to the presiding officers of each legislative body of
each of the several States, requesting the cooperation of the several
States in issuing an application compelling Congress to call a convention for proposing amendments pursuant to Article V of the United States
Constitution.
§ 5. This act shall take effect immediately.

