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In behalf of its affiliated organizations end individuals,
the Joint Oemmittee on Constitutional Bill cf Rights respectfully
submits to this Convention the following proposed amendments to
Article I and Article IV of the present constitution: *

ARTICILE I.

Sec. 4. There shall be no establishment of one religious
sect in preference to another; no religious test shall be
required as a qualification for any office or public trust;
and no person shall be denied the enjoyment of eny civil
right because of his race, color, religion or national origin,

Sec. 5a. (New) No person shall be denied the equal protection
of the laws of this state or any political subdivision or
agency thereof, nor shall any person be deprived of life,
liverty, or property without due rocess of law. Neither the
state nor any political subdivision or agency thereof, nor

any person, group, association, corporation, or institution
shall subject any person, because of race, ®lor, religion,

or national- origin to di scrimination in the enjoyment of any
civil rights; and any writing, agreement, or practice in
violation hereof shall be void and unenforceable., Such civil
rights shall include, in addition to the rights and privileges
enumerated in this article, the right to be free from discrimi-
nation, because of race, color, ml igion, or national origin
in obtaining employment or education by otler than religious
corporations or associations, in obtaining public accommoda=-
tions, in acquiring or enjoying any property, and in engaging
in eny business, trade, or prdfession, or otlerwise pursuing

a livelihood; and such other civil rlghts as may be recognized .
by statute or common law,.

Sec., 16. Private property shall not be taken for pubdblic use
without just compensation; but land may be taken for public
highways as herstofore until the Legislatwe shall direct
compensation to be made. Property taken for public use shall
be enjoyed without discrimination because of race, color,
religion, ar naticnal origin.

Bec, 19a., (New) The right of workers to organize and bargain
collectively shall not be impaired,

¥Under lined matter added; Sections 5a and 198 are new.
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ARTICLE IV.

Secy 70127, Property shall be assessad for taxes under general
laws, and by uniform rules, according to its true value.
Exemption from taxation may be granted by lew, but no exemption
shall be enjoyed by any charitable or educasional ingtitution,
other than a religious or sectarian institution, which denies
to any person the use or enjoyment of its facilities because of
racs, color, religion, or national origin,

_ 1.
It is particularly appropri ate that the State of New Jersey

should Ye revising its constitution and re-examing its Bill of
Rights at the same time that the United Nations is engaged in
drafting an International Bill of Human Rj.ghts for all humanity.
The American people may well be proud that its original contri-
bution te the evolution of constitutional government - a bill
guaranteeing basic humen rights « has been adopted by the
United Nations, The State of New Jersey has special reason %o
be proud, for its Bill of Rigits is unquestionably one of the
finest among all o:i" the State c.onstitutians, and many of its
provisions are included in the various proposals now being
submittéd to the Drafting Committes of the United Nat ions
Commission on Human Rightse
2e

The co;mstitution which now gowverns the Stafe of New Jersey
was agreed upon by the delegates of the people in convention at
‘Ifenton between May 14 and June R9th, 1844 end wae ratified at
an election held Auguét 13, 1844, This constitw ion is the
second in the history of the States, the first having been
promulgated at a constitwt ionel convention on J"uly 3, 1776, the

day before this country declared its independence of Great Britain,
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The Convention now assembled is entrusted with the duty of
re-oxamining the provisions of the 1844 constitution in the
light of thc century which has elapsed and of recasting and
revising that constitut‘ion 80 tl}lat it more closely corresponds
to the needs of today. |

While the administrative relations betwsen a government and
the people which has created that government must develop and
end change to remain in harmony with the development and chanée
of a dynamic society, the tasic human values which constitutions
declare and m;otect are unchanging, The premises underlying
our present constitution (set forth in sectiomsl emd 2 of
Article I), that "All men are by nature free and independent,
and have certain natural and inalienable rights", and that
"All political power is inherent in the people", are as valid
today as they were when f irst declareds Indeed, we have but
recently engaged in a tragic world corflict to test the validity
of these premises, and the édoption of those premises by the
federation of nations which arose out of that conflict establishes
their validity for all time.

For this reason we do not propose that this Conventioﬁ
alter in even the slightest the mresent provisions of Article I
of the 1844 comstitution. Indeed, we urge strongly that nothing
shall be detracted from that article, Nevertheless, we do believe
that the rapid evolution and develoﬁment of our economic and
social system during the past century ;'equires certain additions

to give particular twentieth-century meaning to the basic truthse
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In 1844; a tlreat to the basic truth of equality existed in the
possibility that by reason of difference in the forms whereby
people worship their Creator, soms people might be denied~
political rights., The Constitution therefore guaranteed
(&rticle I, section 3) that "no religious test shall be Tre=
quired as a qualification for ‘any office or publie truste"
A cent wy later, impairment of the basic truth of equality
manifested itself in the undemocratic practice of many em=
ployers to refuse employment to persons of certain racial or
religious groups. Recognizing that the truth of equality is
as valid today as in 1844, owr ‘Legislature enacted the Law
Against Discrimination (Chapter 169 of the Laws of 1945) even
though no provision of the 1844 constitution expressly authorizes
such ]ggislation. Today, the mrinc ipal threats to the truth of
equality are found in prastices of discriniinati‘bns because of
race, color, religion or national origin in the fields of em=
'ployment, education, enjoyment of propei'ty and pursuit of =a
‘ livelihood in a tlusiness, trade or professione The purpose of
the proposed amerdments to the 1844 Const_itution vhich we
respectfully submit for the consi daration of this Convention
is to recognize end declare that tle basic truth of equality
is as val» id in these areas as in the political area,
3

Our first suggested amendment seeks to add "race", "oolor" and
"national origin™ to the prohibition cont ai;ned in section 4 of
a&rticle I against denial of any civil right because of religious
rrincipless For the purpose of uniformity we suggest that the
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. word "religion" be substituted for "religious E‘imiqus‘_'g

The ‘a;rms are gysonymous, but the famey is generallz‘/ used in
con stjtutions and stat\fes and is stylistacal 1y preferable 15
combination with race, color and netional origin. The section

as amended in accordanee with owr suggeation wuld therefore read

as followss ) : . .

®There shall be no establishment of one religious sect in
prefer ence to anotherj; no religious test shall be regquired as
a qualification for any office or publiec trust; and no person
shall be denied the enjoymant of any eivil right because of his
race, color, religion or national origin."

The substence of the amendment is discussed hereafter in relation
to our suggested new secticme
. N _
The heart of our proposed amendment is & new section, which
we have desi gnated section 5a, to follow section 5 of Article I
of the present constitution. The proposed new section reads
as follows:

"No person shall be denied the equal protection of the laws of
this state of any political subdivision or agency thereof, nor
shall any person be deprived of life, liberty, or property
without duwe process of law, Neither the state nor any political -
subdivision-or agency thereof, nor any person, group; association,
corporation, or institution shall subject any person, because

of race, color, religion, or national origin to diserimination

in the enjoyment of any civil rights; and eny writing, agreement,
or mwactice in violation hereof shall be void and unenforceable,
Such civil rights shall include, in addition to the right to be
free from discrimination, because of race, color, religion, or
national origin in obtaining employment or education by other
than religious‘corporations or associations, in obtajining public
accommodations, in acquiring or-enjoying any property, and in
engaging in any business, trade, or mofession, or otherwise
pursuing a livelihood; and such other civil rights as may be.

- recognized by statute ar common law."

Before analyzing the specific provisions of this section,

its underlying philosophy should be briéfly considersd. The
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section rests upon the "self evident truth® declared in our
Declaration of Indep endence that "all men are created equal,
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain inalsnable
rights, that among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of
Hapinesse™ 4 similar provision is containsd in our present
State constitution (Article 1, section 1)s These "inalienable
rights®, more specifically detailed, are recognized and
guarenfeed ih the Bill of Rights sections of our Federal and
State constitution, and are generally designated és oivil®
rights, Anything lessthan complete equality in the "pursxlit
of Hgpiness®™ and enjoyment of civil rights isi completely in=-
consistent with our National end State policy and is repugnant
to our demcratic conceptss Distinctions based on race, color,
religion or national origin are abhorrent to our spiritual and
political conscience,

These truths have been recognized by all branches of our
Federal and State governmehts , in the international as well as
domestic arenas, Our Supreme Court, speaking through the late
Chief Justice Stone stated it thus:

"Distinctions between citizens solely because of their ancestry
are by their very natwe odious to free people whose institutions
are founded upon the doctrine of equality" (Hirabayshi ve United
States, 320 U.Se 81, 100 /1943/),

Justice Murphy, concurring in tﬁe same case stated:

"Distinctions baéed on color and ancestry are utterly inconsistent
with our traditions and idealse, They are at variance with the
principles for which we are now waging war, Ve cannot close

our eyes to the fact that for centuries the 014 Viorld has been
torn by racial and religious conflictsand has suffered the worst

kind of anguish because of 1nequality of treatment for different
groups" (pp. 110-111} s



The validity of this minciple has been recognized by our
government in the interrational fields The relationship among
the various racial, reli;;tous and ethnic groups which make up
a nation is a matter of international as well as national con=
cerns ‘Iha United States Government has made representation to
foreign g vernments in respect to their treatment of minority
nationals. Treaties concluding both world wars contain provisions
requiring tke signatories not to discriminate against their
national and racial minoritiess The Charter of the United
Nations, ratified by the Senate of the United States and signed
by the President (Augusti 8, 1945) imposesupon all signatories
the duby to "pronnte.eounifa"m respect for and observance of
humen rights and fundamental freedoms for all without distinction
as to race, sex, language, and religion," {4Article 55c)

To sum up, it may be vsaid, aga:‘u; in the words of Chief Justice
Stone, that distinctions based on race, color, religion or
national origin are "irrelevant and invidious" (Steele v.

Louisville & NeRe Cos, 323 U.Se 192 /19447)s 4s will be ine

dicated in our snalysis of the specific provisions of our
proposed amendment, substential recognition of this pmrinciple
has been given by the Legi slature of our State, Here we need
mention only the statement of owr State Supreme Court, that
"the dignities, equalities and rights of citizenship cannot
be legally denied to members" of any particular race, |

(Bullock ve Wooding, 123 N.J.Le 176 /1939/).



S

The first senteme of our preposed amendment reads:
"No person shall be denied the equal protection‘of the laws of
this state or any political subdivision or agency thereof, nor
shall any person be deprived of life, liberty or property
without due mocess of lawe" ’
This provision, taken from the Fourteenth Amendment of the
Federal Constitution, requires little discussion. Its absence
from the presem; State constitution is expleined by the fact
that the State constitution antedated the Fourteenth Amendmente
In slightly varying farms, this prvision is contained in the
constitutions of most of the States,

6o

The provision in our proposed néw section that "Neither the
state nor any political subdivision or any agency thereof, nor
any person, group, association, corporation, or imstitution
shall subject any person, because of race, color, religion, or
national arigin to discrimination in the enjoyment of any civil
rightess™ constitutes a limitation on both State and private action

The prohibition against di scriminatory action by a State
or ite sgbdi'v:}aions is merely a codification of existing case
law under the Fourteenth Amendmente The United States Sﬁpreme
Couwrt has consistently invalidated action by States or municie
palities which attempted to give legal effect to the irrelevancy
of race, color.or religione It would unduly extend the scope
of this memorandum to discuss in detail the decisions in which
States or munipipalities were restrained from such discriminatory

actione & few may be mentioned as illustratives
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In Yick Wo ve Hopkins (118 U.S. 356 /188g/) the Court invalidated

a municipal practice of refusing to persons of Chinese descent
permits to engage in the laundry business, the Court hol.ding
that the administration of a municipal ordinance for the carrying
on of a lawful business violates the Fourteenth Amendment if it
mkes arbitrary discriminations founded on differencesin race.

In Buchenan v, Warley, (245 UsSe 60 /T9167) the Court invalidated

a racial zoning ordinances In State ex rel Gaines ve University

of Missouri, (305 U«Se 337 /1928/) the Court held that a State
could not deny to Negroes professional educat ional opportunities
offered to persons of the white race, These as well as other
cases which may be cited constitute the basis of owr proposed
provision forbidding discriminatory action by "the state or any
political subdivision or agency thereof "

The rgstraint on the part of similar action by "any person,
group, association, or corporation or institution™ is necessitated
by the holding in the Civil Rights Cases (109 U.S; 3 [.f885 that
the Four teenth Amendment prohibits only State or aunicipal action
and not by private individuals or groups. It is the duty of the
State to guarmtee that racial or religious discrimination shall
not be practiced by non-governmental agenciese The Supreme Court
on another occasion expressed it thus:

"The equality of the rights of citizens is a principle of republice
anisme Every republican government is duty bound to protect all
its citizens in the enjoyment of this principle, if within its

powers That duty was originally assumed by the States; snd it -
still remains theres" (U.Ss Ve Cruikshank, 92 UsS. 592 /1875/)e




Our neighbor, the State of New York, acknowledged this
duty in its 1938 constitution, declaring that:

"No person shall, because of race, color , creed or religion,
be subjected to any discrimination in his civil rights by any
other person or by any fTirm, corporation or institution, or by °
the State or any agency or subdivbion of the state." (Article I,
section 11) .

As will be indicated hereafter, our Legislature has in
numerous specific instances recognized this principle. It is
the purpose of our proposed amendment to make this recognition
universally applicable and to accord it a constitutionél basise

70

The proposed mrovision that "eny writing, agreement, or
practice in violation hereof shall be void and unenforceable"
codifies fundamental contract lawe, Since the constitution is
the supreme law of the 8tate, any agreement or practice in
violation of its letter or spirit is unenforceable (13 Corps

Juris pe 424), Nevertheless, the question occasionally arises as

to whether a particular constitutional provision is or is not

self-executing (cee esgs Groves ve Staughber, 15 Pote [UeSs/
449, 452); for that reason, it is dssireble that the constitution
specifically sst forth the consequence of violatigm

Such a pi‘ovision is by no means unyrecedentedeThe Fourteenth
Amendment itsslf provides that "all debts, obligstions and claims®
growing out of the Civil War or out of the institution of slavery
"shell be held illegai and wvoid", MNeny State constitutions pro-
hibit agrexements or practices in violation of constitutional
mrovisions which protect the rights of laborers and expressly
provide that such contracts or agreements shall be void and



- unenforcible (see esg. Arizona, Constitution /T912/Article XVIII seotion 3e)
It is submitted that, the convention should clearly and expressly declare in the
constitution that agreements or oractices in violation of the Bill of Rights
shall be void and unenforcibles
8.
Our proposed new section seeks t0 specify certain particular civil
rights which are the principal objeet of its protection. These, as will
be shown, have already been impliedly recognized by our National and State
legislatures and courts. The purpose of our amendment is to accord to these
specifications the constitutional dignity to which they are entitleds
Oyr proposed new section states first that the "rights and privileges" already
"enumerated in this article" shall constitute civil rights protected from
discrimination for r‘easons of race, color or religione These rights and
privileges include freedom of worship (section 3), of speech and.press (section 5),
of seourity from unreosonable searches and scizures (section 6) and of assembly
(section 18), as well as the right of trial by jury (section 7) and & fair and
speedy prosecution of criminal charges (section 8). 4ny aotion by the State or
a subdivision or agency thereof, or even by a private individual or group which
would tend toward racial or religious discrimination in the exercise of these rights
would be violative of the constitution and voide. |
Oe
The first of the civil rights expressly enumerated in our proposed new
section is the right to be free from racial or religious discrimination in
obtaining employment. That this is a fundamental righﬁ is too patent to be gainsaid,
As stated by the Temporary Commission Against Discrimination which drafted the New
York Law Against Discriminations

"The right to life, the most orimary of all civil rights,
can have no fulfillment without the right to work."

Our own Court of Errors and Avpeals declared that denial or curtailment of the
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* right to work by reason of race, color, religion or national origin dsvrives

minorities ‘"of the constitutional right to earn a livelihood" (Carroll v Loocal

269, 133 NJ Eq. 144, 147). Our legislature has declared that such discrimination

is
"a matter of concern to the government of the State, andaees
threatens not only thoe rights and oroper privileges of the
inhabitants of the State, but monaces the institutions and
foundation of a free democratic St&te." (Chapter 169, P.L,
1945, section 3)e

Accordingly, our Legisleture stated that:
"The opportunity to obtain employment without discrimination
because of race, creed, color, national origin or ancestry
is rocognized as and declared t0 be a oivil right." (ibid,
section 4).

Partial cffcet had been given to this principle in the stutute forbidding
employment discrimination in defense industries (PsLs 1542 Chapter 1)4), public
works (Rev. Stats. section 10:1-10) and Stute, Bounty and Municipal civil service
(ibid, section XIs 22-11, XIs 17)+ Practically camplete coffcet was given by the
enactment in 1945 of the Law Against Discrimination (Chapter 169, P.L. 1945).

Our emendment seeks to crcate an express constitutional basis for these and similar
legislative enactments, thus eliminating any possible doubts of constitutionality,
no matter how i1l foundede

10.

It is of vital significance that, in respect to the provisions relating to
employment and education conteined in our proposed amendmant, religious ch&qtions
or associations are expressly excluded. Frefd‘om of religion is a basic component
of democracy, and true frcedom of religion is impossible if the State were to
possess power t0 control or regulate the internal affairs of religious bodiess
Oyr nation and our State are founded on the rock of religion, uncontrolled and
und ominated by governmente The manner whereby a man worships his Creoator is a
matter for regﬁlation by his own conscience; it is not subject to dictation

" by parliaments of men. It is not our intention to weeken in the slightest the

command of the 1944 oconstitution that:
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"No person shall be deprived of the inestimble privilege of
worshipping Almighty God in a mamer agreeable to the dictates
of his own consciences" (Article I, section 3).

For these roasons we have been careful to exelude religious bodies from the
cperation of the provisions relating-to discrimination in employment and educations
11.

In the twentieth century, equality of ovnortunity in employmant cannot exist
without a co-equality of opportunity in educations Our complex economy dcmands
educational training for its responsible positionse It is unrealistic and ine
eff ectual, if not hypocritical to guarantec to persons of all races and religions
the right to practise medicine or enginecring or law without guaranteeing them the
right to be free from racinl or rcligious discrimination in obtaining admission
to medical or engineer .ng or law schools so as to écquire the training
whicﬂ would enable them to practice those professions

But it is not on'y because cquality of eaployment opportunity requires
a concommitant equality Ef educational opportunity thot we have included froedom
from discrimination in education as a civil right entitlea to constitutional
protections It is our earnest conviction that the "pursuit of happiness"
guaranteed by our 1844 constitution (Article I, section 1) is‘impOSsible
of attainment without oomolete equaiity of educationadl opportunity. Rarely
can suoreme happiness be attained by the uneducated 2and the illitcrates
The treasury of joy fourd in poetry and drama, in music and in art, is denied %0
theme This is recognized by our people, as evidencdby the fact - of which we
can well be proud.- that our State expends more per child annually for public school
education than any othar State in the Union (Report of Naotional Educntion Associa=
tion cited in Statement by Rabbi Stephen S. Wise to the United States Senaste Come
mittee en Labor and Public Welfsre, April 25, 1947). Freedom from racial or

religious discrimination in education is entitled to
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governmental protection. Our 3State Legislature has recognized by enacting
section 18:14-2 of the Revised Statutes, which provides, in part:
"No child between the ages of four and twenty
years shall be exdluded from any public school
on accgount of nis race, creed, color, national
origin or ancestry.'
The importamec wiich our Legislature ascribed to equality of educttional
opportunity is attested by the penalty imposed for its deprivation. The
balance of the section rcads as follows:
"A member of any board of education who shall vote to
exclude from any public school any child, on account
of his race, crced, color, netional origin, or ancestry
shall be guilty of 2 misdcmeanor, and punished by a
fine of not less than fifty dollars ({50.00) nor more
than two hundred fifty dollars (§250G.00), or by im-
prisonment in the county jail, workhouse, or peniten-
tiary of the county in which the offense has been
committod, for not less than thirty days nor morc than
six months, or by both such fine and imprisonment in
the discretion of the court.'

Nor has reccognition that cquality of cducational opportunity is a civil
rignt cntitled to governmental protcction been limitca to public school
education. . Our Civil Rights Act declares it a misdemeanor for “any . « .
public library, kindergarten, primary and sccondary school, nigh schnool,
academy, college and uriversity, or any cducational institution under the
supcrvision of thc regents of tiac stato of Now Jersoy*™ to deny admission to
any person becausc of race, creed or color. (Rove Stats, section 10:1-5).
Here, as in the case of employment, thc purposc of our proposed ncw scction
is to accord constitutional sanction to cxisting legislative policy.

12.
While our proposcd amendment of subdivision 12, scotion 7, Article IV

of the 1844 constitution is not technically included in the Bill of Rights,

it is implicdly part of our proposcd ncw section and should logically be dis-
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cusscd herce. Our suggested amendment roads as follows:

"Excemption from taxation may be granted by law, but
no excmption shall bc enjoycd by any charitable or
educational institutior, other than e religious or

: sqectarian institution, which donics to any pcerson
the usc or enjoyment of its fucilities beoause of
racec, color, rcligion, or national origin."

Littlc nocd be said ian support of this amendment. To us and, we belicve,
to 2ll men of good will, its fairncss and Jjustuess arce patent. Excemption
from taxation is in effect a public subsidy - 2 grant of funds raiscd by
taxing all thec public. A non-scctarian cducational institution which closas
its doors to a portion of the pcople should not rasccive thc financial aid of
a government represcnting all of the peoples Taxation witnout sharing the
benofits of taxation is no less tyrany than taxation without rcprescantation.

| 13.

Nor docs our proposcd inclusion of cquality in obtaining public
accommodation roquirc much discussion. Our Civil Rights Law alrcady forbids
racial or roligious discrimination in the denial of access to places of
public accommodation (Reve Stats, scction 10:1-5). Such discrimination ie
declarcd to be 2 misdemcanor and in addition gives risc to a right to bring
a civil action (ibid, scction 10:1-7). That this action is brougnt ' in
the name of the statc of Now Jerscy™ indicates that our Legislaturc docms
that it is the pcoplc, cven morc than thc discriminated irndividual, ﬁhich is
aggricved by such anti-democratic practices. Here, too, we scck constitutional
recognition of leogislatively declarcd policy.

14.

Qur proposed ncw scction declarcs that frecedom from racial or rel-
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igious discrimimation "in acquiring or enjoying any property" is a civil
right accorded constitutional protections This is far from a novel

propositions The very first sentence of the 1844 constitution states:
"All men are by nature free and independent, and
have certain natural and unalienable rights, among
which are those of enjoying and defending life and
liberty, acquiring, possessing and protecting nrop=
erty and pursuing and obteining safety and happiress."

Some two decades after this declaration, the Congress of the United States
enacted the Civil Rights Law which provides, in part:

“"All citizens of the United States shall have the

same ri ght in every State and Territory, as is

enjoyed by vhite citizens thereof to inherit, purwe

chase, lease, sell, hold and convey real and per=-

sonal property." (8 United States Code, section 42).
It is our proposal that this prineciple be expressly proteected by the new
constitution against Legislative and private infringement, and we have
therefore included it in our suggested now section.

15,

That has been said herotofore establishes clearly that frcedom from
racial and religious diserimiration "in engeging in any b\usiness, trade,
or profession, or otherwise pursuing a livelihood" is and should be a
civil right, and we need, thercfore, say nothing further to justify its
inelusion in our proposed new section.

Our proposed new scction does not limit the civil rights subjoct to
its protection to -those spocifically enmumcrated therein. Its concluding
phrase expressly authorizes recognition of other civil rights "by statute
or common law," The purpose of this clausc is to provide for the further

evolution and development of our social, political and economic socicty

in its progress toward the achievement of equality and brotherhood,
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16
Our proposal includes an amendment to Article I, section 16
of the 1844 constitution by the addition of the following sentence:
"Property teken for public use shall be onjoyed
without discrimination because of race, color,
religion or national origin."
That we said in respect to tax cxemption epplics with equal forco hercs
"Pyblic use" means use by all the public, not parts thercof sclected on
the basisg of race or religion. If property is scizoed under the power of
eminont domain for use as & library or a railroad or a hospital, that
library, roilroad or hospital must be open to all tho poople without racial
or religious discrimination.

The justice of this principle is solf~ovidemt. Its legality is ocqually

clear, (Comnecticut Colloge ve Caltort, 87 Conn. 421 Ziéﬂiz Univorsity of

Southcyn California v. Robbins, 37 Pace 2d 163 = Calif. App.,1924. Ve urgo

its rocognition in tho new constitution.
17
The final provision of our proposed amonémcnt is o now scction to be
addod to Articlo I reading:

"The right of workers to organize and bargain
collectively shall not be impaircd."

Colloctive bargaining by Inbor accords with our Netional and Stato
public policye. The prpposcd now soction asccords oxpress constitutional
recognition to that policyes This provision doos not, nor is it intended
to restrict legislativa action aimed gt elimireting or cﬁrbing eny labor
union abuses which mey menifest themselves and which roquire corrective legis=

lative action.
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This is a moment of deep significance in the history of our State.
This convention is faced with an opportunity to make a great step for-
ward in the continuing progress and development of American constitution
al democracy. A4dontion of the amendments which we propose will, we be-
lieve, breathe a new vitality and meaning into our revered Bill of
Rights. It will be a guiding torch for other States to follow. Re-
.spectfully we commend it for the deliberations of this convention.
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