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State shouldn't ignore voting rights of others

WASHINGTON - In the
next session of the state Iegps-
lature, Alaskans will have the
opportunity to demand that
the residents of a distant,
lightly Popu,lated, and often
Eo_lmca I){ ignored part of
his country “must have the
same fundamental democratic
rights and abil'ty to influence
insensitive fedéral decision-
makers as do the citizens of
this country’s most populous
and powerfal states.

These are familiar issues
for Alaskans, who fought an
uphill battle for statehood,
and who struggle even today
to be effective in a_ federal
environment which is often
unresponsive.

But this time, those de-
prived of basic rights are not
downtrodden Alaskans, but
the nearly three-quarters of a
million residents in the Dis-
trict of Columbia who are as
disenfranchised today as
Alaskans were in teiiitorial

daxﬁs. . .
or these citizens, the main
hope for democratic equity is
the ratification of a consfitu-
tional amendment' providing
voting rights. _
Anmazingly, Alaska is not
among thé 13 states that al-
ready have ratified the
amendment. Amazmg because
Alaskans have established a
tradition of _wg_orously sup-
porting constitutional amend-
ments guaranteeing the basic
rights of democracy to Ameri-

cans.

Alaska has been in the’
forefront on the E%ual Rights
Amendment, the 26th Aménd-
ment guaranteeing the vote to

guy martin

18-year-olds, and the 24th
Amendment striking down
poll taxes. Now, with“approx-
Imately two years remainin
in which to obtain the goal 0
ratification in 38 states, there
exists no conceivable reason
for the Alaska _Le?_lslature to
avoid the ratification of the
D.C. voting rights amendment
during this session. _
The- debate on the issue
rages hot and heavy, but it
fundamentally comes down to
the issue of political fear;
how D.C. voters, or thier rep-
resentatives in the House and
Senate, might vote if only
they had thé right. Some have
summarized it as a fear that
the District of Columbia is
"too urban, too liberal, too
black, and too Democratic."
Alaskans woo now en&oy
sending two senators and a

representative to, the Con-

gress m: ‘it ponder briefly
whetl. v’ ‘hey should  have
heen denied rePresentatmn in
1958 because Alaska was "too

rural, too poor, BES too Na-

tive and too Democratic” to
be_trusted with the vote.

The simple fact is that
nearly 650,0(10 people in the
District of Columbia do not

have the right to vote for
representatives in the Senate
or Ik use of Representatives.
In addition to the purely
democratic values of voting
for all Americans, these citi-
zens have important reasons

to vote.
The total federal tax bur-

den for D.C. in 11982 was
heavier than 12 states, and
the per cagznta federal tax
burden &$4, 74?] was. higher
than that of the citizens of
every state in tne United
Statés except one — Alaska.
Ten states had fewer of their
children die in the Vietnam
War than did the District of
Columbia.

For those Alaskans who
remember territorial days as
a time of federal domination,
theythwoul_d feel right at home
in "the
gress establishes the budget
and imposes its will when
necessary on most things that
matter. o

The D.C.- situation doesn't

set an example of internation-

al democracy either. Of 115
nations in_‘the world with
elected national Ie,?lslatures,
only two — the Unifed States

and Brazil — deny representa-
(lie national legisla-
tures for citizens of their capi-

tion In

tals. This includes many ua
lions which, like the United
Stales,- have created special
capital districts.

The fallacies about D.C,
votmg rights, are _many and
varied, and virtually all false.
These include the perception
that Senate representation
can only be based

district, where Con- ,Pe_ople in D.C

on state-
hood; that Senate representa-

tion for D.C. would be a
precedent for other territo-
ries; that the district should
be returned to Maryland; or
that statehood is a preferable
or attainable, alternative to
bestowing, voting rights.

Support for the amendment
at the national level js strong,
diverse and bipartisan, in-
cluding Senators Strom Thur-
mond. Edward Kennedy
Howard Baker, Robert Byfd
and Barry Goldwater; along
with others too numerous to
mention.

Would the amendment hurt
Alaska? Detailed political
analysis m|?ht result in the
conclusion that Alaska's 1/
50th share of influence in the
senate or_1/435th share of the
House might be diluted by
adding new representation for
(he hundreds of thousands of
.C. But 1t Is cer-
ain that such a calculation 25
years ago would have doomed
Alaska's statehood as well.

The Constitution, if it guar-
antees anything, . guarantees
the right to participation in
our governmental system and
représentation for dll citizens
whose interests are affected
by federal activities.

It is an embarrassment for
Alaska to he among those
states which are asSoclated
with denial of those voting
nghts. 19114 is an ideal time t0
et the record straight,

I'l Guy Martin is a lormer Alaska
commissioner of natural resources
who now practices law in Wash-
ington, D.C., and Alaska.
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Maryland General Assembly
State House
Annapolis, Maryland pinoi

May 11, 1982

The Honorable Ramona L. Barnes
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Barnes:

Retrocession to Maryland has been suggested in several stater, as an
alternative method to provide representation in Congress to the American
citizens living in the District of Columbia.

In 1846 the Virginia legislature consented to the retrocession of
that portion of the District of Columbia originally belonging to Virginia.
Since this precedent was set, the preponderance of legal opinion indi-
cated that retrocession of the District of Columbia to Maryland would
require the Maryland legislature's approval. Further, Article 1V,
Section 3 of the Constitution states that boundaries of a state cannot
be changed without the consent of the legislature of that state.

Although nei r of us can speak for the entire legislature without,
their vote, if rv.recession to Maryland requires the consent of the
Maryland legislature, it is most improbable that it would be app oved.
We are not aware of a single elected official in the state who is on
record, or is likely to support, a retrocession proposal.

In the floor debate on the D.C. Voting Rights Amendment, and in
subsequent discussions with other legislators, there has been a great
deal of stated opposition to the proposal. Most Maryland officials are
not only adamantly opposed to changing our boundaries, but are also
concerned about the many legal and technical problems raised by retro-
cession.

On March 19, 1900, the Mjryland legislature ratified the D.C.
Voting Rights Amendment. lhis was a clear statcmeni of the sentiment
of the Maryland legislature about the method which they felt, host



FLOOR DEBATE PAPERS

The floor debate papers should be given to supportive
legislators for use during the floor debate. Each subject 1is
printed on one page, so, for example, you or the jr.ansor can
ask another legislator, "Would you be responsible for speaking
about retrocession?” Then give the legislator the retrocession
paper.

Distribution of the papers serves two purposes. The papers
will help prepare a legislator for a subject that might, be raised
by an opponent. It also encourages legislators to speak in
support of the Amendment. (It is much better to have the spon—
sor and other legislators speak, to give the impression of wide
support and an organised campaign.)

The effort spent for this final strategy is well worth

the t ".me.



FLOOR DEBATE PAPERS

D.C. VOTING RIGHTS AMENDMENT

June 1983

CONTENTS

Opening and Closing Statements .............c.ccc........

Federal Payment)

Federal Impact ) ....ccccocoeiiiiiiiiiii s

Federal Control)

Federal Employees Only ........ccccciiiiiiiiiiieiieiiiinn,
Equal Suffrage for States ...
Conflict of Interest .............cccc,
House Representation Sufficient ......................
ReEtroCESSION .oiiiiiiiiii i
D.C. Hes Nb State Responsibilities...................
Other Territories Would Want Same . . . . . .
Comparison with Other Countries .............cccc.....
Would Hake D.C. AState....ccoooeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee.
Constitutional Provisions . ... ...
Political ASPects ...
Non-Voting Delegate . . . . . ...,

Taxes

{00 =

Creation of District of Columbia ........c..ce.........

What the Anendment Crants

Quotations . . . . .

Page Number

1-3

© 00 N o O

O 17



opening/closing
Opening and/or Closing Statements

"Government derived from the consent of the governed”™ is a cherished American

tradition- stated in the Declaration of Independence.

American democracy was not founded on the principle that some citizens should

have the vote- and some, because of geography, should be denied it.

Whatever argument may be used against this amendment, there is no refuting the
fact that the status quo is a case of democracy denied. Justice- our ideal of
equality before the law- demands that all U.S. citizens have a voice and a vote
in their government. We, as Americans, cannot on any basis justifiably deny
fellow citizens a right that we ourselves already possess- the right to

representation.

How would you like it if you couldn™t vote?

Think about it.

It*s a concept we almost can®"t grasp.

In a nation founded on the right to represenation, 1is it possible that we

still- after two centuries-— need to talk about this fundamental principle?

Indeed it is.

Last January, United States representatives and Benators began their work
ii,, the nation"s capital.
How would you like it if you had no one representing you in these delibera—

tions und decisions?

When we (e.g- lowans) have a problem with government- an

opinion or a question- we can write to Senators or

or to uur representative and expect a reply. These members of Congress

vote in our names on every law of the land. We elect them and they are

accountable to us.

We take this right for granted. But the 640,000 U.S. citizens residing in the
District of Columbia- a population larger than that of four states- have no
voting representation in Congress* no one to turn to for help or information;
no channel for input on governmental decisions; no candidate to support or
oppose on federal 1issues; no voice and no vote in the government that rules
their lives.

Washington, D.C,. is the only geographical area in the country

denied tho fundnmental right upon which our country was
founded- the right \o eloct representation.
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Moreover, of the 115 nations in the world with legislative bodies, only two—

the United States and the military dictatorship of Brazil—deny representation
to the citizens of their capital cities.

This is a strange position for our country with its traditional devotion
to human and voting rights.

To make the picture even murkier . . . residents of Brazil's-capital city
did in the past (when the capital was Rio de Janeiro) have representa-
tion; and they will again, once the newly created capital city of
Brasilia becomes large enough to qualify as a voting district.

Then the United States will stand alone as the one country seeming to

believe that the residents of its capital do not deserve—should not
be allowed—a voice in their federal government.

D.C. residents have been trying to have this injustice corrected. In August 1978
Congress approved and 3ent to the states an amendment to the U.S. Constitution

that would give residents of the District the same representation the rest of us
take for granted.

13 states have approved the amendment.

When ratified by a total of $8 states, it will enable the District to
have two senators, representation in the House according to population,
the right to ratify constitutional amendments, and the number of
electors that it is entitled to.

* * *

The Constitution does not now ar.d never did forbid representation for the Dis-

trict. It's silent on the matter. However, the District often is treated as
though it were a state.

The Constitution says that direct taxe3 will be apportioned among the
several states; and, in 1820, the Supreme Court ruled that for the

purpose of taxation the District would be treated "as though it were
a state."

In 1982, D.C. residents paid 84,274 per ca.oj.ta in federal taxes. This
was $1,691 over the national average—and nore per capita than in
any state except Alaska.



D.C. residents pay more local and state taxes per capita than do the
residents of all but one state (Alaska).

Thus the District comes close to being the most heavily taxed area in
the country. |If taxation without representation was an outrage in
1776, now—over 200 years later—it is an even greater outrage.

The Constitution says that commerce will be regulated across the borders
of states. Since 1889, commerce has been regulated across District
borders—as though it were a state.

All recent legislation that applies to states includes the phrase, "for
the purpose of this legislation, the term 'statel shall include the

District of Columbia."

Moreover, District residents—just like those of the 50 states—have
fought and died in all the nation's wars. Their casualty rate in
Viet Namwas greater than that of ten states.

D.C. residents have accepted all the responsibilities of

citizenship: federal regulation, taxation, conscription
and military service.

Washington, D.C. is not an area of federal employees only—any more than
(state capital) is a city of state employees.

28.5/6 of District residents are federal employees.

5 9 of the federal jobs in the Districtare held by D.C.residents;
the rest of the federal workers (6176)drive to the suburbs in
Maryland or Virginia every night. By crossing an imaginary line,
thesn federal employees gain the right to elect memoers of Congress.

The District has fewer federally employed residents than each of three
states, Virginia, Texas and California.



FEDERAL PAYMENT

FEDERAL IMPACT

FEDERAL GCONTRCL
—4-

D.C. i3 federally subsidized and dependent

The "federal payment"™ is an annual appropriation intended to compensate the
District for costs deriving from the federal presence and for the loss of cer—
tain revenues.

In most of the states, federal land averages about 4% of the total. In
(name of state) only of the land is removed from the
tax base because of federal control. But in the District,.directly or
indireotly because of the federal presence, almost 50 of the land is
occupied by tax-exempt installations. As a consequence, the tax base
Is severely eroded and at the same time responsibilities for Bervice
and maintenance are greatly expanded.

D.C. residents pick up the tab for policing the seat of government and for
providing other services (water, sanitation, road maintenance, street
lighting, fire protection) to foreign embassies, private organizations,
museurs and other government buildings that are tax exempt.

Thus, in making the "federal payment,"™ Congress attempts to balance the
difference between costs generated by the federal presence and any bene—

fits that may accrue to the District through tourism and construction.

There are several ways in which Congress restricts the revenue sources avail —
able to the District. Some examples:

It prohibits the District from enacting a commuter tax. Over 300,000 com—
muters work in the District, use its services, and rotum each night to
Maryland and Virginia suburbs, taking the great bulk of their earned
income with them.

It restriot3 the height of buildings within the District.

It has been estimated that for FT 1992 the total District revenue lost because
of the federal presence was $759 million. For that same fiscal year Cojigress
appropriated $356 million- a "federal payment" about half of full reimbursement

and far below the "subsidization” or "dependent"” level.

D.C. paid $2,697 billion in federal taxes in ry 1982, more than 12 status. (n
a per capita basis, D.C. residents paid $4>274—or $1»691 over the national
average. This was more per capita than in any state except Alaska. A only
in Alaska did per capita state and local taxes exoeed those paid by D.C.
residents.



FEDERAL EMPLOYEES ONLY
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Bveryone in D.C. works for the federal government . . . .

Only 26.55% of the District's work force are federal employees. The remaining
11.57$ represent diverse interests; they are teachers, shopowners, child-care
workers, doctors, lawyers, nurses, construction workers, sales people, bankers,
librarians, laborers, etc. All people, regardless of who their empl" Is,
deserve a voice in our government through their own elected represeu "«ives.

Only about 3% of the entire country's federal employees live in D.C.
All federal employees except those who do live in the District are
represented by members of Congress elected from the states in which
they live. Federal employees working in the District but living in
the suburbs of Virginia and Maryland far outnumber those who reBide
in D.C. (617$versus 39%) By driving across that imaginary line
every evening into adjoining states, they are able to vote for Con-
gressional representation. This right should bo extended to those
federal employees who live within the District boundaries and who
likewise bear the full responsibilities of citizenship.

Denying all D.C. citizens civil rights because some of them work for the
federal government is just as abhorrent to American political tradi-
tions os would be the denial of representation in state governments to
the people living in their capital cities.

Members of Congress from the District would represent
the interests of small business, construction, banks,
veterans, teachers, the elderly, the poor and virtually
all other groups, just as the present members of Congress
do.



EQUAL SUFFRAGE FOR STATES

D.C. Senators would deprive and other
states of "equal suffrage."

The intention of Article V of the Constityv m was to ensure that the Great
Compromise (between large ana email states) would not be undone and that

representation in the Senate would not be put on the basis of population.

7"nee ratification of the Constitution by the original 13 states, 37 addi®-
onal states have been admitted to the Union. As a result, the suffrage
the original 13 in the Senate has already been "diluted" noarly four—

fold, from 2/26ths to 2/100ths. Yet no one seriously argueB that any of

the older states has been deprived of "equal suffrage” by the admission of

new ones.

With voting representation for D.C., each state would still be co-equal

with tho others.

The number of Senators would be inoreased to 102 so that each state

still would have two votes in the Senate.

And, in tho House, each state would continue tohave tho same pro—

portionate vote as every othor state.

Since 1913> when the 17th Amendment established popular oloction of Senatoi
(replacing their appointment by state legislatures), Senators havo repre—

sented the peoplo of a Btato- not the state itself.

The House is reapportioned every ten years aftertho census. In the inter—
vals between the census, tho House has the powerto add seats and has
traditionally done so when new representatives were added. The House also

has the statutory power to add seats permanently.



GONFLICT CP INTEREST

-7-

D.C. residents would have a "conflict of interest"
would vote to increase the federal bureaucracy ...............

The presumption that members of Congress from D.C. would vote to enlarge the
federal government because it is located within the District ignores the
fact that D.C. residents pay above the national average in federal taxes.
The District paid more in federal income taxes m 19S2 than did 12 states.
On a per capita basis, D.C. residents paid $1,691 over the national average-
surpassed only by Alaska. Any expansion of federal government would neces-
sarily mean incx-eased federal taxes for District residents as well.

W would argue that West Virginia representatives should not
vote on strip-mining legislation?
Or that New Jersey should not \ote on federal subsidies to industries?

Or South Carolina not vote on tobacco subsidies?

Or lowa not vote on farm legislation?

Tho conflict-of-interest claim opposes the tradition that ropre--

oentative government wa3 intended to bring together the interests of all
areas for responsible legislative decisions. D.c. residents aro Americans
who obey federal laws even though they have no voice in enacting them—who
have fought and died in all American wars—and who fire taxed and regulated
as every other American is.
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Could sunnort Representatives— but not Senators

Each chamber in the United States Congress has unique rights, responsibili—

ties and privileges besides the functions they hold in common.

Representation only in the House would not fully enfranchise District voters.

House representation only would mean:
Ho voice 1inthe ratification of treaties;
Uo voice inconfirmation ofpresidential appointees andfederaljudges;

Ho voice inthe trial of an 1impeached President.

It would also mean only half-way participation in theenactment ofthe law3

of our country.

As long as D.C. 1is represented equally with all 3tate3, no state would be

denied equal treatment.
Since 1913» when the 17th Amendmrent established popular election of senators
(replacing their appointment by state legislatures), senators have repre-
sented the pcoplo of a state — not the state itself.



RETROCESSION
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D.C. should be combined with adjoining state

Retrocession to Maryland is an alternative less equitable and realistic thar.
full voting rights. The Constitution (Article 1V) requires the consent of
the stage legislature; and representatives from Maryland have indicated that

they would oppose retrocession. (See letter from Maryland legislator attached.)

Partial retrocession creates more problems than it solves. Legal and constitu—
tional questions would have to be resolved. Senators and Representatives are

to be chosen by the peoples of the states. D.C. residents are not "people of
Maryland.” They do not vote in state elections and would have no voice in tne
setting of election districts or in filling congressional vacancies. Questions
raised: Would D.C. residents be numbered as Maryland citizens for apportion—
ment? Would D.C. residents vote on state representatives for the Maryland

legislature and on other state officers?

Full retrocession would defeat the idea of a separate federal enclave and
would subject the federal government to the powers of the state of Maryland-

and would oppose the founding father;../ intent of the constitutional pro-

vision creating the District.
I

Congress looked at each of these proposed alternatives over and over again 1in
the years it considered the D.C. Voting Rights Amendment and considered them
carefully. They had expert testino-v on the problems created and solved by
each one. In approving the Amendment as presented to the states for ratifi—
cation, Congress affirmed that thio was the best solution to the question of

simple justice for the residents of J.C.

Ratification of the 2Jrd Amendment in 1961 gave the District an independent
voice in Presidential elections through the electoral college. It did not
route voters through Maryland elections to achieve this goal and i3 therefore

a strong precedent against, efforts to tie the District to Maryland for voting

purposes.
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Maryland G eneral Assembly
State House
Annapolis, Maryland 2MO0i

May 11, 1932

The Honorable Ramona L. Barnes
Alaska House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Barnes:

Retrocession to Maryland has been suggested in several states as an
alternative method to provide representation in Congress to the American
citizens living in the District of Columbia.

In 1846 the Virginia legislature consentud to the retrocession of
that portion of the District of Columbia originally belonging t.o Virginia.
Since this precedent was set, the preponderance of legal opinion indi-
cated that retrocession of the District of Columbia to Maryland would
require the Maryland legislature's approval. Further, Article 1V,
Section 3 of the Constitution states that boundaries of a state cannot
be changed without the consent of the legislature of that state.

Although neither of us can speck for the entire legislature without.
their vote, if retrocession to Maryland requires the consent of the
Maryland legislature, it is most improbable that it would be approved.
We are not aware of a single ejected official in the state who is on
record, or is likely to support, a retrocession proposal.

In the floor debate on the D.C. Voting Rights Amendment, and in
subsequent discussions with other legislators, there has been a great
deal of stated opposition to the proposal. Most Maryland officials are
not only adamantly opprsed to changing our boundaries, but are also
concerned about the many legal and technical problems raised by retro-
cession.

On March 19, 1900, the Maryland leqisl.ilure ratified the D.C.
Voting Rights Amendment. |his was a clear statement of the sentiment-,
of the Maryland legislature about the method which they felt best



STATE RESPONSI3ILITIZ
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D.C. doe3 not accept the responsibilities of a state

Article I, Sec. 2, of the U.S. Constitution states: " . . . direct taxes shall
be apportioned among the several states which may be included within this

Union."™ In 1820, the Supreme Court considered whether Congress had authority
to tax directly the residents of D.C. and ruled that Congress could indeed do

this.

D.C. residents have always borne the same federal
tax responsiblity as citizens of the states.

In fact, the District is one of the most heavily taxed populations in the
country. (See sheet on taxes, page 17*) And, yet, it is the only political
and geographical entity within the U.S. whose citizens bear the responsibili—

ties of government without sharing in the appropriate privileges of citizenship.

In 1889, the Supreme Court upheld a ruling that Congress had the authority to
regulate commerce across District borders even though Article 1, Sec, 8, of
the Constitution says that Congress has the power to regulate "commerce

among the several states."”

All recent federal legislation that applies to states includes this phrase:
"for the purpose of this legislation the terra "statel shall include the Dia-

trict of _Columbia."

District residents have always been subject to conscription. Its citizens
have fought and died in every war since the War for Independence. During
the Viet Nam war, D.C. casualties rnked fourthon a proportionate basis out

of the 50 states.

The District is more than a city. Its government carries out city, county
and state functions. One estimate by District officials indicates that 63%

of local government functions are non-municipal.



WANT SAVE
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Other cities, commonwealths, territories,
possessions would expect the same . . . .

All other cities are political subdivisions of states and rs such participate
in elections for representation in Congress.

D.C. wes part of the original 13 colonies, and D.C. residents are full U.S.
citizens—lacking, however, the right to elect representatives to Congress.
Only D.C. possesses the unique constitutional Btatus ;s a federally controlled
seat of government. Residents of commonwealths, territories and possessions
do not bear the full burdens that states and the District bear in terms of
federal taxation.

Commonwealths, territories and possessions nmay request and be granted inde-
pendence (Philippines), or they ney become a state (Hawaii). Neither of
these options is practical for D.C. The Philippines chose not to have all
the rights of citizenship in return for not bearing the responsibilities.

The 23rd Amendment gave D.C. residents tho right to vote in Presidential
elections—a constitutional distinction from commonwealths and territories.



OTHER COUNTRIES
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The Nationlb capital is different

Of the 115 nations in the world with elected national legislatures, only the
U«S. and the military dictatorship of Brazil deny representation in their
legislatures to the citizens of their capital cities.

Brazil has been waiting for the latest census to determine if the population
of its newly established capital, Brasilia, is sufficient to warrant repre-
sentation. Rio de Janeiro, the former federal capital district, was fully
represented in Brazil's national legislature for over 100 years.

17 nations in tr.a world community are federations (having a federal constitu-
tion and a federal system of government). Again, only Brazil and the U.S.
deny representation to capital-city residents. Strange that our country—
so strongly espousing human and civil righto and the democratic form of
government—is the only country seeming to be.liove that the citizens of its
capital city cannot be trusted with representation.

Canberra, Australia, like D.C., woo a planned city built on land that wes
largely uninhabited. Canberra was given full representation in tho Australian
Parliament in 1967 after it was determined that the capital hod a significant
resident population.

Of the 17 federations, six have actually adopted the U.S. conotitutional con-
cept of a separate federal capital city under national jurisdiction:
India New Delhi)
Mexico Mexico City)
Venezuela Caracas)
Of theBe six, only Brazil also denies voting representation to the residents

of its capital- and they will have the vote when population there warrants it.



WOULD MAKE D.C

INTO A STATE
-13-
It vould make Washington, D.C. (a city) into a state
The District is neither a city or a state. It is a federal enclave, provided for

in the Constitution.

Its government carries out city, county and state functions.

The proposed amendment would not change the relationship between the federal
government and the District. It simply provides that D.C. citizens will have
some voice in the actions of Congress and the right to ratify constitutional
amendments— the same rights already possessed by other Americans. It will

leave final legislative authority over D.C. in the hands of Congress.

Obviously, as political subdivisions of states, all other cities already have
representation. Enfranchised now, they would have no reason to request some—

thing they already xu.ve.



CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

What does the Constitution say?

When the Constitution was written, only free, white males over the age of
21who owned property could vote. Within a year of state ratification of
the Constitution, our forefathers submitted the first 10 Constitutional
Amendments, which became the Bill of Rights.

Since that time six of the last 12 Constitutional Amendments have had to
do with the right to vote:
15th Amendment - race, color, and creed illegal in denying the

right to vote;

17th Amendment — senators are to be elected by the people of the

state, not state legislators (states are represented by people);
19th Amendment — women gained the right to vote;

23rd Amendment - D.C. residents  "aed tho right tovote for
President and Vice President;

A-th Amendment — abolition of poll tax;
25th Amendment — 18 year olds gained the right to vote.

The part of the Constitution creating the District of Columbia:

Article 1, Section 8. Clause 17. Seat of government

To exercise exclusive Legislation in all Cases whatsoever, over
such District (not exceeding ten Miles square) as may, by Cession
of particular States, and the Acceptance of Congress, become the
Seat of the Government of the United States...

Approval of the DCVRA follows as the most feasible
way to grant Congressional representation to D.C.
citizens.
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We don’t need any more urban/
Democratic/you-name-it votes in Congress « . . .

Oregon's admission to the Union was hindered by Republican fears that it would
be Democratic. Admitted in 1859, it voted for Lincoln in 1860.

When Hawaii and Alaska were petitioning for statehood (1959)* Hawaiiwas per-
ceived as Republican and Alaska as Democratic. Hawaii now has a Democratic
majority in its state legislature,and Alaska a Republican majority.

W would have predicted 20 years ago that lowa would ever have a Democratic
Congressional delegation?

The assumption that Senators and Representatives from the District would
automatically vote against agricultural programs is a myth. The Distriot
has a delegate (non-voting) in the House. He co-sponsored the Emergency
Farm Act of 1978 but, of course, couldn't vote for it.

Charles Conrad, Affiliate coordinator of Rural America, Inci "The record
clearly shows that members of Congress from metropolitan areas
vote just as often for programs to help rural and farm people
as members from rural areas. | wouldn't be for this amendment if
I thought it would hurt the people in nmy home state of North Dakota.”

Partisan and discriminatory factors have no place in a decision to
admit citizens to the benefit of full participation in government.

For example, it is unknown whether District Congress people would represent
the interests of Detroit auto workers, or Wisconsin farmers, or Oregon

environmentalists, but these and other states have seen beyond their paro-
chial interests to the interests of the greater good — democracy.
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D.C. already has a representative in Congress .

Since 1971> D*C. has been represented in the House of Representatives by
one popularly elected Delegate, who may vote in committee but loot on the
floor. This situation provides little more than a pro forma voice in
legislative matters.

In effect, this gives each D.C. resident about I/4th representation in
Congress and that non-voting.

The D.C. Delegate represents almost twice as many people as any one of the
435 Representatives in the House.

And the number of people he represents in the District is more than the
number represented by almost one-fifth of the Senators.

The net effect is that the D.C. Delegate represents—without a vote—nwore
than five times as many persons as any other representative.

District residents bear all the burdens of citizenship
but do not share the most cherished right of citizen-
ship—full representation in Congress.
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D.C. residents don»t pay taxes

Federal: According to Library of Congress research, D.C. residents paid
82,697 billion in federal taxes in fiscal year 1982- more than in 12 states.
On a per capita basis, D.C. residents paid S4>274- $1,691 over the national

average. This was more per capita than any state except Alaska,

Local: The Bureau of the Census found that only one state (Alaska) paid more
per capita in state and local taxes than did the residents of D.C. Combined
looal taxes paid per capita by D.C. residents averaged $1,771 in 1981} the
national average (combined local and state taxes) was $1,079*

D.C. 1is one of the most heavily taxed localities in the
country. District residents bear the burden of taxation
without the right of representation.



\VOTE AT HOME

18-

D.C. residents can vote in the state from which they came . . . «

Many D.C. residents did not come from "somewhere else." They have lived all
their lives in Washington, as have several generations of their families.
According to the 1980 census, 38»4/S of D.Co residents were born there.

Maintaining an absentee residents in one of the Btates disenfranchises
D.C. residents :In local elections. They cannot claim residence in a state
in order to vote for U.S. Senators and House members and also claim resi-
dency in D.C. in order to vote for Mayor and members of the D.C. Council.

Residents of D.C. should be able to elect to Congress men and wonmen who
live in the Di&trict and who can speak for them on all issues of concern.
Senators and House members of a particular state are elected to represent
the oitizens of that state and to address their concerns—not to speak for
residents of D.C.
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All members of Congress look after the Districts interests

Members of Congress may take an interest in Washington's having adequate police
and fire protection, clean and safe streets, good roads and the like—but that
does not constitute "representation” as we have historically known it.

Washington, D*C, is much more than buildings and parkways. What we are concerned
with is representation of the people of D.C, and, in America, that representation
has required the election of nen and wonen by the people who are to be represented.

D.C, has no elected voting representative in Congress. No one has been chOBen
to Bpeak for D.C. on the many issues that all citizens care abouti inflation,
employment, foreign affairs, the environment, civil rights, to name a few. ThiB

is a case of modern-day "taxation without representation."

When lowans) want to voice their concerns or express their

opinion on the policies of the federal government, we oon contact Senators
or or our own Representative. D.C. residents

have no one to turn to, no one to write to, no one to meet with, no one to vote

in their behalf.
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This bill doesn ® go far enough*
it should grant full home rule to the District ... ..

Home Rule is an issue separate from voting representation in Congress. The
Home Rule Act of 1975 granted D.C. citizens the right to elect a Mayor and

a Council while continuing, to some extent, the historic limitation on Dis—
trict control over legislative and budgetary matters. Congress, if it chooses,

can make changes in Home Rule simply by amending the Home Rule Act.

However, a constitutional amendment is needed in order to ensure full voting
representation in Congress for residents of the District- a right that all
other taxpaying American citizens have.



How much would it coat to add representatives for D.C. . . ?

When this Conatit Clonal .Avendment is ratified, Senators from the District
will be entitled to receive the same compensation and allowances received
by other members of the Senate.

No additional costs will be incurred in the House because the present non-
voting delegate representing the District currently receives the same
allowances as all members of the House.

It should be noted that, through their taxes, citizens of D.C. are cur-
rently paying for the salaries of Senators and Representatives for the 50
states even though they are not receiving the full benefits of such
representation. The additional cost of two Senatorial offices is a small
price to pay for assuring the extension of democratic rights to 640,000
tax-paying U.S. citizens who have been unfairly denied the right to
participate fully in the democratic process.

What price is democracy anyway?



How did District residents lose the right to representation in the first place?

Meeting in Philadelphia, the still capital-less Congress («hich also had
met in Baltimore, Trenton, Princeton, etc.) was threatened by a band of
soldiers, dissatisfied because Congress had failed to pay them for their
military services. Congress requested protection from the Pennsylvania
militia but was refused, and for two lays was held in a state of siege.

Congress was outraged.

Four years later, as a direct result of the incident, Congress put into

the Constitution the creation of the nation"s capital.

Various areas offered land to become the nation®s capital. Congress
accepted land donated from Virginia and Maryland in 1790. The capital
was officially accepted in 1800 and at that time District residents

could no longer vote in those two states.

At the time of the cession, the population of the District did not war—
rant representation. The nearly **,000 residents was far less than the
50,000 required for statehood or the 30,000 needed for a Congressional
district.

It is hard to believe that our forefathers, who fought a revolution for
taxation without representation, would endorse the continued disen—

franchisement of (9*0,000 American citizens. In the historical context,
the disenfranchisement can be understood for 1800, but it can no longer

be rationalized in the present time.
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What the Amendment Grants

The Amendment is very specific in what it grants to District residents:
1. Congressional representation — two senators and number of repre-

sentatives according to population;

2. The right to ratify or not Constitutional amendments;
3. The number of electors District residents should have.

The Amendment is not broad reaching — it grants only the above three

things.

Section i

Text of the Amendment

For the purposes of representation in Congress, election of
the President and Vice President, and article Vof the Con
stitution, the District constituting the seat of government
of the United States shall be treated as thoughit were a,State.

Section 2» The exercise of the rights and powers conferred under this

Section 3t

Section kt

article shall be by the people of the District constituting
the seat of government, and as shall be provided by the
Congress.

The twenty-third article of amendment to the Constitution
of the United States is hereby repealed.

This article shall be inoperative, unless it shall have been
ratified as an amendrent to the Constitution by the legis-
latures of three-fourths of the several States within seven
years from the date of its submission.



Declaration of. Independence;

governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers
from the consent of the governed."

Taxation without representation is tyranny in 1983» just as it was tyranny in
1776.

U.S. Supreme Court. 1964:

"No right is more precious in a free country than that of having a
voice in the election of th se who make the laws under which, as
good citizens, we must live. Other rights, even the most basic,
are illusory if the right to vote is undermined.”

Supreme Court Jtstice William Rehnquiat (Asst. Attorney General 1970):

"The noed for an amendment of that character at this late date in
our history is too self-evident for further elaboration; continued
denial of voting representation from the District of Columbia can
no longer be justified."”

Senator Robert Dole (R. Kansas):

"The District of Columbia is not just a plot of land full of big
white buildings and people who have come here temporarily to work
for the Federal Government. Rather it is home to almost three-
guarters of a million people who should be granted congressional
representation just as the citizens in all of our states ore."”

Bill Brock (former Republican National Committee chair) 1

"l Join the Republican Congressmen and Senators who sponsored and
supported (this) constitutional amendment in urging Republicans
all over the Nation to assist in implementing this plank of our
1976 party platform.”

Senator Robert Byrd (D. West Virginia);

"The people of D.C. suffered more lives lost in tho Viet Nam War
than 10 states. (Thi3 is) conscription without representation.”

Ramsey Clark (former Attorney General for the U.3.)i

"(Representation for the District) recognizes that the right to vote
is the last we should ever withhold because it can protect all others.”

Senator Barry Goldwater (R. Arizona);

"It has long ago been established by court decrees, as well as by
American political tradition, that the right to vot» in federal
eleotions is a right that flows dirt,fcly from the O stitutior. to
each citizen of the United States. This right is one belon”™ng
to national oitizenship and it arises out of the very nature and
existenoe of the Nation itself. W urge your support for this
fundamental principle of justice for the citizens of the nation's
capital.”
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Vice President Walter Mondale. speaking for President Carter, Sept. 1977

"We believe there #e o0 justification for denying citizens equal rep-
resentation at the federal level because they happen to reside in
the District of Columbia.”

Senator Ted Kennedy (D.Massachusetts) i

"In matters of fundamental justice and human rights involving the
citizens of our nation, there is no left or right, no liberal or
conservative . . . .  The issue is one of simple justice.

In a nation that was founded on the principle zf representative
government and that has prided itsel-f for two centuries on the
strength and vitality of its democracy, it is a travesty of history
that the District of Columbia has no voice in Congress."

Senator Charles Mathias, Jr. (R. Maryland):

"No less precious than the right of free speech, or tho right to
privacy, or the right to due process under the law, is the right
to be represented in the elected bodiea which determine the course
of this country's future. To be excluded from this process, to
have no voice when the votes are cast that ney determine peace or
war, depression or prosperity, i3 to be truly deprived.”
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3910 CONGRESS H.J. RES. 554

JOINT RESOLUTION
N . . - _r_,,l _W"' *

Proposing an amendment to the Constitution to provide for ren-
resentation of the District of Columbia in the Congress.

1
2
'[l3
4
5
6
!
8
9
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Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the United States of America in Congress assembled
(two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the
following article is proposed as an amendment to the Con-
stitution of Che United States, which shall be valid to all
intents and purposes as part of the Constitution when ratified
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States
within seven years from the date of its submission by the
Congress:

“Article- °

"Section 1 For purposes of representation in the
Congress, election of the President and Vice President, and
article V of this Constitution, the District constituting the
seat of government of the United States shall be treated as
though it were a State.

*Sec. 2. The exercise of the rights and powers con-
ferreo under this irticle shall be by the people of the Dis-
trict constituting the scat of government, and as shall be
provided by the Congress.

"Sc:. 3. The twenty-third article of amendment to' the
Con-titu tion of the United States is hereby . aicd. o

"Sec. 1 This article shall be
have been ratified as an imendment
the legislatures of three-fourths of the
seven years from the date of its submission/".

Passed the House of Representatives March 2, 1978
Passed the Senate August 22, 1978,



You face a
decision.

on ratifying the Constitution—
al amendment granting the
men and women of the Dis—
trict of Columbia full voting
representation in the U.S.
Congress.
In the words of Senator
Robert Dole:
The District of Colum—
bia is not just a plot of
land full of big white
buildings and people
who hnve come here
temporarily to work for
the Federal Government.
Rather, it s home to
almost three-quarters of
a million people. .

This report presents the
facts about the amendment
and those people and sepa—
rates the District of Colum-.
bia as their home from the
myth of the District of Co—
lumbia as simply the seat of
our national government.

Supreme Court Justice
William H. Rehr.quist

(as Assistant Attorney General
in 1970)

"The need for an amendment
‘of that character at this late date
in our history i too self-evident
for further elaboration; continued
denial of wvoting representation
from the District of Columbia

.can no longer be justified."
m-V

m m

The Amendment Will:
«Give American citizens who

make their home in the District

of Columbia full voting repre-

.sentation in the U.S. Congress— .

two Senators and the number of
Representatives proportion itt 1
the District’'s population (at
least one).

=Give the men and women
of the District of Columbia rep—
resentation in the Electoral Col —
lege proportionate to the Dis—
trict’s population.
- «=Give the citizas iIn" the
District of Columbia a woice in
ratifying Constitutional amend—
ments, just like Americans in the
50 stales. ,

>=Repeal the 23rd Amend-

IV | Trx

The Republican Party

(National Party Platform, 1976)
"We .. .support giving the

District of Columbia voting rep—

resentation in the United States

Senate and Mouse of Representa—

tives.”
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=
The Democratic Party
(National Party Platform, 1976)
"We support... full voting
representation in the Congress

[for the District of Columbia)."
]

1
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ment, which gave residents of the
District of Columbia representa-*-
tion in the Electoral College no
greater than that of the smallest
state.

The Amendment

Will Not:
=\Make the District of Co-
lumbia a state. .

=Change the unique sratus of
the District of Columbia en-
visioned by the framers of the
Constitution. . <
=Provide '"home rule”- lo-
cal self government- for the
District of Columbia or in any
way alter the control which the
U.S. Congress exercises over the

District. ;

e
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Biill Brock, Chairman, -
Republican National Committee

"l join the Republican Con—
gressmen and Senators who spon—
sored and supported (this) con—
stitutional amendment in urging
Republicans all over the Nation
to assist in  implementingthis
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Who Supports (cont.)

Senator Robert Dole
(R- Kansas)
(on the Republican Platform)

"The time has come for ac—
tion, and if this platform means
anything it means the Republican
Party supports this resolution.

"Republicans rallied to that
platform in great numbers. Our
most distinguished leaders enthusi—
astically adopted it as an excellent
expression of Republican principles
and ideals. By all accounts, itwas
a platform that conservatives could
be proud of.

"The Republican Party sup—
ported D.C. voting representation
because it was just, and in justice
wc could do nothing else.”

Senator Edward M. Kennedy
(O -M assachusetts)

"In matters of fundamental jus-
dee and human rights involving the

- founded on the principle of rep—

citizens of our nation, there is no
left or right, liberal or conserva—

"The 1issle is one of simple
Justice. ... In a nation that was

resentative government and that
has prided itself for two centuries
on the strength and vitality of its
democracy, it is a traesty of
history that the District of Co-
lumbia has no voice inCongress."

Senate Minority Leader

Robert Byrd (D-W. Virginia)
"The people of the District...

suffered more lives lost in the

Vietnam war than 10 states....

(This 1©) conscription without

representation."”

.Senate Majority Leader’.
Howard Baker
(R-Tennessee)

~we siniply =eannot con—
tinue to deny 700,000 American

citizens their right to equal rep—
resentation in the national gov-

ernment, . .. this basic right is a

bedrock of our Republic that

cannot be overturned.”

Senator Strom Thurmond
(R-South Carolina)

"There i more to Washing—
ton, D.C. than just tourist attrac—
tions. Three-quarters of a million
people live and work in the Dis—
trict. These are people who are
affected by high taxes, inflation,
foreign policy, farm prices, edu—
cational issues- issues that af—
fect each and every American.
Yet, no one represents their
views with a vote in Congress."

Senator Barry Goldwatcr
(R-Arizona)
(in a "Dear Colleague”

="Wle urge your support for
this fundamental principle of
Justice =for. the citizens of
nation"s cat

M v-: m-igsalh =



Senator Charles McC. Mathias

(R-Alaryland)

Certainly, , the isste of equal rep—

resentation for the District arouses
. all of the unhappy political emo —
tions. Racism plays a part, dif—
fusion of power is involved, the
selfish side of human nature-
"1Ve got mine, and 1"'m going t
keep you from getting yours'- B
revealed. So the isse is fraught
with difficulty.

But, as I lived with the problem
as a member of the House and then
the Senate District of Columbia
Committee, | became acquainted
with itIc a way that made itim—
possible for me to avoid some
deeper contemplation of what was
right. That inevitably led to the
conclusion that our ideal of equali-

ity before the law for every Ameri —

can ‘citizen could not be achieved
without giving the people of the
Dbirict the same rights, including
representation, that citizens of the
states enjoyed. .. .

The responsibility to brush aside
the cobwebs of selfish interest that
blind us to the moral law within i

not the unique burden of the politi—

cian. It is every man®s burden. It

falls a Iittde more heavily on a poli—

tician than on a private person ...
but we all share this responsibility
and we must help each other carry
it

The amendment will have no
detrimental effect on the people
of your state, their voice in their
national government, or upon any
state’s rights. Specifically:

In the U.S. Congress

The amendment will not de—
prive the people of any state of
their equal suffrage in the U.Si
Congress. The number of U.S.
Senators will be increased from
100 to 102, with the people of
every state stll being represented
by two Senators. The people of
the District will elect the number
of Representatives to the U.S.
House proportionate to District
population (at least one Repre—
sentative). U.S. House Districts
will be reapportioned after the
1990 census; between now and
1990 the House has the power to
add additional seats and has tra—
ditionally done so when new Rep—
resentatives are added. The Mouse
also has the statutory power 1
add additional scats permanently.

In Election of President
and Vice President

No state’s representation in the
Electoral College will be de—
creased. Presently, the people of
the District are entitled to three
electors. The amendment simply
guarantees that the people of the
District will have the number of
electors due them by population.
If the number of the District's
electors increases, the Electoral
College will increase in siz.

In Ratifying Amendments
to the U.S. Constitution

The amendment will not
change the method of ratifying
Constitutional amendments nor
weaken states” rights in ratifying
amendments.  The  proportion
needed to ratify an amendment
will  remain at three-fourths.
Presently 38 states must ratify;
when the people of the District of
Columbia are granted a wice,
the number will be 39.

The record clearly shows that members of Congress from
metropolitan areas vote just as often for programs to help
rural and farm people as members from rural aress,
wouldn™t be for this amendment if I thought it ivould hurt
Jthe p??P'o‘?(il'JrMny homg state of North Dakota.

tK v,

Charles Conrad, Affiliate Coordinator

Rural America, Inc.
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a message from

men ana women of

the
the

District of Columbia
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"In World \Vir II,

atres for five years and survived,” John Hechingcr says.
I was—anti still am—denied a say in war or beace for

military service.

J Tiz&&zcars.men; 'nil!
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I served in the China-Burma-India and Pacific The-

"Despite my

America." John, a fourth-generation Washingtonian, is president of a 73-

year-old lumber and hardware firm,
District's Council.

We men and women who live in
the District of Columbia arc no

different from the Americans

who live in your state. We share

your constituents” concerns and

face the same problems they face.

We are equally worried about

inflation, unemployment, waste—
ful government spending, high

taxes, crime. We are equally con—
cerned about the growth of til

federal government and its im—
pact on our individual lives.

Federal laws, regulations, policies
affect us just as they do your

constituents.

Like the Americans in your
state- and unlike those in U.S.
territories such as Puerto Rico
and Guam- we bear all the

respom/ibilities oft fitizens?'p. W 7 |

lie was the first chairman of the

pay our full share of federal, as
well as state/local, taxes. Our
fathers, sons, and husbands have
been subject to military draft
and have served in every war
since the Revolution

With a population of 640,000
(1980 census), the District of
Columbia has more residents
than four states. But, unlike
Americans across the country, we
bear the responsibilities of citi—
zenship without a woice in our
national legislature. While the
Americans of vour state are
guaranteed their fair voice and
vote in “lie U.S. Congress, an
equal vote in ratifying Consti—
tutional amendments, and equal
representation in the Electoral
College which chooses our Presi-

dent, we in the District are not.

Lacking our just voice in our
national government, we lack a
voice iIn the matters which con—
cern us and all other Americans.
For example:

yV

e Inflation. An NBC News
poll of voters on November ?,
1978 showed that inflation was
the problem which most con—
cerns Americans. Voters also
said that the best way to end In—
flation was to cut federal spend—
ing and that they most blamed
the U.S. Congress for inflation.
We suffer just as much from
rampant inflation as the people
of your state. But we have no
one in the U.S. Congress to vote
against inflationary government
spending.

=The Panama Canal Treaty.
During 1978, Senate debate over
ratification of the Panama Canal
Treaty was long and intense.
Citizens all across the country
felt strongly about this issle and
told their Senators how they felt
Citizens in the District felt just
as strongly- for and against-
the treaty. But we had no Sena—
tors to communicate with.

=Taxes. We in the District J
arc just as affected by the federal
taxes levied by Congress as the
men and women of your state. In
1977 the U.S. Congress passed i
the social security tax increase- i
the largest peacetime tax hike ~
ever. Men and women all across
the country let their Senators and
Representatives know how much
the tax bite hurt. It hurt us in
the District just as much. But
we had no one to complain to,
no one to hold accountable for
his or her ote.

As explained on the previous
pages, this amendment in no way
infringes upon the rights of your
constituents. It sumply  exiexidij
to us who live in the District of
Columbia the full voice in our

ma
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federal government which our
citizenship demands.

Under the Constitution, the
decision t ratify this amend—
ment rests with you, as a state
legislator. On Constitutional
-mtters your constituents have
entrusted you with the responsi—
bility of casting your vote based
on thorough, thoughtful consid—
eration of the merits of each

=amendment.

By voting to ratify this amend —
ment, you say to those constitu—
ents, "l believe that no Ameri—
can should bear the full respon—
sibilities of citizenship without
the full rights of citizenship."”
=You say to them, "l realize that
denying any Americans their full
rights endangers your rights be—
cause it endangers the rights of
all Americans.” You say
them "1 will not deny the full
rights of citizenship to any group,
be they farmers or businessmen;

retirees or students; residents of

. Wheeler County, Nebraska;
Helena, Montana; or Washing—
ton, D.C."

= The people of the District of
Columbia are not asking you 10
rush to judgment on this amend —
ment. Rather we arc asking that
you study the facts and the
merits of the amendment care—
fully, that you give it full and
impartial consideration. We
especially ask that you consider
the arguments pertaining to the
Constitutionality of representa—
tion for the people of the District.
< e direct your attention to the
testimony of Constitutional
experts such as Charles Allen
Wright (University of Texas),
Stephen Saltzburg (University of

Virginia), Patricia! M. Wald
(Department of Justice), and
others who have studied this

=isse at great length and who
agree that there is no Constitu—
tional bar to granting us repre—
sentation.

resn

Population

One of the strongest arguments
in favor of this amendment is the
simple fact that the District of
Columbia is not just a museum
collection of Federal monuments
and government buildings. It s
also the home of hundreds of
thousands of men, women, and
children—~ 640,000 as of the 1980
census. This population I greater
than that of the 1980 census popu—
lation of four states:

District of Columbia 638,333
Delaware 594,317
Vermont 511,456
Wyoming 469,557
Alaska 401,851

The District of Columbia has a
voting population larger than the
above four states and North Dako—
ta and South Dakota.

The Am; cans living in your
state and in each of these states
have their full voting represen—
tation in Congress and full par—
ticipation in their federal govern—
ment. Each of your constituents
can vote for two Senators and one
Representative. But the Ameri—
cans living in the District of
Columbia have no such repre—
sentation.

Taxes

Since the days of the Revolu—
tionary War, a fundamental prin—
ciple of our nation has been
the rejection of taxation without
representation.

The American citizens who
live in Washington, D.C. must
pay large amounts in taxes each
year to the lcderal government.
But they are denied representa—

tion in the U.S. Congress which
levies those taxes. In 1982 the
people of the District paid out
more than $2.1 billion in taxes
to the federal government. That
tax burden was heavier than
that of 12 states:

There is simply no jus—
tification for  denying
three-quarters of a mil—
lion people, paying more
than $1 billion in Fed—
eral Taxes per year, a
vote iIn deciding how that
money isallocated.
Representative
Stewart B. McKinney

($ Billion)
District of Columbia $2,697
Nevada 2,591
Rhode Island 2.438
New Hampshire 2.387
Maine 2.224
Idaho 1.981
Montana 1.906
Alaska 1.808
Delaware 1.751
North Dakota 1.684
Wyoming 1.542
South Dakota 1.440
Vermont 1.092

On a per capita hesis, people
in the District paid more federal
taxes in 1982 than residents of
49 states. The average taxpayer
in the District of Columbia paid
$4,274 in federal taxes in 1982;
that is$1,691 above the national
avcragcoof $2,583. The average
taxpayer in only one state—
Alaska— paid more in federal
taxes that year..
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The Case (cent.)

W ar Casualties

In 1971 a District of Columbia
Gold Star mother wrote of her
pain and frustration to Senator
Thomas Eagleton. She said:

I have lost one son. |
may well lose another.
Yet | have no woice in
voting on how far this
war should go, or how
long 1t should go on, ...
I am hopeless, and in
that sense I am woiceless.

Men from the District of Co—
lumbia have served America in
every war since the Revolution.
In the Vietnam War, 237 Dis—
trict residents lost their  Iives.
That i a loss greater than that of
ten states:

District of Columbia 237
New Hampshire 218
Idaho 210
Rhode Island 200
North Dakota 194
South Dakota 187
Nevada 144
Delaware 120
Wyoming 117
Vermont 100
Alaska 55

Like the men in those states,
and in all other states, the men of
the District were subject to the
draft. Like those men, the men
of the District fought and died
for their country. But unlike the
men from your state and other
states, the men of the District,
and their families, had no wvoice
in the U.S. Congress which sent
them to fight for their country.

Federal Control

Americans are becoming more
and more concerned about, the
increasing impactjo ( the ~federal
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"I wish | had someone in Congress to talk to about OSH/I," says Boh
Smith. Boh has owned his small auto repair shop in the District since 1970.
"OSII/t requires me to follow the same rules as repair shops in the huge

auto dealerships.

I'm all for safety, and | follow the rules, hut some of

them just don't make sensefor my shop, ” Boh adds.

government on their lives. State

government officials, too, are
increasingly  concerned  about
federal control of states” actions.

And yet, this federal control
over the states is miniscule com—
pared to Congress” control over
the lives of the men and women
in the District of Columbia.
Although the people of the
District have their own elected
representative body- the Council
of the District of Columbia— the
U.S. Congress has direct and pow—
erful control over the District's
people. The Congress reviews and
sets the local budget. The Con-
gress imposes many restrictions on

commerce in the District, such as a
building height maximum of
160 feet which severely limits
commercial tax revenues by lim—
iting density of commercial of—
fiees. The Congress must pass on
certain plans such as the loca—
tion of a new convention center.

The framers of the Constitu—
tion established this federal
capital district because they did
not want the nations copital to |
be controlled by any single state.
This amendment will not alter
this statuls. What the amendment
will do s give the people of the
District of Columbia the
fair voice in the federal



ment which controls their lives
even more than the lives of your
constituents.

World Precedent

Among 115 nations in the world
"with elected national legislatures,
only two- the United States and
Brazil- deny representation in
the legislature for citizens v*
their capitals.

The virtually universal prac
tice in nations with elected
legislatures- whether  democra—
cies or totalitarian systems-
to accord representation to the
residents of their capitals equal
t that of their other citizers.
=Significantly, 14 out of 16 na—
tions with federal systems of gov—
ernment like the United States
follow this principle of equality:

I say we cannot talk
about human rights to
+ others in the world until
we here at home can
show we are recognizing
basic human rights.
Senator Stroin Thurmond

=Nine federal nations (Aus—
tia, Canada, West Germany,
India, Nigeria, Pakistan, Switzer—
land, the Soviet Union, and
Yugoslavia) have capitals which
arc not special federal districts
whose residents have equal rep—
resentation.

=Seven federal nations (Ar—
gentina, Australia, Brazil, Ma —
lasia, Mexico, Venezuela, and

the United States) have national
capitals which arc federal dis—
tricts with special status similar
1o the District of Columbia. Res—
idents of five of these special
<districts- all hut the United
States” and Brazil's- have vot—
ing representation in their na-
tionalicgislature.

o ) -

In creation of

the

District of Columbia

It is clear that the founding
fathers, who struggled so hard
for liberty and equality, never
intended tc deprive the people
living in the District of Columbia
of their full rights of citizenship.
In the Federalist papers, written
in 1787-88 to explain and re—
sent the proposed Constitution to
.the states, James Madison says
that the inhabitants of the Dis—
trict would be willing for the
area t be ceded because,

they will have had their woice in
the election of the government
which B to exercise authority
over them; ..."

The concept of a federal dis-
..t separate from any state de—
veloped as the response to the
"Philadelphia Mutiny" of June
21, 1783 during the Continental
Congress being held in Phila—
delphia. On that occasion, angry
Revolutionary  Army  soldiers
demanding back pay marched on
Independence Hall where the
Congress was meeting. The Con—
gress requested protection from
the Pennsylvania militia, but the
request was refused; the Congress
was forced to flee the city.

Largely as a result of that in
cident, in 1787 the framers of the
Constitution approved Article |,
Section 8, Clause 17 of the Con-
sitution, giving Congress the
power to create as the scat of
government a federal district to—
tally independent from any state.

Until the official transfer of
the federal government to the
District of Columbia in 1800,
area residents were subject to
Maryland and Virginia laws and
voted in federal elections as resi—
dents of their respective states.

7

This practice ended in December
of 1800 when Congress took over
exclusive jurisdiction of the Dis—
trict without making .provisions
for voting representation for the
residents of the area.

The framers of the Constitu—
tion djd not need to concern
themselves with  representation
in Congress for residents of the
District because" at that time the
population was simply too small.
According to the census of 1800,
the population of the entire Dis—
trict of Columbia was 14,000-
far fewer than the 50,000 then

Not a man in the Dis—
trict would be represented
in the government,

whereas every man who

contributed to the sup—
port of a government
ought to be represented

B | S i
Representative Smilie
;800 |

o\l . —
i ired of teritories which
wanted to enter the Union and
thus have national “presentation.

Congress at that time was con—
cerned that tne people of the Dis—
trict not receive representation
uttil the Districts population
warranted it During the 1801
debates on District suffrage there
was much discussion of providing
representation for the District
when its population reachuj the
appropriate siz.

0
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The Constitutional amendment to
grant the men and women of the
District of Columbia full voting
representation
their other full rights of citizen—
ship i not a revolutionary altera—
tion to a document unchanged in

191 years. It B simply one more

step
.amendment envisioned as neces—
sary by the framers of the Con—
stitution and provided lor by

them.

Although the amendment B
new t many state legislators and
other Americans across the coun—
try, it is not a sudden "brain—
storm" or the product of hast/

and ill-considered action. The
U.S. Congress has considered
how to grant District residents
their full rights since 1800.

Since then Congress has debated
this issle 24 times. Both the

94th and 95th Congresses held 1

extensive hearings, did in-depth
research, and spent many hours-
of debate on this amendment.
After this exhaustive deliberation,
Congress ruled out other means
for granting the District repre—
sentation- such as statehood or
retrocession to Maryland- as
unconstitutional, unworkable
or politically unfeasible and
adopted this proposed Constitu—
tional amendment.

This amendment does not de—

part from the spirit of the Con- *

sa” ition or the other amendments
enacted over the years.. Rather,
it 5 a logical extension, of the

principle of widened suffrage
embodied iIn six other Consti—
tutional amendments.

fication of the Constitution in
1788, six amendments have ex-—

YoV*eF " ex«e

in Congress and %

in the orderly process of .

tended and broadened the right
of suffrage. These amendments
arc:

=The ‘13th Amendment—
Universal Male Suffrage (1870).
This amendment gua.rantced suf—
frage to male citizers; regardless
of "race, oolor, orpre-ious con—
dition of servitude.”

=The 17th Amendment—
Popular Election of Senators
(1913)1 This amendment re—
moved the selection of U.S.

,Senators from the hands of the
state legislatures and placed it
with the people. As a result, each
Senator represents not his or. her
.state or state legislature, but the
individual citizens in the state.

=The 19th Amendment;
.Woman Suffrage (1920). This
amendment guaranteed suffrage
to female, as well as male, citi—
zens. -

=The 23rd Amendment-—
Presidential Electors for the-Dis—
trict of Columbia (1961). This
amendment granted Americans in
the District of Columbia the
right to vote in Presidential
electio.”,, giving the District the
number of Electoral .Tollege
members oo greater than that of
the smallesi state.

=The m24th Amendment-
Qualifications of Electors; Poll
Tax. (1964). This amendment
made unconstitutional any states
requiring payment, of a poll tax
Or other tax as a qualification
for voting.

=The 26th. Amendment-—
Right.to Vote; Citizins Eighteen
Years of Age or Older (1971).

Since r - = This amendment guaranteed suf—

frage to all citizens 18 years old
or older.
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"I'm terrified that my income
won't cover my medical hills,”

-retiree Edna Crusemire say's Rising
costs of housing, medicine, and
food worry her. "Medicare helps
enormously,” she says, "hut Con-
gress could cut my benefits.”.

Edna has lived in the District for .

45 years.

The Constitution B a
document, an
<America’ ideal
al. The

living
embodiment of
of equality for

stitution alive by reflecting in it
Americans® growing conviction
that all citizens, regardless of.
. race, sex, creed, place of resi-

= dence, or economic condition, de—

serve a woice iIn their national
government.- The .proposed
amendment to grant the men and

<wopicn of the District of Colum—

bia full voting .representation is
one more step in that process.

six =amendments de—
scribed above have kept the Con—

ft~-



about the Constitution and the

Voting Representation Amendment

Fallacy i 1

Senate Representation Based
on Statehood

The fallacy that the people of the
District should not have Senate
representation because the Con-
sitution bases such representation
on statehood ignores several clear
fects:

=Senators do not represent
their states; they represent the
people of their states. A state is a
geographic, legal, and govern—
mental entity. Before 1913, Sen—
ators could be said to represent
their states since they were chos—
en by the legislatures, a branch
of state government. But since
ratification of the 17th amend—
ment establishing their popular
election. Senators have repre—
sented the people of their states,
no* the states themselves.

During Senate debate on this
amendment, Senator Barry Gold-

water (Arizona) said, "It has
long ago been established by
court decrees, as well as by

American political tradition, that
the right to vote in federal elec—
tions Is a right that flows directly
from the Constitution to each
citizen [emphasis added] of the
United States.This right isone be—
longing to national citizenship and
itarises out of the very nature and
existence of the nation itself.”

«The U.S. Supreme Court,
the ultimate arbiter of Consti—
tutionality, has treated the Dis—
trict of Columbia as a state in
four decisions:

In 1S20 the Court ruled that
Congress has the authority
directly to tax D.C. residents.

/ /

! nwj.i'blw

The right to vote in fed—
eral elections isa right that

flows directly from the

Constitution to each citizen

of the United States.

Senator Barry Goldwater

even though the Constitution
says that taxes are to be ap—
portioned "among the several
states [emphasis added] ..

In 1887 the Court affirmed
that District residents had the
Sixth Amendment right to trial

by jury, even though that
amendment refers only to "an
impartial jury of the state
[emphasis added] .. .wherein
the crime shall have been
committed."

In 1889 the Court ruled that
Congress could exercise the

power t regulate business

across District borders, de—
spite the fact that Article 1 of
the Constitution refers only to
"commerce .. .among the sev—
eral states [emphasis added]."

In 1949 the Court upheld a

federal law which included the

District under a specific juris—
diction in federal courts, along

with the states.

«<The U.S. Congress has
regularly treated the District as a
state many times. For example,
the District has been treated as a
state in virtually every major law
authorizing federal grants. In
program after program, statute
after statute, the following words
appear: "For the purposes of this
legislation, the term ‘state” shall

/ -9

include the District of Colum—
bia."

«=The United States has a

bi-cameral legislature. On most
questions of national defense,
taxation, spending, etc.. passage

by both the House and Senate

required. The Senate alone has %

the power to ratify treaties and t©
try impeachments. -

Fallacy ff2

D.C. Senate Representation
a Precedent for Territories
and Cities

Some people have asked, "If the
people of the District of Colum—
bia can have representation in the
Senate, why not the people of
Puerto Rico, or New York, or
Des Moines, or Spokane?” This
fallacy ignores the uniqueness of
the District and the basic dif—
ferences between residents of the
District and those of American
territories and cities.

The District of Columbia is
not a U.S. Commonwealth like
Puerto Rico. The people of
Puerto Rico do not pay federal
income taxes; the people of the
District do. The men of Puerto
Rico have not been subject to
military draft; the men of the
District have. The people of
Puerto Rico voted for common—
wealth status. They chose not to
have all of the rights of American
citizens in retumn for not bearing
all the responsibilities of Ameri—
can citizens. The people of the
District of Columbia can make no
such choice; they now bear the
responsibilities without the rights.

The people of New York and
all U.S. cities, on the other hand,
have both the full responsibilities
and the full rights of their citi-
zenship. They pay federal taxes
and have been =subject to the
draft. But they also are repre-
seated in both houses of Con-

\-
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"Risking my oun safety to protect others is part of my joh," says Captain Bernard Johnson. "But | put my life on

the line to protect a Congress in which | don't even have a vote.
is a third-generation Washingtonian. He has lived all his life here.

the District fire department,

gress. They have a large say in

the election of the Senators from

their states. A. Senator Ted Ken—
nedy (Massachusetts) said dur—
ing Senate debate on this amend —
ment, "I speak for Boston, |

speak for Springfield. 1 speak for

Lowell and Lawrence, and New

Bedford and Fall River, Mass.

I speak for all of them. ... 1
challenge anyone ... to say that

either Senator Javits or Senator

Moynihan does not speak for
New York or that any other Sen—
ators do not speak for any of the

other cities."”

Fallacy f 3

Constitutional Ratification
Clause Too General or Unfair
to States

Concern has been expressed that
the amendment s not specific
enough about how District resi—
dents would have a voice in rati—
fying Constitutional amendments
or that Congress may have an
undue influence over ratification.
Some people have asked whether
District residents could vote on
amendments in a referendum, a
process not available to the states
under the Constitution. These
concerns are readily answered by
a close look at the amendment.
Section | of the amendment
specifically says that "For pur—
poses of...article V of this
Constitution [ratifying amend—
ments) the District .. .shall be
treated as though it were a State
[emphasis added].” There atc
two methods of ratification open

It's just not fair." Bernard, a 20-year veteran in

to states- ratification by the
state legislature and by Consti—
tutional convention. The method
of ratification is determined by
Congress at the time each amend —
ment i submitted to the states.
Congress specified, for example,
that the repeal of the 18th
Amendment be ratified by Con-
situtional conventions.

Section 2 cf the amendment
states "t "The exercise of tie
rights and powers conferred under
this article shall be by the
people [emphasis added] of the
District..., a dsuall be pro—
vided by the Congress."” Thus
the Congress has the power 1o
specify the method of ratifying
Constitutional amendments-
just as it does for the states- but
it does not have the Eower 1o

r= —~



influence the vote on ratification
or in any way "rig" the process.

Furthermore, these clauses of
the amendment were left some—
what general on purpose. Pres-
sently the structure of the elected
governing body of the District-
the Council of the District of
Coiumbia— & dissimilar from
that of most state legislatures.
For this reason, the members of
Congress, who represent the peo—
ple of states, may decide it b
fairer to have a Constitutional
convention consider ratification
by the District. If the structure of
the Council or the T"Strict gov—
ernment changes in ,."e future,
this wording ensures that th» peo—
ple of the District will have a
voice in ratifying Constitutional
amendments. It also ensures that
that voice will be no greater or
less than that of citizens in the
50 states.

Fallacy #4

Other Solutions to the
Problem

Over the .years, plans other than
the amendment now before you
have been drawn up to grant resi—
dents of the District of Columbia
their full rigits. The U.S. House
and Senate carefully considered
each of these solutions and re—
jected them because of their in—
herent Constitutional and practi—
cal problems. The three most
widely proposed plans are:

=Statehood The suggestion
has been made that if the people
of the District of Columbia want
representation in the U.S. Con—
gress, then the District should
seek statehood. The argument
has been heard, "If the District
wants all the rights of a state, kt
it assume all the responsibilities
of a state.”

This statehood fallacy is based

No lessprecious than the right of free speech,
or the right to privacy, or the right to due

process under the

law,

is the right to be

represented in the elected bodies which de—
termine the course of this country®s future.
To be excluded from this process, to have no
voice when the votes are cast that may deter—
mine peace or war, depression or prosperity,

is to be truly deprived.

Senator Charles McC. Mathias, Jr.

on misconceptions of both the
District and our Constitution.
First, the District of Columbia
does now bear all the responsi—
bilities and carry out all the
functions of a state. The District
government oollects and imposes
taxes and provides all services for
its residents, just as a state does.

Second, and more importantly,
making the District a state would
destroy the original concept of
the seat of national government
as independent from any state
which the founding fathers so
purposefully st forth.

=Pull Retrocession to Mary-
land The idea of retrocession
(giving back) the District of
Columbia to Maryland ignores
the fact that retrocession would
require the approval of the Mary —
land legislature, if not the resi—
dents of Maryland at large
through a referendum. Over the
years Maryland elected officials
have declared that such a pro—
posal B politically preposterous
and would stand virtually no
chance of passage.

Most importantly, however,
retrocession also would destroy
the unique character of the seat
of government. As  Professor
Charles Alan Wright, professor
of law at the University of Texas
Law School, has said, retrocession

"would completely destroy the
unique character of the District,
a character that svas contem—
plated by the Framers (of the
Constitution] ..

=Partial Retrocession to
Maryland Partial retrocession-
simply turning District residents
into Maryland residents for the
purpose of voting in Senate and
House elections- raises compli—
cated, perhaps unsolvable, legal
and governmental problems. For
example, should not District resi—
dents then be entitled to send rep—
resentatives to Maryland"s capi—
tal, Annapolis, to participate in
drawing new Congressional Dis—
trict boundaries/ Should not Dis—
trict residents then have a vote
for the Governor of Maryland
who has the power to fill vacan—
cies in the Senate delegation?
Should not District residents
then vote in Maryland®s primary
elections that determine the po—
litical parries” candidates for the
U.S. Congress?

Enabling District residents to
vote in Maryland®s Congressional
elections without granting them
these further rights would deny
them full participation in govern—
ment. But granting them these
rights would seriously infringe
upon the political rights of Mary —
land residents.



"When we moved from North Dakota to the District, we lost our right to

representation in Congress.

That shouldn't have happened,” say Charles
and Joyce Conrad. Charles worts for Rural America,

Inc.; Joyce for the

National Tanners Union. They plan to make the District home for the red

of their lives.

Although thousands of Americans
visit their nation"s capital each
year, there are many myths about
the District of Columbia which

have persisted. Some of these
myths are:

The Tax Myth

Many Americans believe that

District residents do not pay fed—
eral taxes or do not pay local

taxes. District residents pay more

federal taxes per capita than resi—
dents of 49 of the 50 states. And

District residents pay local in—
come, real estate, sales, and other

taxes to =support their govern—
ment, just as the people do in the

states. In fact, the average per

capita state/local tax paid by

Districts residents in 1981 was

$1,771- $692 above the nation—
al average and higher than that

paid in 49 states.

The Federal Subsidy
Myth

Some Americans believe that be—
cause the District receives a spe—
cial federal payment each year
District residents get a" free ride”
on the tax dollars paid by the
rest of the country. The federal
payment i not a ““free ride",
but a payment by Congress to the
District to compensate for the
services which the District must
provide and the loss in revenue
to the District because of the
federal presence.

The size of the District’s spe—
cial federal payment often has
been exaggerated by lumping with
it financial assistance froni fed—
eral programs which operate in
states. Mere are the facts:

The District provides innum—
erable services, such as police
and fire protection, building and
maintenance of streets and roads,
and utilities, to the federal gov—
ernment. Many of these services
are of an extraordinary nature.
The District police force, fcf ex—
ample must be prepared to handle
traffic control and other problems
caused by marches and demon—
strations.

In addition, the District loses
enormous amounts of tax revenue
because of the federal presence.
Federal government offices oc—
cupy blocks of what would other—
wise be taxable commercial prop—
erty. For example, the new J.
Edgar Hoover FBI building re—
placed an entire five-acre plot of
revenue-generating shops, restau—
rants, and other businesses. The
FBI building and grounds are of—
ficially assessed at $270 million.
Il the FBI paid taxes, it would
owe the District $5,731,000 a
year. The tax value of all the
exempt federal property was
$259,965,268 for Fiscal" Year

1983-



The District loses other rev- *

€nue because of the special re—
strictions on taxes and commerce
the federal government imposes.
The government restricts the
income and sales taxes paid by
military and foreign diplomatic
personnel. The building height
limitation of 160 feet imposed by
the federal government severely
limits the density of taxable com —
mercial space. The Congress has
refused to allow the District to
issue tax exempt bonds.

It is true that the District also
gains economic benefits such as
revenues from tourism from the
federal presence. The granting
of a special federal payment
recognition that those benefits
do not compensate for the eco-
nomic burdens placed on the
District by the federal govern—
ment.

The amount of the federal
payment to the District in Fiscal
Year 1982 was $336 million. Any
federal money which the District
received in addition to that
amount-— in  revenue  sharing,
federal grants or loans- was re—
ceived through the same process
of application and award which
each state must follow.

Beyond these misconceptions,
the idea that the Amc icans liv
ing in the District of Columbia
are "well paid” for their lack of
representation Ik abhorrent. The
notion that money K a proper

compensation for depriving citi- =

zens of their full rights contra—
dicts every principle of equality
and just representation that our

forefathers fought so hard t©
establish.

The FcderalFmployeeMyth

The myth that the District of.
Columbia 1is a '"one-interest
town™ whose residents are all
federal government workers dis—
solves in the light of the facts.

- "7r"1
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Allow do 1 it'll these children that they are ’'second class citizens' just be-
cause they live in our nation's capital?" asks Verona Aleeder, a dth grade

teacher.

Verona has taught for 12 years in the D.C. public schools; her

husband Andrew is a Methodist minister.,"My class knows that decisions
in Congress affect their lives; they don't yet know that they can have no say

in those decisions." .

« Over 70% of the District's work

force semployed outside the fed—
eral government. Virginia, Texas,
and Califormia have more federal
workers than the District.

The District's, population is
quite diverse, consisting of bosi—*
nessmcn,  construction  workers,
bankers, teachers, the elderly, and
virtually all the other occupation—
al groups found in the various
states. Many District residents
were born and raised here and
havfc never worked for the federal
government. Other™® residents."have
come across the United States to
.make the District their" perma-

“nent home. Accordingly, a wide

range of interests and values is
reflected in the District™s people.

13

* *

The Federal Bureaucracy
Myth

The presumption that Senators
and Representatives from the
District would vo*e to enlarge the
federal bureaucracy because the
federal governmrnt & here
nores the

ig—
fact that District .resi—

dents pay $1,691 above the nation—

al average in federal taxes. Any
expansion of the federal govern-
Tment would, necessarily mean
increased federal income taxes.
Representatives of “the District
are most unlikely to vote to ex-
par.J the federal bureaucracy and
increase their-constituents Iederal

. faxes.. co
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present non-voting delegate to the
House of Representatives. Dur —
ing the 95th Congress Delegate
Walter Fauntroy co-sponsored
The Emergency Farm Act of
1978, proposed to aid farmers in

= thgir fight against inflation and

low market prices. During the
farmers® march on Washington
<n 1978, Del. Fauntroy’. office

f,'-i '@'*4@»{ @,C\ﬁkr_: ----- 1 > was flooded with farmers thank—
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"Congress decides bow the local
taxes | pay are spent,” Delano
Lewis, a C&P Telephone Co. execu-
tive says. "They decide whether

my hoys will have a park down the ,

street to play in. But there's no one
on Capitol Hill to vote for' my’
family when they pass the D.C.
budget. ” Del is on the boards of
16 community associations, includ-
ing the Red Cross, the Board of
Trade, and Friendship House.

The Urban Area Myth

The assumption that Senators and
Representatives from the District
would automatically vote against
rural programs or farm programs
also B a myth. Many .District
residents haye family or other
strong tiess to rural and farm
areas.

This myth also is proven false
by the record of the Districts

v >

ing him for his support. Unfor- <
tunately, under the =present sys—
tem, Del. Fauntroy .could not vote
for that bill on the floor of the
House;-he could only sponsor it .

The "Four Toos” Myth

The 1idea that the men and .wom-

*at of the District of Columbia

should
representation

not have Congressional
becaose their

. elected representatives might be

<'too urban, too liberal, too black,

and too Democratic" is not only
false but also injects into =a
=Constitutional " debate questions
unworthy of consideration.

As stated above, the fact that
the District B an urban area ,
does not mean that its represen—
tatives will *hav.e no sympathy
for rural problems. Sen. Patrick
Leahy, during debate on this .
amendment, said, "1 represent
=tte most rural State in the United
States, the State of Vermont. We
do not have one single urban
area, by Federal standar Yet I
am here arguing to g vet this
[representation] to a virtually
exclusively urban area.”

Tile isses concerning the
elected Council of the District of
,Columbia belie the idea that the
District's representatives will be

tpo likeral. During the 1982
Council and Mayoral .election,
. candidates” platforms  +¥oncen-
tated on such issues as''crime
prevention, reductions’ in taxes,
,and efficiet management of
government. Like Americans in

*' two RepubliCi.ii Senators,

; acter

all other areas of the country,
District residents are tired of
paying for government waste,
tired of paying the high cost of
crime, and tired of escalating
txes. = *

. The makeup of the District’s*
Council also refutes the assump-
.tions that District representatives
automatically will be black and
Democratic. The Council Ik a
recially mixed group of men and
VWwomen, with Republican and® In-
,dependent members as well as

Democrats.
The District of Columbia Re—

publican Committee supports this
amendment.  Says  Republican
Committee Vice-Chairman Mel
Burton, 'District residents"™* in—
creasing concern over high taxes
and wasteful government spend—
ing are the historical concerns of
the <Republican " Party. | think
there i a bright future for Re—
publican®s in the District, and
ratification of this amendment =
will strengthen our two-party
system."

The history of admission Tof
states to the Union shows that
the residents of many territories
shared the same burden of mis.
conceptions and injustice that the
people of the District of Golum;
bia.now face. For example:

The admission of Oregon was

hindered by Ficpublican fears
that it would be a Democratic
state. But Oregon now has

In that case , the goal was
statehood. But statehood is not
readily available to the peo—
ple of the District of Colum—
bia because of the unique charj
of the District as the
nation's cepital. In .a larger
sense, however, the- people of
the temritories and the peo—
ple of the District of"Colum—
bia® share the same: goal- full
and equal, participation in our
national government.



The debunking of these myths

about
and
tives
more

the District of Columbia
its potential representa—
is important. But far
important i the fact

that these political and social
jJudgments have no place in the
consideration of an amend—

ment
fusing
people
it is
ferent

to the Constitution. Re—
representation t the
of the District because
an urban area is no dif—
thron  denying  repre—

sentation to the people of

Idaho
rural
cans
their

because they live in a
area. Denying the Ameri—
who [Iive in the District
full rights because their

representatives might be liber—
al, or black, or Democratic B

the
rights
live i
Senato
vative,
Bot
erals
Senate
of thi
their
lican
party
voting
lican
dents
ported

same as denying those
to the Americans who
n Utah because their two
rs are Republican, conser—
and white.
h conservatives and lib—
in the U.S. House and
recognized the justice
s amendment and gave it
support. Both the Repub—
and Democratic 1976
platforms  support full
representation.  Repub—
and Democratic Presi—
since 1915 have sup—
full wvoting representa—

tion for the men and women

of the
It
lators

District.
is now up to state legis—
to examine this amend—

ment and cast their votes.

Al

the men and women of

"If it weren't for the feJcra! tux deduction for mortgage interest, we
couldn't afford to oun a home," says Peter Ho(shs. The recent tax changes
passed by Congress didnt help Peter and his wife Maggie; with the Social
Security increase, they are worse off than in 1977. Maggie adds, "I am a
seventh-generation Washingtonian. Since we bought our first home, ['ve
seen how much the tax decisions made in Congress affect us. It really hurts
to be paying all that income tax and have no one to votefor us."

the District ask & that each facts have been considered, the
legislator give full considera— men and women who make the
tion to the merits of this isse, District of Columbia  their
and that each legislature give home arc confident that they
this amendment full and just will be granted .their full rights
deliberation. Once al the of citizenship.

«'Chy
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Supporters of the Amendment to Grant
District of Columbia Residents Full
Voting Representation in Congress Include:

afl—cio * . -
American Association of University Women

American Civil Liberties Union

American Federation of State, County, and Municipal Employees
American Federation of Teachers

American Jewish Committee

American Nurses Association

American Veterans Committee

Americans for Democratic Acti.on - -
Anti-Defamation League of B Tai B rith

B hai B TithWomen

Catholic Archdiocese of Washington

Common Cause

Communications Workers of America *

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Irc. League of United Latin American Citizen®”

Democratic National Committee League of Women Votets 7

.Disciples of Christ (Christian Church) . - National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees

District of Columbia Bar Association National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
District of Columbia Chamber of Commerce = National Association of Counties

District of Columbia Democratic State Committee National Association of Cuban-Amcrican Women

District of Columbia NO W .National Association of Ecumenical Staff

District of Columbia Republicans for Self-Government  National Capital Union Presbytery * -

The Episcopal Church - , National Coalition of American Nuns

Friends Committee on National Legislation National Conference of Christians and Jews

Frontlash National Council of Churches - J
Greater Washington Central Labor Council® National Council ofJewish Women

Greater Washington Board of Trade National Council of Li Raza

Interfaith Conference of Metropolitan Washington National Council of Senior Citizens

Intermational Association of Machinists National Education Association ? -
Intemational Union of Operating Engineers National Jewish Community Relations Advisory Council
Leadership Conference on Civil Rights National Urban League

Klatinnal Wome n % Political Caucus

The Newspaper Guild

The Ripon Society . i -
Southern Christian Leadership Conference*

Unitarian Universalist Association of Churches

United Auto Workers

United Church of Christ

United Methodist Church, Board of Church and Society
United Presbyterian Church

United StatesJavcees  ** . -

United States Student Association * -
United Steelworkers of America

Reprinted by:  Self-Determination for D.C.
> 2030 M Street,-N.W., Suite 300
\ Washington, D.C. 20036
> (202) 833-1200 . -

Originally written
by Laura Lawson : . 19K3
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Ratify the amendment to ‘the
which provides representation

Constitution
for D.C. citizens In

both the U.S. Senate and House o fRepresentatives!

Nearly three-quarters of a million Americans — the residents of the
District of Columbia — are being denied a basic right. Because these
Americans live in the nation’s capital rather than in one of the fifty states,
they have no voting representation in either house of Congress.

Congressional representation is something that most
Americans take (or granted. They take comfort in knowing
that there are at least three people in Washington who
represent them and their interests. They can direct their
opinions and grievances to those senators and represen—
tatives accountable to them, plea for legislation they
support, and urge against legislation they oppose.

Whatever the Issue, most citizens have an ear in Con—
gress to listen to their theories on how government should
conduct itself and a voice to speak for them. DC* citizens
have not been so fortunate.

In August 1978, Congress took the first stop to rectify
this injustice. Joint Resolution 554, a proposed amend—
ment to the federal Constitution to provide voting repre—
sentation in both houses of Congress to D.C. citizens, was
passed with wide bipartisan support. (The resolution
appears in its entirety on page 6). Now, the amendment
must be ratified by thirty-eight states by 1985 in order to
take effect. -

Whatthe D. C. Amendment
will do

The proposed amendment provides that residents of the
District of Columbia will bo represented in Congress as
though the District were a state. This means that District
citizens will elect two senators and the number of repre—
sentatives proportionate to tho District’s population (at
least ono). The amendment gives District residents repre—
sentation in the Electoral College proportionate to the
District's’population; itenables D. C. to ratify Constitutional
amendments. And it ronealsthe 23rd amendment (which
gave District.citizens the opportunity to vote in presidential
elections) since the provisions of that amendment are
Included in the new one.

SELF-DETERMINATION FOR D.C.
2030 M St., NW, Suite300
Washington, D.C. 20036 *

‘ . (202)833-1200



The D.C. Amendment
will not.

alter the relationshio between the feder'., government and
the District of Columbia. 'tdoes no damage to the constitu—
tional provisions for a federal district and leaves the
exclusive legislative authority over the District in the hands
of Congress.

-i * .

History and intent: the
creation of the District
of Columbia

When the Constitution was written in 1787, fraruers of the
document agreed to give Congress the power to create a

seat of government that was totally independent from any m

state. One reason for this decision was an incident, the

“Philadelphia Mutiny,"” in 1783 while the Continental

Congress was meeting in that city. On that occasion, angry

Revolutionary Army soldiers, demanding back pay, had

marched upon Independence Hall where .the Congress

was sitting. When a request for protection from tho Penn—
sylvania militia was refused, Congress was forced to flee

the city. This "mu’iny” was a strong factor In the Founding’
Fathers’ determination that the federal government should

neither depend upon noranswer to the government of any

state. The federal government, they felt, should be sole

master of its own home. * e .

Itis unlikely, though, that the framers of the Constitution
deliberately set out to deny to thousands of American
citizens the right to the democratic representation which
they themselves had just fought a revolution to win. When
the site of the capital was chosen in 1790, it was only a
large swampy tract of land along the Potomac River ceded
to the government by Maryland and Virginia.-Until 1800,
when the federal government officially assumed the land,
tho approximately 14,000 residents of the area were
subject to the laws of Virginia and Maryland and voted as
citizens of their respective states.

When these citizens became D. C. residents, they lost
their status as citizens of a state and with it their right to
Congressional representation. Congress, facing a multitude
of issues, neglected to pass legislation to restore this
franchise. Although the District has grown from a rural
community to a highly populated area over the years
(635,000 residents according to the 1980 census), Con—
gress continued to ignore the voting rights*of District
residents until 1978. <

The District now has.a larger population than fourof the
states (Alaska, Delaware,'Vermont and Wyoming). Each of
these states sends two senators and a representative to
Congress, but the District sends only a non-voting delegate
to the Ho.use of Representatives.

The United States is the only democratically elected
governmentin the free world that denies representation io
the residents of its capital city.

"Hippeople ofthedistrict. .. suffered more [ives lost inthe
Vie nam war than 10 states . . . (This is) conscription

without representatlon SENATOR ROBERT BYRD
(D-W. Virginia)

How the District is governed

The structure of government in the District has been
changed several times by Congrats. Until 1874, District
residents elected city officials, and some ‘orm of self-
government was in effecf. An implied fiscal “scandal”
caused Congress to take over the administration of the
District in that year, and for the next century the President
appointed all city administrators and Congress acted as
the city’s governing council.

In 1973, Congress passed a law which restored a
measure of homo rule to the District, and, in No/ember
1974, residents elected a Mayor and a thirteen-meniber
City Council. However, Congress fetains considerable
control over the.governing of the District and places a
number of constraints on its ability to raise revenue.

Congress must approve *he city’s annual budget, which
Is proposed by the Mayor and enacted by the City Council,
before it can take effect. Inaddition, Congress has the right
to legislate for the District, and rets passed by the'Council
and approved by the Mayor are subject to Congressional
veto. Home rule for the District has been limited in this

manner because of the widely-held feeling that govern— , 5

ance .of the nation’s capital should be shared by all
Americans.

"The District of Columbia is notéust ap|ot ofland méu lo
?n |te bundm s an eo Who have Co nere
te oran[y? for thiyfederal Gove(nment Rat ir
ome 0alm tthree uarte[sofa mi |on%
a] Congressional rcpresentationju tas
cmzens Inall ofour States are.
SENATOR ROBERT DOLE

(R-Kansas)



D. C. residents are heavily
taxed

There is a common misconception that the citizens of
the District of Columbia pay no taxes. The fact is that the
District is one of the most heavily taxed localities in the
.country.

Federal Taxes: According to Library of Congress
research, the lesidents of the District of Columbia paid
$1.887 billion in taxes in fiscal year 1980, more than those
in ten states. On a per capita basis, District residents paid
$2,947 or$701 above the national average. This was more
per capita than in any state except Alaska

Local Taxes: District residents also pay local taxes
which are among the highest in the nation. Comparing the
District of Columbia per capita total local tax burden in
1980 with the total per capita state and local tax burden in
all states, the Bureau of Census found that residents of
only two states, Alaska and New York, paid more than D. C.
residents. The per capita D. C. average local tax was
$1,474.71 compared with the national average of $986.57.

The Federal Payment: Another misconcer'.ion is that
District residents enjoy a "free ride" because Congress
appropriates an annual federal payment to the District. The
annual payment is not a device to free citizens from local
taxes but an amount that Congress feels appropriately
compensates for the federal tax-exempt presence in the
District. There is a great difference of opinion about how
much tl.at payment should be. Congress currently author—
izes a $300 million federal payment but the District of
Columbia Department of Finance and Revenue estimated
in May 1982 that the revenue loss caused by the federal
presence would be $759 million for fiscal year 1982.

The District's enormous revenue loss Is largely due to its
high proportion of tax-exempt property. 50.4% of all real
estate in the District is not taxable: 42.6% is government
property, 7.8% is the property of foreign governments and
nonprofit organizations, and the remaining is district
schools, libraries, fire and police departments, etc.

In addition, acts of Congress have placed severe limita—
tions on revenue sources for the District. These include
restrictions on the height of buildings and a ban on taxation
of Income earned within the city by non-residents. Every
state with an income tax has reciprocal agreements with
other states enabling the collection of income taxes from
those who Ike outside the state but work within its borders.
Tho District cannot tax the incomes of non-residents, who
make up 60% of those who work in the District, resulting in
a $416 million loss of revenue. District residents do not
enjoy any "free ride" from Congress.

Equal representation
means in both houses
of Congress

Many opponents of the amendment accept the principle of
D. C. representation in Congress but advocate alternatives
to the amendment. Some have argued that the District
should be granted representation in the House but not in
the Senate because the Constitution says that "no state
without its consent shall be deprived of equal suffrage in
the Senate." (Article V) However, a wide range of constitu—
tional scholars find no problem with Senate representation
for the District of Columbia via a constitutional amendment
Charles Alan Wright, Professor of Law at the University of
Texas, testified before the House Judiciary Subcommittee
on Ch * nd Constitutional Rights that "The clear purpose
of tha clause was to ensure that the Great Compromise
would not be undone, and that representation in the Senate
would not be put on the basis of population. Thatpurpose is
not compromised by allowing the District to have two
Senators any more than itis when a new state is admitted."”

Two senators for the District would not impinge on the
equal treatment of any state vis-a-vis the other states.
There weie 26 senators when the nation was founded.
During *he last 200 years, 37 states and 74 senators have
been added without disturbing the fabric of government.

Our nation’s legislature is composed of two houses.
Although they have functions incommon, such as enacting
legislation, declaring war and conscripting soldiers, the
Senate and the House of Representatives also have
separate responsibilities. The House originates all revenue
measures. The Senate ratifies all treaties and advises and
consents to the appointments of all cabinet memben,
ambassadors, federal judges and local District of Columbia
judges. Thus, representation in one house and not the
other would not provide equity for District citizens.

Retrocession is not .
the answer

One argument frequently raised is that the District should
be retroceded (given back) to Maryland and thus be
representated by Maryland's Congressional delegation.
Proponents of retrocession say it could take either of two
forms, full or partial retrocession. Full retrocession would
mean that the District would be divided into two parts: a
federal enclave including key federal installations would

Y <



be carved out while the rest including residential property,
would become part of Maryland. With partial retrocession,
the District would remain as it now exists but its citizens
would be allowed to vote for Maryland senators and
representatives. Since the Constitution stipulates that
state boundaries cannot be changed without “the consent
of the legislature of the states concerned as well as the
Congress" (Article IV, Sec. 3), full retrocession would
require such consent

District citizens have shown no desire for this solution
nor have those of Maryland. (Maryland, in fact was one of
the first states to ratify the proposed D. C. Amendment.)
Congress also has shown it is not receptive to the idea.
Furthermore, it is doubtful that the peopfe.of this country,
who feel a proprietary interest in their nation's capital,
would support a plan to put a large part of the present
federal district under the control of any state.

Partial retrocession would require the same kind of
consent as full retrocession. Inaddition, partial retrocession
creates other problems. The Constitution says that senators
and representatives shall be elected by the people of the
states but District residents are not "people of Maryland."
They are District people, residing in and paying taxes to the
District of Columbia. Furthermore, District residents could
not vote in Maryland state elections and therefore would
have no choice in setting election district lines or filling
Congressional vacancies. Partial retrocession would create
more problems than it solves and still deny equal repre—
sentation to District citizens.

The question of statehood
for the District

Statehood also has been proposed as a way of achieving
representation in Congress for District citizens. In Novem—
ber, 1980, an initiative to begin the statehood process was
approved by the voters of the District. Approval by a
majority of both houses of Congress would admit as a state
most of what is now the District of Columbia. Since
Congress would be relinquishing the budgetary control
and veto power which it now exercises over the District,
this process, if successful at all, could be at least as long as
It was for Hawaii and Alaska. (Hawaii first petitioned for
statehood in 1903 and was finally admitted to the union in
1959, 56 years laten Alaska began a concerted effort for
statehood in 1946 and was admitted to the union in 1959,
13 years later.)

Those who sincerely favor statehood have been joined
in supporting the idea by some who oppose the amend—
ment and who use statehood as a diversionary tactic.

ol 1
t
Thus, some of the support for statehood could evaporate if
the amendment is allowed to expire.
Under the proposed amendment, the District of Colum-

, bia as the capital of the nation would remain a geograph—

ically distinct entity as the Founding Fathers intended. The
amendment, therefore, is the most feasible method of
achieving equal political rights for District citizens in the
foreseeable future. -

"The issue is one ofsimplejustice... In a nation that was
founded on theprinciple ofrepresentativegovernment and
that has prided itselffor two centuries on the strength and
vitality ofits democracy, itisa travestyof history that the
District of Columbia has no voice in Congress:"

SENATOR EDWARD M. KENNEDY
(D-Massachusetts)

] * 7@
The District is now treated
as a state for many purpioses

All recent federal legislation-which applies to states in—
cludes the phrase "for the purpose of this legislation the
term 'state’ shall include the District of Columbia”

There are parts of the Constitution itself which have
been interpreted to include the District as though itwere a
state. For example, Article |, Sec. 2 of the Constitution says
that "direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several
states which may be included within this Union." In 1820,
the Supreme Court ruled that Congress had the authority
to tax directly the residents of the District of Columbia
Thus, Disl.ict residents have always burno the same
federal tax responsibilities as residents of the states.

In 1889, tho Supreme Court ruled that Congress could
exercise the power to regulate business across District
borders despite the fact that Article I, Sec. 8 of the
Constitution refers only to "commerce ... among the
several states." In 1960, Congress approved the 23rd
amendment to the Constitution which gave District citizens
the right to vote for President and Vice-President of the
United States "as if it were a state.” The amendment was
ratified in l\/{arch 1961.

"Three-quarters of a million people live and work in the
District. These are people who are ajfectcd by high taxes,
inflation, foreign policy, farm prices, educational issues-
issues that affect each and ever)' American. Yet no one
erepresents their views with a vote in Congress."

SENATOR STROM THURMOND
(R-South Carolina)



... wesimply cannotcontinue to deny 700,000American
citizens their right to equal representation in the national
government... thisbasic rightisa bedrock ofourRepublic

that cannot be overturned.” SENATOR HOWARD BAKER
(R-Tennessee)

In opposition to ratification

Opposition to the amendment is well funded and well
organized. By equating the citizens of the District with big
government and over-regulation, the opposition raises
fears of "oppressive” influence from District representation
in Congress. Speculation by particular special interest
groups that the new members of Congress would oppose
their particular views often motivates others to be fearful of
D. C. representation.

Groups actively opposing the amendment include the
American Conservative Union, The Conservative Caucus,
Young Americans for Freedom, the American Legislative
Exchange Council, Americans for the Right to Keep and
Bear Arms, Heritage Foundation, the Eagle Forum and the
Liberty Foundation.

Opponents admit the justice of full representation for D.
C. citizens but argue that the amendment is not the best
way to provide it. Congress, however, considered and
rejected all alternatives, believing that the amendment is
the most acceptable viable way to correct an old injustice.

Opposition arguments are rarely germane to the prin—
ciple of representation. There is no argument anywhere
that can justify the District’s present colonial status. For
some people to be more equal than others is a violation of
the basic principles of democracy.

"V /e. urge your supportfor thisfundamental principle of
justice for the citizens of the nation's capital.

SENATOR BARRY GOLDWATER
(R-Arizona)

'n favor of ratification

In 1971 many organizations that had long supported self-
determination for the District of Columbia formed a coalition
to support and advance this cause. There are now more
than 60 local and national organizations which are mem—
bers of the Ratification Campaign Committee working in
the unratified states. Among the groups are professional
and labor associations, religious organizations and good
government groups.

Supporters include:

American Association ol University Women

American Civil Liberties Union

American Federation of State. County and Municipal Employees
American Federation of Teachers

American Jewish Committee

American Jewish Congress

American Library Association

American Veterans Committee

Americans for Democratic Action

Anti-Defamation League of B’nai B'rith

B'nai B'rith Women

Catholic Archdiocese of Washington

Christian Church (Disciples of Christ)

Common Cause

Communication Workers of America

D.C. Republican Committee

Delta Sigma Theta

Democratic National Committee

El Congresso

The Episcopal Church

Friends Committee on National Legislation

Greater Washington Board of Trade

International Union of Operating Engineors

Leadership Conference on Civil Rights

League of United Latin-Amorican Citizens

League of Women Voters of the United States
Machinists and Aerospace Workers International Association
National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
National Association of Black Women Attorneys
National Association of Counties

National Association of Cuban-American Women, Inc.
National Capital Union Presbytery

National Coalition of American Nuns

National Conference ol Christians and Jews

Notional Council of Churches

National Council of La Rnza

National Education Association

National Jewish Community Relations Advisory Council
National Student Association — National Student Lobby
National Urban League

National Women'’s Political Caucus

The Newspaper Guild

Tho Ripon Socioty

Unltarinn-Unlversallst Association

United Auto Workors

United Church of Christ

United Methodist Church, Board ol Church and Society
United Prosbyterlan Church

United States Jaycces

United Steel Workers of America

Washington Bar Association

"We believe there is no justification for denying citizens
equal representation at the federal level because they
happen to reside in the District of Columbia."

WALTER F. MONDALE
former Vice President



THE D.C. VOTING RIGHTS AMENDMENT WILL GIVE A VOICE TO D.C. RESIDENTS
WHO BEAR THE RESPONSIBILITIES BUT NOT THE PRIVILEGES OF U.S. CITIZENSHIP

THE PROBLEM THE SOLUTION
Two hundred years after the American
Revolution, 640,000 Americans are In 1978, Congress passed a consti—
still waging a battle for represent— tutional amendment providing full
ative government. For them — the voting representation for the Dis—
residents of the District of Columbia. - trict of Columbia following weeks of
taxation without representation never testimony by Republicans, Democrats,
ended. national organizations and legis—

Vv lators.

CONSIDER THAT:

e On a per Capita basis, D.C. resi— If ratified by 38 statr. Iegisla—
dents pay more federal taxes than tures before August 1985, this,
the residents of 49 states - amendment will give D.C.  jo
almost two billion dollars per Senators, a House membe;  Tesi—
year. dential electors and the right to
) ) i ) participate in ratification of
. 237 Dlstflct residents were killed _ constitutional amendments. .
in the Vietnam war, yet neither [ it 1
they nor their families had a voice SIMPLY, IT WOULD GIVE D.C. .RESIDENTS
in Congressional appropriations for HIE SAME RIGHTS OF CITIZENSHIP NOW
e that var. t ', ENJOYED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE 50 STATES.

e The District of Columbia has a
greater voting-age population than
six states. But each of these

states has two Senators and one or The following .1-3'states have
two House members in Congress. _ ratified the D.C. Voting Rights
i . . . I Amendment:
e Of 115 countries with national
legislatures, only the U.S. and*the CONNECTICUT MINNESOTA
military dictatorship of Brazil, HAWAT I NEW JERSEY
deny full representation to citi— MAINE OH10
zens of their federal districts. MARYLAND OREGON
e D.C. residents pay high local, as MASSACHUSETTS RHODE T1SLAND
...well as Federal, taxes. But how MICHIGAN WEST VIRGINIA
those taxes are spent is determined )(X/' y WISCONSIN

~by Congress - without the voting

participation of a single District -
of Columbia representative. -

SOTE OBJECTIONS T0 D.C, VOTING RIGHTS

e Most D.C. residents are Federal
employees. Their Congressmen
would vote to expand the Federal
bureaucracy.

ONLY 1/4 OF THE D.C. WORK FORCE IS
FEDERALLY EMPLOYED. ONLY 3% OF ALL
FEDERAL WORKERS LIVE IN D.C. MORE
FEDERAL BUREAUCRACY WOULD MEAN
HIGHER FEDERAL TAXES FOR D.C. RESI—
DENTS, TO0O.

e The District of Columbia should
be given back to the state of
Maryland.

CONGRESS DOES NOT WANT THE FEDERAL
CITY CONTROLLED BY A STATE. THIS
AMENDMENT WILL NOT CHANGE THAT.

AND, THE STATE OF MARYLAND DOES NOT
WANT THE DISTRICT BACK. IN FACT,
MARYLAND WAS ONE OF THE FIRST
STATES TO RATIFY THE D.C. VOTING
RIGHTS AMENDMENT.

e The Constitution grants states
alone the right to representa—
tion in the Senate.

EMINENT CONSTITUTIONAL SCHOLARS

DENY THAT THE CONSTITUTION INTENDED
TO LIMIT DEMOCRATIC REPRESENTATION.
REPRESENTATION OF STATES WOULD NOT
BE COMPROMISED BY ALLOWING THE DIS—
TRICT OF COLUMBIA TO HAVE TWO
SENATORS ANY MORE THAN IT IS WHEN

A NEW STATE 1S ADMITTED TO THE
UNTON.



HOW YOU CAN HELP 640,000 PEOPLE FOR

Most members of state legislatures will

their constituents. Letters they
receive from the people who. vote for
them wili count heavily in convincing
them to support ratification.

The names and addresses of your state
Senator and Delegates can be obtained
by calling:

your local public library,

local or State Chapter of Common
Cause, or

local Chapter of the League of
Women Voters.

All legislators can be written to c/o"
State Capitol Building in the capital
city of your state.

Please write to them. Tell them how
you feel about U.S. citizens being
taxed without representation in our
nation® capital. Tell them we need
Congressmen just like all other
citizens of the U.S.

Share this brochure with others. Urge
civic, religious and business groups
to discuss anti support this amendment
and communicate this support to their
state legislators. We need your helpl

Thank you,

Residents of the
District of Columbia

Fan monc information, contact ijoua
Cocal Common Cause on League of Women
Vpters Chapter. -

ContAibationi may be scut to:
COMMON CAUSE/PC ORA COMMITTEE
)2 030 M Street, NW.

W ashington, V.C, 20036

tLxjw Li

W m



SAMPLE TESTIMONY

The besttestimony is written by a person living inthe state in which
he/she 1is going to testify. The following material on the Amendment is
both too lengthy and too impersonal for one testimony. We present it
as background material for you to use and adapt in any way you wish.
Although everyone®s testimony is different and should be, the
following main points are usually covered, and can serve as a guide—

line for constructing testimony:

I Introduction - to get attention and personalize your remarks
Il Why the organization you represent supports the Amendment
Il  Pei-tinent facts and statistics about the District

IV How the District lost its right to representation ir. the
first place

V' Exhortation to your state ligislature (or the committee
you address) to see beyond the borders of your state to
the national injustice that should be rectified

V1 Closing

BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON THE D.C. VOTING RIGHTS AMENDMENT

INTRODUCTION

The residents of the District of Columbia pay over $2.7 billion of
taxes to the federal government, more per capita than any state except
Alaska. Yet, today, the citizens In the Disti"ict are denied representation
in the institution that writes the nation®"s tax laws and declares its
wars — the U.S. Congress.

For decades, District residents, concerned national leaders, and
many members of Congress have sought voting representation for Disvrict
residents. An amendment providing for full Congressional representation
for the District of Columbia passed the Senate on August 22, 1970, by
a vote of 67-32. " (it passed the House earlier on March 2, 1976, by a
vote of 289-127.) As of July of 1903, 13 states had ratified the Amend—
ment: Connecticut, Hawaii, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
Minnesota, New Jersoy, Ohio, Oregon,eRhode Island, West«Virginia* and “°
Wisconsin.

The Amendment has strong bipartisan support. Prior to becoming a
state issue it was supported by both the Democratic and Republican
Platforms in 1S¥6. During 4ho Senate debate in 1970, the issue was
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actively supported by such ideologically diverse members as Senators
Goldwater, Thurmond, Kennedy, Byrd, Eaker, Dole, Heins, and Mathias.
And in the House, leaders included Representatives Buchanan, McKinney,
Edwards, Mitchell, McClory, Pailsback, and Rodino.

NO TAXATION WITHOUT REPRESENTATION
a
Before there was a Constitution or a United States of America, the
American people were united on a fundamental principle - '"no taxation
without representation.”" Yet, 200 years after this principle sparked
American independence, citizens of the District of Columbia are forced
to pay federal taxes without voting representation in the Congress.

Library of Congress data summarizing federal tax payments from
each of the 50 states and the District show the degree to which the
District of Columbia bears the burden of taxation without representa—
tion. Residents of the District paid $2.7 billion in taxes to the fed—
eral government in fiscal 1982. That amount Is greater than that of
twelve states,

I the federal tax burden is calculated on a per capita basis,
the comparison is even more dramatic. For District of Columbia resi—
dents, the per capita tax burden is $U,Z?h - $1,691 above the national
average of $2,583. Only one other state — Alaska - has a higher per
capita tax burden. , z

POPULATION

Population figures released in 1980 by the Census Bureau show that
the District Columbia has a population (638,333) greater than that of
four states (Alaska, Delaware, Vermont, and Wyoming), and a voting age
population of six states (North Dakota and South Dakota, plus the pre—
vious four).

The people of these states have two Senators and either one or
two Members of the House of Representatives, depending on the state"s
population, representing them in Congress. Yet the people of the na—
tion"s capital have no such voice.

« CONSCRIPTION

As U.S. citizens, residents of the District of Columbia have been
eligible.for conserirtion into the U.S. Armed Forces. Residents of th
District have fougnt and died in all the nation®s wars. In the Vietnam
War, 237 citizens from the District were killed — a casualty level
greater than the levels for ten states (Alaska, Delaware, ldaho, Nevada,
New Hampshire, North Dakota, Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont, and
Wyoming). “

The people of those states were able to influence the decisions
of Congress on the war, decisions that affected the lives of thousands
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of citizens who served their country in that war. Eut th.a citizens of
the District of Columbia had no such influence.

OBJECTIONS TO D.C. REPRESENTATION

RETROCESSION

Opponents of the proposed Amendment argue that voting representa—
tion for the people of the District should not be achieved by independent
representation in Congress,, but by alternative methods which would link
the District to the state of Maryland. Serious objections to these alter—

natives — "full retrocession” (giving the District"s territory back to
Maryland) or "partial retrocession” (allowing District ciaizens to vote
in Maryland elections) - have been raised.

The 23rd Amendment, ratified in I?6I, recognized than there was no
justification for linking the District to Maryland for purposes of voting
in Presidential elections. Similarly, there is no justification today for
linking the District to Maryland for purposes of voting is Senate and
House elections.

Retrocession proposals surfaced during Congressional hearings on
the Amendment. .But they were discarded, in large part because of the
resistance of the Maryland Congressional delegation. In 1580, the Mary—
land legislature ratified the D.C. Voting Rights Amendment, voicing a
stiong statement against any retrocession scheme. The Frasident cf the
Serate and Speaker of the House in Maryland have written a letter which
states that they are not awure of even one elected official willing to
change the borders of the state.

The retrocession argument raises a number of legal ard Constitutional
guestions. Full retrocession would subject the federal government to the
powers of the state of Maryland and contradict the Constitutional pro—
visions which establish the District as a federal entity. Partial retro—
cession - turning District citizens into Maryland residents for the
purpose of voting in Senate and House elections -- would raise other
basic questions. For example, should District residents then be entitled
to send representatives to Annapolis to participate in drawing new Con—
gressional district boundaries? Should they vote foi" the Governor of Mary—
land wiio has the power to fill U.S. Senate vacancies.?

CREATION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Some opponents of full representation claim that the District is a
city, not a state, and that only states are entitled to representation
in the House and Senate. They argue that there is no more reason for
this city to be represented In Congress than there is for any other
large city.

In fact, the District is neither a city nor a state, but a unique
area set aside for a specific purpose — to be the home of the federal
government.

The concept of a federal district separate from any saate was de—
veloped in response to the "Philadelphia Mutiny" of 1733. Cn that oct-
casion, angry Revolutionary Army soldiers demanding tack pay marched on
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Philadelphia®s Independence Hall where the Continental Congress was meet—
ing. The Congress requested protection from the Pennsylvania militia
but was refused, and delegates were forced to flee the city.

As a direct result of that incident, _in 178? the framers of the
Constitution approved Article I, Section 0, Clause 17, giving Congress
the power to create as the seat of government a federal district totally
independent from any state. The present site on the Po c River was
selected and ceded by Maryland in l?é% and Virginia in I?%@-

In December of 1800, when Congress took over exclusive jurisdiction
of the District, It did not provide for voting representation for the
residents, citing the small population. According to the Census of 1800,
the District"s population was ]A,000 - far fewer than Ahe 50,000 re—
quired of territories wanting to enter the Union and obtain national
representation.

Congress was concerned that the people of the District not re—
ceive representation until the District"s population warranted it. Dur—
ing the 1801 debates on District suffrage, there was much discussion of
providing representation for the District when its population reached
the appropriate size.

TWO-HOUSE REPRESENTATION

Some critics of the Amendment are willing to grant the District a
vote in the House because population is the basis for representation in
that body. Eut they disagree, with Senate representation, arguing that
only states can have this right. They fail to recognize that since rati—
fication of tho 17th Amendment establishing the election of Senators by
popular vote, Senators have represented the people of the states, not
the states.

With the bicameral character of the U.S. Congress, passage of legis—
lation by both the House and Senate is required on most questions of
national defense, taxation, atid spending. The Senate alone has the power
to ratify treaties and try Impeachments. To deny the people of the
District Senate representation would be to refuse them the full rights
of American citizenship - the rlght to be represented in both Houses
of Congress.

STATEHOOD

It took Hawaii and Alaska hO and 50 years lo become a state. Passage
of the Tb% corrects tho injustice of no Congressional representation by
August . The Amendment does not preclude statehood. The Amendment
leaves intact Congressional oversight of the District and maintains a
nation"s.capital, while acknowleding its right to representation in the
national legislature.

As a practical matter, the District is treated as a statu now in
several areas. The U.S. Supreme Court has treated the District of Colum—
bia as a state for tht. purposes of federal taxation, trial by jury, re—
gulation of commerce, and the court system. The Court ruled that those
sections of the constitution applied to the District even though the
Constitution specifically used the word "state."
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The U.S. Congress has regularly treated the District as a state in
every piece of federal grant legislation. |In statute after statute, the
following words appear: "For the purposes of this legislation, the tern
"state” shall include the District of Columbia," The people of the Dis—
trict bear every responsibility the citizens who live in the states do.

REPRESENTATION FDR U.S. TERRITORIES

"If the people of the District can have representation, why not the
people of Puerto Rico?" This is a question often asked by opponents of
the Amendment. The question ignores the basic differences between
residents of the District and those of American territories.

The District of Columbia is not a U.S. Commonwealth like Puerto
Rico. The residents of Puerto Rico, etc., do not pay income taxes into
the federal treasury; the people of the District do. The men of Puerto
Rico have not been subject to military draft; the men of the District
have. The territories have the legitimate avenue of statehood if they
wish. District residents bear the responsibilities without the rights
of Congressional representation.

MORE REPRESMUTATION FDR BUREAUCRATS

Opponents of representation for D.C, often claim that representatives
elected from the District would represent oiily federal employees.

The fact is that more federal employees live in the nearby Virginia
and Maryland suburbs than in the District of Columbia. In fact, the Dis—
trict accounts for less than one-fourth of all federal employees in the
Washington area:

Federal Employee*;:

District of Columbia 07,152
Maryland suburbs 151,72
Virginia suburbs 110,139

353»733

Members of Congress elected from the District would also represent
senior citizens, tho poor, and taxpayers working in private occupations.
It would be as unreasonable to deny representation to the District"s re—
sidents because of its federal employees as to deny representation to a
state because of its large number of farmers,

RMPRKSTAiTATION 1E 1INCOMET ITIFL™TOI .AL

Another objection to representation for the District rests on the
provision in Article V of the Constitution which declares that "no state,
without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the
Senate."”

It is unreasonable to argue that granting Congressional representa—
tion to tho District would deprive any state of its "equal suffrage in
the Senate."” Singe ratification of the Constitution by the original
thirteen states, §7 additional states have been admitted, to the union.

As a result, the suffrage of the original thirteen has already been
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"diluted" nearly four-fold from 2/26 to 2/100. Yet no one seriously
argues that any of the older states have been deprived of their eaual
suffrage in the Senate by the admission of the new states. So long as
the people of the District of Columbia are represented in the Senate
equally with those of each state, representation for the District will

not violate the provisions of Article V. The people of each state will
continue to have two votes in the Senate.

During Senate debate on the Amendment, Sen. Earry Goldwater (R-AZ)
said, "It has long ago been established by court decrees, as well as by
American political tradition, that the right to vote in federal elections
is a right that follows directly from the Constitution to each citizen
(emphasis added) of the United States. This ri”~ht is one belonging to

national citizenship and it arises out of the very nature and existence
of the nation itself."

The attached '"Fact Sheet on theDistrict of Columbia™ gives more
facts and figures about the District of Columbia,The Blue Book for
Legislators is another source of information for testimony. Finally,
an encyclopedia can furnish an idea of how to make effective connections
between a particular state"s history with that of the District of Colum—
bia, i.e. Rhode Islond was the 13th state to ratify the Constitution in
1790, and in 1973 became the 13th stateto ratify the D.C. Voting Rights

Amendment to that Constitution.



. - 2030 M Street. N.W.
N self-determination for DC Washington. D.C. 2C036

FACT SHEET ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

POPULATION
e The District has a greater population than that of four states:

District of Columbia 638,333

Delaware 594»317
Vermont 511*456
Wyoming . 469*557
Alaska 401,851

¢ The District has a greater voting population than the above four
states plus North Dakota and South Dakota.

0 38% of District residents were born there.

0 The U.S. 1is the only country, other than Brazil, that denies federal
district residents representation in its national legislature.

* 0 237 District residents were killed in the Vietnam War - on a
proportionate basis a higher total than that of 46 states.

JO IS
e 28/j, or 87,152, of District residents are federally employed.
0 3% of all federal jobs in the country are held by District residents.

0 The District has fewer federally employed residents than does Virginia,
California, or Texas.

TAXES

e District residents paid more federal taxes - 2.7 billion annually -
than 12 other states in FY 1932.

0 District residents paid more federal taxes,per capita, than the
residents of 49 other states in FY 1932.

o District residents paid more local taxes,percapita,thanthe
residents of 49 other states in FY 1981.

RATIFICAT-JU OF THE D.C. VOTING RIGHTS AMENDMENT

e 23 states Imve ratified - Connecticut, Hawaii, Maine, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Now Jersey, Ohio, Oregon, Rhode Island,
West Virginia, and Wisconsin.

0 25 more states must ratify by the deadline, August 22, 1985.

6/83
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AFL-GO
Backs D.C.
\Voting Rights

By Peter Perl
WuMngten PostStUJ W rlitr

HOLLYWOOD, Ha.,Oct 5-The
AFL-CI0 today pledged its "total |
support”* for the proposed D.C. wvot- |
ing rigtts constitutional amendment *
and urged state and local labor or—
ganization! to work toward adoption
of the measure, which would give the
District two senators and two rep—
resentatives in Congress.

The amendment, passed by Con—
gress in 1978, has been approved by
13 states but must be adopted by 25
more within the two years remaining
ljefore the act isscheduled 1o exire.
Thirty-eight states- a two-thirds
majority- are needed to approve a
constitutional amendment.

“The District of Columbia, a re—
gion with a population greater than
seven states, continues to be de—
prived of full political representation
in the Congress," said a resolution
introduced at this weeks AFL-CIO
biannual convention in Hollywood
by Joalyn N. Williams, president of
the AFL-CI0% Metropolitan Wash—
ington Council.

Noting that District residents pay
more than L5 billin in federal
taxes but have no votes in Congress,
the resolution said: u. .. The funda
mental issue involves a principle as
old as the American Revolution; tax—
ation without representation.”

The amendment is given only a
slim chance of passage before 1935
when the seven-year ratification pe—
riod folloving congressional approval

ends. But Williams said he is hope- =

lul the resolution will “ligit a GrE" |
among state and local AFL-CIO i
bodies to work for its passage.

“This should be a lop priority of
labar,” Willians said. He said the
District, with a heavily Democratic
electorate, would lie likely to elect
congressmen who are supportive of
organized labor's goals. “And labdr
needs dl the friends itcan got,” Wil —
liams said.

The resolution contends oppo- i
nents of D.C. voting rights have not
raised any serious political or philo—
sophical objections to the measure.
“The specious and spurious argu—
ments of the opposition, we must
assume, are merely \eils for the rac—
ism that lurks behind them," the
resolution said. “We are forced
conclude that if potential voters of
the District of Columbia were not
predominantly black and poor, the
arguments against this amendment
would evaporate."

Williams said the D.C. AFL-CIO
delegation considered asking the na—
tional federation to support state—
hood for the District but decided
against it because they did not want
1o cloud the issLe of >t rights.

The resolution passed today s a
reaffimation of the AFL-CI10"s 1979
pledge t work for passage of D.C.
"woting rigits. The 1979 resolution
noted the U.S. and Brazil are the
only nations in the world that deny
full voting representation to citizes
of its cepital city.

Willians said the D.C. Voting
Rights Coalition, including the AFL-
Cl0, Common Cause, the League of
Women Voters and other groups,
will target many of the 28 states
whoso legislatures convene in Jan—
Lary.

Opposition to the amendment has
been strong in some Western states
that oppose giving eastermers more
power in Congress and in seweral
Southern states that fear the pros-
xct of more black congressmen, ac—
cording to Wilhur Williars, the
AFL-CIO representative in the co—
alition.
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D.C. Voting Rights (Cont d.)

HOULD RESIDENTS of the District of Colum-
bia be able to elect, as residents of all the 50 states
can, their own members of the U.S. Senate and House
of Representatives? The answer is obvious: yes. D.C.
residents pay the same taxes as other Americans.
They have been drafted to serve in the same military
services. Yet for nearly 200 years they have not had
the same right to congresSional representation as
other Americans, At one time this might have made
cense. The District was originally a I|% tlg populated
enclave with few permanent residents. But today's
District is a*diverse, economically expansive com-
munity where most citizens are not on the govern-
ment payroll. N
So 1t shouldn't have been all that surprising that
Congress in 1978 passed, by a two-thirds vote in each
house, a constitutional amendment giving the people
of the District full congressional representation. That
was five years a%_o this week. But most of the states
have not yet ratified the amendment. The ar.%umen.ts
for the amendment are as strong as the arithmetic,
currently, is weak. Only 13 states have ratified, out of
the 38 needed: 25 more are needed between now and
Au1gust 1985. . o
hat sounds dauntln%, but we don't think it's cause
for despair. The pace of ratification has plckAed up in

the last year, and the margins by wliich the amend-
ment was passed most recently, in Rhode Island (7-1-6
in the house, 33-7 in the s.enate%, suggest that when the
arguments get a full airing, the measure can gather
'wide support This is not a partisan measure: many
Republicans have supported 1t, despite the District’s
Democratic voting preference (although it wouldn't
hurt if it got the same enthusiastic sugport from Presi-
dent Rea%an that it has gotten from Sen. Barry. Gold-
Wateg. The Issue shouldn’t be wliich way the District
would vote, but whecner its 600,000 residents, like the
600,000 residents of North Dakota, should be able to
elect the congressman and senators they want,
Unfortunately, the amendment just'doesn't seem to
be @ priority item in many legislatures. Self-Determi-
nation for D.C., assisted by Common Cause, has been
trying to change that, but these organizations need
help. Most state legislatures go back Into session next
January, and almost every legislature will meet begin-
ning in January 1985—with many new members-
elected next year. Enthusiastic support from r" "bar-
ters of the District could help produce a flurry of rat"e
fications next year and make self-determination,
finally, a reality for the citizens of the one capital :n
the free world 'that cannot choose voting representa-
tives in the national legislature. !

—Helpfor ~ AmericalsLast

E'VE ALWAYS thought that if more people
W in this countrY were aware of the plight of the
District of Colum|
sentation still exists in its baldest form, the amend-
ment to change this situation would be ratified by
the s ites. But getting this message out clearly—
and counterln% exaggerations, misconceptions and
irrelevancies about the District's Feople, what they
do, how they think or how their elected representa-
tives might vote—has been difficult, to put it mild-
ly. Where coalitions in the states have spread the
word well, the amendment has been ratified, though
— and on this front, there is encouraging news of
more coast-to-coast help.

This help has been pledged by the AFL-CIO—
not on grounds that this is a labor issue, but rather
that it 1s a voting rights issue—and this is right.
Just as the business leaders in the District have
been seeking support from their counterparts
around the country, all sorts of other civic, religious
and patriotic groups are looking to their national
membershlgs or help in wmnmtﬁlthe necessary ap-
proval of 38 state legislatures. Thirteen states have
already approved, and approvals from 25 more are

needed within the two years before the proposed
amendment otherwise is scheduled to expire.

umbia, where taxation without repreFhe new help of AFL-CIO members could be

particularly effective in certain state capitals, where
members of the legislatures from hoth parties— once
they tiunk alxmt the denial of voting rights in the Dis-
trict—should sense the justice and importance of the
D.C. amendment and work for its ratification.

That's what happened in Con(};ress, where Vnore
than two-thirds of the members of the House and of
the Senate—Republicans, Democrats, self-de-
scribed conservatives and liberals, and manY others
who studied the issue carefully—voted for this
amendment Proposal. They noticed, among other
things, that the United States anu Brazil are the
only nations in the free world that denY full voting
representation to citizens of their capital cities.
~ People who live here pay taxes— more that $15 bil-
lion in federal tuxes—and they serve in the ;uincd
forces and they have families and nel?hbors and con-
cerns affected by, and subgect to. the Taws of the land
as enacted by Congress. But they are excluded from
the decisions. That is why they arc seeking all the help
that can lie mustered in the states.

a
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STATE STATUS SUMMARY,

2030 M Street. N.W.,Suit»

Washington
! (202

IMLV:

JANUARY 1984

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment

LEGISLATURES MEETING 1IN 1984

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
California
Colorado
Delaware
Florida
Georgia
Idaho
Illinois
Indiana
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Mississippi
Missouri
Nebraska

New Mexico
New York
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Vermont
Virginia
Washington

For more information, contact

(plus all

Mary Jane DeFrank,

RATIFIED AS OF JANUARY 12 1984

Connecticut
Hawai i

lowa

Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota

New Jersey
Ohio

Oregon

Rhode Island
West Virginia
Wisconsin

LEGISLATURES MEETING IN 1985

D.C.LO
833-1

300
036
200

1984 states except Kentucky)

Arkansas

Montana

Nevada

New Hampshire

North Carolina

North Dakota

Texas

Utah ;

Wyoming . -

Executive Director

Erika Landberg, Assistant Director
Self-Determination for D.C.

(202) 833-1200



2030 M Street, N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D C 20088

self-determination for DC 00083512

k \j\

ENDING DATES FOR STATE LEGISLATURES CONSIDERING DCVRA IN 1984

MARCH
Georgia - early March
Indiana - early March
South Dakota - March 1
Washington - March 8
Virginia - March 10
Idaho - late March

APRIL
Nebraska - early April
Kansas - April 7
Kentucky - April 15
lowa - mid-April
Vermont - "mid-April
Tennessee - April
Arizona - April 20

MAY
Mississippi - May 6
Missouri - May 15
Alabama - February 7 - May 25
Alaska - late May
Colorado - late May

JUNE
Florida -- April 3 - June 1
South Carolina - June 7
Illinois - March - June 30
Delaware - June 30
New York - late June
Oklahoma - June

JULY
Louisiana - April 16 - July 9

AUGUST
California - August 31

ALL YEAR

Pennsylvania



. @z -

\ 1934 - LEGISLATIVE SESSIONS GALENOAR

S t /
DATES LIMITS
ALABAMA Feb. 7 - May 25 30 legislative in 105 calendar days
ALASKA Jan. 9 - late Mav no limit
ARITZONA Jan. 9 - Anril 20 no limit
ARKANSAS No recular session 60 calendar davs
CALIFORNIA Jan. 3 - Anoust 31 no limit
COLORADO Jan. 4 - late Mav no limit
* CONNECTICUT Feb. 8 - Mav 9 Nay 9
DELAWARE Jan. 10 - June 30 June 30
. FLORIDA April 3 - June 1 60 calendar davs
GEORGIA Jan. 9 - early March 40 leaislative days
HAWAT I Jan. 18 - late Anril 60 leaislative davs
IDAHO Jan. 9 - late March no limit*
ILLINOIS Jan. 11 - June 30 no limif
INDIANA Jan. 9 - earlv March 30 leaislative or March 15
10WA .Jan. 9 - mid Anril *no 1imit*
KANSAS Jan. 9 - Anril 7 90 calendar d*>vs
KENTUCKY Jan. 3 - apr-ii 15 60 leaislative davs
LOUISTANA Anril 16 - Julv 9 60 lem"slativc? in 85 calendar
MAINE Jan. 4 - late M.arch 50 leoisiative
MARYLAND Jan. 1] - Anril 9 90 calendar davs
MASSACHUSETTS Jan. 4 - all veer no limit
MICHIGAN Jan. 4 - all veer no limit
MINNESOTA Mar. 16 - late Anril 120 leaislative or 1st Mon. after 3rd E
MISSISSIPPI Jan. 3 - Mav 6 . 125 calendar davs- L in ME
MISSOURI Jan. 4 - Mav 15 Mav 15
MONTANA No rcmjlar session 90 leaislative davs
NEBRASKA Jan. 4 - early April 60 leaislative davs
NEVADA No regular section *60"badendar days -
NEW HAMPSHIRE No recular.session *1 limit on e>n:enses of 90 davs or Julv 1
NEW JERSEY Jan. 10 - all voar no limit
NEW MEXjCO Jan. 17 - Fob. 15 30 calendar davs
NEW YORK Jan. 4 - late June no limit
NORTH CAROLINA  june 7 - late June no limit
NORTH DAKOTA .Ib renular session 80 leaislative davs
OHI0 Jan. 3 - all voar no limit
OKLAHOMA Jan. 3 - June 90 leaislative davs
OREGON Lb recular session no limit
PENNSYLVANIA «Jan. 3 - all vear no limit
RHODE [ISLAND Jan. 3 - early Mav w10 limit
SOUTH CAROLINA Jan. 10 - June 7 1st Thursday in June
SOUTH DAKOTA Jan. 3 - March 1 35 leaislative davs
TENNESSEE Jan. 10 - Anril *90 leaislative cavs
TEXAS No reoulnr session 140 calendar davs
“UTAH Jan. 9 - Jan. 28 20 calendar davs
VERMONT Jan. 4 - mid-Anril *no limit
VIRGINIA Jan. 11 - March 10 60 calendar davs
WASHINGTON Jan. 9 - March 8 60 calendar davs
*WEST VIRGINIA Jan. 11 - March 10 60 calendar davs
WISCONSIN Jan. 31 - Anril 6 no limit
WYOMING Feb. 14 - March 9 20 leaislative davs

(Session adjournment dates are either constitutionally mandated or are estimates leased
on recent legislative practice.)
*limit on number of days for v.hich legislators may be paid or receive per diem.



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFLGIO

American Asaociallcn ol University Women
American Civil liberties Union
American Federation ol Stale, County, and
Municipal Employees
American Federation ol Teachers
American Jewish Committee
American Nurses Association
American Veterans Committee
Americans lor Democratic Action
Antl'Oelamation League at B'nal B'rltit
B'nal B'rith Won.an
Catholic Archdiocese ol W uhington
Common Cause
Communications Workers ol America
Delta Sigma Theta Soronty, Inc.
Oemocr.ille National Commillee
Disciples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Columbia Bar Association
Qlstrtcl ol Columcna Chsmbor ol Commerce
District ol Columbia Democratic State
Committee
DlautCl ol Columbia NOW
District ol Columbia Republicans lor
Self-Government
The Episcopal Church
Friends Committee on National lagleiaiion
Fronllesh
Greater Washington Cenlrel Labor
Council
Greater Washington Board ol Trade
Intartailh Conleronce ol
Metropolitan Washington
International Asaocial.on ol
Machinists
International Union ol
Operating Engineers
leadership Conleronce on Civil Rights
Leaguool United Latin American
Ctlrens
League ol Women Voters
National Alliance ol Postal and
Federal Employees
National Association fo' the
Advancement ol Colored People
National Association ot Counties
National Association ol Cuban-
American Women
National Association ol
Ecumenical Stall
National Capital Union Presbytery
National Coalition ol American Nuns
National Conloronce ol
ChrtstlenaandJews
National Council ol Churches
National Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol La R,ua
National Council ol Senior Citizens
National Educalion Association
National Jewish Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban League
National Womon s Political Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The Ripon Society
Southern Christian leadership
Conference
Unitarian Unlversatlal Assoc'atfon
ol Churches
United Auto Workers
United Chur.hol Christ
United Methodist Church, Board
ot Church and Society
United Presbyterian Church
United Slates Jaycees
United Stiles Sludonl Association
United Sleelwoikers ol America

January 25, 1984
ALABAMA

STATUS: In 1984 the Alabama Education (AKA) and the Alabama
Democratic Conference (ADC) will jointly sponsor the Amendment
and steer it through the legislaturei Sam Ethridge of NEA
will he working closely with these two organizations to move
the Amendment. Other invaluable assistance will come from
Congressman Fauntroy*s office, and from former U.S# Congressman
John Buchanan of Alabama.

STRATEGY: Since session does not begin until February,
will be devised after January 1,

strategy

COALITION: No formal coalition exists at present, but the organi—
zations Self-Determination has been in contact with over the past

year include: AEA, ADC, LWV, AAUW, CG, AFL-CIO, ACLU, and
others,

SFONSORS: None at present

SESSION DATES: - May 25. Senate D/28 R/4j

February 7

House D 88

WHAT YOU CAN DO: Contact any of the following people to offer
your assistance.

R/12.

CONTACTS: Paul Hubbert, AEA, 422 Dexter Ave,, Eox 4177*
Montgomery, AL 36195. (205) 834-9790
Joe Reed, ADO, (205) 834-9790

Sam Ethridge, NEA, (202) 833-4000

Erika Landberg, Self-Determination for D.C.

(202) 833-1200

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Women
American Civil Liberties Union
American Federation ol State, County, and
Municipal Employees
American Federation ol Teachers
Amarlcan Jaerisn Committee
American Nurses Association
American Veterans Committee
Americans lor Oemocratlc Action
Antl-Oetomation League ol B'nal B'rith
B'nal B'rith Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Workers ol America
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc.
Oemocrstlc National Committee
Disciples ol Cnnst (Christian Church)
Oistrict ol Columbia Bar Association
Dlitrtct ol Columbia Chamber ol Commerce
District ol Columbia Democratic State
Committee
District ol Columbia NOW
Districtol Columbia Republicans lor
Sell-Govemment
The Episcopal Church
Friends Committee on National Legislation
Frontlasn
Grsatv Washington Central labor
Council
Greater Washington Board ol Trade
Inleriaitn Conference ol
Metropolitan Washington
International Association ol
Machinists
Inlsrr.al’onil Union ol
Operating Engineers
Leadeiship Conloror.co on Civil Rights
League cl United Latin American
Citizens
Laagua ol Women Voters
National Alliance ol Postal and
Federal Employoee
National Association lor the
Advancement ol Colored People
National Association ol Counties
National Association ot Cuban-
American Women
Ntllonal Association ol
Ecumenical Stall
National Capital Union Presbytery
National Coalition ot American Nune
National Conleronce ol
ChrietlanstndJewi
Nellonal Council ol Churchoe
National Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol La Raze
National Council ol Senior Citizens
National Education Association
Nillonil Jowlsh Community
Relations Advisory Ccuncll
National Urban League
National Woman's Political Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The Rlpon Society
Southern Chris lion Leadership
Conference
Unitarian Univtreellsi Association
ol Churches
Untied Aulo Wortters
Untied Church ol Cnnst
United Methodist Church, Board
ol Church end Society
United Presbyienan Church
United Slatos Jaycees
United Stales Student Association
United Steelworkers ol America

D.C. Voting

January 25» 1984

ALASKA
STATUS: Supporters have not made a final decision on whether to
introduce the Amendment during the 1984 session, or to wait
until 1985 when the make-up of the legislature will change, and

probably he much more favorable to the Amendment.

STRATEGY: After session begins, introducation will be explored and
possible strategy discussed with the sponsors.

COALITION: Organizations that have worked on the Amendment in the
past, and would again: LWV, NEA-Alaska, CC, and the Teamsters.

Other unions would also be approached.

SPONSORS: Representative Mike Miller (D-Juneau) and Senator
Vic Fisher (D-Anchorage).
L 4
January 9 - late May.
D/18 R/19.

SESSION DATES: Senate D/9 R/1C; House

WHAT.YOU CAN DO:
and offer assistance

Urge state affiliates to contact Paula Ziegler
in planning a campaign in Alaska.
CONTACTS:

Paula Ziegler, LWV, Baranof Hotel, 909,

Juneau, AK 99801 (907) 586-2660

Apt.

Erika Landberg, Self-Determination for D.C.

(202) 833-1200

Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



supporting

ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
An i''em Ajjoclallcn ol University Women
American Civil Liberties Union
American Federation ol Slate. County, and
Municipal Employees
American Federation ol Toacners
American Jewish Committee
American Nurses Association
American Voterans Committee
Americans lor Democratic Action
AnliDelamation league ol B'nal B'rith
B'nal B'rith Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Wortiers ol America
Della Sigma Thota Sorority, Inc.
Democratic National Committee
Dlsclplos ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Cclumoia Bar Association
District ol Columbia Chamber ol Commerce
District ol Columbia Oemocrallc State
Commllitoe
District ol Columbia NOW
District ol Columbia Republicans (or
Sell-Govommont
The Episcopal Church
Friends Committee on National Legislation
Fmntiasn
Greater Washington Central Labor
Cou tell
Greater Washington Board ol Trade
Inlertalth Conleronce ol
Metropolitan Washington
International Association ol
Machinists
International Uninn ol
Operating Engmoors
Leadership Conference on Civil Rights
League ol Umtod Latin American
Citizens
Leaguo ol Women Voters
National Alllano) ol Postal and
Federal Employees
National Association lor the
Advancement cl Colored People
National Assnc mm. olCcunlles
National Association ol Cuban-
American V/omen
National Association ol
Ecumenical Stall
National Capital Union Presbytery
National Coalition ol American Nuns
National Conleronce ol
Christians end Jews
National Council ol Churches
National Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol La Raza
National Council ol Senior Cllizons
National Education Association
mNational Jewish Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban losguo
National Women's Political Caucus
TheNewscaperGulld
TheRIpon Society
Southern Christian Leadership
Conference
Unitarian Unlversallsl Association
ol Churches
United AuloWorVors
United Church ol Christ
Unltod Metnoaist Church, Board
ol Church and Society
United Presbyterian Churcn
United Stales Jayceoa
United States Student Association
United Stoolworhars ol Amorica

January 2%, 19&+

ARTZONA

is scheduled for introduction in the House
Committee hearings are expected

STATUS s The Amendment
the week of January 23.
in February.

STRATEGY; The general strategy is to run as comprehensive a

. campaign as possible, by forming a coalition composed

of a wide range of local organizations; seeking strong bi—
partisan sponsorship of the bill; and identifying and working
with various special interest blocks in the community and in
the legislature. Specific strategy decisions will be made

at coalition meeting in February.

COALITIONI Members so far; CC, LWV, CWA, Desciples of Christ,
Yound Democrats, and AAUW; 6-8 other organizations are in the
process of obtaining hoard approval to become involved.

SPONSORSI Prime House sponsors are Rep, Bill English (R), and
Rep. Dave Eartlett (D); other sponsors will be added soon.
Senate D/12 R/18>

SESSION DATES; January 9 - April 20.

House D/21 R/39

WHAT YOU CAN DO;
venors to sign on coalition

Urge state affiliates to contact coalition con—
letter and testify at hearings.

ot-V—
Arizona DCVRA coalition meeting

Wednesday, February 1, 7*00 p.m.
LWV Headauarters
3201 No.~I6th St., Ste. 3

Phoenix

CONTACTS: John Anderson, CC/AZ 116 E. Roosevelt St.,

AZ 85004-, (602) 257-0551

Phoenix,

Earbara Sherman, \V 20 E. McKellips Rd., Tempi,
AZ 85282, (602) 9%-31@%

Erika Lanaberg, Self-Determination for D.C,
(202) 833-1200

D.C, Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO

Am«ncin Association ol University Women

Amencan Civil Ubenlos Union

American Federation ol Stale, County, and

Municipal Employee]
American Federation ol Teachers
American Jewish Committee
American Nurses Association
American Veterans Committee
Americans lor Democratic Action
Anti-Defamation League ol B'rai B'rith
B'nal B'rith Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Wortters ol America
Delta Sigma Thola Sorority, tne.
Democratic National Committee
Oisdpies ol Christ (ChrlstiarvChurch)
Cl strict j CdumCia Bar Assocdtion
Oistnct gColumbia Chamber
District M Columbia Democratic State
Committee
outrtctoi Columbianow
District ol Columbia Republicans lor
Sell-Covemment
The Episcopal Church

Fhnnos Committee on National Legislation.

Frontlash

Grealor Washington Canlral Labor
Council

GreaterWashington Board ot Trade

Intertalth Conference ol
Metropolitan Washington

Intamaiional Association ol
Machinists

International Union ol
Operallng Engineers

Leadership Conference on Civil Rights

league ol United Latin American
Crttiens

League ol Women Voters

National Alliance ol Postal end
Federal Employees

National Association lor the
Advancement ol Colored People

National Association ol Counties

National Association ol Cuban-
Amerlean Women

Natlonal Association ol
Ecumenical Stall

Nailonal Capital Union Presbytery

National Coalition ol American Nuns

National Conleronce ol
Christianaend Jew i

National Council ol Churches

Nailonal Council ol Jewish Women

National Council ol La Raja

Nailonal Council ol Senior CllUena

National Educalion Association

Nailonal Jewish Community
Relations Advisory Council

National Urban League

National Women's Political Caucus

The Newspaper Guild

The Ripon Society

Southern Christian LeadO'snlp
Conference

Unlianen Universellst Association
ol Churches

United Autoworkers

United Churcn ol Christ

United Methodist Church, Board
cl Church and Society

United PresbylenanChurch

United Slates Jaycees

Unilea Stales Student Association

United Steelworhors ol America

Commerce,

January 25, 1984
*CALIK)RNIA
STATUS; Amendment passed. Assembly Rules Committee in 1983* and may
e called to the Assembly floor at any time.
STRATEGY; CA is one of best possibilities for ratification in 1984.
Amendment has passed Assembly three times - Senate vote will be
be much closer. Strategy is to bring Amendment up early in ses—

sion. Speaker of the Assembly Willie Brown has pledged support,

QOALXTTONS Although coalition has not met formally for 19%+ ses-
sion, several affiliates have heen working on DCVRA for years i
CC, LWv, AFL-CIO, UAW, and NAACP.

SPONSORS; Primary sponsor is Assemblywoman Maxine Waters, and 22
co-sponsorsj six sponsors in Senate,
SESSION HATES; January 3 - August 31* Senate D/25 R/151 House

D/4? R/33.

WHAT YOU CAN DO; Since CA is one of the top priority states for
19%+, we hope Amendment will be brought up early. Have state
affiliates contact Sandra Simpson in Assemblywoman Maxine Waters®
office as soon as possible.

CONTACTS; Sandra Simpson, Assemblywoman MaxineWatersl office,

State Capitol, Room 4016, Sacramento, CA 95814,

(916) 445-2363

Wally zelman, cC/CA, 030,50, Hobart Blvd., Suite 226,
Los Angeles, CA 90005, (213) 387-2017

Mary Jane DeFrank, Self-Determination for D.C.

(202) 833-1200

*Top priority state

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORT1ING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Woman
American Civil liborues Union
American Federation ol Sla's. County, and
Municipal Employees
American Fodorallon ol Teacnors
American Jewish Committee
American Nurses Association
American Vaierans Committee
Amorlcani lor Democratic Action
Antl-Delamallon League ol B'nai B'rith
B'nal B'rith Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Workers ol America
Delta Sigma Thota Soronty, Inc.
Democratic National Committee
Oluclples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Columbia Bar Association
Districtol Columbia Chamber ol Commorcs
District ot Columbia Democratic Slate
Committee
Districtol Columbia NOW
District of Columbia Republicans lor
Soll-Govemment
The Episcopal Church
Friends Committee on National Legislation
Frontlash
Greater Washington Central Labor
Council
Greator Washington Board ol Trade
Intorlaith Conference ol
Metropolitan Wasnmgton
International Association ol
Machinists
International Union ol
Operating Enginoors
Leadership Conleronce on Civil Rights
league ol United Latin American
Citizens
League ol Women Voters
Nailonal Alllancaol Postal end
Fedoral Employees
National Association lor the
Advancement ol Colorod People
Nailonal Association ol Counties
National Association ol Cuban-
American Womon
National Association ol
Ecumenical Stall
National Capital Union Presbytery
National Coalition ot American Nuns
Nailonal Conference ol
Christians and Jews
National Council ol Churches
National Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol La Para
National Council ot Sonlor Citizens
Nailonal Education Association
National Jowlsh Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban longue
National Womon's Political Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The Ripon Society
Southern Christian leadership
Conference
Unitarian Unlvorsallsl Association
of Churches
Unllod AutoWcrkors
United Church ol Christ
United Melhodisl Church. Board
ol Church and Society
Untied Presbyterian Church
United Slates Jaycoes
Umlod Slates Student Association
Unltod Sloelworkars ol America

SESSION DATES i

WHAT"® YOU CAN EO:

CONTACTS!

January 25, 19%7

COLORA10

STATUS: Amendment was introduced by Sen. Regis Groff (D-Denver).
A hearing was held in the Senate State Affairs Committee on
Tuesday, January 27, 198~. A two-thirds majority is reauired
for passage of Constitutional Amendments in Colorado.

STRATEGY; Amendment vote in Senate Committee will be close.
If passed, coalition will begin to work on Senate as a
whole.

COALITIONI A very active coalition exists. Members include!
LWV, GC, CO Senior Lobby, ACLU, AEL-CIO, CO PIRG, Nat"lI
Council of Jewish Women, CO Council of Churches, CO Women's
Ehr, YMCA, La Raza, AAUW, CEA, CO Black Women for Political
Action.

L]
SPONSORS > Sen. Regis Groff (D-Denver)

January ~ - late May.
House D/25 RAO,

Senate D/IM- R/21j

If your organization is not listed above,
please call Mary Moore as soon as possible.

Mary Moore, 6?5 Bellaire, CO 80220

(303) 355-3123

Denver,

Mary Jane DeFrank, Self-Determination for D.C,

(202) 833-1200

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Women
American C.vil Liberties Union
American Foderalion ol Slate. County, end
Municipal Employees
American Fodoraticrt ol ToJChers
American Jowiefi Ccmmillee
Amarican Nurses Associalion
American Votorans Commiliee
Americans lor Oemocratlc Action
Anll-Delamalion League ol B'nal B'rith
D’nai B'rith Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Workers ol America
Delia Sigma Thota Sorority, Inc.
Democratic Nailonal Committee
Disciples ol Chnsl (Christian Church)
District ol Columoia Bar Association
District ol Columbia Chamber ot Commerce
District ol Columbia Democratic Sl.no
Commllteo
Dtalncl ol Columbia NOW
District ol Columbia Republicans lor
Soll-Govornrr.anl
Trie Eplacopal Church
Friends Commiliee on National Legislation
Fronllash
Greater Washington Contra) Labor
Council
Greater Washington Board ot Trade
Inlortailh Conference ot
Metropolitan Wasninglon
Inleihailon.il Associanonol
Machinists
Imamslion 11 Union ol
Operating Engineors
LosUorahip Continence on Civil Righla
League ol United Latin American
Cllirans
League ol Women Voters
Nailonal Aillanco ol Postal end
Federal Employees
Uellonal Association lorihe
Advancement ol Colored People
Nailonal Assoclallcn cl Counties
Nailonal Association ol Cuban-
American Women
National Associntlon ol
ecumenical Slell
National Casual Union Presbytery
Nailonal Coalition ol American Nuns
National Conleronce ol
Christiana end Jews
National Council ol Churches
Nellonel Council ol Jewish Women
Nailonal Council ol La R.ua
National Council ol Senior Citizens
Nailonal Education Associalion
Nailonal Jowisn Community
Roiationa Advisory Council
Nailonal UibaiUnaque
Nailonal Women s Political Caucus
The NowipaperGulld
The Mlpon Society
Southern Christian Leadership
Conference
Unitarian Unwaraoilst A ssocialion
ol Churches
United Auto Workers
United Church o'Chnsl
Umled Metnodlsl Church. Board
ol Church and Society
Untied Presbyterian Church
Uniiod Slams Jayceos
Unitod Stales Student Association
Untied Sirniwursnra cl Arrnuca

January 25, 19
+DELAWARE

STATUSj The Amendment passed the House In 19831 this vote carries
over to 198”~. In the Senate, the Amendment is in the Judiciary
Committee; Committee Chair Tom Sharp says he will move it in
committee if the coalition can show that the 11 floor votes for
passage are there, Count looks good; will be complete by Fob. 1.

STRATEGY! A very intense and targeted lobbying campaign is pos—
sible In Delaware because of the strong,broad-based coalition,
and the small size of the Senato. Thecoalition members do a
great deal of one-on-one lobbying, and alsohave conducted a
lively letter writing campaign for the past year, Whenever a
specific issue or concern about the Amendment is raised, the
coalition immediately responds with a very specific letter
discussing and answering the questions raised. Tho coalition
has also solicited letters from U.S. Congressmen, and frcn
nationally prominant individuals. Lobbyingand constituent
contact will Intensify in February. Plan to raise in March.

COALITIONl AFSCME, NOW, Unitarian Church, Xent Co. Labor Coalition,
AFL-CI0, UAW, Commission on Civil Rights, D3EA, CC, LWV, a::a FIT..

SPONSORS 1 Senators McDowell, Hollaway, and Marshall.
SESSION U-\TE3; January 10 - June 30. Senate D/13 Rr/8.

WHAT YOU CAN 10: 1) Notify anyone you know to contact Senators
to support DCVRA; P.) urge organizations to attend meeting}

A o )
aware DCVRA coalition meeting

Early Februar gate to be announced
D3EA Office, éé Martin St,

Dover, DE 19901

(302) 73/-583", Dennis Crowley

CONTACTS; Vince Croz, UAW, 2150 W. Newport Pike, Stanton,
DE 1900~, (302) 999-0591
Norma Melendez, CC/DC, (202) 5*0-0777 (W)

Erika Lnndborg, Self-Determination for D.C.
(202) 633-1200

¢Top priority state - only Senate passage needed for ratification

D.C. Voiiny hiymsMmonament Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Women
/ srlcan Civil Liberties Union
American Federation ol Stale, County, end
Munlclpil Employees
Amorlcan Federation ol Toacners
American Jowlah Commiliee
American Nurses Association
American Veterans Committeo
Amortcans lor Democratic Action
Antl-Oolamatlon league ol B'nal BTItti
B'na. B'nllit Womon
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Wortrors ol America
Della Sigma Theta Sorority, Inc.
Democratic National Committee
Disciples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Columbia Bar Association
District ol Columbia Chamber ol Commerco
District ol Columbia Democratic Stalo
Commiliee
District ol Columbia NOW
District ol Columbia Republicans lor
Soll-Govemmont
The Episcopal Church
Friends Committee on National Legislation
Frontlesh
Grosior Washington Contra! Labor
Council
Groster Washington Board ol Trade
Inlerlellh Conference ol
Metropolitan Washington
International Association ol
Machlnlsis
International Union ol
Operating Engineers
Leadership Confaronca on Civil Rights
League ol Umlod Latin Arnoncan
Chitons
League ol Women Voters
National Alliance ol Postal and
Federal Cmployoos
National Associalion lor the
Advancement ol Colored People
National Association ol Counties
National Association ol Cuban-
American Womon
Nailonal Association ol
Ecumonlcal Stall
Nailonal Capital Union Presbytery
Nailonal Coalition ol Amorlcan Nuns
Nailonal Conleronce ol
Christians and Jews
Nailonal Council ol Churchos
Nailonal Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol La Rata
National Council ol Senior Chitons
National Education Association
National Jowisn Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban League
National Women's Politic*. Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The RIpon Society
Southern Christian Leadership
Conleronce
Unhaiisn Unlvorsailst Associalion
olChui’ lies
Untied Auto Worxers
Unhod Cnutchol Christ
United Methodist Church, Board
ol Church and Society
United Presbyterian Church
Unhod Stales Jaycees
United Stales Sludenl Association
Umtod StoolwoiKars ol America

January 25, 1984
FLORIDA

STATUS1 Several components augur well for a good campaign
in Florida in 1984; the beginnings of a strong coalitions
a full-time Common Cause intern to work on the Amendment,
and an enthusiastic chief sponsor,

STRATEGY: Since session does not begin until April, strategy will
be developed early in 1984,

COALITION: CC, LWV, and Florida Impact are involved now, and will
be contacting a wide range of organizations to join the coalition.

SPONSORS: Rep-. Jim Burke (D-Miami), is chief sponsor so farj he
and the coalition will work together to secure co-sponsors.

SESSION DATES: April* 3 - June 1. Senate D/32 R/8j House D/83
R/36.

WHAT YOU CAN TO0: Urge state affiliates to contact coalition con
venors for details about the organizing Toalition meeting:

Florida DCVRA coalition meeting
Tuesday, February 7, 8:00 a.m.
At the Capitol - contact Kevin
Petrich for room location

|,
1CONTACTS: Peter Butrin, CC/FL, 222 W. Pensacola St., ,?126,

Tallahassee, FL 32301, (904) 222-3883

Kevin Petrich, CC/Intern, 982 W. Brevard, Apt. K-I1,
Tallahassee, FL 32304, (904) 681-6132

Erika Landberg, Self-Determination for D.C,
(202) 833-1200

D.C. Voting Righ's Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee



SUPPORTING

organizations

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Woman
American Civil UOcrtios Union
American Feooration ol Stale, County, and
Municipal Employees
American Federation ol Teachers
American Jewish Commiliee
Amoncan Nurses Association
American Veterans Committee
Americans lor Democratic Action
Antl Delamatlon League ol 8'nai 6 ‘ntD
QniiQ'iithwecmen
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Causs
Communications Woriters ol America
Delia S.gma Theta Sorority, Inc.
Democralie Nalional Commmee
Disciples ol ChnsliChrtsllan Church)
District ol Columbia Car Associalion
District ol Colon Slii chamber ol Commarcn
Datricl ol Columbia Democratic Slate
Commiuoe
District ol Columbia NOW
District ol Columbia Republicans lor
S.lI-Gavetnmont
The Episcopal Church
Fnenda Committee on National Legislation
Frontissh
Grealor Washington Coniral Labor
Council
Greater Washington Board ol Trade
Intnrlolth Conlorenco ol
Moiropoliian Washington
International Associalion ol
Machinists
Intern,nionul Union ol
Operating Engineers
Loaonrship Conleicnce on Civil Rights
League ol United Latin American
Ctttrens
lesguo ol Womon Volets
National Alliance ol I'oslal and
Federal Lmployre*
National Association lor the
Advancement ol Colored People
Nailonal Association ol Counties
Nailonal Association ol Cuban-
American Womon
National Association ol
ecumenical Stall
Njiionai Capital Union Presbytery
Nailonal Coalman ol American Nuna
National Commence nt
Christiana and Jews
Nalional Council ol Chu”'hes
National Council ol Jewish Women
Nalional Council cl La r'a-'A
National Council ol Senior Cltljons
National Education Association
National Jewish Community
Ro'ailona Advisory Council
National Urban League
Nalional Womon s Political Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The Ripon Society
Southern Christian Leadership
CVmloranco
Unitarian Universalis! Association
cl Churches
United Aulo Workers
Ur-rifd Church ol Clinst
Umlor) MnthcOisi Church, Board
Cl Church and Society
Uni’ed Presbyterian Church
Umivd Slates Jaycees
Umlr iS'.llos Slednm Asshc alien
UniteJ Sloeiwcraors ol America

CONTACTS:

January 25» i?04

GEORGIA

STATUS; Amendment has been introduced by Rep. Peggy Childs and
is in the House-. Rules Committee. Sen. Al Scott will intro—
duce the Amendment in the Senate.

STRATEGY: Strategy will be devised in February with sponsors
and representatives from Georgia Education Association, CC.
AFL-CIO, SCLC, and LVI7. Session is short so supporters will
need to work quickly.

COALITION:

Core groups listed abovej needs to be expanded.

SPONSORS: Rep. Peggy Childsj Sen. Al Scott

SESSION DATES!: January 9 - early March. Senate D/49 R/?,

House D/156 R/24,

VHAT YOU CAN DO: Have state affiliates contact Roberto Mcraes
as soon as possible to be involved in strategy session for
legislature, 1in early February

tipjummewooiweai

Georgia DCVRA coalition meeting X
Early February - call for detail:

Roberto Ko GA 30066

(404) 22?68%51

302y B206" s SO 2R Gy T

Mary Jane DeFrank,
(202) 833-1200

, 602 Kelly Drive, Marietta,
(w), (404) 422-7349 (h)

Self-Determination for D.C,

1

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee
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SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS January 25. 198"

AFL-CIO
American Association ol University Womon
American Civil Liberties Union I DAHO
American Federation ol State. County, and
Municipal Employees

American Federation ol Teachera STATUS; After several years of education and lobbying in ldaho,
American Nurses Associalion the Amendment will be introduced this year. Local supporters
American Votorans Commiliee - - - - - -

Americans lor Democratic Aciion are in the process of coalition building and seeking sponsors
Anll-Delamalion Leagua ol B'nal 8'rllit for the Amendment

B'nal B'rith Women
Catholic Archdloceso ol Washington
Common Causa

Comml.Jnications.Wortre.rsoIAmerica STRATEGY; It Will pl’Obably be introduced fiI’St in the Senate.
Della Sigma Inoia Sorony. 1nc.. Strategy will be planned at forthcoming coalition meeting.

Olsclples ol Christ (Christian Church)
Olstrtct ol Columbia Bar Association _
Disirlet ol Columbia Dhamberol commerce ~ COALITION; CC, AAUW, and LWV are involved at present. Members

District ol Columbia Democratic State

Commiliee of a newly formed coalition working on other social issues
Bistrict ol Columbia NOW will be invited to join the coalition, as well as local labor

District ol Columb.a Republicans (or
Soll-Govommont groups *

The Episcopal Church

Friends Committee on Nalional Legislation

Fronliash SPONSORS; None at present,

Greater Washington Central Labor
Council

Greater Washington Board ol Trade

Inlortaith Conloronte ol SESSION DATES: January, 9 - late March, Senate D/I™ R/21j
Metropolitan Wasnmgton HOUSE D/lg R/Sl

International Association ot
Machinists
International Union ol

Operating Enginoers WHAT YOU CAN EO; 1I) Urge state affiliates to join coalitionj
roauorship Conference on Civil Rights 2) call Jim Hall about ne”t coalition m"eeting.
Citizens

League ol Women Voters

Nitlonal Alliance ol Poslal and CONTACTS; Jim Hall, CC/ID, 1191 Grand Ave., Boise, ID
National Association lor the 83702, (208) 3"5-2820

Advancement ol Colorod Poople
National Association ol Courtles

National Assaciation ol Cuban- Erika Landberg, Self-Determination for D.C.

American Womon
liallonal Association ol (202) 833—1200
Ecumenical Stall
National Capital Union Prosbytory
National Coalition ot American Nuns
National Conference ol
Christians and Jews
National Council ol Churches
National Council ol Jowlsh Women
National Council ol La Razy
National Council ol Senior Utltans
Nailonal Education Association
National JowIsh Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban League
National Women's Political Caucus
The Newspaper Guild
The Rlpon Socioty
Southern Christian Leadership
Conleronce
Unitarian Univorsallst Association
ol Churches
United Auto W vers
United Churct M christ
United Methodist Church. Board
ol Church and Society
Unllad Prosoytenan Church
United Stales Jaycees
United States Student Association
United Steclwomers ol Amatica

D.C. Voting Rights Amendment Ratification Campaign Committee
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SUPPORTING

ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
Amancin Association ol Unit oraity Womon
American Civil Liberties Union
American Federation o! Slale, County, and
Municipal Employees
American Fedorahon cl Teacnors
Amencan Jowisb Committee
American Nurses Association
American Velerans Commiliee
Americans lor Oomocrattc Action
Antl Oal.imation League ol S'nai B'rith
B'nai B'r in Women
Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington
Common Cause
Communications Worttors ol America
Delta Sigma Thola Sorority, Inc.
Democratic National Commitloo
Disciples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District c| Columbia Bar Association
Dislrict ¢l Columbia Chamber ot Commerce
District ¢l Columbia Democratic Stale
Committee
Dislrict ol Columbia NOW
District cl Columbia Republicans lor
Soll-Govornmenl
Tho Episcopal Church
Friends Commute! on Nailonal Legislation
Froniiasn
Gronier Washington Central Labor
[ -vuneil
Creator Wasnmgion Board ol Trade
Inlortaith Conlorenco ol
Metropolitan Washington
Inlernalicnai Association ol
Machinists
Inlornalional Union ol
Oporating Engineers
Loadorship Conleronce on Civil Rights
Leaguo ol Unilod Latin American
Cltizons
League ol Womon Voters
Nalional Alliance ol Postal and
Fodoral Employees
National Association lor the
Advancement ol Colored People
National Associalion ol Counlios
National Association ol Cuban-
American Women
National Association ol
Ecumenical Stall
Nalional Capital Union Presbytery
National Coalition ol Amoncan Nuns
Nailonal Canlernnce ol
Christians and Jews
Nalional Council ol Churches
Nailonal Council ol Jewish Women
Nailonal Council ol La Raja
National Council ol Senior Citizens
Nailonal Education Associalion
Nalional Jewish Community
Relation >Advisory Council
National Uiban Leaguo
National Womon's Political Caucus
The Nowspaper Guild
The Ripon Soctoty
Southern Christian Loadorsnip
Conference
Unitarian Universalis! Associatio t
ot Churcaes
United Auto Werners
Unilod Cnu‘ch ot Christ
Unilod Meinodist Church, Board
ol Church and Society
United Presbytenan Chufch
United States Jayceos
United States Student Asscc'alion
United Sleciwonersol America
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January 25» 198~

ILLINOIS
STATUS: The stage is set for a successful campaign in Illinois
in 198"-. HJRCA8 passed out of the Executive Committee of the

the legislative session ended before the bill
was raised on the floor. The Amendment carries over to the floor
calendar for 1984-. Please note the attached initial vote count
obtained during the October veto session.

House on June 10;

STRATEGY; Since regular session does not be :in until March, strategy
will be planned at the January coalition meeting. The attached
vote count gives an indication of the one-on-one lobbying still
to be done. A Senate campaign muse be mounted in 1987 as well.

COALITION; In 1983 LWV, CC, IEA, AFL-CI0, IL Public Action Coun—
cil, Democratic State Committee, and the IL Church Consortium all
worked on the Amendment. Another 20 organisations will be in—
vited to the January meeting to expand the coalition.

SPONSORS: Representatives Alexander, Braun, Brookins, Bullock,
Currie, Maaigan, McPike, Hulcahey, Rice, Shaw, Slape, Taylor,
White, and Zwick; Senator Emil Jones*

SESSION DATES; Januarg 11 (profunctory se55|ons until March) -
June 30. Senate 0/33 R/26; House 0/69 R A8

WHAT YOU CAN DO; Urge affiliates to attend the meeting:

I1linois DCVRA coalition meeting
Friday, January 27» 12:00 p.m.
LWV Office, 7 E. Madison
Chicago
CONTACTS; Earfcara Fried, LWV, 255 Forest, Glen ELlyn, IL 60137,

(312) 236-0315 (LWV office), (312) 853-6606 (h)

Babs DIckerman, LWV, 330 So. 6th,
62701, (217) 522-3921 (LWV office)

Springfield, IL

Erika Landbex-g, Self-Determination for D, C.

(202) 833-1200
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self-determination for DC

2030MStreet N.W. Sui
Washington, D.C. 5%8?8
(202)833-120

ILLINOIS HOUSE OF REP. PRELIMINARY VOTE COUNT

OCTOBER 1983 VOTE COUNT;
RECONFIRMED "for"

Alexander (Sponsor)
Berrios

Bowman

Braun (Sponsor)
Breslin

Brookins (Sponsor)
Brummer

Brunsvold

Bullock (Sponsor)
Caparelli
Cullerton

Curran

Currie (Sponsor)
Deuchler

Domico

Fa"ley

Frederick

Homer

Huff

La Flore

Leverenz

Levin

Mad:.gan (Sponsor)
Marzuki
Matijuvich

McPike (Sponsor)
Mulcahey (Sponsor)
Nash.

Nelson

Oblinger

Pierce

Preston

Rhem

Rice (Sponsor)
Shaw (Sponsor)
Slape (Sponsor)
Stuffle

Taylor (Sponsor )
Terzick

Turner

White (Sponsor)
Winchester

Wolf

Yorell

Zwick (Sponsor)

CONTACT:

UNDECIDED

Cowlishaw
Daniels
Kulas
McGann

Olson
Richmond

Barbara Fried, 255 Forest:,
Glen Ellyn, IL 60137,

(312) 236-0315

NOT SEEN

Barger
Barnes
Birkinbine
Christensen
Churchill
Davis
DeJaegher
Doyle
Dunn, J.
Dunn, R.
Ebbeson
Friedrich
Giglio
Georgi
Greiman
Hannig
Harris
Hawk . inson
Bensel
Hicks
Hoffian
Jaffe
Johnson
Keane
Kirkland
Krska

Laurino
Mautino

McAuliffe
McCracken
McMaster
Neff
0 "Connell
Panayotovich
Pangle
Peterson
Piel
Rea
Ronan
Saltsman
Steczo
Tate
Topinka
Van Dyne
Vinson
Vitch
Welt
Wo; jcik
oadyard
nino-o
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SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS January 1, 198/\
AFL-CIO
Amoncan Association ol Umvorslty Womon *10 WA
Amancan Civil LiOemos Union
American FeOsranon ot Slato. County, and

Municipal Employees

American Federation ol Teachers STATUS: Amendment passed House of Representatives 62-32 in
American Jewish Commiliee - - - - -
American Nurses Association 1983« Only Senate passage is needed for ratification in

American Veterans Ccmmittoe
Amoncans lor Democratic Action

Ann-Delamalion Leaguo ol B'nai B'rith STRATEGY: lowa is one of the best prospects for ratification®,

B'nai B’'nlfi Women - 198/\ - -

Catholic Archdiocese ol Washington in , The coalition, which has been excellently led by

C C H H H H

o eations Woikors hi Amonea the League, lobbied legislators while qut of session, and u
Dolla Sioma Tneta Sorority, Inc has. a very promising vote count for 198’\ The plan is to

Democratic Nalional Commiliee - - -

Cisciplos ol Christ iChnstlan Church) bring Amendment up early in session.

District ol Columbia Bar Association
C'stnct ol Columbia Chamber ol Commorce

Bl e Demoeratie Stats COALITION IA Federation of Labor, IACLU Jethodist Churcli,
District ol Columbia NOWJ
District ol Columbia Rot”Ibllcansfl
Sell-Govornmenl [ O
The Episcopal Church i

e Episcopal C . o nner (D-Ames), Sen.yTW Slater (D-
Frionds ".ommilloo oy Nalional legislation -
Frontlash Othe rs. |f L\ X,*

Grenier W.nhinglon£onlral LabIt
Council *
Greater Washington Board ol Tr/do
'nterfailh Conlerento ol |

Meitopoiiian W.Shmglon .
international Asscdutionol  f

mnglhgmgs L f mid-jApril fluSenajie/b/28 R/22;
ﬂtafoerémm”r?ﬂe%is J House k/"ij6 R/Wjl jSs M0J

1
cadorshio Conlu'mnco on fjivil Righls

: | Unitodl.alin A . ]
Gluona m_oj nApnen Leam po: fills.,e dI™M\aniza/;"on aj-?fl*ates contact Mary Curran
gg'mng;\w;);{lg?o}’ggzgm as si\ibn as possible /?iApe sVfetenf is to bring Amendny>»t up
J 1 1 _kkk
oycerd Emplmeus 5. earl/Ain session. / \

Advancomont it Cr«red People
lalional Associatjonrfil Counties

«allonal Assocra’eirfol Cubar: TFINTACT-?:\ Mary/uiwfo, I1&ffi&fch St., Dr.£SfCedar Ra
e Aot Tt bo”, (31 ) :«2761i3

Ecurrenical Stei

el Caoons) Arereon s Sharon Hill, 63.0 jb }jeT\N. Nt

Cilarsaiot, 52317, (319) 89572 " for D.C.

iticnal Council ol cWchos
alional Council ol Ji*vishWormen - -
Ulonil Gouncil ol LmH.ua Mary Jane DejFrank, 2iel]
ilional Council ol Seflof Clil/ona
monal Education Assuciahon
ilional Jewish Community
lielanons Advisory Council
ilional Urban League

ilional Wormen's Political Caucus
o Newspaper Guild

e Ripon Society

iinotn Christian Leadership
Conference

narun Uoivcrsalist Associalion
clChurches

-led AuloWorkets

-led Church ol Christ

h-d Meinodisl Church, Board

il Church ana Socieiy

red Prosbylerun Church

-led Slates Jaycoos

ted Stales Student Association

ctoclwurvers of America "Top priority state - only Senate passage needed for ratification.



SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS

AFL-CIO
Amoncan Associalion ol University Women
American Civil L'borbos 1Jnicn
American Federation o* Stale, County, and
Municipal Employees
American Feneration ol Teacners
American Jewisn Committee
Amoncan Nursos Association
American Veterans Commnteo
Americans lor Democratic Action
Ann Defamation League o' S'nai B'rith
B'nai 0'nm Women
Catholic Archdiocese ot Wasmngton
Common Cause
Communications Workers ol America
Dolta Sigma Theta Sorority. Inc.
Democratic National Committee
Disciples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Columtna Bar Association
Olsmctol Columoia Chambor ol Commeico
Disrncl ol Columbia Democratic Stale
Commilleo
District ol Columbia NOW
Olalriclol Columbia Republicans lor
Sell-Govemmcnt
Tho Episcopal Churcn
Friends Commnteo on Nalional Legislation
Frontiaih
Greater Washington Central Labor
Council
Creator Washington Board ol Truda
Inlortaith Conference ol
Metropolitan Washington
International Association ol
Mach'nists
International Union ol
Operating Engineers
Leadership Conference on Civil Rights
League of United Latin Amoncan
ClUtens
Loague ol Women Voters
Nalional Alliance ol Po.tal and
Fedoral Employees
National Associalion lor me
Advancement ol Colorud Pnopln
Nalional Association ol Counlios
National Association ol Cuban-
Amoncan Women
Nancnal Associalion ol
Ecumenical Stall
Nailonal Capital Union Prosti/tory
Nalional Coalition ol Amorican Nuns
Nalional Conference ol
Christians and Jowa
National Council ol Churches
National Council ol Jewish Women
National Council ol la R.ua
Nailonal Council ol Sonior Clluons
National Education Association
Nalional Jewish Community
Relations Advisory Council
National Urban League
Nailonal Worrion's Political Caucus
tho Newspaper Guild
1ho Ripoo Society
Southern Christian Loadorsmp
Conleronce
Unitartan Univursallst Association
ol Churches
Urilled AulO Worsers
Untied Church ol Chfist
Untied Methodist Church, Board
ol Church ana Society
Unilod Picsbylt-iiar Church
United Stales Jaycees
United Slates Student Assocmhon
Untied Slualwutsers ol America

January 25» 1987

INDIANA

STATUS 1 Amendment has been filed in both the Senate and the
House of Representatives.

STRATEGY:

COALITION:
sponsor,

SPONSORS:

SESSION DATES:

Vote count has conducted in December by LWV and CC.
It showed bi-partisan support of surprising strength in both
Houses of the legislature.
strategizing has begun with sponsors. Session is short so
coalition will have to work quickly to achieve ratification.

Using results from vote count,

Coalition organizations have been working with

Rep. John Day (D-Indianapolis) and Sen. Carolyn
Mosley (D-Gary),

House D/4-3 R/57 e

WHAT TOI' CAN DO:

January 9 - early March. Senate D/I8 R/32;

Since session is short, have Indiana affiliatc-s

contact Melinda Rider as soon as possible.

CONTACTS:

Melinda Rider, 7035 King"s Row, Muncie, IN
H-7204, (317) 289-5329. (285-1773 (w)

Mary Jane DeFrank,
(202) 833-1200

Self-Determination for D.C.
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SUPPORTING
ORGANIZATIONS January 25, 1954

AFL-CIO
American Associalion ol University Women
American Civil liberties Union KANSAS
American Fodorahon ol Slala, County, and
Municipal Employees

hmerican federation o Teachers STATUS: The Amendment is "being introduced this week in the House t
American Nurses Association sponsors Rep. ELr.ine Hassler (R) and Rep. Vic Hiller (D).

American Veterans Ccmmiltoa
Americans lor Democratic Action

Snal sl womon oo STRATEGY; The coalition is working closely with the sponsors
catholic Archdiocese o Washington to "build "bi-partisan support, lobby legislative leadership,
gzﬂ"amsui;;mgfavg:;fg?:n/:merica contact the Governor, and enlist help from Senator Dole.
Democratic Nailonal Committee Strategy is to try to move the "hill early in session.

Disciples ol Christ (Christian Church)
District ol Columbia Oar Association

District ol Columbia Chamber ol Commerce  COAL I TION; Members so far: CG, LWV, KNEA, KS Nurses Assn.,

District ol Columbia Democratic Stale

_CO_mmiltteel y , Coordinating Committee of the Black Community, KWFC, ACLU,
e AFL-CI0, Kansas Public Employees Assn., and sponsors,.

District ot Columbia Republicans lor
SallGovornmont
Tho Episcopal Church . _ .
Friends Commiltoo on National Legislation ~ SFQNSORS: Rep. Elaine Hassler (R), Rep. Vic Miller (D), and
Frontlasn
Greater Washington Central Labor over 40 Cco- Spo nsors.
Council
Creator Washington Ooard ol Trads _ _
Intorfailh Conference ot SESSION DATES: January 9 - mid-April. Senate D/I 6 R/24;
Metiopolitan Washington ?
International Association ol HOUSG D/53 R/72 y
Machinists
International Union ol

OooralinoEngineors WAT YOU CAN DO; [I) If your organization is not listed: above,

Lokdorshlp Conleronce on Civil nights - . 2 - -
Leaguo ol United Latin American contact coalition convenors; £) generate constituent mail to

Citizens -

Leaguo ol Women Voters any House members; 3) urge local affiliates to attend the
National Alliance ol Postal and Weekly Coalition meetings;

Federal ampluyoos
National Association 0t the
Advancement ol Colorod People

National Association ol Counties Kansas DCVRA coalition meeti ng
National Association ol Cuban- -
Fridays at noon

American Womon
National Association nl H
ol Statehouse — meet at Information Desk
National Capital Union Prostiyloiy
National Coalition ol American Nuns
National Conleronce ot

Christians and Jews CONTACTSt Nancy Sargent, LWV, 1913 Warner Ct., Topeka, KS

Notional Council ol Churches

National Council ol Jewish Women 66605’ (913) 357-1166

National Council ot La Ruza
National Council ol Senior Citizens

Mol somien Commeome " Dwi%ht Hilpman, CC/KS, 641 Ohio, Lawrence, KS
Relations Advi.ory Council 660 4’ (913) 8/1-2-5059

National Urban league
National Women's Political Caucus

The Rivomrsteiety Erika Landberg, Self-Determination for D.C.
South Christi Lead hi
Ogonefrer:enczs an meadership (202) 833_1200

Unitarian Universalis! Association
ot Churches

United Auto V/omers

United Church ol Christ

United Methodist Church, Board
ol Church and Society

United Presbyterian Church

United States Javcens

Unued States Student Associalion

Unitoo Steelworkers ot America

0 Votina RiaMs ATiencrnm R ?fxntionc.r,nn”%



