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Director Letter:

Hello Delegates,

 My name is Mark Merwitzer, I am a senior here at the University of Florida studying 
political science and urban planning. Over the last four years, it has been amazing partaking in 
UF ModelUN. For those who were able to participate in my previous committees such as Publix: 
Where Crisis is a Pleasure and the Continental Congress of 1776, welcome back. I am beyond 
excited to present to you my most ambitious committee yet: A Republic if you can Keep it: The 
Constitutional Convention of 2003. In today’s modern era, many believe that Washington DC 
is broken, flawed, and does not listen to the people. Rather than just partaking in the partisan 
debate that you can find on Fox News or MSNBC, my goal is to teach all of you to think deeply 
about why things are the way they are in this country, no matter your political views. The most 
important thing you can do to prepare for this committee is to keep asking why something is the 
way it is, or question what structures exist that cause something to happen. In my personal view, 
rational actors in each political situation always seek to reign in the most incentives for them-
selves or their cause. This is why I am tasking you to figure out how to structure incentives in our 
political system so that a better government can be built.
 This committee will require you to dive into political theory, American history, have a 
strong grasp of the issues that faced this country in 2003, and possible issues that will face Amer-
ica for decades to come. As a director, my philosophy on ModelUN is that the committee should 
be more than just a competition where people get awards. I see awards as secondary to the ability 
of this committee and organization to give you the ability to analyze our world in a new light and 
contribute to a robust and meaningful debate on the scope of government. More importantly, 
I want every delegate to use this committee to enhance their abilities to work together to solve 
common problems, even if there are disagreements as to how to do so. In other words, I want 
you to step into this committee prepared to defend your ideas, listen to others, and use what you 
learned to turn it into a constitutional proposal. You will be given the task of representing views 
that you may not agree with. Great! I want you to step into the shoes of the other side and un-
derstand why they believe what they believe. What cultural conditions exist that got this person 
elected? Why does this member of the committee exercise power in the way they do? Go beyond 
the “what” it is you are representing and dive into the why.
 Lastly, I want to talk about how I will be scoring this committee. As I have stated in 
previous committees that I have directed, one of my biggest pet peeves on ModelUN is “pow-
er-deling.” For those who know what I am referring to: do not be a power-del. Some examples of 
“power-deling” include rambling and talking in circles to take up your full speech time, claiming 
other delegates’ work as your own, and shutting down conversations in unmoderated caucuses to 
get attention for yourself. The chairs and I are looking for people who can get their point across 
convincingly, respectfully, and concisely. Additionally, I ask everyone to respect one another and 
work as diplomatically as possible. Lastly, be as authentic to your role as you possibly can be in 
committee. 
 Outside of ModelUN and all things professional, I am super into traveling, photography, 
science fiction, and Gator Football. I am looking forward to seeing each of you engage in this 
committee and seeing all of you debate in committee.

 Good Luck,
  Mark Merwitzer
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Committee Procedures

Section 1: Explanation of procedures
 This committee will have a unique format that requires three “subcommittees” to merge 
onto a main “floor.” Depending on how fast the committee works, the subcommittees will last 
into the end of session two or make final changes at the beginning of session three. 
 As I have stated in the director letter, each committee will only have one task: draft articles 
of the constitution covering the topics listed below. I recognize that because there are partisan 
positions in each committee and it will be virtually impossible to come to a consensus on some 
issues while adequately representing your character’s position, there will be two drafts that will be 
adopted by each committee. The first draft coming out of the committee is the majority report. As 
suggested in the title, the majority report will contain a draft of what the majority of the commit-
tee agrees upon should be in the new constitution. This draft will be adopted by a simple majority 
of committee members to later be considered on the floor. Alongside this draft, the committee 
will draft a minority report. A minority report will be an alternate draft of the constitution that 
the minority of committee feels should be in the constitution, this report does not need a com-
mittee vote for adoption. Anyone who did not vote for the majority report may sign onto the 
minority report. Before a final vote for a majority report, it should be clear who is on what report. 
 In other words, each committee will pass two alternative drafts of ways to address the top-
ics outlined below. It is expected that both sides clearly communicate their beliefs to each other 
to find common ground that is included in both reports but also adequately reflects the different 
views in committee. Additionally, you may cross party lines to support the majority or minority 
report, but once votes are cast, you are tied to that side of the committee and cannot change your 
vote. There is a reason why it is called the majority and minority report and not the Democrat 
and Republican report. Each report must be written in article and section format so that the for-
mat is the same as the US Constitution. 
 If there is time after the passage of the two articles, the chairs are instructed to facilitate 
discussion about how each side is going to advocate for the passage of their report. If the chair 
receives written instructions approved unanimously from each side about what to do on the floor 
such as speaking time for each person, introductions, presentation, closing arguments, etc they 
may use those instructions to call on people on the floor. Keep in mind the instructions about 
how the floor is going to work below.
 Once all committees conclude passing their respective reports, the committee will move 
to the floor. On the floor, each side of the committee will have 15 minutes to advocate for the pas-
sage of their report. If the chair from that respective committee received instructions from each 
side, they may follow those instructions. However, those 15 minutes will be allotted to 10 minutes 
of speaking for presentation and 5 minutes of questions and answers. Only the time that each side 
is speaking will count against time. For example, time in between speeches or time used to ask 
questions does not count against the allotted time. 
 During the 10 minutes, the chair of the subcommittee will be calling on members who 
supported the draft currently being presented in a moderated caucus format with a max speaking 
time of 40 seconds, unless written instructions specify otherwise. Then the chair will moderate a 
question and answer, as described above. The chair will be the sole moderator of the question and 
answer period. 
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 After the mandated 15 minutes of presentation from both the majority and minority of the 
committee, the floor will open to other standard parliamentary points and motions. At most, this 
period will last 20 minutes before a final vote must be taken. 
 When the time has elapsed for the questions and answers for each report along with floor 
debate, there will be a vote of final adoption of the reports. The floor may not make changes to 
either report in this phase of the committee. After each allotted time for the presentation and de-
bate, a vote will be held to adopt the majority or minority report. The report with the most votes 
will be adopted as written. Once all 3 reports are adopted, the constitution is now called the draft 
resolution. 
 The committee will be allowed to use standard parliamentary procedures to discuss and 
make changes to the draft resolution. All proposed amendments to the draft resolution must have 
the text of the section (or create a new section if adding a section), with additions being under-
lined (ctrl+u) and the text being deleted struck through (alt+shift+5). This formatting is to ensure 
the chair knows what to add and remove from the adopted draft Google Doc. All amendments to 
the draft resolution on the floor require a total of 10% of the committee being a sponsor or signa-
tory for it to be allowed on the desk. Basically, treat amendments like directives/resolutions, but 
they have a slight formatting change.
 Once the committee finds the draft resolution sufficiently discussed and amended, a mo-
tion may be introduced to enter voting procedure on the draft resolution. This motion requires 
two speakers for and two against and 2/3 in favor to pass. The final constitution requires a majori-
ty plus 3 to be adopted. The committee may end without anything being adopted.
 
Committee will likely look like this: 
 1. Introductions 
 2. Debate, drafting each report, and other work
 3. Straw poll on who is on what side
 4. Debate on the majority report
 5. Submission of minority report

The floor will likely look like this: 
 1. Presentation/Q&A of Majority/Minority Report for the Legislative  Committee
 2. Debate
 3. Vote of adoption for either report
 4. Presentation/Q&A of Majority/Minority Report for the Executive  Committee
 5. Debate
 6. Vote of adoption for either report
 7. Presentation/Q&A of Majority/Minority Report for the Judicial  Committee
 8. Debate
 9. Vote of adoption for either report
 10. Debate (from here downward, the order is likely to change depending on how the   
  committee feels)
  11.Introduction and voting on amendments 
  12. Debate
  13. Introduction and voting on Amendments 
  14. Debate
  15.Final adoption
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Section 2 Committees and Floor Duties
The Committee on Legislative Affairs, which shall be tasked with evaluating: 
 1. Establishing Congress and how it will be structured (Bi-cameralism, unicameralism, or   
     something else?). 
  a. Responsibilities of each chamber if divided. For example, the current 
      constitution describes that the House must draft budget bills, while the Senate   
      confirms executive appointments. Should changes be made to this structure? 
 2. Electoral Process including: 
  a. Frequency of elections. 
  b. Apportionment, if any.
  c. Qualifications to run for office. 
  d. Set the number of people per district?
  e. Filling of vacancies.
  f. Electoral system and process. Including the time, place, and manner. 
 3. How legislative power is delegated.
  a. Enumerated powers, versus implied powers. What authority can congress 
      delegate to other bodies? 
 4. Process of removing or punishing US Government officials. 
 5. How often does congress have to meet? Should Congress be a part-time or full-time   
     legislature?
 6. What can Congress do? What should Congress and its members be prohibited from   
      doing? 
 7. Compensation for being a member of congress. 
 8. Specific enumerated powers and prohibitions on certain laws passing (war, taxes, etc.). 
 9. Relationship of state law and federal law.  
 10. Admission of new states and status of overseas territories. 

The Committee on Executive Affairs:
 1. Powers of the Executive Branch. 
 2. Electoral process including:
  -Frequency of elections. 
  -Qualifications to run for office. 
  -Filling of vacancies.
  -Electoral system and process. Including the time, place, and manner. 
  -Who is elected in the executive branch? 
 3. The cabinet, if any, and the relationship of that cabinet to congress. 
 4. Executive Compensation. 
 5. Civil and military relations. 
 6. Foreign Relations.  
 7. Citizenship 
 8. Removal from office. 
 9. Relationship of the executive branch to Congress, the legislative process, and 
     confirmations. 
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The Committee on Judicial Affairs and Rights:
 1. Judicial power and judicial review. 
 2. Role of the structure of a court system and hierarchy. 
 3. Process of trials. 
 4. Civil and criminal law procedure.
 5. Bills of Attainder. 
 6. Relationship of the judiciary with other branches. 
 7. Issues of civil rights including: 
  a. The bill of rights. 
  b. The rights of citizens. 
  c. Privileges and immunities. 
  d. Property rights.
 8. Methods to amend the constitution

The Floor: 
 Upon conclusion of each committee at the discretion of the chair or final votes of passage, 
beginning in session three or four, the floor shall consider: 

 1. The passage of either a majority or minority report from each committee. 
 2. Changes for fluidity and addition of items not included or debated in committee.
 3. Final Adoption

Writing Your Position Paper: 
 For those who participated in my American Revolution Specialized Committee, this pro-
cess is identical to last year regarding position papers. Rather than writing a traditional position 
paper, please outline your priorities for the committee in bullet point format listing your top five 
personal priorities. When writing your priorities, please also include why your character would 
want to accomplish each priority, so that we can understand your thinking and intentions going 
into committee. Your position paper should be no more than a single spaced page, but this does 
not mean I will score you more favorably for taking up the whole page. Please also remember that 
you will have to negotiate with your peers to accomplish your intentions since there are no crisis 
notes in this committee. 
 The purpose of these bulleted lists is to look back at the end of the convention and evalu-
ate what has been accomplished and how well you advocated for your priorities. Staying focused 
on accomplishing your priorities and debating effectively for what you are aiming to accom-
plished will be scored heavily in your favor.  
 I will score based on how well you advocated for what you put in your position paper. 
Therefore, my advice to you is to think on a micro-level about what your priorities are, similar to 
a crisis arc. For example, accomplishing a challenging priority will carry more weight than getting 
an issue believed that both sides likely agree on, such as the first amendment.
 I look forward to seeing what you come up with! Please reach out if you have any ques-
tions about drafting a position paper. Remember, my primary job as a director is to help you 
learn and realize your full potential in committee. I would rather someone reach out with ques-
tions than feel stuck in committee and not have a great learning experience. 

Helpful Resources: https://www.ontheissues.org/default.htm; https://justfacts.votesmart.org/
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Preparing for Committee

Prelude: When I originally thought about this committee, I really had a challenging time grap-
pling with the sheer amount of information needed to adequately prepare for this committee 
and the knowledge required to do well. There are thousands of supreme court cases, hundreds of 
thousands of books written about the constitution, and an unfathomable amount of laws and reg-
ulations passed that all stem from the constitution. What is important to consider is not just what 
is in the constitution, but how it applies to American culture and vice versa. There is no singular 
guide that can prepare you to build a constitution for the richest and arguably most powerful 
country on the planet. 

 With that in mind, I decided to write a background guide on how to do your own re-
search for this topic, where to look, and dive into current perspectives on the current constitu-
tion. The point of this guide is to give you a hand in doing your own research. After all, the point 
of a background guide is to give you the tools you need to succeed. I will provide all the resources 
I can in the citations. I implore you to check out places I cite because you will likely find them 
extremely useful to your studies for this committee. Awesome sources include Google Scholar, 
the Library of Congress, American Bar Association, State Constitutions, Foreign Constitutions, 
the State Policy Network, the ACLU, the Heritage Foundation, Economic Policy Institute, the
 National Conference of State Legislatures, and other think tanks.

Constitutional History and Origins

 To explain the Constitution that you will be amending throughout the committee, it is 
critical to understand why the constitution was written the way it was in the first place. 
Before the constitution, our country’s governing document was the Articles of Confederation
 The main thing to remember about the Articles of 
Confederation is that the federal government was 
decentralized, did not have much authority, and could 
not raise an army effectively to crush a rebellion. After 
Bacon’s rebellion, the elite of the country gathered to 
ensure that the federal government would be prepared 
to tackle foreign and domestic threats. 
 However, the document that was produced took 
months to make and days of constant deliberation. 
During those months there were dozens of “compromises’’ that were made between the delegates 
of each state involved. The most important compromise was mandating that the legislature be 
bi-cameral. At the time of drafting, all but one state had a bicameral legislature. That will also be 
the case in 2003, with Nebraska being the only state without a Senate. 
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Legislative Compromise

 There are dozens of perspectives as to why the 
legislature was made bi-cameral. I would encourage every 
delegate to research the advantages and disadvantages 
of bicameralism and come to their conclusions based on 
their positions. The main perspective that was argued at 
the convention was that if there was one popularly elected 
chamber, the will of the masses could threaten property 
rights, and a chamber composed of an aristocratic elite 
was needed to mellow out “mob rule.” The other perspective at the convention was that smaller 
states believed that if a singular chamber based solely on population was established, their influ-
ence would be significantly weakened and drowned out by larger states. The compromise was in 
short that smaller states would get representation by allowing their state legislatures to appoint 
members to the upper chamber, with two senators appointed per state every six years, and a lower 
chamber elected by popular elections.
 Another major compromise that is often talked about today was the three-fifths compro-
mise. To gain the support of southern states who cared about slavery as their center priority, those 
supporting a bi-cameral legislature in its current form made an agreement with slave states in 
regards to how enslaved people would be counted towards a state’s number of representatives. The 
compromise caused an uproar in the smaller northern states that would have seats taken away 
from them to give to states that practiced slavery. In the new constitution that is being drafted, it 
is crucial to examine how slavery and the 3/5ths compromise impacted our country’s outcomes 
on equity, inclusion, and take note of other systemic challenges that arose.

Executive Branch
 One of the most outspoken members of the 
constitutional convention was James Wilson, who 
repeatedly advocated for a singular person to control 
the executive branch who was able to execute the law 
efficiently and be accountable to electors. To do this 
Charles Pickeny and Wilson proposed that the exec-
utive branch consist of one person, rather than be ap-
pointed by a legislature like in parliamentary systems. 
If you are on the executive committee, it is advisable 
to research the advantages and disadvantages of an 
elected executive versus a parliamentary system. However, in short, the reason why the delegates 
chose an elected unitary executive was to prevent the legislature from having too much power. In 
today’s presidential system, there is debate as to how much power the President has. For exam-
ple, the unitary executive theory states that all executive power is vested in the President. Others 
believe that the executive is pluralistic, with top executive posts also holding major power. With 
the growth of government since the new deal era, there are also major questions as to how much 
power congress can delegate to the executive branch. How much discretion should the executive 
branch have in enforcing the law? 
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 How the executive branch would form was another major topic of the constitutional con-
vention. The electoral college was formed as a compromise between states that preferred appoint-
ment by the legislature and those who wanted a popularly elected president. The result was that 
every state would vote as a bloc and assign their respective electors to their president of choice. If 
there was no majority, the House of Representatives would choose the president with state delega-
tions voting as a bloc. 
The electoral college is to this day a major topic of contention in Washington. In 2000, George 
Bush was the second president elected receiving the electoral college vote, but not a plurality of 
the actual electorate. The executive committee should research the electoral college and alterna-
tives to it, and be prepared to debate for or against the electoral college.
 Another discussion that will come up in com-
mittee is executive accountability. To prevent the Pres-
ident from having to constantly bend to the will of the 
legislature, the convention required a 2/3rds vote to 
convict and remove an executive or judicial officer. To 
date, no President in history has been impeached and 
subsequently removed from office. Does the President 
have enough accountability outside of the judicial and 
electoral system?

Judicial system

 The main discussion at the constitutional convention regarding the judiciary was about 
the appointment of judges. Should judges be appointed by the Senate, elected, or chosen by the 
President. Many in the convention wanted the Senate to have the power to appoint judges, but 
there was an equal faction in the convention that wanted the President to choose the judiciary. 
Two compromises were floated at the convention. The first was that the President would appoint 
judges, but the Senate could veto appointments if two-thirds of the Senate agreed the judge was 
unfit for office.  The other proposal was that the President would appoint judges but the Senate 
would give advice and consent on such nominations.
 The judicial system aside from the structure established in the constitution can be broken 
down into two divisions: civil and criminal. The constitution establishes a wide range of protec-
tions for those being sued by both another private citizen and by the state under criminal prose-
cution. In criminal cases, the rights given to the accused are enshrined in the sixth amendment. 
Additionally, the committee will have to examine the language of the bill of rights and how the bill 
of rights applies in a modern world.

The Constitution Today 

 It can be argued that 2003 was a major year of testing for executive, judicial, and legislative 
power. The executive branch took office for the first time in over a generation without winning 
a plurality of the vote, with a contentious supreme court case in Bush V Gore following the elec-
tion. After the election of President Bush, a major crisis struck the United States when Al-Qaeda 
hijacked four airliners and brought down the World Trade Centers, and damaged the pentagon. 
While the lead-up to the event is currently being reviewed by a 9/11 commission, it appears that 
there were several foreign policy decisions leading up to the attack.
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 A large part of the convention will focus on the gen-
eral debate between privacy versus security, please be well 
versed in recent government actions that tackle this
 philosophical question. The Patriot Act was arguably the 
largest expansion of federal surveillance powers in modern 
history. It is strongly encouraged that every delegate read 
through the key sections of the USA Patriot Act. The 
Electronic Privacy Information Center and the Heritage 
Foundation provides amazing arguments for both sides, 
though they should serve as a baseline for your research.

within 48 hours of such deployment. Congress then must 
act on that deployment or the President must withdraw 
troops. The War Powers Act has been in place since 
Vietnam, and many would argue it replaced the power to 
declare war and gave control of the military to the 
President. Before 9/11, President Bill Clinton had troops 

 In addition to the Patriot Act impacting civil liberties, 9/11 led to the United States invad-
ing multiple countries around the world in the name of a war on terror. Despite US troops being 
deployed to Afghanistan, Iraq, and other countries around the world, Congress has not declared 
war since World War Two. In the place of Congress Declaring war, Congress has given the Presi-
dent the power to deploy troops anywhere in the world so long as the President notifies Congress

in Kosovo two weeks past the 60-day deadline, and the Supreme Court declined to penalize the 
President in any way as impeachment is at the discretion of congress. In a modern world with 
many non-state actors being the primary enemy combatants of the United States, the committee 
will have to greatly consider the issues of war and peace and where that power lies. 
 While not directly related to the constitution, I strongly believe that a constitutional con-
vention based in 2003 can conclude without a debate on the government’s role in the economy. In 
January of 2001, the Dot-Com bubble burst, causing a major spike in unemployment and a crash 
of the stock market. Without a doubt, the federal reserve played a pivotal role in the crash with its 
adjustments to interest rates policy. Congress also increased the deficit massively when the market 
crashed, ending the Clinton surplus. The role of the government is arguably the most powerful 
conversation the committee will have. Outside of current constitutional bounds, should there 
be debate about monopolies that are up and coming in the modern era? In April of 2000, courts 
ruled that Microsoft violated the Sherman Antitrust Act. ATT was also broken in 1982, with 
with BellSouth splitting from ATT due to anti-trust issues. 
The core of the debate in the convention will be to what 
extent should the government regulate the economy? 
Since the 1980s, the United States has embraced a neo-
liberal ideology focusing on deregulation, globalism, and 
supply-side economics. Should that trend continue?
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Conclusion

 The committee intends to go beyond day to day debate that is found in Congress and to 
ensure that every delegate critically thinks and applies their thinking to concrete proposals, ready 
to defend them. Political issues do not happen in a vacuum, there are systemic contributions to 
every macro-level phenomenon. Not only can a new constitution directly address modern chal-
lenges, but a constitution can also set up the levers of power for generations to come. 
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Positions

Prelude-
Here you will find a list of positions sorted by committee assignment. As I alluded to in my back-
ground guide and brief, I expect each delegate to not only know the positions of their respective 
role but critically think about how their views can be represented in a constitutional convention. 
Every single member of this committee will have an established record on the vast majority of 
issues. I will provide below links where you can look up a voting record and political positions, 
but please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions about your character. You will 
not be penalized in any way for reaching out or asking questions! 

Legislative Committee

Rick Santorum (R)- United States Senator From Pennsylvania.
Ileana Ros-Lehtinen (R)- Congresswoman from Florida. 
Chuck Grassley (R)- United States Senator From Iowa.
Mike Enzi (R)- United States Senator From Wyoming. 
John McCain (R)- United States Senator From Arizona. 
Orrin Hatch (R)- United States Senator from Utah. 
Thad Cochran (R)- United States Senator from Mississippi 
Ron Paul (R)- Congressman From Texas.
Lindsey Graham (R)- Senator from South Carolina. 
Paul Ryan (R)-  Congressman From Wisconsin 
John Boehner (R)- Congressman From Ohio 
Patrick Leahy (D)- Senator From Vermont.
Hillary Clinton (D)- Senator From New York.
Zell Miller (D)- United States Senator from Georgia
John Edwards (D)- Senator From North Carolina. 
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Jim Clyburn (D)- Congressman From South Carolina.
John Kerry (D)- Senator From Massachusetts. 
Barbara Lee (D)- Congresswoman From California
Robert Byrd (D)- Senator From West Virginia 
Chris Dodd (D)- Senator From Connecticut 
Russell Feingold (D)-  United States Senator From Wisconsin 

Executive Committee
John Block (R)- Former Secretary of Agriculture Under President Reagan 
Donald Rumsfeld (R)- Secretary of Defense Under President Bush
Dick Cheney (R)- Vice President of the United States 
Donald P. Hodel (R)- Former Secretary of Energy and Interior Under Reagan
Colin Powell (R)- Secretary of State Under President Bush
William Barr (R)- Former Attorney General Under Bush Sr
Nicholas Brady (R)- Former Secretary of Treasury Under Reagan and Bush Sr
Alan Greenspan (R)- Chairman of the Federal Reserve 
John Bolton (R)- Undersecretary of State Under President Bush 
Ross Perot (I)- Reform Party Presidential Candidate 
Michael Bloomberg (R)- Mayor of New York City  
Stuart Holliday (R)- Ambassador to the United Nations for Political Affairs
James Baker (R)- Chief of Staff of President Bush Sr 
Robert Reich (D)- Former Secretary of Labor Under Clinton 
Madeleine Albright (D)- Former Secretary of State Under Clinton 
Moon Landrieu (D)- Secretary of Housing and Urban Development Under Carter
Reubin Askew (D)- United States Trade Representative Under Carter
Jesse Ventura (I)- Governor of Minnesota  
Janet Reno (D)- Attorney General Under Clinton 
Al Gore (D)- Former Vice President under Bill Clinton
Mike Espy (D)- Secretary of Agriculture under Bill Clinton 
William M. Daley (D)- Secretary of Commerce under Bill Clinton  
Rahm Emanuel (D)- Congressman from Illinois and Fmr Senior Advisor to Clinton 
Lloyd Bentsen (D)- Senator and Secretary of Treasury under Bill Clinton 
Griffin Bell (D)- Ethics Law Reform Member and Attorney General Under Carter

Judiciary Committee
Alberto Gonzales- President George W Bush’s White House Counsel
Antonin Scalia- Associate Justice of the Supreme Court
Laurence Silberman- Judge of Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Court of Review 
Bill Pryor- Attorney General of Alabama
Anthony Kennedy- Associate Justice of the Supreme Court
Sandra Day O’Connor-  Associate Justice of the Supreme Court
David Levi- Chief Judge of the District Court for the Eastern District of California
Christopher A. Wray- Assistant Attorney General, criminal division
Jeanine Pirro- Chair of the New York State Commission on Domestic Violence 
David Addington- General Counsel of the Department of Defense
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Elena Kagan- Dean of Harvard Law School
Ruth Bader Ginsburg- Associate Justice of the Supreme Court
Eliot Spitzer- New York Attorney General
Barbara McQuade- Prominent Attorney in Michigan 
Richard Ben-Veniste- Member of 9/11 Commission/Fmr. Watergate Prosecutor 
Richard Stengel- Time Magazine Contributing Editor 
Ronald M. George- Chief Justice of the California Supreme Court 
Lawrence Lessig- Founder of Creative Commons 
Jeffrey Ross Toobin- Associate Counsel in the Department of Justice 
Cindy Cohn- Legal Director of the Electronic Frontier 
Kate Andrias- Constitutional Scholar
Alan Dershowitz- Prominent Attorney
Bill Lockyer- Attorney General of California 
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Resources

https://www.usconstitution.net/constamfail.html
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2021/08/04/opinion/us-constitution-amendments.  
 html
https://billofrightsinstitute.org/activities/franklin-roosevelt-second-bill-of-rights-1944
https://guides.lib.berkeley.edu/c.php?g=4451&p=2959075
https://www.ushistory.org/us/15a.asp
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3088432?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents https://www.histo 
 ry.com/news/how-the-great-compromise-affects-politics-today#:~:text=The%20  
 Great%20Compromise%20created%20two%20legislative%20bodies%20in%20Con  
 gress.&text=According%20to%20the%20Great%20Compromise,and%20elected%20 
 by%20the%20people.
https://repository.library.georgetown.edu/bitstream/handle/10822/1043901/Tanguay_  
 georgetown_0076M_13619.pdf?sequence=1
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Terry-Moe/publication/283505968_The_Institu  
 tional_Foundations_of_Democratic_Government_A_Comparison_of_Presidential_ 
 and_Parliamentary_Systems/links/563bee1708ae405111a77c78/The-
 Institutional-Foundations-of-Democratic-Government-A-Comparison-of-
 Presidential-and-Parliamentary-Systems.pdf
shorturl.at/jvzZ7
https://www.annenbergclassroom.org/glossary_term/unitary-executive-theory/
https://allthingsliberty.com/2020/11/the-constitutional-convention-debates-the-elector  
 al-college/
https://www.ncsl.org/Portals/1/Electoral_College_MarApr_2020.pdf
Public Opinion, the War in Iraq, and Presidential Accountability https://citeseerx.ist.psu.  
 edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.817.525&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.senate.gov/about/powers-procedures/nominations.htm
https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution-conan/amendment-1/government-and-the-con  
 duct-of-trials
https://constitutioncenter.org/interactive-constitution
https://constitutioncenter.org/blog/constitutional-cases-resulting-from-the-9-11-attacks
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/september-11-and-american-foreign-policy/
https://www.epic.org/privacy/terrorism/usapatriot/#Analysis
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