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In Sunday Associated Press Release|

(Editor's Note: Following a
release of an Associated Press
story from Helena which
appeared in many ol
Montana's dailly newspapers
Sunday, May 21, 197d
concerning the editorial
changes made recently at the
Gallatin Countv Tribune, the
owners of the Tribune have
sent the lollowing letter 1o the
Associated Press Bureau In

Helena requesting the
Assoclaled PFress [0 mMAakxe
correclion ol retraction as
faollows

23 Mav, 1972

Assoclated Press Bureau
Helena, Montana 39601
ATTN: Mr. Paul Freeman
Dear Mr. Freeman:

We are deeplv concerned
over the Associated Press
release appearing in many of
Montana’s dally newspapers
Sunday, May 21, 1972, and
which was bvy-lined by you

personally in so of these
newspapers. We ve that
your story Is Incorrect in
several particulars and out-of-
context

with our release
ing the termination of

i

County Tribune in its issue of
Mayv 18, 1972, and such release
having been senl 10 you in
Helena via Grevhound Bus,
departing Bozeman at
apprnximarﬁh' 3 p.m.
Thursday, May 18, 1972),
Contrary to your release
which stated, '‘The fight over

the proposed Montana
Constitution has taken a
hizarre turn in Gallatin

County, resulting in the iirings
of staff members of the
established Bozeman weekly
newspaper . . ., the Gallatin
County Tribune, as the
established Bozeman weekly
newspaper referred to, again
brings (o your attention that

the recent change In the
Tribune editorlia¥ staff
resulted, not because of

purported opposing viewpoints
between its editor andistalf and
the ownership of the Tribune
over the Constitutional issue,
but rather as stated in the
Tribune article of May 158, 1972:

“Because the Tribune feels
that conflicting interests have
arisen as a result of Tribune
employves either publishing a
competitive publication or
being employed by a

Further, from our article:
“We have no guarrel with the
Individual's right to work for
whom he chooses, or for the
fact that another group
chooses to represent their
Views in a competilive
publication — BUT, we, the
pwners and management of the
Iribune, fee]l we have the right
B set our own policies, to
S@emand the lovalty of our
employes and discourage the
eght 0 “moonlight’” by our
tmploves when such
fmoonlighting'’ works to the
@triment of the Tribune. In
@ur opinion, those individuals
¥ho are writing for other
jublications that are
sompeting [or the advertising
commercial revenue in our

Ea, are working to the
@iriment of the Tribune."”
And further, from our

®ticle: **... Wewishto make it
griectly clear that the
ne has been connected in
manner with the editing or
ng ol the Gallatin
and neither approves nor

ins the Voice, and it is
in our opinion,

former employes of
Tribune whno now :Il'l:

associated with the Gallatin
Voice, and the general public
who may have been exposed to
the recent Associated Press
release, the owners of the
Gallatin County Tribune
hereby request from the
Assoclated Press Bureau In
Helena, Mr. Paul Freeman
who by-lined the release in
question, and all Associated
Press member newspapers
who may have published the
above-mentioned release, to
make correction or retraction
as mentioned in this letter in
prominence equivalent to that
glven the previous Assoclated
Press release. The Tribune
believes that the “record must
be set straight’” on all matters

relating to this previous
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proposed constitution is
Revenue and Finance article,”
stated Charles H. Mahoney,
veteran legislator and
Constitutional Convention
delegate, In a recent Helena
meeting.

Speaking to a workshop of
western Montanans gathered
to study the present versus the
proposed document, Mahoney
warned of the loss of local
control in the proposed
constirution.

Humorously noting the
power of unicameralism,
Mahoney said, ‘““There Is
nothing better that | would like,
but to have a unicameral
legislature and I bethe wheel."

Fossible Dictatorship?

““This could go Into a
dictatorship like Huey Long
from Louisiana,” commented
the speaker in referring w
what some participants
described as "'the open-ended
provisions'” of the proposed
document.

“Under Section 5 of the
Revenue and Finance Article,
paragraph (c), ACM could be
exempted from the metals-
mine tax,” sald Mahoney, *‘If
taxes get high and the
mmﬂltmﬁu;m exert
pressure, could be
m

improvements. coula’

or
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MONT. 59872

» ]
L
i .

-

only three-fifths of each house
of the legislature.

Explaining that millions of
laxpayers' dollars could be
used to *build for tourists, and
the tourist industry could be
exempled from taxation,”
Mahoney warned of the lack of
restrictions on this everywhere
in the proposed constitution.

“"Agriculture and little
businesses may end up paving
the whole thing," he said of the
cost of state gpovernment. He
furtheér noted that the current
debt ceiling (without
referendum) of $100,000 would
be removed.

Fate of Small Banks

“*Article VIII, Section 13, will
break all the little banks of
Montana,"'' Mahoney
contended. '‘None of the big,
real blg banks will be hurt.
Everything, including local
government funds, will be put
in Helena

“The Public
Retirement System, the
Highway Patrol and the
firemen’'s retiremenl sysiems
can be [nvested Im private
corporate capital stock.”

The effect of stock losses on
the solvency of these systems
brought sharp warnings from
the speaker.

The much-criticlzed section
reads: ““The legislature shall
provide for a unified
Investment program for public

Employees

funds and provide rules

Sl o ol

legate C.H. Mahe
rns of Loss of Local Cont

“*We have abolished the State
Board of Equalization. All is
put in Helena. The only power
that the county assessors will
have is to count.”

Environment

““This sectlon ralses the
guestion: Can a guy [ence a
reservoir? How good are water
rights under this section?"
sald Mahoney, speaking of its
new Environmental and
Natural Resources article in
the proposed constitution.

“*The word ‘beneficial’ IS

what is important,”” he
continued. " 'Beneficial” does
not cover Irrigation, flood

control nor manufacturing.

“Without water our coal
fields cannot be developed. Itis
like the copper in Butte; all we
got was to look at the copper.

“When the courts have said
something, that can be
changed' But, it is not very
easy to change it when the
constitution savs it."

Article V Sec. 4 p. 2 (dealing
with re-apportionment)
“brings the Supreme Court
into the legislative branch,”
sald Mahoney.

1 wanted to get in there a
provision to submit the plan o
the legislature rather than a
commission,” went

live inanareaol®
from each other.
run in another disty

Pay Commisshn
“Article Five, SectionPee
allows for a Pay Comm|Ssig
Mahoney noted, A
Commission takes the
away from the Legislatusg
This is a new provision.”
The Pay Commission Wuﬁ
be established by legislative
ac tion which would determine
the compensation of the state
legislature.

Continuing his comments on
the legislative article,
Mahoney reminded the
audience that he introduced
into legislature one of the first
bills for an annual session.

Session Increases

The proposed document
allows for an annual session of
not mare than & legislative
davs.

It also provides, ~—Any
legislature may increase Lhe
limit en the length of any
ey S et
legislature may
special :enl:llmb‘y;ﬂ%
governor or :
request of a majority of the
members. :

“Not mmﬂhm,
only a majority wuse of
representatives,” uu_l;.—

.
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article, Explaining tnat millions of
Mahoney. mi"l_ﬁ dollars could he
R 19 *bujid for tourists, and
mm‘“‘"ﬁ! Industry coyld be
5 Ped  from laxation, ™
‘:ﬁﬂtyﬁmmmlﬁ:lul
:‘ Fictions on this EVerywhere
western B e constitution
*udy the present "";:"Iﬂ 5 Africultyre and little
Proposed docament. M. o 8 may end up paying
Warned of the koss of ioca lht*hhlmﬂg.“nuummme
Coftrol | e proposed COSt of state EOvernmen|. He
Comstitution, e further noted thay the current
ﬂ‘m“, noting debiy Celling (without
*r ol unicamerallsm, referendum) of $100 000 would
&r sald, “There s D€ removed.
mh:mmunﬂimi
Ve & unikamera Fate of Small Baniks
legts ia whee].
ture and | bethe CArticle VIII, Section 13, will
Posalb} Dictatorship * E;E:k' au. uln; ilttle banks -::!_
“This ol B . : nnd__ Mahoney
& u Ko ‘ Conlended, ““None of the big,
torship uu; Huey Long oo, blg banks will be hurt
tllrhm“ Loulsiana," commented Everything, including local
Speaker in peferring 1o BEOvVernment funds, will be put
whal!  some participants Helena
ducnhu_y “the open-¢nded “The Public Emplovees
Evhhnl of the proposed Hetlrement sysiem, the
”ll.-lgl'rlrnt. . Highwav Patrol and the
nader El-'n'_“llun 2 of the firemen's retirement systems
nue &nd Finance Article, Can be invested in private

paragraph ic), ACM tould be
exEmpled from the metals

mine Wx," said Mahoney. "1y
taxes pey high and the
rcreationa) exer

"Merchand|se
Improvemenis
excluded

Such exclusions would place
@n  unisir burden on (he
remaining laxpavers,
Mahoney pointed oul, although
they could have an emotional

dappeal at the (lme of passage,

Sectlon 5, 1o states, "'The
legislature may exempl trom
laxation, any other classes of

qu‘rt}'.n

Gasoline Tax Diversion

“Sectlon 6, paragraph 2,
allows for diversjon of the
highway gasoline tax. It s a
Sales tax In disguise,
explalned ey, as Lhe
lax on gasoline can be
and diverted by a vote of

inventory or
could be

-y —— e ———

corporate capital stock. "

The effect of stock losses on
the solvency of these svslems
urought sharp warnings from
the speaker

The much-criticized section
reads: “'The legislature shall
provide for a unified
Investment program for publi
lunds and provide rules
therefor, Including supervision
ol Investment of surplus funds
of all counties, cities, towns,
and other local governmental
entities, Each fund forming a
part of the unitled Investment
Program shall be separately
identifled. Except for monles
conitributed to retirement
funds, no public funds shall be
Invested in private corparation
capltal stock. The investment
program shall be audited at
leas! annually and a report
thereof submitted to the
Rovernor and legislature.”

Summarizing the entlre
article of the proposed
document, Mahoney stated,

—

“"We have abolished the State
Board of Equalization All is
put In Helena. The only

that the county assessors will
have Is to count "

Environment

“This  section ralses the
Question: Can a guy fepes a
reservolr? How good are water
rights under 1his section™"*
sald Mahoney, speaking of its
new Environmental and
Natural Resources articie In
the proposed constitution,

“The word ‘beneliclal” Is
what |s important,”” he
Conlinued. * ‘Benelicial’ doss
not  cover lrrigation, flood
control nor manufacturing.

“"Without waler our coal
fields cannot be developed [tis
like the copper in Butte; all we
Eol was o look at the Copper,

"When the courts have sald
Something. that can pe
changed! But, It Is not Very
Easy 1o change It when the
consttution savs j1.*

Article V Sec, 14 p. 2 (dealing
wWilh re-apportionment
‘orings the Supreme Couri
into the legislative branch,"
sald Mahoney.

"1 wanted to get in there é
provision to submit the plan o
the legislature rather than a
commission,”” he went on.
"The apportionment that we
have today was done by the
legislature. The commission ls
respansible to no one. "

Article Vi

“In the Executive Article,
we haveskicked out the state
Ireasurer,"’ Mahoney
remorsely stated. “Seetlon 4,
paragraph 2, Is dangerous.

""We do not need a lleutenant
Bovernor at all If he Is not golng
o preside over the senate.''

The proposed constltution
provides the lleutenant
Bovernor “'shall perform the
duties provided by law and

those delegated to him by the
Eovernor. * No power
specifically vested In  the

governor by this constitution
may be delegated (o the
lHeutenant governor.'

Mahoney, In outlining the
effect of the governor and
lleutenant governor running as
a party team, noted, ''The only
trouble we have had was when
we had a governor and
lleutenant governor of the
same party.”

Money

When questioned regarding
“Who will handie the state

money?"” Mahoney replied,
"““The Department of
Administration will handle the
laken power tram
h“ﬁlﬂﬂlﬂm

|

iwenty offlices ol ti'.‘a

na
Loss of Local Con

the
legislature.
Continuing his comments on

the legisiative article,.
Mahoney reminded
audience that he Introduced
into egislalure one of the first
hlu.thrinnn;nualm.shn.

The proposed document
allows for an annual Session of

not mare than & legislative

days,

It also provides, “Any
legislature may increase the
limit on the of any |
Subsequent session. The
leglslature may be convened In
speclal sessions by the
EOVErnor or at the written
request of a majority of the
members,

“Not of both houses, but say
anly a majority of the house of
representatives,”” noted the
delegate,

Commenting on Article V
(The Legislature), Mahoney
noted that Sec. 10 eliminated
the lleutenant governor as the
presiding officer of the senate,

Paragraph 3, of the same
section, states, "'The sesslons
of the legislature and of the
committee of the whole, all
committee meetings and lltl
hearings shall be open (o the
publie.* e e

Mahoney noted that the
language of this provision

could "in fact end all
compromise, as the vote will be
recorded."’

Recorded votes seldom are
changed, he noted. While the
speaker (avored opening the
sesslons (o the public, he
wondered whether It would :r
appropriate to try a senator in
an open sesslon, HM:
warned that the mere
ol the session to tl:r .
ralses [alse hopes to Hie

It should not be construed o
mean that the press will
fully legisiative
he said. He nimsell favor
press being present
reporting both sid
consistently

Paragraph 6 of the
section galaed
allention.

The provision
may =
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Do Your

Home Work

Before June 6

s &

vention t00 hasty about com-
pleting its business?

Would the results have been
more satisfactory if the dele-
gates had adhered to the orig-
inally proposed timetable and
taken an intérmission of several
months between completion of
formal sessions and a short
terminal meeting to approve
and sign the document?

If this original timetable had
been observed, the delegates
would probably be reconvening
in Helena this week to sign the
constitution and complete their
work after about two months of
recess. The document would
then have been submitted to the
voters in the November general
election,

This interval might have
eliminated the embarrassing
situation in which at least three
delegates find themselves pub-
licly opposing a document to
which they signed their names
in March. Apparently, in the
interim, have changed
their minds about the value of

the charter which they helped
draft.

The d constitution in-
cludes many

- good features. It
includes some that are less de-
sirable tlun‘?ﬂu present docu-

3 .11-’ Was the constitutional con- Am

pense to the public in defending
suits and perhaps settling judg-
ments.

The 60-day meeting of the
legislature each year will tend
to create a professional-type
lawmaking body but will not
necessarily improve the quality
of the membership. Since the
constitution specifies a meetil
of 60 legislative days, not cil-
endar days, about three mon
will be required to complete
session. Few of the conscien-
tious professional or busines-
men whose presence is neces-
sary to give citizen leadership
will be able to devote three
months of their time each year.

So Montana could find itself
with a legislature populated
with political hacks whose pur-

is to carve careers for
themselves.

The Right to Know section of
the proposed constitution 1S
qualified with the wording
. except in cases in which
the demand of individual pri-
vacy clearly exceeds the merits
of public disclosure.” This is a
built-in escape clause for every
minor officeholder who seeks to
hide his inefficiency or miscon-
duct from the scrutiny of the

public .

the many g
tures of the prog osed cun
tion is statewide 1
and elimination of twe-
limit on state levies. This a
ly to levy more taxes for sel
funds at state level will m
for more equal sharing of

educational = b

The propused nmew constitu-
tion has been highly praised by
many authorities both inside
and outside the state. We are
personally acquainted with |
many of the delegates, and
of those that we know are 1?
ly capable and well qu: uf‘;;'-.
We have faith in their abihity
and their judgment. -

What worries us is the iag
that some of these men are now
withdrawing their
How could a delegate sign the
document in March but decide
in May to oppese its ratifica-
tion? He mst have decided in
the interim that he had made a
mistake. And these opponents }
are not all ultra-conservatives. %
One of them is a Democ! L__ 1

i b= . L L
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Proposed New Constitution

Editor's Note — This is the
second of four articles
examining Montana's proposed
new constitution, Copies of that
document will soon be in the
hands of every registered voter
in the state.

By Les Rickey

Montanans are govemned by
boards, bureaus, and
commissions. And Montanans,
by and large, do not (rust
them

This distrust ol government,
which extends ([rom the
smallest local improvement
district through the aty,
county, and state levels, is one
of the main concerns the
Montana Constitutional
Convention felt it had to deal
with

“Government has withdrawn
behind closed doors when a
tough decision has to be
made,” says Marshall Murray,
a Constitutional Convention
delegate and a former
Montana legislator. “When

. these people can withdraw

into executive session and
make these decisions by
themselves, with no one else
present, you lose [aith In
government."”

The answer, the convention
delegates felt, was to provide
for a constitutional right for
the public; the right to know
what government is doing.

—

Section 9 of the 1972
Constitution provides that
right, Murray said. “No person
shall be deprived of the right
to examine documents or to
observe the deliberations of all
public bodies or agencies of
state government and its
subdivisions, except in cases in
which the demand of
individual privacy clearly
exceeds the merits of public
disclosure.”

That section, Murray
pointed out In a recent news
conference, would be binding
on every public body, from a
sewer improvement distriet to
the state legislature. In
between, it would include
school boards, county
governmental meetings, at)
councils, and even the
subcommittees formed wunder
the aegis of those bodies

“The legislature has, in the
past, taken government away
from the people,” Murray
said. ""The present
constitution says all sessions of
the legislature will be open
to the public, but they go
into committee meetings and
various other types of
meetings. They have their
hearings, then they kick

everybody out of the mom he

and make their decisions.”

The Constitutional You
Convention, Murray rule

emphasized,

con
true of county |
‘ ..."'

participated in the
proceedings.

“We've tried to maintain the
open form of government
while instilling in the people °
some faith in government,” he
said. “This section will allow
the public the rght to
participate more than they
now do. It gives them the
right to knmow what
government is doing, and
that’s something they do not
now have.™

Another strong provision for

public partiapation, Murray
said, is in the loeal
governmeént article, which
Murray said has (flexibility
contained 1n no other state
constitution.

“This article provides for
the option every 10 years on
what kind of government the
people want at the cty and
county levels of govermment,”
he said. “The mavor and the
council, for instance, are
required to put the question
on the ballot at the end of 10
vears, asking the public if it
wants to refain the city
council form.

“They also have the duty o
providing a viable alternative,™
tinued. “The same is

pek
you
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Many Montanans have a
negative approach to the pro-
posed new constitution. They view
the document from the stand-
point of certain provisions they
don’t like instead of the obvious
over-all need to replace the con-
stitution of 1889.
Montana elected 100 men and
women to meet in Helena and
draft a new constitution.
Here in the Flathead let's not
forget the generally high calibre
of those chosen: Republicans
Sterling Rygg, Marshall Murray
and Arnold Jacobsen, and Demo-
crats Henry Siderius, Noel Fur-
long and Rick Champoux. The
local delegation included
' businessmen, a farmer,
educators and former legis-
lators.
~ It’s interesting to note those
- who favor passage of the new con-
stitution. These include Demo-
g: Senator Mike Mansfield,
, Governﬂl‘ Tom Judge, State
" Senate Majority Leader Dick
)zivi and House Minority Leader
ill Christiansen.

spublican endorsements

je those of House Speaker
it and James T.

b New Constitution
Deserves Approval

Harrison, Jr., majority leader.
What'’s bemg overlooked is
that Montana recognized the need
for a new constitution. Bill
creating the constitutional
revision commission passed the
1969 Legislature with only one dis-
sent in the senate and three in the
house. _'
Voters approved Referendum
67 in 1970 calling for the con-
vention by a two to one majority.

Montana seems to be
forgetting the need for a new
constitution to replace the 1889
document enacted when copper
kings controlled the state. It was
years before the automobile.

The proposed new constitu-
tion has inadequacies, but let’s
not forget that the 1889 document
isn’t serving the state satis-
factorily.

This newspaper hopes Mon-
tana will approve the propo
new constitution June 6. Our
endorsement in part is baapd on
the ability and recomm
of the three Republicam mﬂ
three Democrats this c¢ nt
to Helena as Consti

vention delegatﬂ

_‘__.—---'—'_
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" ah itol Writer down just five business 5| g € for another meet- (citizens of Montana to vole in|only thing that the commiltee

3 L AP Capitol ! ‘ahead of next Tth“d:“ s dead- | ing. | favar of the constitution as pro-{cannot do fhat the Slivestion. |
g ) Court line for filing for the June 8 pri- | { _— L : did is ¥ further conb-
- Montana’s W‘.tm“}_ bt | mArY election, put an end: to|Siron8 Indication posed by the constitution " 'sutulil:-naﬂ'l mm - chamgs

# < 1 C the hopes of a number of dele-| It indicated strnrrﬂh "*'-‘~- Montana voters will ratily or|or modify those proposed-” -

m; Constituional Con- gates thal they could run this jever, that if the conven! ion's [reject the proposed dm.unenn “We can sée no difference In |
(although presently ac- year for seats in the Montana HF:: o - l,‘ which sel uUp on June 6 |what the convention was doing
ﬂh fegplly In exis-| Legislatur a 19-member Vler Ehl daiion | In a discussion of the mn_|h:iﬂ‘t March 24, 1972, and

-| The high court had accepted Commiilee. 15 mund by the!tents of Resolution 14 what the commitiee was alr
w.ﬂH:IMdebgilf mem r Ug irt had pi S tRn Rl . olution adopted
bers casnol bold dlber public original jurisdiction of Maho-|coart 1o DE valid then the com- by the delegates on March 16, ‘horized fo do, other than mak- |

office nev's protest of the secretary of miftee "has carie blanche au- the high court noted Murray's/ing proposals for inclusion in
The unanimous ‘L'M-Jﬂ: by | state’s refusal to let him file | Hority as o the meney, federal argument that the committee it |the new constitution,” the opin-
Jm ‘wm f&l’”t‘i ';--:hd {for other ".i:--"..t" or Lhat ..?:'_' over &ﬂnl ”1':' i 0 {Fl_ﬂlEd acls an tmha” nt thellﬂﬂ 5-3.1'&
qndﬁ:ﬂ!f that Se@retary of The decision in the Mahoney VEnUon convention, in ils place and g
= S B Tn 4ha st . = - = .| Roling Explained
Stale Frank Murvay correctly | case skirted a flat answer to a| In the stil-underided com-'stead, It carries on uniil the

[mﬁud 0 let delecate Charles challenge raised by veteran panion case. Kwsalen chal- procedural administrative andd 10 explaming iis ruling that

: E At ; el | P e : ids a public of- |
. pof Clapey file for legislator Oscar 5. Kvaalen of lenged the right the comy voler educalio fairs con- | Mahoney e 4 ho a
Mahoney ) 21sla 1a 0 _ e right o er edud n afiairs are {fice for whish the { B it |

Republican nomingtion as state the ﬁ._ﬂit.,lr:n‘.n'ﬁ right .r.j- l.:j r.'?."[".'_*r.'{“--:"_.::f.ﬂd .?Hj n [edew u:]wi:--:f. and the money appre- \expired and, thus, is prohbiteg|
‘ r. money following its March 24'al and siate fundS for “adver- [priated to it has been spent. . . irom holding another public of-]
- '::L-r“ J' | [ice, the Supreme Court sajd-: |
o : _ ————— ;e - “Delegates were elected for a |
term ending on repeal of the !
act (set by lawifor June 30,
LIVINGSTON ENTERPRISE 1973); m IE!'E ﬂ” un-
Livingsion, Montana
(D2 885)
I
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r's Note — This is the Polson, an attorney whom
ﬁf four articles examining Murray describes as “the only

#ontanls ‘proposed new full-time active working
" constitution. Copies of that environmentalist in this area”
" document will soon be in the McNeil maintains the article is

" hands of every registered voter as strong or strongér than
 in the state. statements in anv other state

By Les Rickey constitution.

The proposed constitution  Lhis isn’t exactly what the

" has one clause which could be €NVvironmentalists wanted,”
ik’mhmg in its effects on Murray said. “They would like

| I.I
T e "-. i

#_ ons|

? people, industry, and the room Public trust doctrine, and with

y take up. it they originally wanted the
n 3 guarantees every Mght to sue for enviranmental

ygm the right to a clean Teasons. But that causes some
~ and healthful environment. It is special problems.

" probably the strongest stand “No one in the country has
m state has taken on the the right to sue without having
_ natior ally prominent issue. suffered some personal or

arshall Murray, rules financial loss,” he continued.

Iﬂ‘man in the recent “We didn’t feel we should
Eun atutional Convention and a include that particular thing In

¥ legislator, said in a press the constitution because it isn’t
ference on the 1972 a proper right. It would apply to
titution this one issue alone someone, say, from California,
k up much of the who could sue for something
ntion’s time, going on in Montana.

| this constitution is  “We just didn’t want to lock

tifie T _he said, “people in this into our constitution for

hm an inalienable fear of doing something bad,
air, clean water, instead of something good,” he
ﬂﬂ environment.” concluded. “Some of the
the article, in environmentalists in thi state

as C. B. m of finally agreed with us.”

I elegate Examines
New Constitution

The entire question of
environment could well be
interpreted as a legislative

question, rather than a
constitutional one, Murray said.
In that respect, he continued,
Montana has an excellent track
record in recent vears.

“We had one of the most
progressive legislatures in the
United States in the field of
environment,” he said. “The last
legislature enacted nine

measures dealing with the
environment and they’re strong.
We now have a very active
Board of Health, for instance; so
active the governor has had to
take a contrary stand against
them.”

The long-range effects of the
right to a clean environment are
unclear at this time, Murray
said.

“The entire constitution 1s
going to be a matter for the
courts to interpret for a long
time to come,” he pointed out.

“The United States Constitution
was written nearly 200 years
ago, and the definitions of that
document still are mm
by the U.S. Supreme Court.”



There is one central fact
f that voters must keep in mind
m-mg the next few weeks as
‘merchants of fear step up
their campaign against the new
Emﬁﬂmtiﬂn.

" That is that if defeated, we
11 have to live under the old
constitution for, perhaps, the
rest of our lives. And the 1889
. constitution was written to fa-
vor large corporation interests
~which were dominant at that
time.

Montanans voted over-
- whelmingly to have a new con-
| stitution written. They then
voted for 100 good men and
women (who could hold no
political office) to write this
new document.

It couldn’t have been done

in a more democratic and
statesman-like manner.
A ““No"’ vote would negate
all this effort, and would, in
effect, be a denial of our abil-
ity to govern ourselves
through the elective process.

No more democratic way
could have been devised than
| 1o have the people vote on the
question of writing a new con-
| Bﬁwﬂm and then electing

+ and women who
teit

Are We Cap | D
f Self-Governmen

fect constitution?

Perhaps the second mos
important fact to remEm

for the people to change i
We are not stuck with i
aswe are with the old one.

What could be more tqt
thanthat?

As we have written be-
fore, there is nothing to fear
in the new constitution. It es-
sentially gives more freedom
to the legislature (our elected
representatives) to make those
governmental reforms that
are long overdue, and in the
future, to adapt to changing
times.

It allows for tax reform,
for educational reform, and
government and court reor-
ganization.

If we don't like how the
members of the legislature
handle their new freedoms,
we can vote them out of of-
fice—that’'s the democratic
way.

The new constitution gives
us the means of governing
ourselves more efficiently,
and without out-of-date
restrictions which favor big
business and big corpor-
ations.

What it boils down to is
the question: Do we have

faith in our ahmty !? w

".




| Note: Ranchers as“'well as 4,
Lo gy RE iMﬂ'nﬁﬂi‘- one of the
o BOSt important resources-the water

| I8 an explanation of just what is
- ‘With respect (0 water rghts in the

iR
4S9 and the proposed 1972 Constitution 1,
ﬂﬁ.ﬂﬂ.wﬂl Vol on June 6 This

_w' s a bit longer than the letters from
- Peaders, but the content 15 of such Imporiance
that it is reprinted in full |

i

. Con Con water
:' Letter to the Editor-

~ Since the beginniitg of the' Cor
me Copvention, ' (here ha

i
.
£

been *t | tlter' statemen
~ appearing in Mont:ina NEWSpapers
¢ as to'mtmprmif‘d 1;1.'!"1..1'-’:1[{;1{;[_:-'
mormwdﬁ NQ';}HE U.‘i-;r”; {ime
pfb_compnre the old with the new

- Ihave spent the greater portion of
~my professional life working with
ter and water rights and feel
w L0 express my opinions on
| llltht. Therefore, this is an
atle to reveal the old con
Stitutional statement on water
ights, the proposed constitutiona!
fatement on water rights and my

rsonai opinion oi what the
proposed Constitution means (o the
neople of Montana. -

‘-

important. Montana, under s

J, Paras..
proposed Cons llt:g;;:pt: : tz'F of
statement s the A, the pm

e ‘ € present

sttutional ﬁlalﬂmemp It is 'V;Er}'

NeCess: =

ks "'*”f‘-‘ this slalement be
1171680 :' I 5 U‘,e &b € for our

present code it l all

e ‘ HiSres  that
siructures, ditches mvu r;. g
. | | J

a‘ L€ use are heid 45 public v
LNis  provides Continuance of

proiection we now ha e

widarT 1M, ' "
| Sectio) 3. . Par graph . (L) |
rCCORNZes the yse of waler {or Eﬂ'y |

iseful or beneficial purposedThis is
‘r‘L‘l'}' nf."f.'e:‘_ibd”'.!' LO) | -'.*',-IiSh'ie i‘m
d5 recogruzed by other statesand the |

.l' *'I'-rl'l. f*ﬂ} iﬁ_l‘ Al rllrnl"nﬂ
l

Section 3, Paragraph (3) 18 the
most important paragraph of the
{-"u];'lf.-;il'd Constitution It is a
declaration of state ownership of all
waters within its boundaries and the
jurisdiction over those walers. The
U. S, Supreme Court has recognized
state ownership by the necessity of
impicaton 1n ail " miso
recognizes the states to be the
custodians of the water for the use of
the people In other words, the state
agencies do not own the waler, they
g¢annot hold it or sell it to the people.
They can sell the service of slorage

and delivery. q ” I
Section 3, Paragraph (4) Is




Ullition, Article 111,

R ¥

Priated for 3,

. & Mv'%u\eicial use,
- @At of way over the lands of
s *OC all ditches, drains.
.ps, canals, and aqueducts
" lly used in connection
o i, &8 well as the sites for

E necessary for collecting
ANd 'stc the same, shall be held
) be a public use.”

~ NEWOR PROPOSED

. Article IX, Section 3, Water Rights
(1) All existing rights to the use of
ny waters for any useful or
‘beneficial purpose are hereby
- recognized and confirmed.

ISI | lﬂ_")mlﬂﬂ all water that is now
may hereafter be appropriated
for sale, rent, distribution, or other
f icial use, the right of way over

all ditches,

1 = - e

e

B -
R T

"l'_*'

" aqueduets necessarily used in
" connection therewith, and the sites
" for reservoirs necessary for
' ollecting and storing water shall be

.
|

canals, and

=g Act of 1889,  §an

— ;"-I. - -"._- "

FAgraph (1) is very
Montan. und .4
present program, cannot mest |
commiliments on ilS interstate
international comps 's, It cannss

show what water il IS actua " "

Montana will be very hardnyM|
0 meel the deadline on s

Its comprehensive water use plan by -
1977, the mandatory date set by the |
Walér Resource Law of 1950. This

section directs the legislature to
provide for the necessities in ad-
ministration of Montana walters.

This section of the proposed Con-|
stitution musl be passed I Montana
S Lo protect its water for use by
Montanans. It must be passed
Montana is (o have the same
authority and protection of its water

that Colorado, Wyoming, and other
weslern states now have. |

| urge pl) voters to review the old
and pgr_lp@yd Constitutianal
statements. Read it yourselves so
that you know what it says. Know
the protection and rights it will
provide you. Do not accepl the
statements made by those who losl
out in their bid for the Con-Con and
are spreading doubt in the minds of

others.,

| assure you thal after reviewing
the proposed Constitution, ['ia
voting for it because of its
and what it will do for the people

Montana.
Sincerely yours,
C.C. Bowman, Head

Seclion 3. Pa
important.
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Editor:

The unqualified endorsement
being given to the proposed
Montana Constitution by the
Montana Catholic Conference
causes one to wonder if they are
ready and anxious to dispose of the
moral doctrine that parents are
responsible for the education and
welfare of their children.

"ARTICLE X EDUCATION
AND PUBLIC LANDS, Section I.
EDUCATIONAL GOALS AND
DUTIES. (1.) It is the goal of the
people to establish a system of
education which will develop the
full educational potential of each
person. Equality of educational
opportunity is guaranteed to each
person of the state.” Should the
proposed Constitution be adopted,
the state will decide the extent of a
child’s potential—which child will
dig ditches and which will go to
college. Parents will no longer
have the God-given, moral
responsibility for their children.

rol R el .
-..‘_’-tl_ e S . . P .
L ™, was 1I HI; i Ge ‘many, as it
" in fﬁ Fae Ly TN n HQbatn)!
t_l;_;t : -..: a‘_ﬁlﬂ' L '? w m

tter to editor

- F W7y

' W
abolishes the rights of the people
by making their sovereignty ang
freedom subject to the whims of |
the legislature. It advocates totali-
tarian socialism. As an example,
“ARTICLE IX ENVIRONMENT
AND NATURAL RESOURCES,
Section I. PROTECTION AND
IMPROVEMENT. (1). The state
and each person shall maintain
and improve a clean and healthful
environment in Montana for
present and future generations.
(2). The legislature shall provide
the administration and enforce-
ment of this duty.” Here the
“State” will decide what consti-
tutes a clean, healthful environ-
ment and enforce it. Webster’s
dictionary defines environment as
“the totality of external influences
on an organism.” A government
that totally controls is TOTALI-
TARIAN. A government that
totally provides is SOCIALISTIC. .

That socialism or totalitarian-
ism will hel{‘:lhthe poor is an age-old
deception. The proposed -
tion provides for a totalitarian

[T

socialistic government for the
State of Montana. How many

'

R
*;.' will provide for each and for all.
| .:“. :'. - '| , \ ":_'.__ e ......
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