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The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

Introduction

In 2000, the Constitution Party of Montana gained
ballot access for the first time. Many political pundits
and the media treated the party as a novelty, since it was
unlikely to influence Montana elections. The Montana
Human Rights Network, however, immediately recognized
that, due to the party’ s ideology, it was a readymade
vehicle for moving radical right-wing ideas into the political
mainstream. The Network documented its concerns in
its report The Constitution Party of Montana: The Radical
Right Wing Collides with Mainstr eam Politics, which
was published in 2000. This edition builds on the
foundation of the original report.

The Constitution Party of Montana likes to wrap itself
in God, country, and flag while framing itself as the pillar
of conservatism. Its brand of conservatism includes both
right-wing Christian fundamentalism and anti-government
themes of the militia movement. It seeks to base civil law
on ultra-conservative biblical doctrine, while pandering to
the militia movement’s hatred of established government.
Some of its activists promote ideas identical to those of
groups like the Montana Freemen and Militia of Montana,
while others stage protests in front of health clinics with
grotesque placards featuring allegedly aborted fetuses. The
party’s ideology stretches, if not obliterates, the political
mainstream’s notion of “conservative.”

Recruiting “True Conservatives”

The Constitution Party of Montana is the latest player
in Montana politics to espouse fringe ideas and claim to
represent “true conservatives.” During the 1990s,
politicians in the Montana Legislature brought many anti-
government notions to the state Capitol. There was the
1995 resolution requiring all able-bodied citizens to arm
themselves and serve in the state “unorganized militia,”
a group like the Militia of Montana. Appealing to the
militia movement’s conspiracy theories about black
helicopters, one lawmaker asked the National Guard to
put identifying marks on its aircrafts.!

These are only two examples of Montana lawmakers
taking fringe ideas and putting them in the form of
legislation. When asked about the ideology behind such
bills, lawmakers frequently claimed they found their
inspiration in a strict interpretation of the U.S. Constitution,
the Bible, or both. The Constitution Party of Montana
continues this practice.

As the party positions itself as representing “true
conservatives,” it hopes to capitalize on a longtime fight
within the Montana Republican Party During the 1990s,
a schism developed in the GOP between the “true
conservatives” and those labeled moderates. A political
action committee called Republicans in Name Only , or
RINO, formed when the most conservative elements of
the GOP became frustrated with the party3 willingness to
accept more moderate opinions. “This group believes in
true Republican ideals,” RINO’ s statement of purpose
read. “We will oppose Republican candidates who do not
stand for these ideals and support those who do.” In
addition to supporting legislative candidates, RINO made
expenditures against the gubernatorial campaign of
Republican Marc Racicot, the relatively moderate
incumbent at the time.?

More recently, the National Federation of Republican
Assemblies has impacted local GOP politics in Montana.
The Federation describes itself as “the Republican wing
of the Republican Party’”* During the 2004 election cycle,
a race for Flathead County Commissioner illustrated a
significant split in the Republican Party at the local level.
Denise Cofer, the candidate aligned with the Flathead
County Republican Assembly, labeled her Republican
opponent John Hinchey a RINO. Hinchey countered that
Cofer and other Republican Assembly members were
“property rights extremists” and the “self-appointed
ideological police.” The split in the GOP ran so deep
that a group of Flathead County Republicans endorsed
the Democrat running for the county commission, instead
of Cofer. Cal Sweet, one of these Republicans, stated the
Republican Assembly was “the most extreme of the
Christian Coalition with a new name.” > The Democrat
won the election.

As the debate continues in the Montana Republican
Party over what constitutes a “true conservative,” the
Constitution Party of Montana exploits the situation and
moves the definition of conservatism even further to the
right. Despite Montana having one of the most
conservative state Republican parties in the country, the
Constitution Party claims there are no significant
differences between the GOP and Democrats. Its activists
frequently criticize Republicans for putting politics above
principles. That is a message constantly peddled by the
Constitution Party’s most well-known candidate, Rick
Jore.

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009



The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics 5

When the Constitution Party of Montana Constitution Party Costs GOP Races
gained ballot access in 2000, Rick Jore was a

three-term incumbent Republican legislator in | Year Party Candidate Votes
the Montana House. Once the Constitution —
Party of Montana qualified, he left the 2000 Constitution Pascal Redfern 198

Montana Republican Party.

Republi A.G. Desch: 2101
“My concern is that the Republican Party epublican G Deschamps 0

simply takes the conservatives for granted,” Democrat Holly Raser 2110
he told the media. “The inclination is generally : -
to compromise toward the Democrats. The Result: Republican lost by nine votes

conservatives are simply left out in the cold.®
Jore also stated the Constitution Party
better reflected his political philosophy “I feel |2002 Constitution Kent Holtz 122
like I need to get on the bus that going where
I want to go,” he said’ In 2000, Jore was one
of the 11 Constitution Party candidates running
for the Montana Legislature. In 2006, that
number had grown to 20. Over that time, the Result: Republican lost by 23 votes
party had kept many of its original activists

Year Party Candidate Votes

Republican Jim Whitaker 495

Democrat Brennan Ryan 518

involved, along with recruiting new blood. It Year Party Candidate Votes
has also developed seven regional contact 2004 Constitution Renn Bodeker 214
points across the state.?

The Constitution Party of Montana is not Republican Steve Simonson 2112
a .conservatlve entity in the political Democrat Paul Clark 83
mainstream sense. Its platform supports
“unorganized militias,” groups like the Militia Result: Republican lost by 176 votes
of Montana. It seeks to repeal the 14 ™
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, thereby | Year Party Candidate Votes
negating equal protection and rights to all .
Ang;ericinsf]1 ThéJ party wants to egnd public 2006 Constitution Terry Poupa %
education and impose its Christian- Republican James Whitaker 1518
fundamentalist theology on civil government.
For these reasons, mainstream conservatives Democrat Deobrah Kotel 1597

around the country avoid the Constitution

Result: Republican lost by 79 vot
Party and treat it like the fringe group it is. © cpUbTiean oSt oy 1T Vo

However, in Montana, it is gaining traction. | Year Party Candidate Votes
Party Will Play Important Role in 2006 2008 Constitution Sieglinde Sharbono |11523
Secretary of .
During the 2005 Montana Legislature, State Race Republican Brad Johnson 227596
D ts held a 27-23 majority in the Senat
emoctats ield a majority 10 the Senate, Democrat Linda McCulloch  |232070

and the House was tied 50-50 between
Democrats and Republicans. Control of both Result: Republican lost by 4,474 votes
chambers is wide open going into the 2006
elections. Both Democrats and Republicans
have realized the impact the Constitution Party of Montana could have.

“I’m seriously worried it could cost us a couple of seats, and as tight as things are in the Legislature, it could cost
us a majority,” said Chuck Denowh of the Montana Republican Party ‘“We not only have to promote our candidates,

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009



6 The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

but we also have to let people know what the stakes are
and how important it is to vote Republican.” ° Denowh
said there are three to four races where the Constitution
Party could have an impact, including Libby’ s House
District 1 and Red Lodge’s House District 59.

Democrats agreed with the GOP’ s assessment.
“Everywhere they [Constitution Party] run, we stand to
win,” said Jim Farrell of the Montana Democratic Party.
“That splits the Republican vote.”!

The Constitution Party of Montana has already shown
it can influence legislative races to the detriment of
Republicans. It has taken enough votes from Republicans
to allow Democratic legislative candidates to win elections
in 2000, 2002 and 2004 (see box on page 5)!> The GOP
understood this possibility as far back as 2000. Then-
state Republican Chairman Matt Denny noted the
Constitution Party “could be a danger” to the GOPsince
it might split the conservative vote and help Democrats?

For their part, Constitution Party activists have said
the Republicans have brought it on themselves. “Wdon’t
take one single vote from Republicans,” said Jonathan
Martin of the Constitution Party “They give them away
The Constitution Party is here because the Republicans
have left their principles...T o us, it is not the most
important thing to win, it is to stand up and speak the
truth.”*

The Constitution Party of Montana identified the
following races as critical in 2006: House District 12
(Rick Jore), House District 6 (Rick Komeda), House
District 35 (Torry MacLean), House District 23
(Christopher Gregory), House District 89 (Gil Turner),
and Ron Marquardt’s run for Clerk of the Montana
Supreme Court.” Jore is a natural focal point, since he
has come close to winning in every election since 2000,
and there is not a Republican running against him in 2006.
Christopher Gregory also lacks a Republican opponent,
facing off only against incumbent Democrat John Parker

Both Torry MacLean and Gil Turner have races against
incumbent Republicans, while Rick Komeda faces a
Democrat and Republican for an open seat.

Swinging Conservatism Farther to the Right

The Constitution Party of Montana has grown into
the state’s most influential third party. The implications
of the party run deeper than the typical political posturing
that takes place during campaign season. Despite framing
itself as merely another player in the debate over who
represents “true conservatives,” it is a fringe political entity
that has been unable to gain political legitimacy without
the help of the GOP and other conservatives. None of
the Constitution Party’s candidates have been elected to
office, precisely because the party’ s hardcore Christian
fundamentalism and anti-government tendencies do not
appeal to mainstream voters. However as it successfully
wedges itself into the GOP debate over who champions
“true conservatives,” the Constitution Party’s claim that
itis merely a little to the right of the Montana Republican
Party gains traction. Some view the Constitution Party
as just another conservative group, rather than the right-
wing fringe group it really is.

To differentiate the Constitution Party of Montana
from more mainstream conservatives, it is important to
look at the party’ s ideology and the activism of its
candidates and members. Mainstream politics is sometimes
described as a pendulum that functions best when it doesn’t
swing too far to either side. This report helps document
how the Constitution Party seeks to drastically swing the
state’s idea of conservatism way to the right.

Travis McAdam
Research Director
August 2006

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009



The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics 7

Formation and Platform

Editor’s Note: Throughout this report, various Constitution Party of Montana candidates and activists will be mentioned. If
they are a former or current candidate, the years they ran on the party’s ticket will follow their name. The years will only b e

included the first time a candidate is mentioned.

The Constitution Party of Montana made its first
appearance on Montana’s political scene in 2000, grabbing
headlines when Rep. Rick Jore, an incumbent Republican
legislator, announced he would bolt from the GOPto run
on the Constitution Party’s ticket. Jore’s motivation came
from his view that the Republican Party wasn’t putting
enough effort into “restoring constitutional principles.”®
Jore (2000-2006) said the party more accurately reflected
his values.'’

The Constitution Party of Montana qualified for the
ballot in March 2000 and optimistically announced it would
field 50-100 candidates for legislative and statewide offices.
In the end, it had 1l candidates for the Montana Legislature
and one for county commission. The party declared its
support for Republican gubernatorial candidate Rob
Natelson. Early on, party leaders stated there were six
other Republican lawmakers who would likely follow Jores
lead and switch to the party; however, Jore was the only
one who did.

The party may have been new to Montana3 political
scene; however, it was af filiated with the national
Constitution Party which had been around since 1992.
The national Constitution Party had attracted extreme
right-wing activists, and, as this report will demonstrate,
the Constitution Party of Montana followed that example
(for more on the national party see “Howard Phillips and
the National Constitution Party”).!8

While it took the Constitution Party of Montana until
2000 to make headlines, the party’s lineage went back to
1995. The original catalyst for the party$ formation came
at the Montana Home Educator’s Convention in 1994."
Howard Phillips, founder of the national Constitution Party
was a featured speaker at the event. He met some of the
Constitution Party of Montana’s most influential activists
at the conference, including Rick Jore and Jonathan Martin
(2000-2006).%°

The relationships formed at the Home Educator ’s
Convention ultimately produced the party Until 2000, it
was known as the American Heritage Party of Montana,
which was started by Elmo’s Michael Heit (2000).*!

Platform

The Constitution Party of Montana fuses the ideology
of the anti-government “patriot” movement (see box on
page 8) with the theology of a strident form of Christian
fundamentalism called Christian Reconstructionism.
Christian Reconstructionists seek to base civil law on Old
Testament biblical law, which, among other things, would
extend the death penalty to adulterers, gays and lesbians,
and non-believers. Reconstructionism also seeks to place
only Christians following its theology into elected office.
Non-believers, who would include most followers of
mainline Christian denominations, could lose their ability
to vote or even their citizenship under Reconstructionist
rule (see box on page 14).

When the party adopted its first platform, Michael
Heit, the founder of the Constitution Party of Montana
and its first chairman, brought many of the “patriot”
movement’s concerns to the document. Since Jonathan
Martin took over in mid-2000, the emphasis has shifted
to Christian Reconstructionism.

One example of this was the wording of the party’ s
“Seven Principles of Good Government,” which are
essentially shorthand for its platform. In 2000, the
introduction to these principles stated they were “necessary
for the preservation and future of our Constitutional
Republic of the united Sates of America.”?* Using a small
“u” in United States is typical of anti-government groups
like the Montana Freemen. It refers to the “patriot” notion
that our current democratic form of government is
unconstitutional. Instead, “patriots” argue for a return to
a Constitutional Republic where the individual state is
supreme and exists outside the federal government’ s
jurisdiction.

Michael Heit routinely used the small “u” when
writing about the United States. Once Jonathan Martin
took control of the party , he downplayed some of the
references to “patriot” ideology. In 2006, the introduction
to the Seven Principles contained the same language as
in 2000; however, it referred to the “Constitutional

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009



8 The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

Republic of the United S tates of America,” using
the capitalized “U” familiar to most people.”

Even with minor changes made over the years,
the party’s platform is still full of fafrightideas. Since
2000, the preamble to the party’ s platform has
declared a political vision and activism based on “our
full submission and unshakable faith in our Creator
God.” It has further stated that the United States is
a “Republic under God, rather than a democracy ,”
and the country is “governed by a Constitution that
is rooted in Biblical law.”?* Pascal Redfern (2000)
put it simply, writing “God is not democratic; it is his
way or else.”?

With its Christian Reconstructionist dogma, there
is no separation of church and state, as far as the
party is concerned. Instead, as Russell Brown (2004-
2006) put it, the concept was created by “political
secularists, atheists and other anti-Christians™ through
a “distorted interpretation of the first amendment.”
For the party, American government would not exist
without Christianity. “I believe in the separation of
church and state according to what the Bible teaches,”
said Rick Jore, “because before God established civil
government he established the church.”?’

Rick Jore fleshes out these theocratic ideas with
his own interpretation of history . He has claimed
that the Declaration of Independence imposed a
“theistic view” atAmerica’s founding. “Every law is
based on somebody’s religion,” he has said. “If it’s
not based on Christian principles...it’s based on an
atheistic assumption...and atheism is a theology .”
Jore has lamented that “secular humanism” is the
dominant theology today.

He has claimed secular humanism began in the
Garden of Eden when Satan told Eve she could be
like God. For Jore, this worldview cannot be
reconciled with his brand of Christianity . The
Constitution Party was a perfect choice for Jore,
because he said the party had a “blatant theistic”
view that God was “sovereign.” He said he evaluates
laws based on his “biblical premise” of what God
established.?

The party’s “Liberty” principle has stated, “true
liberty comes from God and real freedom is born
from self-government of a people who honor and
obey the Commandments of the Living God.”
Americans existed “under the authority of God our
Creator, over the state.”” Jonathan Martin has said

The “Patriot Movement”’

As with other social movements, the “patriot” move-
ment encompasses many different themes. The move-
ment itself is decentralized, meaning that beliefs may vary
from group to group and individual to individual. How-
ever, there are common threads that bind it together. One
central theme is an ardent distrust of the federal govern-
ment. “Patriots” attempt to justify this antagonistic view
through conspiracy theories which inevitably involve se-
cret cabals that intend to subvert the American people.
The usual suspects behind these one-world government
conspiracies are the federal government, United Nations,
Trilateral Commission, Council on Foreign Relations, etc.
“Patriots” believe they will have to ultimately fight off an
invasion by these “New World Order” forces. Therefore,
the Second Amendment is seen as the last line of defense
against a tyrannical government.

Within this fear of the “New World Order,” other themes
emerge. “Patriots” are isolationists. They would prefer
that America pull out of international treaties and cut ties
with the rest of the world. This isolationist attitude also
lends itself to the “patriot” philosophy of individualism.
The “patriot” movement views individual rights as divine
gifts which exist outside the realm of government. In other
words, “patriots” think they can do what they want, as
long as they don’t violate “God’s Law,” regardless of
whether their actions violate “man’s law” or negatively
impact the larger community. ‘“Patriots” often determine
“God’s Law” using a fundamentalist interpretation of the
Bible, Declaration of Independence, and the U.S. Consti-
tution. The Declaration of Independence and Constitu-
tion are viewed as gifts given directly from God to
America’s Founding Fathers. The “patriot” movement is
dualist in its view of these documents and scripture, be-
lieving that all issues can be divided into right and wrong,
good and bad, etc., which leaves no room for the com-
plexity of most issues. The majority of “patriots” view
America as a white, Christian nation that must be kept as
such.

Some of the themes mentioned above also appear in other
social movements. This helps explain why “patriots” move
easily between “patriot” and other right-wing groups. As
this occurs, the lines between different groups and ideolo-
gies can blur. The “patriot” movement’s ambiguity al-
lows it to receive political cover from the political main-
stream, while at the same time it cavorts with racists, and
everything else in between.

Montana Human Rights Network (c¢) 2009



The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics 9

America’s founders knew that the nation had to be based
on Christianity, because “pluralism as a source of a nation”
wouldn’t work.?® “Since the Bible and the Constitution
for the United States of America is the basis for all law in
the United States,” Kandi Matthew-Jenkins (2000, 2006)
wrote, “I have chosen to run as a candidate with the
Constitution Party of Montana.”*!

When the party’s “Seven Principles of Good
Government” are combined with its platform, a
smorgasbord of radical right-wing ideology results.

The Anti-Government “‘Patriot” Movement
and the Constitution Party

One basic tenet drives the so-
called “patriot” movement: the
existing form of government is
unconstitutional, at best, or a
vengeful, evil entity at worst.
This belief manifests itself in
many ways, including support for
forming armed paramilitary
groups, belief in different types
of citizenship, and one-world
government conspiracy theories.
The Constitution Party of
Montana’s platform is full of
ideas mirroring the “patriot”
movement.

Since 2000, the party has
endorsed “unorganized mi-
litias.”* The term is used by
groups like the Militia of Montana in an effort to justify
their supposed constitutional existence. Militia leaders
believe the framers of the Constitution did not envision
the National Guard when they wrote about the “well-
regulated Militia” in the Second Amendment. Instead,
militia activists claim the founders pictured paramilitary
groups like the Militia of Montana functioning, essentially
as private armies.

Michael Heit said he and his “friend” Norman Olson
of the Northern Michigan Regional Militia, along with other
“Militia types,” were just like the people who “helped
forge our nation.”** During his time with the Michigan
Militia, Olson frequently encouraged people to take up
firearms against government tyrants.** The Constitution
Party of Montana references the “unorganized militia”
twice in its platform. Under its “National Defense” plank,

John Trochmann
Militia of Montana

the party supports the “restoration of ‘well regulated
militia[s]’ at the state and/or community level.” The party
also has a plank titled “The Unorganized Militia.” It calls
for militias to be “equipped with the same level of
weaponry” as the Army or Marine Corp.*

It doesn’t matter what adjective the party uses to
describe militias, whether it be “unorganized” or
“community level.” The fact is militia groups are far
from benign.’® The militia movement spawned activists
like Timothy McVeigh, the Oklahoma City bomber, and
groups like Project 7. Project 7 was a militia cell that
stockpiled ammunition and compiled a hit list of criminal
justice employees in the Flathead area’’

In fact, Michael Heit was a
founding member of Project 7. 38
When its leaders faced criminal
lawsuits, Heit jumped to their
defense. In a letter to the “patriot”-
oriented Idaho Observer, he
claimed the media was “directly
responsible for the undue bias”
against Project 7. Heit said jurors
in the case were “blatantly lied to”
and made decisions “based upon lies,
innuendos, and outright deceit.” He
stated Project 7°s leader, David
Burgert, was unfairly targeted by
“criminals with badges” for trying
to expose the “attacks upon innocent
citizens” by law enforcement. ¥
Heit also forwarded a message by
Burgert discussing Burgert’s views
of police to militia activists around the country*

The picture of Project 7 and Burgert that surfaced
during the trials of Project 7 members was vastly different
than the one painted by Heit. The militia group had
compiled an arsenal of machine guns, 30,000 rounds of
ammunition, explosives, body armor, and booby traps.
Project 7 had planned to start a revolution by killing judges,
prosecutors, and police officers in large enough numbers
that the National Guard would be called in, causing a
large-scale fight.* Atone Project 7 meeting, Bugert told
his militia, “Kill them [law enforcement officers] all. Kill
them all, even their wives and children.”*?

The Constitution Party of Montana’s leadership has
embraced the militia movement. InApril 2000, Michael
Heit praised John Trochmann, the founder of the Militia
of Montana and a former Aryan Nations’ participant.*

=i
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Heit said Trochmann was “a man dedicated to his beliefs
and task at hand” and “For this, I have great respect.” *
As late as February 2000, the party’ s website was part
of the “Real American Patriot/Militia Ring.”* This online
community included militia groups from Michigan, South
Dakota, and elsewhere. As late as April 2000, the party’s
website featured a link to militia icon Bo Grit® website.*®
Gritz, like Trochmann, is an adherent of Christian Identity
[see box on this page].*” Jonathan Martin, in 2004, said
he was “not opposed to it [Militia of Montana] and agree
with some of their ideas.”™®

Given the party’s support of groups like the Militia of
Montana, it’s not surprising that the party aggressively
supports gun rights. Since 2000, its platform has contained
a “Gun Control” plank
declaring “all natural and
sovereign rights of the
Citizen” existed because of
the Second Amendment.*
All federal gun-control
legislation has been deemed
“unconstitutional and
should be abolished.”
According to Heit, weapons
were important, because
“the ballot box will soon be
replaced by the bullet
box.”%

“I am totally against
gun control,” Mark
DeGroot (2004) stated.
“Gun control erodes liberty

Christian Identity

Christian Identity is based on a racist interpretation
of the Christian Bible. It teaches that Jews are the
literal children of Satan, and people of color are
subhuman “mud people.” Its followers also believe
that people of Northern European descent are God’s
chosen people, because the Lost of Tribes of Israel
migrated to this region of Europe. America is
viewed as the biblical Promised Land. Identity’s
views are frequently combined with anti-Semitic
conspiracy theories purporting Jewish control of
American government, resulting in an ever-present
threat of violence based on the belief that the “prom-
ised land” must be liberated from the “anti-Christ.”

of Montana, while the militia has circulated both notices
for Shooting Sports Association events and fundraising
appeals.” Gun Owners of America views the National
Rifle Association as too moderate on gun issues and is led
by Larry Pratt, a person with significant ties to the militia
and white supremacist movements.>

A common element of the “patriot” movement,
especially with groups like the Montana Freemen, is the
belief that there are different types of citizenship in
America. For instance, documents authored by the
Montana Freemen stated, “There are two different classes
of citizens” in America.* This common-law ideology touts
the superiority of “sovereign citizens” over “14
Amendment/state citizens.” For the Montana Freemen,
this distinction had a racist
underpinning, as the group’s
leaders followed Christian
Identity.’” The party’s
platform  echoes the
“sovereign citizens” versus
“14™ Amendment citizens”
ideas.

The Constitution Party of
Montana seeks to abolish the
14™ Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution.”®  Under
Michael Heit’s leadership, the
party’s website linked to
“Barefoot” Bob Hardison, an
Idaho Freemen activist, for its
explanation.” According to
Hardison, the 14 th

and increases the potential

for tyranny.”' As a security guard, Lou Hatch (2000-
2004) said carrying a weapon was part of his job. He
used that same gun to “safeguard my liberties” and family?

During a Liberty Summit in Missoula, Kandi Matthew-
Jenkins complained from the audience that the event was
held on the University of Montana campus in Missoula.
After a panel discussion on firearms, Matthew-Jenkins
exclaimed, “If we’re going to talk about guns, why aren’t
we wearing our guns?” She complained that, in a university
building, attendees couldn’t carry their weapons??

The party’s candidates have routinely received high
marks from both the Montana Shooting SportsAssociation
and Gun Owners of America, two gun rights groups aligned
with the “patriot” movement. The Montana Shooting
Sports Association has offered organizing tips to the Militia

Amendment subjected
citizens to both federal and state jurisdiction® Freemen
also believe in the “organic Constitution,” which consists
of the U.S. Constitution’s preamble and the Bill of Rights.

For freemen, the organic Constitution is a divinely-
inspired document and the only legitimate law of the land.
Since these laws come directly from God, freemen believe
they supersede any law instituted by government. As an
example, Montana Freemen Rodney Skurdal wrote, “Our
Liberties come from Almighty God, and not man made
laws, statutes, nor rules.” 8! Heit wrote that America’s
system of checks and balances was destroyed, because
the “organic [emphasis in original] Constitution” had been
abandoned.®”” The “organic” Constitution leaves out the
14" Amendment.

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009
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Freemen believe the 14" Amendment created “state
citizens.” These state citizens only have the rights given

of nobility was removed. Documents drafted by LeRoy
Schweitzer and other members of the Montana Freemen

to them by the government. In freemen logic, these rights referenced titles of nobility.*’

are inherently inferior, because they don’t come directly
from God. A Montana Freemen document stated,
“Almighty God created native born Citizens,” but “Acts
of congress created United States citizens” and “United
States citizens cannot be Sovereign.”®* All Americans have
been duped into this form of second-class citizenship,
according to freemen.

By severing the connection to government (such as
not having a driver’s license, getting rid of Social Security
Numbers, etc.), freemen believe

s

According to “Barefoot” Bob Hardison, the original
13" Amendment stated any citizen accepting a “Title of
Nobility or Honor” from “external powers” would be
unable to hold elected office and would * cease to be a
citizen [emphasis in original].” According to Hardison,
the current 13" Amendment was originally listed as the
14" Amendment.® In 2000, the Constitution Party of
Montana’s website linked to Hardison’s explanation for
supporting the restoration of this “original” 13 Amendment

to the Constitution.®”

they can regain their “sovereign
citizenship” and only have to obey

The Patriot's Prayer

. Both Hardison and Michael Heit
belonged to “Project 13,” a group

the organic Constitution. Following
this ideology, Heit declared, “I am a
natural born sovereign American
citizen of the Republic (State) of
Montana.”® For more discussion
on the 14" Amendment, see the
“Race” subsection on page 17.

The Constitution Party of
Montana’s “Property” principle
states that a power shift has occurred
from the “Sovereign American
Citizen” to a “Corporate state
ownership.” The shift denies “the
true essence of sovereignty to the
American people.” Michael Heit

God grant me the
serenity to accept
the things | cannot
change, the courage
to change the
things | can, and
T H ERWERELY N E
to make the

Miever Surrender ¥our Fireorms?

5
.

A “patriot” flier from the Human
Rights Network’s archives

®

trying to restore the “original” 13 ™
Amendment.”” The Constitution Party
of Montana said restoration was
necessary, because the original
amendment had been “treasonously
subverted and removed” from the
Constitution.”! The language of the
party’s plank titled “Restoration of the

difference! Constitution of the United States of
— America” has remained the same
= "".,?__l_, — since 2000.”? However, the party’s

2006 website does not link to
Hardison’s freemen reasoning.”

In 2000, the Constitution Party of
Montana had a platform plank titled

frequently addressed the idea of
“sovereign citizens” versus ‘“‘state citizens” during his time
with the party. The party’s platform calls for abolishing
the practice of issuing Social Security Numbers and says
citizens shouldn’t be punished for choosing not to
participate in the “Social Security System.”®

In 2000, Heit began trying to get rid of his Social
Security Number, saying the system was “destroying the
very fabric of the Constitutional Republic of the united
States of America.”®

Another area of commonality between the freemen
movement and the party involves the designation of “Tiles
of Nobility.” Both the party and freemen activists claim
that the current 13" Amendment to the U.S. Constitution
is not the correct one. Instead, the “original” 13 ™
Amendment that forbade Americans from accepting titles

“Fully Informed Juries.”” This idea is
promoted by the Fully Informed JuryAssociation (FIJA)
and is a concept known as “jury nullification.” FIJA claims
that a jury has the right to “judge both the law and evidence
in the case before it.” Known as jury nullification,
adherents believe juries can render judgment based solely
on their conscience, because they are the fast safeguard
against unjust law and tyranny[emphasis in original].”
According to FIJA, a jury acts as a “panel of twelve judges”
and can ignore laws it doesn’t like or that infringe on a
defendant’s “God-given inalienable rights [emphasis in
original].””

In essence, FIJA allows juries to ignore laws and set
defendants free regardless of evidence to the contrary ,
thereby undermining the entire judicial system. FIJA has
been part of the “patriot” movement for years. The Militia
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of Montana has sold videos featuring presentations
by FIJA “expert” Red Beckman, an anti-Semite
formerly of Billings.”

The Constitution Party of Montana’ s 2000
platform stated that all citizens should receive a copy
of the “Jury Rights Handbook™ and be trained by the

Get 455 out!

of the United Nations

Fully Informed Jury Association prior to serving ona  This graphic is for the John Birch Society’s “Get US out of the

jury. The party declared jurors could judge both the

United Nations” campaign. Its sentiment is reflected in the

facts and laws of the case, and it was their “paramount Constitution Party’s platform.

duty” to hold laws invalid that are “unjust” and
“oppressive.” If jurors felt the laws being used to
prosecute a criminal were unjust, the criminal should be
set free.”” By 2000, the party3 platform no longer included
an entire plank on FIJA. Instead, it was boiled down to
one sentence under “Crime inAmerica.” The plank stated
that, in the case of jury trials, jurors “shall be informed o
[their] rights to nullify the law”’®

The party has adopted the “patriot” movements fears
of international cabals orchestrating one-world government
under the banner of the “NewWorld Order.” Since 2000,
the party’s platform has specifically named the NewWorld
Order in many places. It has declared, “We are opposed
to any New World Order, and we flatly reject U.S.
participation in any NewWorld Army.” Later it repeated,
“We say ‘No!” to any so-called New World Order or to
any one-world government.” In fact, the partys platform
has contained an entire section under the heading “New
World Order” that featured its planks against receiving
Social Security Numbers and supporting “unorganized
militias.”” Jonathan Martin has stated President Bush is
part of the “same secret societies and internationalist
organizations” as the
other politicians pushing
the New World Order.*

The cabal pushing for
the New World Order is
the United Nations,
according to the party .
The party’s “American
Sovereignty” principle
stated, “We are opposed
to our membership in the
United Nations, we
support the abolishment
of the UN.” 81 Tts
platform has called on the
U.S. to withdraw from
the U.N. and require “the

Steve Groff sent tracts by
Edgar Steele (pictured) to
Montana lawmakers. Steele is
a popular speaker at white
supremacist events.

U.N. to move out of the United S tates.” The party’s
rhetoric about the United Nations mirrors that of a
campaign by another “patriot” group. The John Birch
Society leads a campaign called “Get US out of the United
Nations.”®?

The John Birch Society was founded in 1959 and
claimed that both the United States and Soviet Union were
controlled by a cabal of internationalists, politicians, and
world bankers. These shadowy powerbrokers, headed
by liberals, engaged in a “godless conspiracy” to create a
one-world socialist government. Latent racism and anti-
Semitism have plagued the Birch Society from its
inception. The Birch Society has professed that the United
Nations “is beginning to take aim at the God-given rights
enjoyed by Americans since our great nation was
founded.”®

Steve Groff, a self-identified Constitution Party of
Montana activist from Martin City frequently wrote letters
to both Montana lawmakers and newspapers about New
World Order conspiracy theories. In one letter , Groff
stated that “global government controls the U.S.” He
warned Americans might “land in a FEMA work camp”
for questioning law enforcement. In another lettey Groff
wondered why Montanans don’t “stand up against global
government,” and he urged citizens to be ready to take up
arms to protect the Montana Constitution. 3 Groff
summed up his views very simply in another letter: “The
U.N. wants you dead.”%

Groff’s communications to legislators got more
specific about who was pushing the New World Order.
The culprits were power-hungry Jews, and Groff cited
The Protocols of Learned Elders of Zion as proof.’ The
Protocols, an anti-Semitic forgery produced in the early
20™ Century and a favorite tract of white supremacists,
outlines the supposed Jewish plot to take over the world.
First published in Russia in 1903, The Protocols was
exposed as fraud in 1921% Still, it has inspired everyone
from Adolph Hitler to today’ s neo-Nazis. Grof f

f
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encouraged lawmakers to “ignore the finger-pointing on
the internet about who exactly wrote the document” and
understand that Jews control the money , media, and
government. One group the Jews used to accomplish
world domination, according to Groff, was the Illuminati,
which he claimed was full of Satanists. Groff warned
that martial law would soon be declared, the Illuminati
would take control ofAmerica through FEMA, and FEMA
camps had already been built to imprison citizens®

Another document sent to lawmakers by Groff was
an essay by Idaho’s Edgar Steele.® Steele first earned
the praise of the white supremacist movement when he
represented Aryan Nations in the 2000 lawsuit that resulted
in the bankruptcy, and ultimate demise, of the group in
Idaho.”® Since that time, Steele has become a favorite
speaker at white supremacist and anti-Semitic gatherings
including: a conference sponsored by longtime Klansman
David Duke to unite the various factions of the white
supremacist movement; Aryan Fest, an event geared
toward neo-Nazi skinheads; and a conference featuring a
slate of speakers denying that the Holocaust happened.”!

Groff’s anti-Semitism was also displayed in a 1994
letter to the Anti-Defamation League. He told the group
that he was less concerned with Arab terrorists than with
the “insidious machinations of theA.D.L. and supporters
of the parasitic government of Israel.” He told the ADL
that his main goal was the “removal of alien influence
from the government of our country” with the implication
that the “alien influence” was Jewish?

Opposing Reproductive Freedom

The Constitution Party of Montana stridently opposes
reproductive freedom. In examining its platform language,
it is easy to see why many of its activists have gravitated
towards the most radical elements of the anti-choice
movement.

The party has taken the position that the “absolute
sanctity of innocent human life” takes precedent over

incest. “It is unconscionable to take the life of an innocent
child for the crimes of his father ,” reads the party’ s
platform. This places the party outside many right-wing
conservatives who oppose abortion.

Groups like Right to Life of Montana have seen the
benefit of abortion in these instances, or when the mothes
life is at risk. Likewise, many conservatives, while
professing their strident dislike of it, acknowledge that
Roe v. Wade is the law of the land. Not the Constitution
Party of Montana. “The taking of innocent life...may
not be declared lawful by any institution of state or local
government legislative, judicial or executive,” the party$

platform states. It says Roe v. Wade “is illegitimate,
contrary to the law of the nation’ s Charter and
Constitution” and “must be resisted...by all branches of
the government legislative, executive, and judicial.” The
party supports only the appointment of judges who
“commit themselves to the legal personhood of the pre-

everything else. Its “Sanctity of Life” plank is the first in born child.”**

its platform. The party’s position is that, from the moment

This frustration with other conservatives over abortion

of “fertilization,” the fertilized egg is “a human being created has gotten fairly nasty at times. Michael Heit told the
in God’simage.” It is the “first duty of the law” to “prevent Montana Republican Party that Republicans have killed

the shedding of innocent blood,” the party$ platform reads.
Therefore, the government must “safeguard the lives of
the pre-born.”*?

The party is uncompromising in its opposition to
abortion, even when pregnancy resulted from rape and/or

more “unborn babies” than the lives taken byAdolph Hitler
and Joseph Stalin.”> He also asked Right to Life of
Montana “how much blood money from the torn bodies
of the unborn victims” had the group received from the
Republican Party.”® In a message to National Right to
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Christian Reconstructionism

The work of a small group of scholars in the 1960s and 1970s created Christian Reconstructionism. It
evolved from a strain of conservative Presbyterianism teaching that the laws of the Old Testament are the
foundation for building the Kingdom of God on Earth. Reconstructionists call on conservatives to be Christians
first and to build a church-based political machine where civil government exists to implement GoslLaw. In
other words, Christians need to “reconstruct” society in the image of the Old  Testament. Many
Reconstructionists believe America is a “Christian Nation,” and that they are the modern-day versions of the
Founding Fathers.

Reconstructionists believe that Christians, of the right kind, are God’new chosen people. They are commanded
to do what Adam and Eve failed to—create the society that God requires. Reconstructionists blame Jews for
failing to live up to their covenant with God, resulting in Jews no longer being God'chosen people.

R.J. Rushdoony detailed Reconstructionist theology in his 1973 tomeT he Institutes of Biblical Law. 1t was
an 800-page explanation of the Ten Commandments and how they should be applied today. The tract made
him the recognized founder of the Christian Reconstruction movement.  The Institutes declared that
fundamentalist Christians needed to take control of government and impose strict biblical law

A main contribution made by Rushdoony was his promotion of a pre-Enlightenment and medieval view of a
God-centered world. Rushdoony de-emphasized humanity’ s ability to reason independently of God. He
argued that all human knowledge was invalid unless it was rooted in the Bible. For Rushdoony, any thought
that does not begin with God and the Bible is rebellion. Therefore, thinking becomes strictly a religious
activity.

Rushdoony wrote, “All law is religious in nature, and every non-Biblical law-order represents an anti-
Christian religion.” According to Old Testament biblical law, the death penalty would be used against “practicing
homosexuals,” adulterers, blasphemers, murderers, and heretics. The method of death would be burning at
the stake, stoning, hanging, or by the sword. “The law that requires the death penalty for homosexual acts
effectively drives the perversion of homosexuality underground, back into the closet,” wrote Reconstructionist
Gary DeMar, who also added, “If we argue that abortion is murder, then we must call for the death penalty.”

While it may have started with right-wing Presbyterians, Christian Reconstructionism isn’t confined to one
single denomination. It networks through magazines, think tanks, conferences, and publishing houses, all the
while trying to keep a low profile and staying away from public scrutiny . As Frederick Clarkson wrote,
“Reconstructionists are aware that such ideas must be discreetly infused into their tar get constituency. The
vague claim that God and Jesus want Christians to govern society is certainly more appealing than the bloodthirsty
notion of ‘vengeance,” or the overthrow of constitutional government.”

In a “reconstructed” society, women would be relegated to the home. People not holding the “proper”
Christian views would be denied citizenship. In fact, Reconstructionist Gary North believes that the U.S.
Constitution should be used to limit citizenship to the “correct” type of Christian. He thinl&mericans should
deny the vote to “those who hold religious or ideological views that would threaten the very foundations of
Christian Civilizations.”

The impact of Christian Reconstructionism can be seen throughout todays society. It is “a factor behind the
increased violence in the anti-abortion movement, the nastiest of attacks on gays and lesbians, and the new
wave of battles over alleged secular humanist influence in the public schools,” wrote Chip Berlet.

Sources: Southern Poverty Law Center, Frederick Clarkson’s Eternal Hostility, Chip Berlet’s Eyes Right,
Sara Diamond’s Roads to Dominion, Michael McVicar’s “The Libertarian Theocrats: The Long, Strange
History of R.J. Rushdoony and Christian Reconstructionism,” and R.J. Rushdoony$ The Institute of Biblical
Law.
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Life, Heit scolded the group for “playing the devik game”
by supporting President Bush. He denounced their attempt
to “FORCE ME TO WALLOW IN THE DEVIL’S
VOMIT BY THREATENING ME [emphasis in
original]!”’

Likewise, Jonathan Martin blasted Right to Life of
Montana for endorsing George W. Bush in 2000. He said
it was groups like Right to Life “who believe that
government is God” that were helping furtherAmerica’s
“journey toward the sure judgement of God.”® Lou Hatch
left the Republican Party, because it thought it was “okay
to kill your unborn baby whenever you feel like it.”” At
a 2006 meeting, the party passed a resolution calling on
President Bush to declare that a fetus had “full legal
protection under the 5™ Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution.”!%

Many party activists have engaged in protesting at
health clinics around Montana. Jonathan Martin has led a
group that pickets in front of the Planned Parenthood
clinic in Great Falls with grotesque placards (for more on
this, see Jonathan Martin’s profile in the “Officers” section
of the report).

In Missoula, Marilyn Hatch has been the volatile leader
of a group that protests in front of Blue Mountain Clinic.
Other party activists have joined her , including Kandi
Matthew-Jenkins and Diane Rotering. Hatch has stated
she protests for personal reasons—she had an abortion
and has experienced guilt and mental anguish ever sincé”!
Like Martin’s group, Hatch’s Missoula followers have used
placards featuring grotesque pictures of allegedly aborted
fetuses. She said the pictures are necessary to mobilize
people to “stop the killing of our children.””

Hatch began picketing at Blue Mountain in 2003, after
traveling nationally with Operation Rescue. In 1994, she
was a full-time employee of Operation Rescue (for more
on Operation Rescue, see Jonathan Martin3 profile in the
“Officers” section of the report). ' Hatch has been
arrested in Alabama, Texas, Washington, and Wisconsin
for obstructing access to healthcare clinics. '™ She has
defined her work as “rescuing”—risking her life by putting
herself in between the woman and abortion provider .'%
Her “rescuing” tactics have included: yelling at people
entering the clinic; taking pictures of people entering the
clinic; writing down license plate numbers of clinic
employees; harassing clinic employees; and threatening
the clinic’s director.'%

She’s referred to clinics as “abortion mills” and “death
camps.” She has claimed that clinic workers protect

pedophiles who engage in sexual assault!” She has also
chastised Montana lawmakers for looking the other way
as their fetal constituents were “slaughtered” and put into
“buckets of babies” at health clinics.'*®

Hatch has teamed up with Kandi Matthew-Jenkins at
venues other than outside Blue Mountain Clinic. In
December 2006, the two women joined Rick Jore in
addressing a Missoula Hellgate High School class. When
a student asked about reproductive freedom, a newspaper
account stated ‘“Matthew-Jenkins and Hatch hijacked the
bulk of the remaining 25 minutes to lecture the girl that
abortion is murder, passing a life-sized plastic fetus back
and forth like a baton.”!"”

With their dedication to harassing people seeking
medical care (the majority of patients entering clinics are
not seeking abortion), it’s not surprising that the party’s
platform addresses clinic protests. “W e condemn the
misuse of anti-racketeering and other federal laws against
pro-life demonstrators,” the platform has declared.''® In
2003 and 2005, party activists testified against legislation
in Montana to create a buffer zone between anti-choice
protestors and people seeking medical care at health
clinics.!'! The bill became law in 2005. The party has
deemed these laws unconstitutional. ''> While the U.S.
Supreme Court ruled in 2006 that racketeering laws could
not be used against anti-choice protestors, federal courts
have repeatedly ruled in favor of clinic access and buffer
zones.'?

Opposing reproductive freedom is another area where
the Constitution Party displays a strict ideology without
compromise. With abortion being one of the hot-button
issues of the right-wing “culture war” against America,
the party offers something other conservative groups may
not—the unwillingness to compromise.

Anti-Public Education

The Religious Right is trying to undermine public
education through vouchers, charter schools, and teaching
biblical creationism in schools. Going a step further the
Constitution Party of Montana wants to end public
education all together. It has called for abolishing the
Department of Education, because “the federal
government has absolutely no jurisdiction concerning the
education of our children.” The party has stated education
should be “properly placed in the dominion of their
[children] parents,” because any education must be
Christian based. “All teaching is related to basic
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assumptions about God and man,” the party’ s platform
reads. “Education as a whole, therefore, cannot be
separated from religious faith.” So parents would not
have to send their children to schools of which they
disapproved, the party supports repealing compulsory
education laws.'*

Many Constitution Party of Montana activists have
voiced or acted upon their disapproval of the public school
system. Dick Green (2000) claimed schools had
abandoned education in favor of “social engineering.” !>
Joe Seipel, who ran for Cascade County Commissioner
in 2000 on the party’ s ticket, was an integral part of a
group called Cut Unnecessary Taxes (CUT) in 1995, 116
CUT’s main goal was defeating mill levies that provided
public schools in Great Falls with funding. "7 Michael
Heit supported charter schools and wanted prayer and
Bible reading in public schools. '"* However, no party
activist has done more to oppose public education than
Rick Jore. During Jore’s time in the Montana Legislature
as a Republican, he proposed bills to eliminate compulsory
education laws. He has said, “The Federal government
has no Constitutional authority to fund or interfere with
education.'”

With the party’s dislike of public schools, it” s not
surprising that many Constitution Party of Montana
activists are part of the Christian fundamentalist home
school network in Montana. “I’m ashamed to say that
my oldest three [children] went to government schools,”
Rick Jore told the Home School Legal DefenseAssociation
in 1998. “I’ve since developed a real conviction that
government schools just aren’t proper.” He proudly told
the Association that he had been home schooling his other
kids for 12 years.'*

Party activists Jonathan Martin, Rick Jore, and Pascal
Redfern have all served as contact points for the Montana
Home School Reference guide!?! Redfern is well known
in home-school circles. He edits a home-schooling
newsletter, The Grapevine, and he founded and directs
the Missoula Home SchoolAthletic Association.!??

Redfern has written and spoken in favor of home
schooling. In a guest column, he declared that public
schools were unaccountable to anyone, and America’s
Founding Fathers would have rejected public education.
He said some parents had “rejected the statist3 [sic] idea
of education” and were instead following Jesus Christ’s

making parents say “yes to a [public school] system that
is hostile to Christian values.” '** In a radio interview ,
Redfern claimed that home schooled children were taught
values that kept them from falling for the lies of liberals.
He proudly told listeners that one of his children worked
for the Home School Legal Defense Association.!?

Redfern has spoken as a representative of theAlliance
for the Separation of School and State, a national
organization pushing for parents to remove their children
from public schools.'* The group has an online petition
supporting its agenda. Party activists who have signed
include: Craig Chambers, Michael Heit, Kandi Matthew-
Jenkins, Rick Jore, Jonathan Martin, and Pascal
Redfern.'”’

States’ Rights

The right-wing has a history of using “states’ rights”
as a euphemistic slogan for many things. In the South, it
was the rallying cry for upholding segregation and opposing
the Civil Rights Movement. Currently in western states,
the anti-environmental “wise use” movement uses the
phrase in efforts to get public lands turned over to states,
so they can be opened to extractive industry The
underlying belief is that local control is always superior to
afederal government that is incompetent, at best, or power
hungry at worst. The Constitution Party of Montana
follows in this tradition.

While Michael Heit led the party , the Constitution
Party of Montana was billed as “The Constitution Party
of Montana And The 10™ Amendment Restoration
Coalition.”'?® While the Restoration Coalition designation
has been dropped, the party still stridently supports states’
rights and local control. Since its first platform, the party
has supported the addition of a “Enth Amendment Law”
to the Montana Constitution. This amendment would
“clearly [spell] out the limits of Federal jurisdiction within”
Montana and abolish the “‘assumed duties’
unconstitutionally taken by the federal government.” The
section of the platform that has dealt with the “T enth
Amendment Law” concluded with the declaration that
the party opposed any “regionalization or grouping of
governments,” because that removed decision making from
“the scrutiny of the people.” This statement takes on
more meaning when placed in the context of the party’s

message to put the “authority in the family not the state to adoption of the “patriot” movement’s fears of the “New

raise children.”'?® At a conference convened by Rob
Natelson in 2003, Redfern blasted public schools for

World Order.”'?
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Even while the party has promoted the notion of
“power to the people,” it has sought to remove U.S.
Senators from popular election. It wants to repeal the
17" Amendment to the U.S. Constitution and place the
election of U.S. Senators with the Montana Legislature'*
Even Montana lawmakers, who would receive increased
responsibility and power, have soundly rejected this idea.
For the past two legislative sessions, state
Sen. Jerry O’Neil (R-Columbia Falls) has
sponsored legislation to repeal the 17
Amendment. O’Neil, who has attended
Constitution Party of Montana events and
meetings, failed both times."*! In 2005,
his resolution died in committee, while in
2003 it was defeated handily on the
Senate floor.'*?

The party’s support for repealing the
17" Amendment has caused problems for
some of its candidates. In 2004, the issue
was used against Bozeman’ s Mark
DeGroot. DeGroot’s opponent, Rep.
Christopher Harris (D-Bozeman), issued
campaign materials declaring DeGroot
wanted to take away citizens’ ability to
elect U.S. Senators. '** DeGroot responded by saying
Harris’ statements were “WILD [emphasis in original]
fiction,” as DeGroot had “NEVER [emphasis in original]
had a personal stand on the 17 ™ Amendment.”'** Rep.
Harris stood by his fliers, saying that he supported the
Democratic Party platform and assumed DeGroot would
do the same with the Constitution Party of Montana’s.'*
DeGroot filed a complaint with the Commissioner of
Political Practices over the materials Harris issued. The
Commissioner eventually ruled in Harris’ favor.!%

There are two other noteworthy examples of the
states’ rights and local control in the party’s platform:

e While it has supported the sanctity of life, the party
encouraged use of the death penalty. In fact, it favored
allowing both state and local governments to “execute
criminals.”"?’

e The party has called on states to “decline to accept
all monies from the federal government.” It has labeled
federal funding “not only illegal,” but also “immoral.” In
the place of federal support, the party has called on the
federal government to restore to the states “sources of
revenue that the federal government has usurped.” This
seemed to call for states to engage in increased taxation;
however, the party has strongly opposed taxation (see

> W

Mark DeGroot

the “Taxes” subsection on page 19). The party’s “logic”
would lead to both the federal and state governments
starving for funds. '3

Race

The Constitution Party of Montana’s platform is full
of positions that would negatively impact
people of color. These infringements on
the rights of people of color show up in
three primary areas: repealing the 14
Amendment, supporting anti-immigrant
policies, and repealing the Voting Rights
Act.

The party has called for abolishing
the 14™ Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution, which grants equal
protection under the law to all citizens!*
As mentioned earlier, the party once
linked to freemen justifications for
abolishing the amendment. Freeman
“Barefoot” Bob Hardison claimed the
14" Amendment’s goal was “world-wide
socialism and Totalitarianism” and
subjected citizens to the federal government3 jurisdiction
and defeated states’ rights. He also claimed there was
an earlier 13™ Amendment to the U.S. Constitution that
proposed legalizing slavery and protecting states’ rights.
This amendment was submitted to the states for
ratification, according to Hardison, but the CivilWar began
and it was lost. Hardison declared that, under states’
rights philosophy, citizens owed their allegiance to the
state, not the federal government. Once the current 14
Amendment was ratified, citizens were subjected to both
state and federal jurisdiction. Ultimately , Hardison
pronounced the 14" Amendment unconstitutional, stating
it was only ratified by 15 of the 37 states. '

Since Jonathan Martin became the party’s chairman,
the freemen explanation for abolishing the 14 ™
Amendment has not appeared on the party’ s website.
The party still supports abolishing the 14™ Amendment,
but no other documentation accompanies it. '*! The
Constitution Party of Montana has failed to explain what
it would do to guarantee the rights of people of color and
women if the 14™ Amendment was repealed.

Immigration policy has served as an example of the
“margins-to-the-mainstream” dynamic, with the party’s
right-wing notions on immigration finding their way into
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the political mainstream. Currently both Republicans and
Democrats are debating reforms toAmerica’s immigration
policy at the federal level. The focus of the current debate
is on the country’ s Southern border where the vast
majority of immigrants are people of color . Issues
regarding race may not be the publicly-debated reason
for immigration reform, but it always exists right below
the surface. While immigration has transformed into a
major campaign issue for the 2006 Elections, the
Constitution Party of Montana’s immigration plank has
remained the same since 2000.

The party has affirmed “the integrity of the
international borders of the United States” and the “right
of the federal government to guard and protect these
borders.” “Hundreds of thousands” of undocumented
immigrants enter America every year,
the party’s platform reads, and drain
money from the American Treasury by
receiving “various forms of public
assistance” that are “stressing the fabric
of society.” Therefore, the Constitution
Party of Montana has supported a
moratorium on immigration and opposed
any program giving amnesty to
undocumented immigrants. The party
also has rejected “the practice of
bestowing U.S. citizenship” to children
of undocumented immigrants born in
America. It has opposed bilingual
ballots.'*

Many of the party’ s beliefs about
immigration used to be outside the political mainstream.
However, ultra-conservative Republicans in the U.S.
House, especially Rep. Tom Tancredo (R-CO), are
supporting policies that mirror those of the Constitution
Party of Montana. “W e must reinvest meaning in
citizenship, getting rid of the incentive to birth so-called
anchor babies on U.S. soil,” Tancredo has stated.'** He
has vehemently opposed any legislation permitting
amnesty for undocumented immigrants and called for
protection of America’s borders. This put Tancredo at
odds with members of his own party and the Bush
Administration. “The president doesn’t want secure
borders!” he railed. “He [President Bush] has the
resources to do so, but the unfortunate, dirty truth of the

matter is he has no desire to do so.” '

In August 2006, Tancredo brought his anti-immigrant
positions to Hamilton for a field hearing on immigration

policy. He claimed the Canadian border was so porous
that Osama Bin Laden could easily cross it and pushed
the idea of a wall along the country’s northern border.'*

Some members of the GOP have brought the issue
of race right to the surface. “I believe that what we are
fighting here is not just a small group of people...bent on
destroying ours [civilization],” Tancredo has stated. “If
Western civilization succumbs to the siren song of
multiculturalism, I believe we’re finished.” '*¢ He has
praised the Minuteman Project, a border militia with ties
to white supremacists. ¥’ Mentioned as a possible
presidential candidate, Tancredo received the endorsement
of longtime Klansman David Duke.*

Another area of crossover between the GOP’ s right
wing in the U.S. House and Constitution Party ideology

do
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FOR A SECURE AMERICA
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U.S. Rep. Tom Tancredo (R- CO) and other GOP members of the U.S.
House are advocating immigration policies very similar to the Consti-
tution Party of Montana’s platform.

has been supporting the repeal of the Voting Rights Act.
Since 2000, the Constitution Party of Montana has
advocated for the Act’s repeal.'* The Act, adopted in
1965, was a major victory of the Civil Rights era that
stopped the systematic disenfranchisement of black
voters, particularly in the South. It outlawed practices
like poll taxes and literacy tests that were used to deny
people of color their right to vote. It also required a
language-assistance requirement in areas where large
percentages of the population didn’t speak English as their
first language.'>®

Some Southern Republicans in the U.S. House tried
to block the extension of the Voting Rights Act in 2006.
U.S. Rep. Steve King (R-IA) called the bilingual ballot
section “a horrible attack on the unity of the United States
of America,” while Rep. Dana Rohrabacher (R-CA) said
it was “multiculturalism at its worst.”>' The Voting Rights
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Act, in its entirety, was eventually extended for another All taxes, especially at the federal level, are viewed
25 years.'>? by the party as a confiscation of taxpayer funds for
unconstitutional programs.!> The platform has stated that
Taxes the party is “ diametrically opposed to the forced

transfer of one’s wealth to others by the state

The Constitution Party of Montana has fervently ~ [emphasis in original].”'®* “Republicans want corporate
opposed taxation in almost all forms, from the income tax welfare while Democrats fancy individual welfare,” said
to the property tax. The party’s platform supports Gary Hall (2002), and the Constitution Party of Montana
“abolishing” the 16™ amendment. hoped to eliminate both types!®* Overall, the party seeks

Many party activists, including Michael Heit, don’t  to replace America’s current tax system with one “based
believe the 16" Amendment was properly ratified, so the on the original design of our founding fathers.™ Neither
income tax is unconstitutional ! Heit said _ the party’s platform nor its “Seven
he refused to deal with the IRS because - | Principles” give specifics of what would
“they are not a government agency , and comprise that system.
they know it.” He proudly reported With its opposition to taxes, it is not
threatening to use force against any IRS surprising that many party activists
agent who came to see him, saying he was supported Montanans for Better
“willing to die for my freedom.” He stated Government’s initiative in 1998 to require
America was founded through a tax voter approval of many new or increased
revolution, and the country could be taxes and fees (for more on this campaign,
restored with another one. Heit proudly see “Ties that Bind”). Many of the partys
proclaimed he hadn’t paid his income taxes candidates have signed “T axpayer
since 1987."** Through April 2000, the Protection Pledges” from Montanans for
party’s website linked to websites featuring ; ¢ Rep. Steve King (R-IA) Better Government and Americans for

titles like “Proof That You Do Not Have to opposed renewing the Tax Reform, promising they would not
File An Income Tax Return.”!% Voting Rights Act, another raise taxes if elected. 16
The party’s candidates have voiced their action supported by the
disdain for the income tax. “At the state  Constitution Party of Anti-Gay
level, we can do away with Montana  Montana’s platform.
income tax,” candidate Dick Green stated, The Constitution Party of Montana is

“and I would do away with that in a heartbeat, and it§ so  anti-gay, framing its views in family-values rhetoric.The
despotic.”%® Since 2000, the party has advocated  platform declares the family was the “first Divine

abolishing the Internal Revenue Service. '’ institution of government,” and civil government must
The Constitution Party of Montana has condemned ~ “protect the authority of the family unit.” It warns that,
property taxes. Its “Seven Principles of Good when “the state usurps the families [sic] authority” it is a
Government” has stated that “property taxes of all forms violation of the Bible’s Fifth Commandment. The leaders
are, in effect, the first plank of the Communist of the family unit are the patriarchal father and a

Manifesto.”'*® The 2006 version of the “Seven Principles” submissive mother. “The law of our Creator defines
contended that a person’ s ability to use their property ~ marriage as the union between one man and one woman,’
without regulation was a “God given right.”™ In order to reads the party’s platform. That marriage covenant is
restore “our Constitutional Republic,” the party has  the foundation for the family, and “no government may

’

advocated that “property taxes of all forms must be authorize or define marriage or family relations contrary
abolished.”'®® Rick Jore warned that any “zoning, land  to what God has instituted.”'¢’
use planning, or environmental regulation” diminishes While opposition to gay marriage occupied a small

property rights. For him, “the essence of freedom” rested section of the party’ s platform, its activists regularly
on the ability of people to do whatever they wanted with opposed equal rights and protection under the law for
their property.!'®! Montana’s gays and lesbians. “I know all matters of
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morality are not always fit for legislation, Timothy Martin unions in Montana. DuPaul told lawmakers that the gay
(2002-2004) said, “but in the case of homosexuality , I “lifestyle” was “destructive” and responsible for the death
believe it is for the common good for this sin to be kept in of his brother."”" DuPaul, Martin and Kandi Matthew-
the closet as I believe it is destructive to society’!% Jenkins all opposed a bill prohibiting discrimination based
Back in 2000, Michael Heit complained thatAmerica on sexual orientation. DuPaul again related the story of
had become a nation where “children are taught  his brother being “coerced into this [gay] lifestyle” and
homosexuality is ok, that there is no God.” ' He also dying of AIDS. He said the gay “lifestyle” is “one of
objected to the “acceptance of homosexual deviant  death.” Matthew-Jenkins told lawmakers she had a sister
behaviour [sic], in contradiction to Gods [sic] word” being who was molested by a teacher ’s aide and claimed the
considered a right.!” guilt from the sexual assault turned her sister into a lesbian.
During the 2005 Montana Legislature, Philip DuPaul She said the bill under consideration was “inviting all sorts
(2000, 2004, 2006), Dick Green, Jonathan Martin, and  of evil” into society.!”
Marilyn Hatch all testified against a bill to create civil
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Antagonizing Other Conservatives

Republicans are “Moral Cowards”

Since the Constitution Party of Montana formed, it
has picked fights with other conservative groups. At its
first annual convention in 2000, speaker after speaker
railed against the Republican Party “Republicans are the
greater evil,” Constitution Party presidential candidate
Howard Phillips told the crowd. “They fly a false flag.”
He concluded his speech by calling Republicans “moral
cowards.”!"

Michael Heit personally attacked U.S. Sen. Conrad
Burns (R-MT), the Montana Republican Party and Right
to Life of Montana through written correspondence. Heit
accused Burns of unconstitutionally holding office, because
there was not supposed to be direct-election of senators.
Heit told Burns he could only legally hold office if the
Montana Legislature appointed him to the position.Also,
Heit espoused his claims that the Constitution’s 16™ and
17" Amendments were not properly ratified, meaning Heit
doesn’t have to pay taxes.!”

Heit attacked the Montana Republican Party in a letter
to Matt Denny, then-chairman of the Montana Republican
Party, on Aug. 29, 2000. Heit accused Republicans of no
longer protecting the Constitutional Republic, stating, “I
hate and loath all the pernicious lies and deceit the
Republican Party has done to this Republic.” He also
claimed Republicans had killed more “unborn babies” than
the lives taken by Adolph Hitler and Joseph Stalin. He
referred to the Republicans as “REPUBLIC-RA TS
[capitalization in original]” and told Denny, “May God
have mercy on your miserable black souls.”'” Heit said
he disagreed with Democrats on all issues, but he
appreciated they had “the guts and honesty to stand up
and be truthful about their communist/socialist agenda.”
On the other hand, Republicans “masquerade as
‘Christians’” but were nothing but “high price prostitutes
selling [their] influence to highest bidder .”!"¢ He
encouraged people to “join our [Constitution Party] cause
and lets [sic] beat the snot our [sic] of the GOP!” !’

Heit went after Republican Gov. Judy Martz, calling
her a “bought and paid stooge” of the federal government.
He said Martz was trying to turn public schools into
“defacto communist socialists [sic] training camps.” By
not opposing Martz, Heit told Republicans they were
showing themselves for the “prostitutes” they were. 17

In another message, he stated Republicans “killed
America” when they “turned their back on God.” '”®
As mentioned earlier, Rick Jore has made a career
out of denouncing the Republican Party since switching
his allegiance to the Constitution Party During a speech
to the Constitution Party of Washington, he talked about
his frequent battles with Republican Governor Marc
Racicot when Jore served in the Montana House. Jore
said he was the black goat of the legislature, because he
was a constitutionalist. “W e are not headed into
socialism,” he also remarked. “We are already there.”!%°
Likewise, Jore told the Constitution Party of Utah
that the GOP brow beat and criticized him for standing up
for the Constitution as a legislator . He said the GOP
leadership wanted a show of solidarity on an upcoming
vote and demanded all party members vote the same way
Jore refused because, from his viewpoint, the bill under
consideration was unconstitutional. He finally told his
fellow Republicans that he didn’t “take an oath to the
Republican Party” but to the Montana and U.S.
Constitutions. “If I break my oath,” Jore concluded, “I
am a perjurer, and I cannot sleep.” From that point on,
Jore said he was labeled as not being a team player'®!
While still serving in the Montana House as a
Republican, Rick Jore criticized the Republican National
Committee for naming former Montana Gov . Marc
Racicot chairman. Jore said conservative legislators
routinely “expressed frustration with having to overcome
a ‘RINO’ in the Governor’s office [Racicot].” He bashed
Racicot for being “very cozy with the unions” and
supporting “huge budget increases.” Jore said Racicot
did not do enough to promote the idea that abortion was
“what it truly is, murder” He also complained that Racicot
had “publicly supported removing the anti-sodomy statute
from Montana Codes” and passed a “pro-homosexual
policy” in state government hiring. Overall, Jore decided
the Republican Party had picked the perfect person to
pushits “politically expedient, socialistic, unconstitutional,
go-along-to-get-along, politics over principle agenda.’**?
After leaving the GOP, Jore became even more
outspoken against his former party . He noted an
“entrenched, statist, mentality” in both parties that
promoted socialism. He said Democrats and Republicans
were “two peas in a socialistic pod.” The two major
parties, he claimed, were only interested in keeping their
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dominance. “Some of the socialists call themselves
Republicans,” he said, “and some of the socialists call

themselves Democrats.” He said both parties knew voters

were pragmatic enough they would vote against someone,
instead of for someone. Instead of being pragmatic, Jore
gloated, the Constitution Party can be principled. “I will
not vote for the lesser of two evils,” he has said.'®

On the fiscal level, Timothy Martin scolded the
Montana Republican Party for increasing the money in
Montana’s general fund. “It took Democrats over 20
years to reach a biennial budget of about one billion
dollars,” Martin declared. “It took Republicans

more open homosexuals to positions in government” than
all other presidents combined. He also complained that
Bush supported “pro-abort, pro-sodomite” U.S. Sen.Arlen
Specter (R-PA) for chairman of the Senate Judiciary
Committee. Martin said President Bush was not pro-life,
because he “thinks it is alright to murder 15-20,000 little
unborn children whose fathers happen to be rapists.” He
concluded saying, “For a Christian to support a man like
George W. Bush is to sin against God.™ He also blasted
Bush for saying “Muslims worship the same God as

only 10 years to double it.” He said at least
Democrats were “honest when it comes to
government spending,” always wanting more.
He encouraged people to not vote for
“RepubliCrats” if they wanted to reduce
government taxes.'*

Pascal Redfern stated a common
Constitution Party of Montana belief—there is
no difference between the GOP and Democrats.
He wrote that there was “no difference between
the Republican Party and the Democratic Party
except for their rhetoric.” He declared that the
Constitution Party was a “CLEAR [emphasis
in original] and different choice” for
conservatives.' He said conservatives “wished
the Republican Party stood for something,” but
since it didn’t, the Constitution Party would “stand

Constitution Party of Montana activists called Gov . Marc
Racicot (left) a “RINO,” and Gov. Judy Martz (right) a “paid
stooge” of the federal government

for truth, honor and principle.” '8¢ Likewise,
Renn Bodeker (2004) claimed the two major parties had
failed America. “You know it and I know it,” he stated.
“If you want a viable alternative, follow my lead; vote
the Constitution Party.”'®

Steve Larsen (2000) complained the Republican
establishment too often backstabbed other conservatives.
While he no longer supported the Constitution Party, he
said it was easy to see that the “arrogance” of the GOP
created the Constitution Party and other splinter groups
that were formed by “disenfranchised Republicans.” 88
During the 2004 Montana gubernatorial race, Larsen
lamented that conservatives were left with Republican
frontrunners Bob Brown and Pat Davison, whom he
claimed were “about as conservative asTed Kennedy.”'®

In 2004, Jonathan Martin went after members of the
Religious Right for supporting President Geoge W. Bush.
Martin criticized the support, saying Bush had “appointed

Christians” and for “inviting them [Muslims]” to the White
House. !

Right to Life of Montana are
“Wannabe Conservatives”

Both Michael Heit and Jonathan Martin criticized
Right to Life of Montana for not being extreme enough in
its stance on abortion. In August 2000, Heit wrote to
Steven Ertelt, director of Right to Life of Montana, and
said he wouldn’t accept an endorsement by the group.
Heit believed Right to Life of Montana made decisions
based on political realities, instead of scriptural doctrine.
“Abortion is not nonpartisan [sic],” Heit wrote. “It kills
all human life.” "> He lashed out at Right to Life of
Montana for being “a bunch of wannabe conservatives
that talk the talk but haven’t got the guts to walk the
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walk.”!* Heit said the only endorsement he cared about
was from Jesus Christ. '*

In September 2000, Jonathan Martin wrote a letter
to Ertelt criticizing Right to Life of Montanas endorsement
of George W. Bush. Among Martin’s list of grievances
were: Bush appointed a “pro-abortion, pro-sodomite
woman” to a judgeship in Federal District Court; Bush
“denied Jesus Christ before America” on television; and
Bush supported many of the same one-world policies
advocated by DemocratAl Gore. Martin finished by saying
groups like Right to Life of Montana “who believe that
government is God” were helping further America’s
“journey toward the sure judgement of God!” %

Following Martin’s letter, Heit again wrote to Ertelt,
asking if Ertelt had any “semblance of sanity or
Christianity.” He asked Ertelt “how much blood money
from the torn bodies of the unborn victims” had Right to
Life of Montana received from the Republican Party He
told Ertelt that Bush’ s real goal was a “one world
agenda.”!®

Conservatives Still Cooperate with
Constitution Party

Even with its vitriolic dislike of other conservatives,
the Constitution Party of Montana has continued to receive
their support. As for Montana Republicans, Rep. Verdell
Jackson (Kalispell) and Sen. Jerry O’Neil (Columbia Falls)
have attended the Constitution Party’ s meetings.'’
Likewise, Republican stalwarts like Rob Natelson and Scott
Orr attended the party’ s first convention, while eight
Republican legislators attended the group’s 2005 Liberty
Summit (for more, see the “Constitution Party of Montana
Events” section).!”®

Individual Republicans aren’t the only ones supporting
the Constitution Party of Montana. Following 2004” s
highly-contested race in House District 12, it was the
Montana Republican Party that came to Rick Jore’ s
defense. A national Constitution Party website featured a
communication from the Montana Republican Party asking
for donations, because the Montana GOP would “likely
be involved in litigation” over the race (for more, see
Rick Jore’s profile in the “Officers” section).'*

Jore stated he was initially surprised to find “numerous
phone messages from Republican leaders” offering him
help. Once he discovered the race held the key to
Republican control of the Montana House, he understood

their concern. Jore said he received a call from the
executive director of the Montana Republican Party the
day after the election. The GOP suggested an attorney
for Jore, and said it would be willing to foot the billWith
the GOP’s financial backing, Jore retained the attorney*®
The Republican Party did pay the majority of Jores legal
bills resulting from the House District 12 race?”!

Certain Constitution Party of Montana activists have
been unable to completely sever their ties with the
Republican Party. In 2000, Kandi Matthew-Jenkins ran
unsuccessfully for the legislature on the Constitution Party
ticket. In 2004, she ran as a Republican, losing in the
primary. During the same 2004 election cycle, Pascal
Redfern also ran and lost as a Republican for the Montana
Legislature. He ran on the Constitution Party ticket in
2000.> He’s back on the Republican ticket again in 2006.
According to the Secretary of State, Redfern was appointed
by the GOP as the candidate in House District 97 when
the original candidate withdrew.?*

Like the Republicans, Right to Life of Montana has
supported the Constitution Party, even as party members
have viciously attacked Right to Life’s credibility. After
all the bickering in 2000, Right to Life of Montana endorsed
eight party candidates, including Jonathan Martin?** That
trend has continued. In 2006, Right to Life of Montana
also endorsed eight Constitution Party members: Jonathan
Martin, Rick Komeda (2006), Rick Jore, Terry Poupa
(2000-2006), Kent Holtz (2002-2006), Christopher
Gregory (2002-2006), David Anderson (2006) and Kandi
Matthew-Jenkins.?

The attacks by the party on other conservatives, and
the conservatives’ responses, are revealing. By staking
out hard-line positions on issues like abortion and taxes,
the party hopes to distinguish itself from other conservative
entities. By standing by its uncompromising positions, it
hopes to attract people who are disgusted by politics
trumping principles. Other conservatives know these
strident positions appeal to some people. By continuing
to work with the Constitution Party of Montana, groups
like the Montana Republican Party hope to retain their
current followers, while at the same time persuading some
Constitution Party activists to come back within the
mainstream conservative fold. By doing this, however,
mainstream conservatives provide legitimacy to the
Constitution Party of Montana that the party cannot
achieve on its own.
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Profiles of 2006 Candidates

Twenty Constitution Party of Montanan candidates
filed for the Montana Legislature in 2006. Nineteen of
them are running for the House, while one is running for
the Senate. The party is also running a candidate for
Clerk of Montana Supreme Court. Ten of the candidates
have run for the legislature in the past on the party’ticket.

This section contains brief profiles of some of the
party’s candidates. The profiles provide a glimpse into
the candidates’ right-wing ideologies and support for the
party’s platform. In some cases, there are references to
longer pieces on candidates, because they are party
officers and have more substantial profiles in the
“Officers” section of this report.

House District 1

Name: Russell Brown

Residence: Libby

Occupation: Computer Analyst

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party ticket in 2004.

Russell Brown 3
serves as the party’ s 4 g
Lincoln County , g
contact.?’®  Brown’s Q
background includes -y = S
extensive experience in - Y §
information technology, q‘. 3 E:
including teaching -
business computer

programming at Eastern
Washington University
and founding a software
company. He also served
in the U.S. Air Force and
the Army National Guard.?”’

Brown frequently writes letters to the editor of The
Western News, illustrating his disdain of the two major
political parties. The Republican Party has often received
the brunt of the criticism.

Brown has complained Republicans were not doing
enough to ban abortion. He chastised President Bush
and the Republican majority in Congress for failing to pass
the “Right to Life Act” sponsored by U.S. Rep. Duncan

i

Russell Brown

Hunter (R-CA). The Act would extend protections of
the 14™ Amendment to fetuses. Brown believed that
Republicans could “end abortion inAmerica in one week”
if they would pass the bill. SarcasticallyBrown mentioned
that maybe the U.S. Supreme Court needed more
Republican-appointed judges, since “only seven of the
nine were appointed by them [Republican presidents].?*

In one letter, Brown wrote, “I no longer have respect
for the Republican or Democratic parties,” because
members of both parties had “often committed violations
of the Constitution.” He worried that President Bush
was “assuming king-like authority” and violating the
Constitution and Bill of Rights. For Brown, it was time
for Americans to decide if they “want to trash the
Constitution and turn our country over to some kind of
monarchy.”?%

In another letter, Brown wrote that Republicans were
trying to convince Americans that “they have not violated
the U.S. Constitution.” However , Brown contended
President Bush violated the oath he took before entering
office. He wondered if the oath of office was “only a
formality” to Bush and asked readers if “voting for this
type of person” was “really the lesser of two evils.” 21

During his previous run for the legislature, he stated
that “the unconstitutional property tax should be
eliminated.”?!! He also proved to be an ardent supporter
of gun rights when filling out a survey from Gun Owners
of America.?'> Brown supported access to assault
weapons and .50 caliber rifles, while opposing both
background checks for firearms sold at gun shows and
licenses for concealed weapons.?!?

Brown also did not support the separation of church
and state. He stated, “Political secularists, atheists and
other anti-Christians” have created this constitutional
issue through a “distorted interpretation” of the First
Amendment. He believed, “Our founding fathers wrote
the first amendment [sic] to protect the people from the
government, not the government from the people.”
Therefore, “this ‘wall of separation’ is a one-way street.”
Congress could not restrict church activity Brown wrote,
and “religious principles, the Laws of Nature and of
Nature’s God, were absolutely essential to sound
government.”!*

In a guest editorial opposing a national healthcare
system, Brown stated the government was “like fire” in
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that it was a “dangerous servant and a fearful master .
He said many “constitutionalists” believe it is too late to
“save this country from the socialist mindset.” Brown
said the idea of universal healthcare was not a new idea,
claiming that every “dictator” in the 20 and 21* Centuries
advocated “government-sponsored medicine” regardless
of if they were “communist, fascist or disguised.” He
also linked universal healthcare to his anti-choice ideology
writing:?!

“If you think the dangers of medical killing in
America is remote, perhaps you might consider
those among us who think nothing of killing unborn
children as a form of preventive medicine. Consider
those who think nothing of experimenting on
fetuses, harvesting their ova and brains for medical
and scientific purposes. ..National health care would
give them the sanction they want.”!¢

He said universal healthcare was advocated by
“elitists” who “advocate an immoral system.” Brown
concluded his editorial by stating that a national healthcare
system would violate the 10 ™ Amendment and was
unconstitutional.?”

Brown also celebrated the defeat of national legislation
to reform immigration law, claiming that it would have
granted “amnesty” to undocumented immigrants. He
complained that politicians were not doing enough to deport
undocumented immigrants. He stated that children born
in the United States should not be citizens if their parents
are not citizens.?'®

During his 2006 campaign, Brown said his legislative
interests included “illegal immigration” and tax reform.
He also said he was anti-choice and opposed gay marriage.
If elected, he would sponsor bills on those four topics.
He cited right-wing Sen.Aubyn Curtiss (R-Fortine) has a
state legislator he respected.”!”

Following the mid-term elections in 2006 which found
Republicans at the national level losing control of the U.S.
House and U.S. Senate, Brown took a shot at the GOP.
He stated that many conservatives in Montana voted for
Libertarian Stan Jones and that was why Jon Tester beat
incumbent Sen. Conrad Burns. He stated the GOP lost
because Republicans had advocated amnesty for
undocumented immigrants; supported “historically high
subsidies” to Planned Parenthood; expanded the federal
role in education; and approved “anti-family” policies.

With Democrats in char ge, he continued, Americans
needed to wake up to what was going on or else the
move toward a “New World Order” would continue to
advance.?

During his 2004 campaign, the Montana
Commissioner of Political Practices officially ruled Brown
non-compliant, because he had not filed the required
paperwork on time. His main campaign activity in 2004
was setting up a booth at the Libby Rodeo.?!

House District 2

Name: Freemen Johnson
Residence: Troy

Occupation: Retired
Political Experience with Party: None

Freeman Johnson, a veteran of the U.S. Navy , is
another frequent letter writer to local newspapers. Like
many of his fellow party activists, he joined the party
after many years of voting Republican. Johnson said
that, after voting that way for 53 years, he switched to
the Constitution Party on Armistice Day in 2004. In
declaring his switch, Johnson
listed issues he felt neither
Democrats nor Republicans
were addressing. One of
the main complaints was
undocumented immigrants.

Johnson advocated
closing the Mexican border
and adopting legislation that
would “require all illegals be
sent back!” He also
pleaded, “Get the United
States out of the U.N., and
the U.N. out of the USA!” Finally, he wanted to “Close
the constitutionally illegal Dept. of ‘Non’ Education” that
“eats taxes” and “grossly interferes in all local school
districts.”?*

In another letter, Johnson wrote he was done with
“the Democrat and Republican political parties and their
‘politically correct’ Socialist/Communist keep-your-
mouth-shut approach” to the “invasion of 20 million plus
illegal aliens.” He favored putting the National Guard on
the Mexican border.?*
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Johnson wrote of his severe dislike of liberals and
the news media. He has called reporters “propagandists”
and complained they were not homophobic enough and
used the word “gay” to “hide what these men and women
practice.”

He also blasted the media for using “democracy” to
describe ideas that were really liberal, Socialist, progressive,
and communist. He complained that the Bible was not
part of reporters’training. Johnson stated manyAmericans
“believe that a socialist is not a communist and certainly
not an atheist.” However, to Johnson, “They are all the
same.” Finally, Johnson warned that, when Socialists
can’t get their way through “deceit, debate and confusion”
they will “use the gun.””*

Early in his 2006 campaign, a Johnson filing with the
Commissioner of Political Practices reported he did not
have any money in the bank. Instead, he relied on funds
“in my wallet,” which came to $26.25. Another filing
said he received $75.00 from the Constitution Party of
Lincoln County. This entry contained a note reading,
“Check to myself cashed.” Fellow legislative candidate
Russell Brown is acting as Johnson3 campaign treasurer.”?

House District 3

Name: Tad Rosenberry

Residence: Columbia Falls

Occupation: Had not filed a “Business Disclosure
Statement” with the Commissioner of Political Practices
Political Experience with Party: None

While Tad Rosenberry hasn’t run for the Montana
Legislature on the Constitution Party ticket, he has held
office. He was elected to the Columbia Falls City Council
in 2001.226 He also was one of the founding board members
for the Columbia Falls Planning Department. 2’
Rosenberry stepped down from the Columbia Falls City
Council in 2005, citing scheduling conflicts with his new
employment.””® He also resigned from his position with
the planning department.??

Rosenberry ran for the Columbia Falls School Board
in 2000. He finished last in a race featuring three
candidates. Only the top two garnered spots on the School
Board.?

Editor’s Note: Tad Rosenberry withdrew from his
House District 3 campaign on July 4, 2006. Just as he
did when he resigned from the Columbia Falls City Council,
Rosenberry said his new job would make it “impossible”
for him to carry out the position if elected.?!

House District 6

Name: Rick Komeda

Residence: Olney

Occupation: Forester

Political Experience with Party: None

Rick Komeda is a veteran of the U.S Air Force and a
forester living in Olney.?*? He said he felt he needed to
run for the Montana Legislature to slow down the
“runaway state government.” He said he believes the
state should control all public lands in Montana and that
the state shouldn’t have to follow the Endangered Species
Act. During his 2006 campaign, Komeda signed the
Americans for Tax Reform’s tax pledge stating he would
not support any tax increases.”*

He has served as the party’ s Flathead County
contact.”* In that role, he turned out 10 party supporters
to march in the 2005 Northwest Montana Fair Parade.
He and the others decorated a pickup with Constitution
Party signs and passed out literature along the parade route.
The party’s website enthusiastically noted the literature
distribution meant that Komeda had “invited over 1,200
folks” to the Flathead County chapter’s next meeting.*

Komeda’s duties also entailed giving updates on the
activities of the Flathead Chapter during the party} state
meetings. These reports have included updates on selling
tickets for both a “raffle for gold” and various “educational
materials” in efforts to raise funds for the state party .*
He also served on the committee that organized the 2005
Liberty Summit held in Bozeman (for more on the Liberty
Summit, see “Constitution Party of Montana Events”)?’

During his 2006 campaign, Komeda said the state’s
surplus should be used to eliminate property taxes. He
stated his legislative interests included property rights, gun
rights, and restoring the Constitution. He cited right-wing
Representatives Roger Koopman (R-Bozeman) and
George Everett (R-Kalispell) as “good men” who were
“well-versed in the Bill of Rights.”?%
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House District 8

Name: Kurtis Oliverson

Residence: Kalispell

Occupation: Computer programmer for Merlin
Information Services

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
Senate on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in
2004.

Currently the party’s treasurer, Kurtis Oliverson has
served as a chapter leader for the John Birch Society .*°

Following the party’s platform, Oliverson has stridently
opposed reproductive freedom and the current tax system.
He referred to abortion as the “killing of a baby” and
found it “ludicrous” to pretend it was not “murder.” He
also believed the current tax system involved the
government taking people’s money “by force,” and that
the system has “been running
amok with the people’ s
money” for a long time.?*

Not a supporter of public
education, Oliverson has
stated, “socialists/humanists
have essentially hijacked this
country’s  educational
bureaucracy and are using it
to convert our children to
their agenda.” He said
educational materials should
be based on “factual
information” and not on “junk (or politically-motivated)
science.”*! Oliverson supported home schooling without
state regulation.?*?

Again echoing the party’ s platform, Oliverson has
refused to acknowledge the separation of church and
state. He has contended God inspired America’s
founders, saying, “the further we distance ourselves from
them [God’s principles], the less great this country will
become.”**

For more on Kurtis Oliverson, please see his profile
in the “Officer” section of the report.

Editor’s Note: Kurtis Oliverson withdrew from his
House District 8 campaign on June 22, 2006. He stated
his reason was another “candidate with similar
philosophies.”** He must have been referring to Craig
Witte, the winner of the GOPprimary for House District
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Kurtis Oliverson

8. Witte manages the Perkins Family Restaurant in
Kalispell.>* The restaurant hosted a presentation by the
founder of the National Organization for the Repeal of
the Federal Reserve Act (for more on this group, see
“Ties that Bind.”)?

House District 12

Name: Rick Jore

Residence: Ronan

Occupation: Owns and operates Westslope Trout
Company

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in 2000,
2002, and 2004.

Rick Jore currently serves as the party’ s vice-
chairman and the party’s local contact in Lake County?¥’
When Jore joined the Constitution Party of Montana in
2000, he was an incumbent Republican in the Montana
House. Jore was always one of the most right-wing
members of the GOP and frequently found himself at
odds with members of his own party . He said the
Constitution Party better
reflected his views. 48
Since switching parties, Jore
has hit the Constitution
Party speaking circuit
denouncing Republicans.

Jore has been unable to
win his seat back in the
legislature while running on
the Constitution Party of
Montana ticket. However,
he has continued to be the
focal point of the party and
the candidate with the best chance of winning an election.
In 2004, Jore and his Democratic opponent were locked
in a tie after a recount of the votes in Lake CountyThen-
Gov. Judy Martz broke the tie, appointing Jore the winner
This decision gave Republicans a one-person majority in
the Montana House, as the GOP had 50, the Democrats
49, and Jore as the lone Constitution Party member
However, litigation was filed over certain ballots that were
awarded to Jore. Eventually the Montana Supreme Court
ruled that Jore should not have been awarded thosevotes.
The Democrat was given the seat in the Montana House.
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For a more detailed profile of Rick Jore, along with
more explanation of the controversial 2004 race, please
see his profile in the “Officers” section of the report.

House District 18

Name: Timothy Sollid

Residence: Ulm

Occupation: Contractor

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in
2002.

Timothy Sollid has been part of Pro-Life Great Falls,
an anti-choice group that
has picketed Planned
Parenthood with
grotesque placards. The
group is led by Jonathan
Martin, the chairman of
the Constitution Party of
Montana (for more on
Pro-Life Great Falls, see
Jonathan Martin’s profile
in the “Officers” section
of the report).

In 2003, Sollid was
part of a demonstration against reproductive freedom held
in front of the Federal Building in Great Falls. Over 50
people participated in an event protesting the 30 ™
anniversary of the U.S. Supreme Court’ s Roe v. Wade
decision, which legalized abortion. Sollid played the
bagpipes at the event, which featured singing, praying,
and speeches. “I’m standing for truth,” Sollid said.
“Fetuses and embryos are children being murdered.” 2

During his 2002 campaign, the Commissioner of
Political Practices ruled Sollid in non-compliance for failing
to file required paperwork on time. ?° According to his
early filings with the Commissioner, his 2006 campaign
had not raised any money.>!
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House District 20

Name: Terry Poupa

Residence: Great Falls

Occupation: Owner and operator of Lucke Construction
Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana

House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in 2000,

2002, and 2004.

Terry Poupa once described himself as a “family man
with an idealistic view of what Montana can be” who
will vote on “principle.’?>

During his 2000 campaign, Poupa stated he would
like to get rid of most current taxes and institute a “head
tax.”?3 The head tax
refers to one form of
taxation mentioned in the
Bible. It applied to every
man over 20 years old and
was the same amount for
every person. Some
Christians believe the head
tax is the only legitimate
tax, and “progressive
taxation (progressive tax
rates, taxation based on
politics) is anti-Biblical.””>**
Poupa stated he would support a voluntary exemption
from the “head tax” for low-income people.

Poupa favored selling off the Montana University
System to private individuals. “The state shouldn’t be
competing with private institutions,” he said.?*® He also
believed “the obligation of education should fall solely on
the parents.”®’ “Parents are the key,” Poupa explained,
“because a good education must include religious and
moral training.” He preferred home schooling, private
schools, and religious education.?®

Since Poupa’s 2002 campaign, Nicole Martin, the
daughter of the party’ s chairman, has served as the
treasurer for his campaigns. >
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House District 21

Name: Kent Holtz

Residence: Great Falls

Occupation: Retired farmer

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in 2002,
and 2004.

Kent Holtz spent four years in U.S. Naval Reserves
and four years in the Montana Air National Guard. He
also graduated from the Rocky Mountain Mission Bible
School training for pastors.?°

He has claimed America’s currency is nothing more
than “phony money.” He has called on America to go
back to hard currency like gold and silver.?®! Holtz has
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said he would not support any changes in taxes “until we
introduce silver money into the economy.”?%

As for the party’s negative impact on the GOE Holtz
said he could care less if the Constitution Party of Montana
swings a couple races to the Democrats. He explained
that his party “should wake up the Republican Party to
the fact that they’re heading in the wrong direction.” He
claimed people frequently
tell him and his fellow
Constitution Party of
Montana candidates that
there is no difference
between Democrats and
Republicans.  “Our
intention is to offer an
alternative to the other two
parties,” he said. “W e
desire to get our
governments back under
the discipline of the
Constitution.”2%3

His initial filings with the Commissioner of Political
Practices showed Holtz had not raised any money for his
2006 campaign.’®* He did not raise any money during
his 2004 campaign. The Commissioner ruled Holtz in
non-compliance during his 2002 campaign for not filing
required paperwork on time. 2%
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House District 23

Name: Christopher Gregory

Residence: Great Falls

Occupation: Carpenter

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in
2002 and 2004.

Christopher Gregory graduated from the Montana
Wilderness School of the Bible, a college dedicated to
“the practical training of Christian men and women.” 2%
Located in Augusta, the school declares that “students
will come to know the Bible as absolute truth” and “will
emerge equipped so that they will not be taken captive
through the hollow and deceptive philosophy of the world.”
Classes include “Equipping for Warfare” and “Scientific
Creationism.” The “Warfare” class examines “spiritual
warfare” in the areas of “angels, Satan, and demonology’
It also professes to expose “the lies of the enemy” and

helps students develop “a strategy to deal with Satan’ s
attacks and temptations.” The “Creationism” class
teaches a “Biblical view of creation” that the school
claims “will stand up to science.” 2%’

Gregory may have found additional support for his
right-wing Christianity in his wife, Mary Koljonen-
Gregory.”® She is likely related to the RevGary Koljonen
of Great Falls’ Triumph Lutheran Church. Koljonen’ s
church hosted a presentation by the leader of the radically
anti-choice Operation Save America. Koljonen and party
chairman Jonathan Martin also created an uproar at Great
Falls High School in 2004 by forcing students to take
Operation Save America fliers laced with anti-gay, anti-
choice, and anti-Muslim content (for more on Operation
Save America and Rev. Koljonen, see Jonathan Martin’s
profile in the “Officers” section of the report) %

According to previous comments made to the press,
Christopher Gregory took his interpretation of Christianity
into his political campaign. Among his chief concerns
was encouraging people to acknowledge God in public
places, along with “protecting the inalienable right to life,
including the unborn.”?”® He also listed gun rights as an
issue he supported.?”! During both of Gregory3 previous
campaigns, the Commissioner of Political Practices ruled
him in non-compliance for not filing required paperwork
on time.*"?

House District 24

Name: Philip DuPaul

Residence: Black Eagle

Occupation: Self employed Internet salesman
Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in
2000 and 2004.

Philip DuPaul has concentrated on taxes in his previous
campaigns for the Montana Legislature. ‘“Wé are all being
forced to fuel an out-of-control government,” he stated.
“I will not look to reform the tax structure, but to abolish
it.” By getting rid of property, income, and inheritance
taxes, DuPaul believed government could be downsized
and many service programs would go back to private
entities.””? “I would work to free Montanans from the
slavery of taxation,” he said. “T axes are supporting a
top heavy government that has tried to impersonate Santa
Clause rather than be a steward protecting Montanans’
tax money.”?"*
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DuPaul wanted to “see less government intervention
in our lives not more,” including when it came to funding
public education.?”” Along with reducing administrative
costs in schools, DuPaul thought citizens should “wrestle
our schools out of the control of federal and state
bureaucrats.”?’¢ He supported an increase in home
schooling and private schools.?”

He did not win a seat
in the 2005 Montana
Legislature, but DuPaul
did show up to lobby
against equal protection
under the law for
Montana’s gays and
; : lesbians. His testimony
. : revealed that he had a
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e T Ak gay brother who died of
:*?% _ AIDS. He told
b Y -A lawmakers that his

brother was “coerced
into this [gay] lifestyle”

Philip DuPaul

while still in school. He said the gay “lifestyle” is “one of terrorist attacks. He said

death” and is “destructive.” DuPaul blamed his brotheis
death on Montana refusing to enforce its unconstitutional
sodomy law. He ur ged lawmakers to “safeguard our
communities and children” by continuing to discriminate
against gays and lesbians.?”®

During both of his legislative campaigns, the
Commissioner of Political Practices ruled DuPaul in non-

compliance for not filing required paperwork on time?”

House District 43

Name: David Anderson

Residence: Huntley

Occupation: Self employed/Building maintenance
Political Experience with Party: None

David Anderson serves, not only as the Constitution
Party’s Yellowstone County contact, but also the party’s
Yellowstone County Vice Chairman.”® Originally from
Pennsylvania, Anderson says his family “was active in
the Revolutionary War, on the winning side, of course.”
He served in the U.S. Navy, and he moved to Montana
five years ago. !

Anderson has stated he is “pro-Constitution and pro-
Second Amendment.” He believed the federal
government was “overstepping [its] Constitutional” limits,

and it was up to the people to “tell them [government]
that they are out of bounds and to rein them back in.”
Anderson also said federal agencies are illegally
administering public lands in Montana, stating that “just
because two parties agree to an act doesn’t make that
act constitutional.”??

Like many of his fellow party candidates, Anderson
has demonstrated he is not a fan of public education. He
criticized the Montana Supreme Court’s 2004 ruling that
said the Montana Legislature was not fulfilling its
constitutional obligation of funding a quality education.
Anderson warned that “our forefathers warned us not to
let the judges...legislate from the bench.” He said he
has home schooled in the past and plans to do so in the
future.?3

Anderson also thought
“we should be closing our
borders and tracking illegal
aliens.”  He also
questioned the media
coverage of the 9/1 1
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researchers have “detailed
serious flaws” in official
government reports that
“whitewash” the real

issues in an “outright

cover-up for government
complicity.”?%

In 2005, the of ficers of the Yellowstone County
Constitution Party—Anderson, John Smith, and Mae
Woo—mailed to Montana legislators a copy of a report
titled “The Report of the Citizens Commission on 9/11.”
The cover letter stated the report was full of information
“not readily available through the mainstream media.’**
The so-called Citizens Commission included “patriot”
newspaper editor Don Harkins and Greg Szymanski, a
contributor to the anti-Semitic American Free Press.*®
The report included articles detailing many conspiracy
theories about the 9/11 terrorist attacks.

“I believe what we need is people worried about our
government,” Anderson said during his 2006 campaign.
“I believe we need to put principles before our politics. I
believe that it’s not a function of our government to keep
our citizens from falling into error but that it’s the function
of our citizens to keep our government from falling into
error.”?%7

David Anderson
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During the 2007 legislative session,Anderson lobbied
on behalf of bills rejecting Montana} participation in the
federal Real ID Act of 2005. The Act grew out of
recommendations by the 9/11 Commission to make it more
difficult to counterfeit or tamper with driver ’s licenses.
States would be responsible for funding the changes, which
many viewed as a step towards national identification
cards.?®

“I will destroy every piece of ID I have. I will be
hunted, I will move into the mountains and let them come
for me,” Anderson told the committee hearing two bills
opposing Real ID. Anderson appeared before the
committee as the vice-chairman of theYellowstone County
Constitution Party.?®

House District 59

Name: Jay McKean

Residence: Roberts

Occupation: Had not yet filed a “Business Disclosure
Statement” with the Commissioner of Political Practices
Political Experience with Party: None

Jay McKean’s letters show up in all sorts of
publications, even the anti-SemiticAmerican Free Press.
American Free Press is the latest incarnation of The
Spotlight, which was started by Holocaust Denier and
virulent anti-Semite Willis Carto.”® A McKean letter
espoused the “patriot” movement’s belief that Oklahoma
City bomber Timothy McVeigh did not act alone, and
multiple bombs inside the Murrah Federal Building actually
destroyed it. McKean wrote the same type of thing was
happening in regards to the 9/1 1 terrorist attacks. He
commented, “I’m sure the airplanes did not cause” the
collapse of the Trade Center Towers. Instead, he thought
the cause was a “series of explosions.”!

McKean also wrote a letter supporting a white
supremacist running for Justice of the Peace in Billings.
In 1994, McKean touted the qualifications of Rudy Stanko
for the position.?> Stanko is a longtime, self-proclaimed
leader of the racist Church of the Creator. His activism
with the group began while he was serving a prison
sentence for selling tainted meat to school lunch programs.
He started a business called Creator Publishing to sell
the group’s books, which feature titles like The White
Man’s Bible, On the Brink of a Bloody Racial W ar,
and Building a Whiter and Brighter W orld.*
McKean’s letter acknowledged that S tanko had served

time in prison; however, McKean thought that was a good
qualification. “We all know how corrupt and lawless our
political leadership is,” he wrote. “The court system is
even worse, if that is possible.” McKean suggested
people read Stanko’s book The Score.?** The book details
Stanko’s belief that he and his meatpacking business were
destroyed by a Jewish conspiracy .

In a letter to theBillings Outpost, McKean lambasted
Christians for not understanding what was wrong with
government and society. “Christians are to fear God and
have no other God,” he wrote. “Christians today fear the
IRS and are careful to appease this modern idol.” He
chastised them for sending their children to “government-
controlled schools” where “the theory of evolution is taught
as fact” and “secular humanism is the only religion
permitted.” McKean stated thatAmerica was a “Christian
Nation,” but there was a “great movement...afoot to
remove Christianity from society” He closed wondering
where the “Christian leaders” were that would stand
against this trend.>®

Sometimes McKean doesn’t just write letters. In
1996, the Molt-based The Northern Light listed McKean
as a writer.”” The publication catered to the “patriot”
and Religious Right movements. It once stated, “Once,
God’s law was the foundation of our country ,” and
“Chastity was preferred over unwed pregnancy; life-long
marriages over family breakup; prayer was preferred over
profanity.” Billings Outpost Editor David Crisp stated
in a piece about The Northern Light that its stories
contained many “pseudo-facts” and “Some of the
information in the paper is flatly wrong,” citing as proof a
quote attributed to Abraham Lincoln that the president
never said.?”®

During his 2006 campaign, McKean stated he
believed in the sanctity of life and opposed gay marriage.
He also said he believed in the “true freedom of
Christianity, not freedom from Christianity” an apparent
jab at the separation of church and state. He listed top
priorities as cutting taxes to control government and
promoting extractive industry.>”

He also complained that the Montana Supreme Court
was overstepping its bounds. Specifically he complained
that the Court had found the Rob Natelson backed CI-75
unconstitutional (see page 58 for more). He said this
example illustrated how the Montana Supreme Court
made law instead of following it. “After it was part of
the [Montana] Constitution,” he said, “the high court threw
it out as unconstitutional.”?%
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House District 87

Name: George Karpati

Residence: Hamilton

Occupation: Had not yet filed a “Business Disclosure
Statement” with the Commissioner of Political Practices
Political Experience with Party: None

George Karpati initially filed to run in House District
88. However, he withdrew and filed again in House
District 87. Both districts are represented by incumbent
Republicans—Ron Stoker in House District 87 and Bob
Lake in House District 88.

House District 89

Name: Gil Turner

Residence: Stevensville

Occupation: Had not yet filed a “Business Disclosure
Statement” with the Commissioner of Political Practices
Political Experience with Party: None

Gil Turner is a party officer and serves as the chairman
of the Ravalli County Constitution Party’*® He has served
on the board of the Missoula-based Citizens to Preserve
the Second Amendment and ran a NORFED Redemption
Center (for more both groups, see “T ies that Bind”).3%

Originally, Turner filed to run in House District 90;
however, he withdrew and filed again in House District
89. For more on Turner, see his profile in the “Officers”
section of the report.

House District 96

Name: Kandi Matthew-Jenkins

Residence: Missoula

Occupation: Owner of Montana Craft Connection
Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in
2000. Her husband, John, ran for the Montana House on
the party’s ticket in 2002.

Kandi Matthew-Jenkins is a perennial candidate for
office. After running for the Montana Legislature as a
Constitution Party of Montana member in 2000, she ran
as a Republican in 2004. *** She lost both times. In
Missoula, Matthew-Jenkins ran unsuccessfully for the

Missoula City Council and mayor*** After failing to win
her campaign for mayor in 2001, she spearheaded an
unsuccessful attempt to recall Mayor Mike Kadas in
2002.3%

Her main area of activism right now is a campaign
against Montana’s Child Protective Services.?® A self-
described target of the agency, she’s organized events for
Montanans to stand up against the “fraud, waste, and
abuse” perpetrated by social workers.’” In one missive,
she declared everyone knew there were “too many insane
social workers” who “lie and abuse families.” 3%
Matthew-Jenkins derided Child Protective Services for
“ripping apart families for profit” and referred to it as an
“unholy and evil department.”*® The agency, she stated,
was engaged in a “usurpation of our God given rights to
parent children.”?'"°

Matthew-Jenkins got
involved in a high-profile
case involving Child
Protective Services in
2001. Ruth and Brian
Christine took their children
away from social workers
at gun point in Oregon and
fled to Montana. Ruth was
arrested and held in
Missoula, while Brian was
captured in Big Timber and
jailed in Billings.*'" White
supremacist attorney Edgar
Steele agreed to represent the Christines in a case he
said was a “story of citizens against a government
seemingly out of control.” 3> While Ruth was jailed in
Missoula, Matthew-Jenkins developed a “relationship”
with her.

She even wrote to the judge presiding over the case
once the Christines were extradited back to Oregon.
Matthew-Jenkins stated that families all across America
were victim to “miscreant family service caseworkers”
who “fabricate lies” that are used as evidence against
parents. She told the judge she thought the Christines
holding social workers at gunpoint was the action of “any
‘reasonable parents’ who were faced with the loss of
their children.” Their actions should be “commended not
condemned,” she concluded.?®* For their actions, Brian
Christine received 12.5 years in prison, and Ruth Christine
received 7.5 years. 3!
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During her 2006 campaign, Matthew-Jenkins was
asked what interest groups she represented. “The biggest

sponsored many tax-cut initiatives over the years. In
1993, Martin served on the Executive Committee for the

interest group I answer to is God,” she said. She also told Montana Coalition of Home Educators, and he has fought

the press that she would not support creating any new
laws. Instead, she wanted to see laws repealed. However
she did say she would sponsor legislation to end abortion
in Montana. She also complained that public schools were
no longer focused on academics but were teaching students
about “social issues.”"

Matthew-Jenkins has been a steady presence in anti-
choice activities in the Missoula area, even serving as the
former director of the Birthright Crisis Pregnancy Center!®
She has testified at the Montana Legislature to limit
reproductive freedom and against equal rights for gays
and lesbians. She told legislators, “Abortion kills a human
child” and tension ran high outside clinics because anti-
choice protesters oppose murder. She said supporters of
reproductive freedom knew they were “morally wrong.”"’

Senate District 11

Name: Jonathan Martin

Residence: Great Falls

Occupation: Owner of Five Loaves Coffehouse and
Bakery

Political Experience with Party: Ran for the Montana
House on the Constitution Party of Montana ticket in 2000,
2002 and 2004.

Jonathan Martin has served as CPOM’ s chairman
since June 2000.3'® He is also the party’ contact point in
the Great Falls area.’"®

Along with his Constitution Party activism, Martin
leads Pro-Life Great Falls, which has picketed in front of
Planned Parenthood.*?® He has been active with
Operation Save America, a national anti-choice group that
routinely tries to obstruct access to health clinics all across
the country.*! The catalyst for his clinic protests is clear
“The life of the child in the womb was once considered
precious,” Martin said. ‘“Today we witness the slaughter
of million of innocent children through abortion.*??

Martin has served as Montanans for Better
Government’s “regional representative” from Great
Falls.*® The anti-tax group, started by Rob Natelson,

attempts to require home school students to take
standardized tests.***

Whether or not
people ascribe to his
religious viewpoints,
Martin has said “ALL
[emphasis in original]
people...should desire
Christians as their
leaders,” because
“sincere Christians honor
and obey God’s Word.” It
was God that gave “us a
set of absolute principles
with which to govern our lives, our families, our
communities and our nation.” For Martin, his religious
doctrine cannot be separated from views on American
history and government. “Our Declaration of
Independence and Constitution are on that [God$] Word,”
Martin has declared. “Our [American] laws have been
considered to be subject to thatWord.” Martin has stated
the party wants to “return our nation to Biblical and
Constitutional principles.”3%

For more on Jonathan Martin and his activism with
anti-choice groups, see his profile in the “Officers” section
of the report.

Other Candidates

The following people are also running for office on the
the party’s ticket. The Human Rights Network has
not come across these individuals while working in
Montana communities.
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HD 22 Roger Nelson Great Falls
HD 25 Robert O’Connor Great Falls
HD 35 Torry MacLean Richland
Clerk of Supreme

Court: Ron Marquardt Polson
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Officers

As with most fringe groups, the Constitution Party of Independence and U.S. Constitution are “based on that

Montana has relied on a small set of aggressive and
motivated activists since it came onto the scene in 2000.
This section of the report gives more detailed profiles of
current party officers. These officers give life to the
party’s right-wing ideology, and the party’ s platform
transforms from words on paper into action. They also
demonstrate the Constitution Party of Montana’ s
connection to other right-wing fringe groups, both in
Montana and at the national level.

Chairman
Jonathan Martin
Great Falls, Montana

Since June 2000, Jonathan Martin has
chaired the Constitution Party of
Montana.*** He has run for the Montana
Legislature every election cycle since the
party first qualified for the ballot in 2000.
Martin, along with his wife and three
daughters, used to operate New Life
Furniture and now run Five Loaves
Coffeehouse and Bakery.*?” His family
frequently appears at public events with
him. Michael Peroutka, the Constitution
Party’s 2004 presidential candidate,
glowingly referred to the Martin family as
the “Marvelous Montana Martin Family” because of their
dedication to the party.’

Martin is a significant driving force behind the party
While Rick Jore may be the party$ most famous activist,
Martin organizes the party’s events and recruits many of
the candidates. His passion for the party has led to a
steady slate of candidates running on the Constitution
Party of Montana’s ticket in the Great Falls area. He
also helped recruit one candidate from the Flathead area,
his brother Timothy Martin.

Jonathan Martin brings the ultra-conservative brand
of Christian fundamentalism that is a central catalyst for
the Constitution Party of Montana. For MartinAmerican
history is bound together with his theological doctrine.
He has stated that allAmericans “should desire Christians
as their leaders,” regardless of their own religious beliefs,
because “sincere Christians honor and obey God$ Word.”
Martin has professed that the Declaration of

Jonathan Martin

Word” and that America’s “laws have been considered
to be subject to thatWord.” Martin’s ultimate goal, which
is the same as the partys3, is to “return our nation to Biblical
and Constitutional principles.”™*

During previous campaigns, Martin has promoted the
inaccurate “Christian America” notion (see box on page
35). “The real purpose of government was to preserve
and protect our God-given rights to life, liberty and
property,” he told the media. **° Within his theological
framework, another mainstay of Martin’s campaigns has
been opposing reproductive freedom. However this battle
has not been limited just to election years. On the partyg’
website, he condemned “the slaughter of millions of
innocent children” through abortion*' He has also stated
fetuses should “not be deprived of life
without due process of law.”*¥? He has
opposed all forms of contraception. 33
His war against reproductive freedom
has taken place in front of Great Falls
Planned Parenthood and at the Montana
Legislature.

aunqu, S[[e. J8oIn ;{Iq (I)u)qd

Pro-Life Great Falls:
Protesting Planned Parenthood

In 2001, Missionaries to the Preborn
toured Montana, stopping in Helena,
Bozeman, Great Falls, Livingston, and Billings. ¥*
Missionaries to the Preborn is best known for protesting
in front of health clinics with gruesome placards. The
founder of Missionaries to the Preborn, Matthew
Trewhella, signed a declaration stating that use of “lethal
force” was “justifiable provided it was carried out for the
purpose of defending the lives of the unborn.” 3%
Trewhella has been active with the national Constitution
Party.

Shortly after the Missionaries tour in Montana, Martin
started Pro-Life Great Falls. The group regularly pickets
in front of the Planned Parenthood clinic in Great Falls
with grotesque placards like the ones used bylrewhella’s
group.*** Martin is joined by his wife and daughters at the
protests, and the clinic does not even perform abortions™’

In August 2001, the placards became the center of
legal fight between Martin’s Pro-Life Great Falls and city
government. Citing a public nuisance statute, the city
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Myth of a “Christian Nation”

The Constitution Party of Montana and other theocrats who
espouse the notion of a “Christian America” have based their
beliefs on a flawed understanding of history. The mythology
that our Founding Fathers built America on Christian prin-
ciples begins with the notion that they were all devout Chris-
tians. The fact is that many of our country’ s founders were
Deists. They believed in a creator , but not the divinity of
Jesus Christ. Deists professed that people were equipped with
rationality and were charged with solving society’s problems
through reason alone. It was not an accident that the Declara-
tion of Independence and U.S. Constitution make no refer-
ence to Christianity. In fact, James Madison stated, “The
Constitution of the U.S. forbids everything like an establish-
ment of a national religion.”

The Founding Fathers supported separation of church and
state. They believed it protected the right of every citizen to
worship, or not worship, in the manner by which they choose.
Separation of church and state protects the minority from the
majority. As Thomas Jefferson wrote, “I do not believe it is
for the interest of religion to invite the civil magistrate to di-
rect its exercises, its disciplines, or its doctrines; nor of the
religious societies that the general government should be in-
vested with the power of affecting any uniformity of time or
matter among them.” Author Frederick Clarkson summa-
rizes the motivations behind America’s founding like this:

“...the framers of the U.S. Constitution explicitly rejected
the idea of a Christian nation. The framers, seeking to
inoculate the new nation against the religious persecution
and warfare that had wracked Europe for a millennium,
made America the first nation in the history of the world
founded without the blessing of an official god, church or
religion. They were leaving behind local theocracies that
had governed the colonies for the previous 150 years in
which only white propertied men who were members of
the correct, established sect were able to vote and hold
public office.”

The framers of our democracy knew that, for our society to
survive, the rights of the minority had to be valued equally
with the rights of the majority.

Sources: James Madison’s Detached Memoranda, Thomas
Jefferson’s January 23, 1808 letter, and Political Research Associ-
ates’ Winter 2005 Public Eye.

attorney told the protestors they were creating
a traffic hazard because of rubbernecking
drivers. The attorney said he finally took action
against the group because of an increasing
number of complaints filed over the signs.
Incidents included one car accident and claims
that the protestors were stepping in front of
cars and yelling at drivers and Planned
Parenthood patients. The city attorney told
Pro-Life Great Falls it could keep protesting in
front of the clinic, if it used signs without the
photographs.33#

Jonathan Martin responded that the City
of Great Falls was “trampling on our First
Amendment and constitutional right.” 3* He
admitted the placards were upsetting, but
maintained they were necessary to show the
results of abortion. Martin also claimed that
signs featuring only text would be more
dangerous, because drivers would be trying to
read the placards instead of concentrating on
driving. Pro-Life Great Falls received support
from the national clinic-blockade movement,
which flooded city officials with e-mails from
across the country.’*

The City of Great Falls withdrew the ban
on the placards, after Pro-Life Great Falls
threatened legal action**! However, Martin and
members of Pro-Life Great Falls went ahead
with a lawsuit against the city . The lawsuit
sought to declare the protestors’ rights had been
violated and asked for compensatory and
punitive damages. “Our rights were violated,
even if it’s now past tense,” Martin told the
media. “Their [cityofficials] First Amendment
violation pales when compared to the millions
of little babies killed through abortion.”*?

Representing Martin and the other Pro-
Life Great Falls members was the Thomas
More Law Center.?*® The Law Center,
founded by Domino Pizza magnate Tom
Monaghan, frequently represents the interests
of Religious Right organizations. *** Law
Center Attorney Robert Muise said the lawsuit
was filed to make it clear that protestors could
“speak out against killing the unborn by showing
people that abortion is truly an act of violence
that results in the death of a child.”” In 2002,
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the Law Center declared victory when U.S. District Court signed the declaration calling the murder of abortion

Judge Sam Haddon ruled that the city’s ban on the signs
was unconstitutional. The judge ruled that the city
attorney had to pay Martin and the other plaintiffs a little

providers justifiable.*® Echoing that sentiment, an
Operation Rescue activist said, “It is your God-given right
to destroy any man or woman calling themselves doctors

over $9,300 in damages and attorneys’ fees.
Pro-Life Great Falls does more than just stand quietly

with their placards.
Along with the traffic
problems cited by the
Great Falls City
Attorney, the protestors
have sent threatening
letters to Planned
Parenthood staff. They
have been “disruptive
and threatening” toward
clinic staffers away
from the clinic.*’ They
yell at people entering
Planned Parenthood,
claiming that the clinic
“feasts on the blood of
the innocent,” calling
clinic staff “baby
killers.”3*8

A Planned Parent-

346

who willingly slaughter innocent children.’®>*

in the

andard

ABORTION
IS MURDER!!

HOMOSEXUALITY
IS SIN!!

ISLAM
IS A LIEX

WHAT [N} THESE THREE

Jonathan Martin brought
Operation Save America’s Flip
Benham (above) to Montana. An
Operation Rescue flier (left)
summarizes Benham’s Montana

Operation Rescue changed its name to Operation

Save America in 1999 to
broaden its agenda.
Instead of focusing solely
on abortion, it now
opposes gay rights and
the “absence of God” in
public schools. Since
1994, Flip Benham has
led the group. Benham
has had many tussles
with the law. In 1998, he
and his group’s members
were fined $10 million for
stalking and harassing a
physician and his wife in
Texas.*?

Also in 1998,
Benham received a six-
month prison term for a
demonstration he led in

HAVE IN COMMONT

hood spokesperson told
Montana legislators

presentation

front of a high school in
Lynchburg, Virginia. He

that, at least once a

week, protestors surround clinic staff in their cars and
yell at them.** She also stated clinic staff members were
frequently forced to call law enforcement because of the
protestors’ actions.**

Dangerous Dogma:
Operation Save America and Triumph Lutheran Church

Jonathan Martin’s war against reproductive freedom
extends beyond Great Falls. He has been active with the
national group Operation SaveAmerica, which is the latest
incarnation of Operation Rescue. Randall Terry formed
Operation Rescue in 1988, and the group began organizing
massive protests in front of health clinics shortly
thereafter.>! He found his recruits on the fringes of the
Religious Right and the “patriot” movement.

As far back as 1995, Terry told people to “take up
the sword” and “overthrow the tyrannical regime that
oppresses them.”*>?  An Operation Rescue co-founder

and 150 students from

Liberty University, founded by Religious Right icon Jerry
Falwell, blocked students from entering and exiting the
high school as they passed out right-wing literature and
held placards featuring allegedly aborted fetuses. 33

Jonathan Martin met Flip Benham at a large Operation
Save America protest in the summer of 2001.37 Martin
has served on Operation Save America’s “Ecclesiastical
Court.”*® The court exists to issue pretend indictments
against the U.S. Supreme Court for violating God$ Law.>>
Martin brought Benham to Montana in 2002 for a speaking
tour that stopped in Great Falls, Missoula, and Kalispelf*°

During Benham’s speeches in Montana, it was easy
to see why Martin is drawn to him. Benham echoed the
party’s claims of a “Christian nation,” sayingAmerica was
“founded on the gospel of Jesus Christ.” Benham talked
about his career of clinic protests, saying he had been
arrested many times for “bringing gospel to the gates of
hell.”
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He declared his long criminal record wouldn’t hurt
his chances of getting into heaven, because he’ s doing
God’s work. While abortion was a central topic, Benham
spent significant time bashing Islam. He stated, “Allah is
alie from the pit of hell,” andAmericans’ only choice was
to convert Muslims to Christianity or kill them. During
his time in Great Falls, he joined Martin and Pro-Life
Great Falls at its protest of Planned Parenthood.**!

In 2004, Jonathan Martin handed out Operation Save
America literature outside Great Falls High School. He
was joined by Rev. Gary Koljonen’s and other members
of Triumph Lutheran Brethren Church.?*®? For an entire
week, the church members handed out a different
pamphlet every day on topics ranging from homosexuality
being an abomination to anti-Islamic tirades?** One piece
claimed public schools “had become the very gates of
hell,” while another called gays and lesbians “sodomites”
who are culturally, spiritually, and physically harmful 3
The school eventually got the police involved, after parents
complained that Martin’s crew was chasing and badgering
students into taking the literature. **> The pamphlets
encouraged students to attend a discussion at the end of
the week held at theTriumph Lutheran Brethren Church.
“Nothing in the fliers contains hatred,” Rev . Koljonen
said. “They are biblically based and God’s word.””3¢¢

Jonathan Martin’s teaming up with Rev . Gary
Koljonen was not surprising. Koljonen’s church served
as the venue for Flip Benham’s speech in Great Falls.%’
The media has described Koljonen as “a full-time pastor
and part-time home builder .”*® The home builder
description provides an interesting link to the partys Great
Falls-area candidates. Timothy Sollid, Terry Poupa, and
Christopher Gregory also work in the construction
business. Also, Gregory is married to Mary Koljonen®
Rev. Koljonen’s circle of influence seems to help the
party’s ability to recruit candidates in the Great Falls area,
especially when combined with Martin’ presence.

Fighting Clinic Access in Legislative Halls

During both the 2003 and 2005 Montana Legislatures,
Jonathan Martin testified against bills to create a buffer
zone between anti-choice protestors and clinic patients?”°
Both bills kept protestors from coming within eight feet
of anyone entering or leaving a healthcare facility. This
“bubble” applied within 36 feet of a clinic3"!

The proposed bills struck a balance between the

protestors’ freedom of speech and patients’ right to

privacy while seeking medical care. Groups like Pro-
Life Great Falls could still picket; however, there would
be less opportunity for protestors to threaten and harass
individuals seeking healthcare. Courts have repeatedly
upheld “bubble bills” as constitutional.

During the 2003 Montana Legislature, Martin said he
protested with Pro-Life Great Falls because that is what
God told him to do. He claimed Planned Parenthood was
only interested in money , and that was why its clinics
were increasing the number of abortions performed. He
said clinic staff protected pedophiles and promoted
“sodomy and lesbianism.” He claimed Planned
Parenthood’s programs caused more pregnancies and
disease.’”?

Martin returned in 2005 to oppose similar legislation.
Even though the bill allowed anti-choice protestors to
continue demonstrating, Martin said the proposal was
“patently unconstitutional.” He claimed the bill was “not
designed to protect people from us” but to “protect them
[clinic patients] from the truth.” He characterized the
Roe v. Wade ruling as “perverted” and based on “lies.”
Ultimately, Martin said, the bill “takes away a babys choice
to live.” Two of his daughters and members of the
Koljonen family joined Martin in opposing the
legislation.’”® The 2005 bill became law.

Education is Religion:
Home Schooling the Martin Way

Jonathan Martin has fought legislative attempts to
implement standards for home schooling in Montana. Not
surprisingly, his home-school advocacy originates from a
dislike of public education. His efforts began in 1991
when he helped defeat a proposal requiring home-school
students to take standardized tests. The Great Falls
Tribune reported that, even in home school circles, Martin
was regarded as a “zealot.”®”* However, that did not keep
the Montana Coalition of Home Educators from giving
Martin a seat on its executive committee in 1993.%> He
has also published a home-schooling newsletter and served
as a contact point for the Montana Home School Reference
guide.’’*

Martin and his wife home schooled two of their
daughters. He believed the public school system was
“flawed” and students succeeded “in spite of the system,
not because of it.” 7 He went so far as to say that the
State of Montana did not have the authority to spend any
money on public education’”® Instead, schools, which he
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Operation Save America fliers, like the ones handed
out by Martin and Rev. Koljonen, feature this image.

has referred to as “gulag[s],” should be supported only
by parents who have children in the system®” The larger
issue for Martin, though, was that he didn’t think religion
and education could be separated.* For Martin, public
schools told his children to “live by someone else’ s
philosophy [and] someone else’s values.”*®! Martin signed
a petition in support of the Alliance for Separation of
School and State, a national organization pushing for
parents to remove their children from public schools.**?

Slamming the “Sodomites”

Jonathan Martin is vocal about his disdain for gays
and lesbians. He handed out anti-gay pamphlets to high
school students and has testified against equal rights for
gays and lesbian at the Montana Legislature.*3 He also
teamed up with Wisconsin’s Pilgrim Covenant Church
and Wisconsin Christians United. In 2003, the groups
held an “International Conference on Homo-Fascism” that
examined the “machinery of homo-fascist tyranny” being
set up in America.**

In March 2003, Martin helped organize an
“Answering Sodom” seminar given by the Covenant
Church’s Pastor Ralph Ovadal.’® Formerly a leader of
Missionaries to the Preborn, Ovadal has been arrested
over 70 times for obstructing access to clinics. ¥ Over
two days in Great Falls, he gave four , one-hour
presentations on how to respond to “Sodoms$ onslaught.”
Martin declared that Ovadal gave attendees “doses of

God’s ‘unvarnished’ truth” and helped “prepare us for
the battle ahead.” Ovadal thanked the Martin family for
making the seminar a “powerful time of teaching and
fellowship.” He joined Martin and Pro-Life Great Falls
in protesting at Planned Parenthood while he was in
town.*%’

Later in 2003, Ovadal again praised Martin for his
anti-gay activism. He said Martin and Rev . Koljonen
passed out anti-gay literature produced by Wisconsin
Christians United while manning a “Freedom from
Sodomy/Freedom in Christ” booth at the Montana State
Fair.38

When it comes to homosexuality , Jonathan Martin
has stated, “His [God’s] word is very plain in identifying
sin, and homosexuality is no exception.” He has said the
Bible plainly declared that no “sodomite” would “inherit
the kingdom of God.” 3% He warned that “militant
sodomites’ were working to win acceptance for “behavior”
that “brings sickness, death and damnation.” **° For
Martin, calling “evil by its name” might not be popular,
but ignoring God’s Law would cause America to “follow
Sodom to destruction.”*!

Rounding Out a Right-Wing Agenda:
No Taxes, No Government Services

While Jonathan Martin’s right-wing Christian
fundamentalism jumps off the page, he has also been active
in the anti-tax movement. He served as Montanans for
Better Government’s “regional representative” from Great
Falls. Rob Natelson started the anti-tax group, and it
sponsored many tax-cut initiatives over the years. Martin
was a regional representative during the group$ campaign
to pass a constitutional initiative that would have allowed
the public to vote on new taxes and certain increases of
existing taxes. While the measure passed, the Montana
Supreme Court subsequently declared it unconstitutional
in 1999.%2

Martin has also expressed the desire to abolish income
and property taxes for both individuals and corporations.
He would replace the taxes with user fees, thereby
accomplishing his goal of reducing the size and ability of
state government.**® He also has supported the right-
wing idea that the government has no role in helping people
inneed. He preferred to eliminate government healthcare
and welfare programs. “The government has no right to
be a nanny,” Martin said.**
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Vice Chairman
Rick Jore
Ronan, Montana

When Rick Jore switched from the Montana
Republican Party to the Constitution Party in 2000, he
became the party’s best chance at winning a seat in the
Montana Legislature. Having already served three terms
as a Republican legislator, Jore had all the benefits of
incumbency, even though he was no longer part of the
GOP establishment. Another benefit was a family
connection in the area. At the time, his brothers operated
Jore Corporation, a tool company in Ronan

that was one of the area’ s major

employers.’* ‘
Jore has stated he became active in &

politics because: -4

“l became concerned that my
freedom, my property rights [and] my =
rights as a parent, were being Hm

undermined by an aggressive and out [/[\} || \
of control government. I wanted to ! ' mh ;

do something about it.”3* | |

Jore’s right-wing ideology was already

well established with his constituents by 2000. His tenure
in the Montana House pegged him as an ultra-
conservative Republican who frequently fought with
members of his own party. This conflict resulted from
Jore’s position as a “strict constructionist” of the U.S.
Constitution, which meant he believed the document was
frozen in time. “The concept of a living Constitution is in
my mind an absolute perversion,” he said. “There’ s no
reason why we can’t know the original intent of the
constitution.”*” Jore believed that the Constitution was
based on “transcendent absolute truths that never
change.”%3

This 18" Century perspective frequently put him at
odds with the Republican agenda of the 1990s, much of
which Jore considered unconstitutional. One ally he did
have was Dick Green, who was also a Republican
legislator in 1995 and joined the Constitution Party of
Montana in 2000. “The one thing that chokes most firm,
solid conservatives is this thing that the Constitution is a
living document,” Green said. “I just want to scream
when someone says that.” 3

From the moment he announced his switch of party
affiliation, Jore went on the attack against the GOP
“There’s no longer any philosophical diference between
the Democrats and Republicans,” he stated. **° Part of
his reasoning was based on his conclusion that both parties
had abandoned America’s Christian roots. “Like the
signers of the Declaration [of Independence], I believe
that our rights...are inalienable because they come from
God,” wrote Jore, “and that the purpose of civil
government is to secure these rights.” !

Jore parlayed his disgust with the Republican Party,
and his incumbent status, into frequent speaking
opportunities at Constitution Party events
all over the country .*> In 2000, he
addressed a meeting of the Constitution
Party National Committee in Baltimore,
Maryland.*® The Spotlight, the largest
anti-Semitic publication in the country at the
time, quoted Jore at the meeting?** “Reject
socialism—the standard is the
Constitution,” he told attendees.*®

Sometimes he has taken his anti-GOP
message into more Republican-oriented
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il _. N o circles. In July 2003, Rob Natelson’ s
Rick Jore

Montana Conservatives