
“Convention of States Gaining
Momentum in Illinois.” 

MAY 2014 

The Problem:
The federal government has overreached its constitution-

al ly-establ ished boundaries and has its  hands in 

almost every area of our lives. Our children and grand-

children wil l  inherit a bankrupt nation run by an 

unaccountable bureaucracy.

The Solution:
Article V of the Constitution allows us to call a Convention

of States to restrict the power and jurisdiction of the federal

government, effectively returning the citizens’ rightful power

over the ruling elite. Such a convention could propose

constitutional amendments that impose fiscal restraints on

the federal government and limit the terms of office for its

officials and for its members of Congress. Amendments that

fall under this category include: limits on executive orders,

limits on federal spending and taxation, limiting the terms

of office for Congress and the Supreme Court, and many

others. Anything that curbs the scope and jurisdiction of the

federal government is fair game. What kind of limits would

you impose? 

The Strategy:
The Convention of States Project is recruit ing and

mobilizing a permanent army of trained political activists in

3000 state house legislative districts across the country.

These district captains will each recruit 100 people, who will

cal l  or write their  state legis lators ,  voicing their 

support for a Convention of States. In other words, we have

more than a general  phi losophy; we have a well -

organized strategy.

Join Us:
Citizens are organizing in all 50 states to urge their 

state’s legislature to call a Convention of States. To get

involved or donate to the cause, visit  our website:

ConventionOfStates.com

FEBRUARY 2014

“Article V Convention Moves

A Step Closer” 

OCTOBER 2014

JUNE 2014

“Florida and Alaska Officially Pass
Convention of States Application.” 

APRIL 2014

JULY 2014

“The States Must Convene” 
SEPTEMBER 2014

“U. S. Term Limits Endorses
the Convention of States Project” 

“New Jersey Considering an Article V Convention
to Halt Overreach of Federal Government” 

OCTOBER 2014

“Using the Constitution to Save the Constitution” 
JUNE 2014

“Georgia Senate passes Convention
of the States application resolution”

“Article V Convention Could Bring
Renewal of Governing Principles”

examiner.com

NEWS
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The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses
shall deem it necessary, shall propose Amendments
to this Constitution, or, on the Application of the
Legislatures of two thirds of the several States,
shall call a Convention for proposing Amend-
ments, which, in either case, shall be valid to all
Intents and Purposes, as part of this Constitution,
when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths
of the several States, or by Conventions in three

fourths thereof, as the one or the other Mode of
Ratification may be proposed by the Congress;
Provided that no Amendment which may be made
prior to the Year One thousand eight hundred and
eight shall in any Manner affect the first and fourth
Clauses in the Ninth Section of the first Article;
and that no State, without its Consent, shall be
deprived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate.

Article V, U.S. Constitution

A story from the Convention of 1787: 

“On September 15, as the Convention 

was reviewing the revisions made by the

Committee of Style, George Mason

expressed opposition to the provisions 

limiting the power to propose amendments

to Congress. According to the Convention

records, Mason thought that ‘no amend-

ments of the proper kind would ever be

obtained by the people, if the Government

should become oppressive, as he verily

believed would be the case.’ In response,

Gouverneur Morris and Elbridge Gerry

made a motion to amend the article to 

reintroduce language requiring that a 

convention be called when two-thirds of
the States applied for an amendment.”

30 Harvard Journal of Law and 

Public Policy 1005, 1007 (2007).
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Convention of States is a project of

(540) 441-7227 | CONVENTIONOFSTATES.COM | Facebook.com/ConventionOfStates | Twitter.com/COSproject

“Thank goodness the founders had
the wisdom to provide us with Article
V of the Constitution, which gives us
the right and power to hold an
Amending Convention for the purpose of proposing
amendments to restrain the scope and power of the
federal government… Under the system of federalism,
I support the efforts to gather a constitutional
Convention of States consistent with Article V and
honoring the 10th Amendment.”

Colonel Allen West 

“There is not enough political will
in Washington to fix the real
problems facing the country. It’s
time for the people to take back
their country. The plan put forth by Convention of
States is a great way to do just that by using the
process the founders gave us for reigning in the
federal government.”

Senator Tom Coburn 

Endorsements

“It’s time to take the power away
from [the federal government], and
the right way to do it is through a
Convention of States.” 

Glenn Beck

“The federal government has clearlygrown far beyond the size and scopethat the Founders ever envisioned.
Over-spending, excessive regulatoryoverreach, and disdain for individual liberty all runrampant in Washington D.C.  Luckily, the Founders gaveus a mechanism to reform a runaway federalgovernment in Article V of the Constitution. We can, andwe must scale back the monstrosity that our federalgovernment has become.  For this reason, I support theConvention of States project efforts to call an Article Vconvention to propose amendments to restrain the sizeof the federal government.”

Governor Bobby Jindal

“[Our nation’s] problems are not
going to be solved in Washington
D.C.…We’ve got to take the 
power back. I can’t think of a 
better way of doing it [than
Convention of States], because
Washington is not going to give up power.”

Senator Ron Johnson

“My longtime friend, Michael Farris —

who is an excellent constitutio
nal

litigator and professor — has joined

with Mark Meckler and Citizens for

Self-Governance to actually b
ring

[a Convention of States] into r
eality. I have reviewed

their plan and it is both innova
tive and realistic.

I urge you to join me in suppor
ting the Convention of

States Project with Citizens fo
r Self-Governance.”

Mike Huckabee
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Application for a Convention of the States under 

Article V of the Constitution of the United States

Whereas, the Founders of our Constitution empowered State Legislators to be guardians 

of liberty against future abuses of power by the federal government, and  

Whereas, the federal government has created a crushing national debt through improper 

and imprudent spending, and   

Whereas, the federal government has invaded the legitimate roles of the states through the 

manipulative process of federal mandates, most of which are unfunded to a great extent, 

and  

Whereas, the federal government has ceased to live under a proper interpretation of the 

Constitution of the United States, and   

Whereas, it is the solemn duty of the States to protect the liberty of our people— 

particularly for the generations to come—by proposing Amendments to the Constitution 

of the United States through a Convention of the States under Article V for the purpose of 

restraining these and related abuses of power,   

Be it therefore resolved by the legislature of the State of ______: 

Section 1. The legislature of the State of ______ hereby applies to Congress, under the 

provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United States, for the calling of a 

convention of the states limited to proposing amendments to the Constitution of the 

United States that impose fiscal restraints on the federal government, limit the power and 

jurisdiction of the federal government, and limit the terms of office for its officials and 

for members of Congress.  

Section 2. The secretary of state is hereby directed to transmit copies of this application to 

the President and Secretary of the United States Senate and to the Speaker and Clerk of 

the United States House of Representatives, and copies to the members of the said Senate 

and House of Representatives from this State; also to transmit copies hereof to the 

presiding officers of each of the legislative houses in the several States, requesting their 

cooperation.  

Section 3. This application constitutes a continuing application in accordance with Article 

V of the Constitution of the United States until the legislatures of at least two-thirds of 

the several states have made applications on the same subject.   



There are some who claim we know
nothing about how a Convention of
States would function. They say that no
precedent exists for such a convention,
and it should be avoided due to all the
unknowns. The historical record shows
us that these assertions  are plainly false.
History tells us how a Convention of
States would operate. Interstate conven-
tions were common during the Found-
ing Era, and the rules and procedures
for such conventions were widely
accepted. (For more on this historical
precedent see Professor Natelson’s arti-
cle on page 19.) According to Professor
Robert Natelson, leading expert on the
Article V process, we know that:

• The “convention for proposing
amendments” was consciously mod-
eled on multi-state conventions held
during the century leading up to the

Constitutional Convention, when
states or colonies met together on
average every 40 months. There are
well-established rules from these 
conventions that would govern any
convention today.

• A Convention of States is a meeting of
sovereign governments, and each
state has one vote. Each state commis-
sioner is empowered and instructed
by his or her state legislature.

• A convention “call” cannot determine
how many delegates each state sends
or how they are chosen. That is a mat-
ter for each state legislature to decide.

• As was true of earlier interstate gath-
erings, the convention for proposing
amendments is called to propose solu-
tions to discrete, pre-assigned prob-
lems. There have been at least 36
multi-state conventions in American

history. Not a single one exceeded its
prescribed mandate—not even the
Constitutional Convention, despite
anti-historical claims to the contrary.  

• The state legislatures’ applications fix
the subject matter for a convention for
proposing amendments. When two-
thirds of the states apply on a given
subject, Congress must call the con-
vention. However, congressional
power is limited to setting the  initial
time and place of meeting. 

The language in Article V does not
specify any procedural rules because
the Founders knew them so well. It
would have seemed unnecessary to
specify exactly how an interstate con-
vention would operate. These rules are
well-established and would be upheld
by the courts today.

We Know How a Convention of States
Would Operate
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“The convention for 

proposing amendments is

called to propose solutions

to discrete, pre-assigned

problems.” “When two-

thirds of the states apply on

a given subject, Congress

must call the convention.”
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The Grassroots
The leadership of the COS Project
believes the success of a Convention of
States depends directly on American 
citizens. Our plan is not only simple, it
is realistic:

• We will build a viable political opera-
tion that is active in at least 40 states. 

• These 40 states have approximately
4,000 state house districts. Our goal is
to have a viable political operation in
at least 3,000 of these districts.

• We will have 3,000 district captains
who will organize at least 100 people
in each district to contact their 
state legislators to support a conven-
tion of states, and turn out at least 
25 people per district at legislative
hearings.

Legislators must know that our grass-
roots team will have their backs if they
support a Convention of States. A wide-
spread grassroots organization has been
missing from the Article V movement.

CSG’s President, Mark Meckler, was
the co-founder of the Tea Party 
Patriots— the largest tea party group in
the country. Michael Farris is the
founder of the Home School Legal
Defense Association. As such, he brings
with him over 30 years of grassroots
leadership and activism in all 50 states.
Eric O’Keefe was the lead organizer for
the term limits movement that resulted
in 23 states passing ballot initiatives to
that effect. We not only have experi-
enced staff for this project, but we are
also networking with like-minded coali-
tion members across America.

The strategic advantage of a fresh start
on the application process is that we will
be building current grassroots opera-
tions in all of the states needed
to ratify any proposed amendments, and
have them all addressed at one conven-
tion. If one of the existing proposals
(such as the balanced budget applica-
tions) achieved 34 valid applications,
CSG certainly would support it as well.

Unfortunately, the balanced budget plan
relies on applications that were enacted
ten, twenty, and thirty years ago. 
The grassroots organizations that
achieved those victories are long gone.
Starting fresh insures that we have cur-
rent political operations in all the states
necessary to actually ratify any 
proposed amendments. 

Starting fresh also allows us to avoid
any legal difficulties that may arise dur-
ing the “aggregation” process. Applica-
tions must deal with the same issue in
order for them to be counted towards the
necessary 34 states (or, in order for them
to be “aggregated”). Many of the bal-
anced budget applications, for example,
are sufficiently different that they may
be subject to legal challenge when the
time comes to determine which states
are included in the count. It is unlikely
all balanced budget applications cur-
rently pending will be successfully
aggregated. We will be proceeding with
a unified application using the same
operative language in all states. 

Thus, there is both a legal advantage
(clear aggregation) and a political
advantage (current grassroots network-
ing) to a fresh start on the application
process. Moreover, we will have a
greater ability to protect our liberty by
addressing the full scope of the prob-
lems in Washington, D.C., through a
Convention of States.

This unique strategy combined with
strong grassroots support will provide a
clear path to victory.

Only one question remains. Will you
help?

Our Political Plan to Call 
a Convention of States

9

C
o

n
v

en
ti

o
n

o
fS

ta
te

s 
H

an
d

bo
o

k

The success of

a Convention

of States

depends

directly on 

the American

citizens.



Mark Meckler
Citizens for Self-Governance, 
President

B.A. in English Literature, San Diego
State University

J.D., with honors, University of the
Pacific McGeorge School of Law 

Mark Meckler is the founder and President of Citizens for Self-
Governance, an organization created to support grassroots
activism in taking power from Washington, D.C., and return-
ing it to its rightful owners, the citizens of the states. Meckler
is widely regarded as one of the most effective and well-net-
worked grassroots organizers in the nation and is regularly
called on for political commentary in all forms of media.  

Meckler is the co-founder and former National Coordinator
for the Tea Party Patriots, the largest tea party organization in
the nation. He left the organization in February 2012 and
founded CSG to work more broadly on expanding the self-
governance movement beyond the partisan divide. 

As the President of CSG, Meckler makes sure that all projects,
including Convention of States, are fully and appropriately
funded, staffed and managed, with a focus on strict steward-
ship of donor dollars for maximum leverage and effect. 
Meckler is also personally involved in all media and public
relations efforts.

Meckler and his wife Patty live in Northern California with
their teenage children, where they share a love of outdoor
recreation and equestrian activities.

Eric O’Keefe
Citizens for Self-Governance,
Board of Directors 

Eric O’Keefe has a 25-year history as
an active strategist, board member,
and donor with organizations working
to advance individual liberty, promote
citizen engagement and restore con-

stitutional governance. O’Keefe helped found U.S. Term Lim-
its in 1991, and in recent years, co-founded the Campaign for
Primary Accountability, the Health Care Compact Alliance,
and Citizens for Self-Governance. O’Keefe is also a founding
board member of the Center for Competitive Politics and Cit-
izens in Charge Foundation.

O’Keefe’s book on the corruption of Congress, “Who Rules
America,” won praise from the late freedom advocate 
Milton Friedman. 

O’Keefe also serves on the board of directors of the Wisconsin
Club for Growth, which has been active defending 
Gov. Walker’s agenda during legislative campaigns, recall
campaigns, and legislative races.

When he is not engaged in political activities, O’Keefe is a 
private investor based in rural Wisconsin, where he and his
wife raised three children.

Michael Farris
Citizens for Self-Governance, 
Senior Fellow for Constitutional
Studies, Head of Convention of
States Project

B.A. in Political Science, magna 
cum laude, Western Washington 
University

J.D., with honors, Gonzaga University School of Law

LL.M., with merit, in Public International Law, University 
of London

Michael Farris is the Chancellor of Patrick Henry College and
Chairman of the Home School Legal Defense Association. He
was the founding president of each organization.

Farris is a constitutional appellate litigator who has served as
lead counsel in the United States Supreme Court, 8 federal 
circuit courts, and the appellate courts of 13 states.

He has been a leader on Capitol Hill for over 30 years 
and is widely known for his leadership on homeschooling, reli-
gious freedom, and the preservation of American sovereignty. 

A prolific author, Farris has been recognized with a number of
awards including the Salvatori Prize for American Citizenship
by the Heritage Foundation and as one of the “Top 100 
Faces in Education for the 20th Century” by Education Week
magazine.

Farris and his wife Vickie have 10 children and 17 grandchildren.

Leadership of the Convention of States Project
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Ultimately, the success of a Convention
of States depends on the citizens of the
United States. The grassroots will be the
engine that drives this project. If Amer-
icans are willing to sacrifice their time
and energy, there is still a chance to halt
the tyrannical abuses of the federal 
government.

In each state, we will appoint three
state-wide volunteer leaders: the State
Director, Legislative Liaison, and
Coalitions Director. These individuals
will organize the movement across 
the state, coordinating volunteers, con-

necting with state legislators, and build-
ing the grassroots network. In each state
legislative district, a District Captain
will be appointed to coordinate and
mobilize volunteers in their district. 

There are a number of ways volunteers
will be able to be involved in helping
move the project forward:

• Recruiting friends, family, neighbors
and co-workers to join the effort. 

• Writing letters, making calls, and 
visiting state legislator’s offices to
encourage them to support a Conven-
tion of States. 

• Attending legislative hearings 
to show support for a Convention 
of States. 

• Organizing and speaking at events 
in your area as a representative 
for COS. 

For more information about leadership
job descriptions and volunteer opportu-
nities visit www.conventionofstates.com.

The Founders gave us the tools to 
curb the federal abuse of power. It’s
time we stand up and use them to pre-
serve liberty—not only for ourselves
but for posterity.

Action Steps for Citizens

13

C
o

n
v

en
ti

o
n

o
fS

ta
te

s 
H

an
d

bo
o

k

“The grassroots

will be the engine

that drives this

project.”



Our constitutional rights, especially our Sec-
ond Amendment right to keep and bear
arms, are in peril. With every tragic violent
crime, liberals renew their demands for
Congress and state legislatures to enact so-
called “commonsense gun control” meas-
ures designed to chip away at our individual
constitutional right to armed self defense.
Indeed, were it not for the determination
and sheer political muscle of the National
Rifle Association, Senator Feinstein’s 2013
bill to outlaw so-called “assault weapons”
and other firearms might well have passed.
But the most potent threat facing the Second
Amendment comes not from Congress, but
from the Supreme Court. Four justices of
the Supreme Court do not believe that the
Second Amendment guarantees an individ-
ual right to keep and bear arms. They be-
lieve that Congress and state legislatures
are free not only to restrict firearms owner-
ship by law-abiding Americans, but to ban
firearms altogether. If the Liberals get one
more vote on the Supreme Court, the Sec-
ond Amendment will be no more.

Constitutional law has been the dominant
focus of my practice for most of my career
as a lawyer, first in the Justice Department
as President Reagan’s chief constitutional
lawyer and the chairman of the President’s
Working Group on Federalism, and since
then as a constitutional litigator in private

practice. For almost three decades, I have
represented dozens of states and many other
clients in constitutional cases, including
many Second Amendment cases. In 2001,
for example, I argued the first federal ap-
pellate case to hold that the Second Amend-
ment guarantees every law-abiding respon-
sible adult citizen an individual right to keep
and bear arms. And in 2013 I testified before
the Senate in opposition to Senator Fein-
stein’s anti-gun bill, arguing that it would
violate the Second Amendment. So I am not
accustomed to being accused of supporting
a scheme that would “put our Second
Amendment rights on the chopping block.”
This charge is being hurled by a small gun-

rights group against me and many other con-
stitutional conservatives because we have
urged the states to use their sovereign power
under Article V of the Constitution to call
for a convention for proposing constitutional
amendments designed to rein in the federal
government’s power.

The real threat to our constitutional rights
today is posed not by an Article V conven-
tion of the states, but by an out-of-control
federal government, exercising powers that
it does not have and abusing powers that it
does. The federal government’s unrelenting
encroachment upon the sovereign rights of

Continued on back page

An Open Letter Concerning
The Second Amendment 
and The Convention of 
States Project
From Charles J. Cooper
Appellate Attorney and Litigator

Our constitutional

rights, especially

our Second

Amendment 

right to keep 

and bear arms,

are in peril. 
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Website: ConventionOfStates.com
E-mail: info@conventionofstates.com

Phone: (540) 441-7227
www.Facebook.com/ConventionOfStates

Twitter: @COSProject

the states and the individual rights of citi-
zens, and the Supreme Court’s failure to
prevent it, have led me to join the Legal
Board of Reference for the Convention of
States Project. The Project’s mission is to
urge 34 state legislatures to call for an 
Article V convention limited to proposing
constitutional amendments that “impose fis-
cal restraints on the federal government,
limit its power and jurisdiction, and impose
term limits on its officials and members of
Congress.” I am joined in this effort by
many well-known constitutional conserva-
tives, including Mark Levin, Professor
Randy Barnett, Professor Robert George,
Michael Farris, Mark Meckler, Professor
Robert Natelson, Andrew McCarthy, Pro-
fessor John Eastman, Ambassador Boyden
Gray, and Professor Nelson Lund. All of us
have carefully studied the original meaning
of Article V, and not one of us would sup-
port an Article V convention if we believed
it would pose a significant threat to our
Second Amendment rights or any of our
constitutional freedoms. To the contrary,
our mission is to reclaim our democratic
and individual freedoms from an overreach-
ing federal government.

The Framers of our Constitution carefully
limited the federal government’s powers by

specifically enumerating those powers in
Article I, and the states promptly ensured
that the Constitution would expressly protect
the “right of the people to keep and bear
arms” by adopting the Second Amendment.
But the Framers understood human nature,
and they could foresee a day when the fed-
eral government would yield to the “en-
croaching spirit of power,” as James Madi-
son put in the Federalist Papers, and would
invade the sovereign domain of the states
and infringe the rights of the citizens. The
Framers also knew that the states would be
powerless to remedy the federal govern-
ment’s encroachments if the process of
amending the Constitution could be initiated
only by Congress; as Alexander Hamilton
noted in the Federalist Papers, “the national
government will always be disinclined to
yield up any portion of the authority” it
claims. So the Framers wisely equipped the
states with the means of reclaiming their
sovereign powers and protecting the rights
of their citizens, even in the face of con-
gressional opposition. Article V vests the
states with unilateral power to convene for
the purpose of proposing constitutional
amendments and to control the amending
process from beginning to end on all sub-
stantive matters. 

The day foreseen by the Framers – the day

when the federal government far exceeded
the limits of its enumerated powers – arrived
many years ago. The Framers took care in
Article V to equip the people, acting through
their state legislatures, with the power to put
a stop to it. It is high time they used it.

Charles J. Cooper is a founding member
and chairman of Cooper & Kirk, PLLC.
Named by The National Law Journal as
one of the 10 best civil litigators in Wash-
ington, he has over 35 years of legal ex-
perience in government and private prac-
tice, with several appearances before the
United States Supreme Court and scores
of other successful cases on both the trial
and appellate levels. 

Continued from front page

The real threat to our

constitutional rights today

is posed not by an Article V

convention of the states,

but by an out-of-control

federal government,
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Senate Memorial 1 

A memorial to the Congress of the United States, 2 

applying to Congress to call a convention for the sole 3 

purpose of proposing amendments to the Constitution of 4 

the United States which impose fiscal restraints on 5 

the Federal Government, limit the power and 6 

jurisdiction of the Federal Government, and limit the 7 

terms of office for federal officials and members of 8 

Congress. 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, the Founders of the United States of America 11 

provided in the Constitution of the United States for a limited 12 

Federal Government of express enumerated powers, and 13 

WHEREAS, the Tenth Amendment to the Constitution 14 

specifically provides that all powers not delegated to the 15 

Federal Government nor prohibited by the Constitution to the 16 

states are reserved to the states, respectively, or to the 17 

people, and 18 

WHEREAS, for many decades, this balance of power was 19 

generally respected and followed by those occupying positions of 20 

authority in the Federal Government, and 21 

WHEREAS, as federal power has expanded over the past 22 

decades, federal spending has exponentially increased to the 23 

extent that it is now decidedly out of balance in relation to 24 

actual revenues or when comparing the ratio of accumulated 25 

public debt to the nation’s gross domestic product, and 26 

WHEREAS, in 2013, the Federal Government’s accumulated 27 

public debt exceeded $17 trillion, which is more than double 28 

that in 2006, and 29 
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WHEREAS, projections of federal deficit spending in the 30 

coming decades demonstrate that this power shift and its fiscal 31 

impacts are continuing and pose serious threats to the freedom 32 

and financial security of the American people and future 33 

generations, and 34 

WHEREAS, the Founders of the United States of America 35 

provided a procedure in Article V of the Constitution to amend 36 

the Constitution on application of two-thirds of the several 37 

states, calling a convention for proposing amendments that will 38 

be valid to all intents and purposes if ratified by the 39 

legislatures of three-fourths of the several states, or by 40 

conventions in three-fourths thereof, as one or the other mode 41 

of ratification may be proposed by Congress, and 42 

WHEREAS, it is a fundamental duty of state legislatures to 43 

support, protect, and defend the liberty of the American people, 44 

including generations yet to come, by asserting their solemn 45 

duty and responsibility under the Constitution to call for a 46 

convention under Article V for proposing amendments to the 47 

Constitution to reverse and correct the ominous path that the 48 

country is now on and to restrain future expansions and abuses 49 

of federal power, NOW, THEREFORE, 50 

 51 

Be It Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida: 52 

 53 

(1) That the Legislature of the State of Florida does 54 

hereby make application to Congress pursuant to Article V of the 55 

Constitution of the United States to call an Article V 56 

convention for the sole purpose of proposing amendments to the 57 

Constitution of the United States which: 58 
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(a) Impose fiscal restraints on the Federal Government. 59 

(b) Limit the power and jurisdiction of the Federal 60 

Government. 61 

(c) Limit the terms of office for federal officials and 62 

members of Congress. 63 

(2) That these three proposed amendment categories are 64 

severable from one another and may be counted individually 65 

toward the required two-thirds number of applications made by 66 

the state legislatures for the calling of an Article V 67 

convention. 68 

(3) That this memorial is revoked and withdrawn, nullified, 69 

and superseded to the same effect as if it had never been 70 

passed, and retroactive to the date of passage, if it is used 71 

for the purpose of calling a convention or used in support of 72 

conducting a convention to amend the Constitution of the United 73 

States for any purpose other than imposing fiscal restraints on 74 

the Federal Government, limiting the power and jurisdiction of 75 

the Federal Government, or limiting the terms of office for 76 

federal officials and members of Congress. 77 

(4) That this application constitutes a continuing 78 

application in accordance with Article V of the Constitution of 79 

the United States until the legislatures of at least two-thirds 80 

of the several states have made applications on one or more of 81 

the three proposed amendment categories listed above. 82 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that copies of this memorial be 83 

dispatched to the President of the United States, to the 84 

President of the United States Senate, to the Speaker of the 85 

United States House of Representatives, and to each member of 86 

the Florida delegation to the United States Congress. 87 
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