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Constitution Written tor Protection

HENEVER you read about

somebody wanting to call a con-
stitutional convention, look {o sece
whose rights he wants to write out of
it. e may be locking for some per-
sonal advantage.

The Constitution of the United
States was written to perpetuate
truth, to ensure that people would
have a voice in government, to keep
public institutions functioning, and
to prevent individuals from becom-
ing despots who would enslave free
mernt.

. The Bill of Rights, the first 10
amendmenis to the constitution,
were added 1o amplify these poinis.
They also set a precedent for revis-
ing and wupdating the constitution
when it is needed or desired by the
people. Draftsmen of this great doc-
ument of liberty did not consider it
necessary to rewrite the entire con-
stitution in order to improve upon it.

‘Why should we?

A frequent 'criticism offered for
the Oklahoma  state constitution is

-that it is too long. Te argue thai the

constitution is tog leng is abnit as
logical as arguing that the encyelo-
pedia covers too many subjects,
when all you wanted to Enow ubout
was freedom. p

A constitution is notl designed for
entertainment or recreational read-
ing. A document of this nature is in-
tended to set forth principles upon

-which government is foundedl and it

is to be referred to as needed t6 keep
the state or nation moving toward
the goals that have been chosen.
Arguments that constitutions are
out of date because they were writ-
ten by preceding generations should

be carefully examined. The phrase-

ology is different from the current
vernacular, but truth is constant and

human nature still leads men to iry
{o gain mastery and power over oth-
er mern.

Again, the question arises as io
what particular provisions or rights
the reformer considers to be out of
date. It is hard 1o believe that rheto-
ric alone would motivale such a
drastic step.

Many groups in this country would
like to change our form of govern-
ment, not just to revise the constitu-
tion. Soeme would like to destroy or
compromise our freedoms by sup-
pressing the right of dissent, by
abolishing all references to God and
io religious worship and by bringing
control of news media under the fed-
eral government to make it a fool of
paliticians.

They try to make their arguments
sound plausible, but we should never
forget that the right {o dissenf [rom
the established way nf doing things
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implies a Belief in something better.
The right to dissent is a right to im-
prove; not just a right to destroy.

Certain dissenting factions are
trying to use the present national
erisis as leverage to change our
form of government. For example,
one group says this couniry is too
large and too complex for us to fol-
low a single leader. They are propos-
ing that a sort of national commiitee
be set up to replace the president.
Others want to adopt the British
plan, so that the chief executive may
be changed whenever the legislative
body shifts its majority,

The real irouble with our constitu-
tion, national or state, is not iis.
length, its age or its language. The
difficulty is the people who read it
amd misread if, or who attempt i
warp its meanings to serve sellish
purposes. 1t is they who need revi-
sion; not the constitution,



