
1 | P a g e  
 

LEHIGH VALLEY-POCONO  
COMMON SENSE HERALD 

THE PUBLIC VOICE ON THE CUTTING EDGE OF THE FUTURE 
_______________________________________________________ 

  September 2, 2020 ***Newsletter*** Vol. 2020 # 6 
____________________________________________________________ 

A JOURNAL OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY 
____________________________________________________________ 
An independent Non-Profit Newsletter formerly associated with the Lehigh Valley 

Council for Regional Livability, Inc ---. 
Publisher and Managing Editor --- Dennis L. Pearson 

 

 

An Observation Post for what is Happening 

COMMON SENSE HERALD STATE OF THE UNION REPORT 

 

What Say You on the Bill of Rights 

By Dennis L Pearson of the Common Sense Heald 

 

The University of Chicago Law School in regard to former President 
Barrack Obama’s former relationship with the School has stated:  The Law 
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School has received many media requests about Barack Obama, 
especially about his status as "Senior Lecturer." From 1992 until his 
election to the U.S. Senate in 2004, Barack Obama served as a 
professor in the Law School. He was a Lecturer from 1992 to 1996. He 
was a Senior Lecturer from 1996 to 2004, during which time he taught 
three courses per year. Senior Lecturers are considered to be 
members of the Law School faculty and are regarded as professors, 
although not full-time or tenure-track. The title of Senior Lecturer is 
distinct from the title of Lecturer, which signifies adjunct status. Like 
Obama, each of the Law School’s Senior Lecturers have high-demand 
careers in politics or public service, which prevent full-time teaching. 
Several times during his 12 years as a professor in the Law School, 
Obama was invited to join the faculty in a full-time tenure-track 
position, but he declined 

 

Crowd at President Barrack Obama’s historic inauguration in January 2009 
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On August 12, 2012, Glenn Beck and his Co-host Stu took a long look at 
Barrack Obama’s Perhaps most telling remarks on the Constitution.  The 
former President said Beck considered himself a Constitutional scholar on 
the Constitution and founding documents. 

And OBAMA observed that generally the constitution is a charter of 
negative liberties. It says what the states can't do to you. It says what 
the federal government can't do to you, but it doesn't say what the 
state government or the federal government must do on your 
behalf. And that hasn't shifted and one of the tragedies of the civil 
rights movement was because the civil rights movement became so 
focused, I think that there was a tendency to lose track of the political 
and community organizing activities on the ground that are able to 
put together the actual coalitions of power about which you bring 
redistributive change. 
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In response, Stu asked. “How did this guy get elected after he said 
that?” 

Said Beck: It’s safe to say that the founders purposely made sure the 
Constitution didn’t mention what the state or federal government 
“must do on your behalf,” and anyone who has studied the 
Constitution should probably know that. But then again, this is the 
same man who said, “I think [the Constitution] is an imperfect 
document, and I think this is a document that reflects some deep 
flaws in American culture.” 

Beck opining: “Too bad the majority of Americans have no idea 
Obama has said these things, since the media fails to report it. And if 
he wins reelection in November (2012), you can probably bet we will 
hear a lot more of the same from the President. 

What say you on the Constitution or the Bill of Rights? 
 
The Congress of the United States, assembled in the City of New-York, on 
Wednesday the fourth of March, one thousand seven hundred and eighty-
nine to look into altering the nation’s new created Constitution with 
amendments known in history as the Bill of Rights. 
 
The reason - the Conventions of a number of the States, having at the time 
of their adopting the Constitution, expressed a desire, in order to prevent 
misconstruction or abuse of its powers, that further declaratory and 
restrictive clauses should be added: And as extending the ground of public 
confidence in the Government, will best ensure the beneficent ends of its 
institution.  
 
The Preamble - RESOLVED by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, in Congress assembled, two thirds of both 
Houses concurring, that the following Articles be proposed to the 
Legislatures of the several States, as amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, all, or any of which Articles, when ratified by three 
fourths of the said Legislatures, to be valid to all intents and purposes, as 
part of the said Constitution; viz. ARTICLES in addition to, and Amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States of America, proposed by Congress, 
and ratified by the Legislatures of the several States, pursuant to the fifth 
Article of the original Constitution. 
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Frederick Augustus Muhlenberg Speaker of the House of Representatives 
John Adams, Vice-President of the United States and President of the 
Senate. 
 
Attest, John Beckley, Clerk of the House of Representatives. Sam. A. Otis 
Secretary of the Senate. *On September 25, 1789, Congress transmitted to 
the state legislatures twelve proposed amendments, two of which, having 
to do with Congressional representation and Congressional pay, were not 
adopted at that time. The remaining ten amendments became the Bill of 
Rights. However much later, the amendment dealing with Congressional 
Pay became the 27th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 
  
Amendment 1  
- Freedom of Religion, Speech, and the Press 
 
Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof or abridging the freedom of speech or 
of the press, or the right of the people peaceably to assemble and to 
petition the government for a redress of grievances. 
 
Amendment 2  
 
- The Right to Bear Arms 
A well-regulated Militia being necessary to the security of a free State, the 
right of the people to keep and bear Arms shall not be infringed. 
 
Amendment 3  
 
- The Housing of Soldiers 
No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered in any house without the 
consent of the owner, nor in time of war but in a manner to be prescribed 
by law. 
 
Amendment 4  
 
- Protection from Unreasonable Searches and Seizures 
The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects against unreasonable searches and seizures shall not be violated, 
and no warrants shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oath or 
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affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched and the 
persons or things to be seized. 
 
Amendment 5  
 
- Protection of Rights to Life, Liberty, and Property 
No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime 
unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury, except in cases 
arising in the land or naval forces, or in the militia, when in actual service in 
time of war or public danger; nor shall any person be subject for the same 
offense to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in 
any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, 
liberty, or property without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use without just compensation. 
 
Amendment 6  
 
- Rights of Accused Persons in Criminal Cases 
In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy 
and public trial by an impartial jury of the state and district wherein the 
crime shall have been committed, which district shall have been previously 
ascertained by law, and to be informed of the nature and cause of the 
accusation; to be confronted with the witnesses against him; to have 
compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor; and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 
 
Amendment 7  
 
- Rights in Civil Cases 
In suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty 
dollars, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a 
jury shall be otherwise reexamined in any court of the United States than 
according to the rules of the common law. 
 
Amendment 8  
 
- Excessive Bail, Fines, and Punishments Forbidden 
Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel 
and unusual punishments inflicted. 
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Amendment 9  
 
- Other Rights Kept by the People 
The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be construed 
to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 
 
Amendment 10  
 
- Undelegated Powers Kept by the States and the People 
The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to the states respectively, or to 
the people. 
 
Amendment 27 
 
- Congressional Pay Limitation 
No law, varying the compensation for the services of the Senators or 
Representatives, shall take effect, until an election of Representatives shall 
have intervened. 
 

As interfered earlier the above Amendment to the Constitution was 
submitted by the 1st Congress to the states for ratification on September 
25, 1789, along with eleven other proposed amendments. While ten of 
these twelve proposals were ratified in 1791 to become the Bill of Rights, 
what would become the Twenty-seventh Amendment and the 
proposed Congressional Apportionment Amendment did not get ratified by 
enough states for them to also come into force with the first ten 
amendments. 

 

As noted by the Collin County Republican Party Plano Texas Blog April 
29th, 2020 Congressional pay raises become effective with the 
following Congress after a Federal election, and do not take effect 
with the Congress that voted on that pay raise. This Amendment was 
one of twelve articles that were approved by Congress in 1789, 
primarily authored by James Madison. By 1791 the states had 
approved Articles III – XII, and they were ratified as the first ten 
amendments to the Constitution in 1791, also known as the Bill of 
Rights. Article II, which eventually became the 27th Amendment, was 
ratified by only six states by the end of 1791, far less than needed. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1st_United_States_Congress
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._state
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Article_Five_of_the_United_States_Constitution#Ratification_of_amendments
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States_Bill_of_Rights
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Congressional_Apportionment_Amendment
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Come_into_force
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In 1982 Gregory Watson, taking a political science course at the 
University of Texas at Austin, was given the assignment of writing a 
paper. He chose Article II of the original Bill of Rights and argued in 
his paper that it was still a viable issue and could be ratified. The 
teaching assistant in the course gave the paper a ‘C’. Watson 
appealed to the course instructor, who felt the grade was appropriate. 
Watson’s response to the ‘C’ grade was not the usual one – he started 
a push to achieve ratification of the proposed amendment. He wrote 
to state legislatures throughout the country, asking them to consider 
ratification. 

When Watson began his ratification campaign, eight states had 
ratified the amendment, the last being Wyoming in 1978 as a protest 
against a Congressional pay raise. In 1983, the State of Maine ratified 
the amendment, followed by Colorado a year later. In 1985 five states 
ratified the proposed amendment, including New Hampshire which 
had rejected it in 1790. By the end of 1989 over thirty states had voted 
for ratification, including Texas. Watson was approaching the 38 
states (three-quarters of the 50 states) needed for ratification. 

In 1992 Michigan became the 38th state to ratify. Later that month the 
Archivist of the United States certified its adoption, and Article II 
completed it’s over 200-year journey to become the 27th Amendment 
to the United States Constitution. However, the story doesn’t end 
there. Subsequent to the Amendment’s ratification, it was determined 
that Kentucky had actually ratified the Amendment in 1792, thus 
making Alabama, who ratified the Amendment two days before 
Michigan, the actual thirty-eighth state. 

As for Gregory Watson, he has worked in the Texas Legislature for 38 
years and is currently a Legislative Policy Analyst for a State 
Representative. 

Finally, a note about that college paper that started this all. In 2016 an 
UT-Austin Government Professor became interested in Watson’s 
story. He was able to locate Sharon Waite, the now-retired course 
instructor who agreed with the ‘C’ grade so long ago and told her of 
Watson’s efforts to pass the 27th Amendment. She agreed that 
Watson did indeed know how the Constitution works and how to be 
politically active. 
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The following year a change of grade form was signed off on by both 
Sharon Waite and the Government Professor. Gregory Watson now 
has a grade of A+ for his paper. 

Concerning the so-called failed Amendment of the original Bill of 
Rights, the amendment as proposed in 1789 dealt with the number of 
persons represented by each member of the House, and the number 
of members of the House. It essentially implied that once the House 
hit 100 members, it should not go below 100.And once it reached 200 
members, it should not go under 200. My source for this information 
speculating that since the House now has over 400 members this 
amendment would be de facto moot today, but like the case of the 
Original Article 2 in the Bill of the Rights now the 27th Amendment, the 
Original Article one it is still considered outstanding. Congressional 
research offered by U.S Constitution online indicates that the 
amendment was ratified by ten states, the last being in 1791. 

Throughout the history of the Constitution, 27 changes have been 
made through the Amendment process. Amendments are not easy to 
pass, and several amendments have been proposed over time, but 
which failed to pass the second hurdle - acceptance by the states. 
Listed below are proposed amendments to the Constitution which 
have not yet passed according to the authority of U.S Constitution 
online. Some, because of the language of the bill that passed the 
Congress, have no expiration date and are still pending ratification. 
Others have built-in expiration dates. The text details which of the 
amendments are expired. 
 

Below is the text of Article 1 of the original Bill of Rights 
Amendments. 

After the first enumeration required by the first article of the 
Constitution, there shall be one Representative for every thirty 
thousand, until the number shall amount to one hundred, after which 
the proportion shall be so regulated by Congress, that there shall be 
not less than one hundred Representatives, nor less than one 
Representative for every forty thousand persons, until the number of 
Representatives shall amount to two hundred; after which the 
proportion shall be so regulated by Congress, that there shall not be 
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less than two hundred Representatives, nor more than one 
Representative for every fifty thousand persons. 

Below is the list of U.S. Constitution Online seemingly failed 
amendments and their status 

Anti-Title Amendment 

 
This amendment, submitted to the States in the 11th Congress 
(in 1810), said that any citizen who accepted or received any title of 
nobility from a foreign power, or who accepted without the consent of 
Congress any gift from a foreign power, by would no longer be a 
citizen  

There is some debate about whether this amendment was actually 
ratified or not, mostly by those who put forth the fanciful notion that if 
it had been, most (if not all) legislators who are lawyers, and who use 
the title "Esquire" would no longer be citizens, and hence, no longer 
be able to serve in Congress. This amendment is still outstanding. 
Congressional research shows that the amendment was ratified by 
twelve states, the last being in 1812. 

The text: 

If any citizen of the United States shall accept, claim, receive or retain 
any title of nobility or honor, or shall, without the consent of 
Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or 
foreign power, such person shall cease to be a citizen of the United 
States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or profit 
under them, or either of them. 

The Slavery Amendment 
In 1861, an amendment prohibiting the Congress from making any law 
interfering with the domestic institutions of any State (slavery being 
specifically mentioned) was proposed and sent to the states. This 
amendment is still outstanding. Congressional research shows that 
the amendment was ratified by two states, the last being in 1862. This 
amendment is also known as the Corwin Amendment, as it was 
proposed by Ohio Representative Thomas Corwin. 

http://www.wealth4freedom.com/truth/10/missing13th.htm


11 | P a g e  
 

The text: 

No amendment shall be made to the Constitution which will authorize 
or give to Congress the power to abolish or interfere, within any State, 
with the domestic institutions thereof, including that of persons held 
to labor or service by the laws of said State. 

The Child Labor Amendment 
In 1926, an amendment was proposed which granted Congress the 
power to regulate the labor of children under the age of 18. This 
amendment is still outstanding, having been ratified by 28 states. 
Ratification by 38 states is required to add an amendment. 
Congressional research shows that the amendment was ratified by 28 
states, the last being in 1937. 

The text: 

Section 1. The Congress shall have power to limit, regulate, and 
prohibit the labor of persons under eighteen years of age. 

Section 2. The power of the several States is unimpaired by this 
article except that the operation of State laws shall be suspended to 
the extent necessary to give effect to legislation enacted by the 
Congress. 

The Equal Rights Amendment (ERA) 
The ERA's first section states "Equality of rights under the law shall 
not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on 
account of sex." It was intended to place into law the equality of men 
and women. It was sent to the states in March 1972. The original 
seven-year deadline was extended to ten years. It expired unratified in 
1982. 

The text: 

Section 1. Equality of rights under the law shall not be denied or 
abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 

Section 2. The Congress shall have the power to enforce, by 
appropriate legislation, the provisions of this article. 
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Section 3. This amendment shall take effect two years after the date of 
ratification. 

The Washington DC Voting Rights Amendment 
Granted the citizens of Washington DC the same full representation in 
Congress as any state and repealed the 23rd Amendment granting the 
District votes in the Electoral College (since it would have been moot). 
Proposed in 1978, it expired unratified in 1985. 

The text: 

Section 1. For purposes of representation in the Congress, election of 
the President and Vice President, and article V of this Constitution, 
the District constituting the seat of government of the United States 
shall be treated as though it were a State. 

Section 2. The exercise of the rights and powers conferred under this 
article shall be by the people of the District constituting the seat of 
government, and as shall be provided by the Congress. 

Section 3. The twenty-third article of amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States is hereby repealed. 

Section 4. This article shall be inoperative, unless it shall have been 
ratified as an amendment to the Constitution by the legislatures of 
three-fourths of the several States within seven years from the date of 
its submission. 

 
Historically, former President Barrack Obama endorsed a proposed 
Constitutional Amendment that would restrict the free-speech rights 
of political activist groups by overturning the Supreme Court 2010 
decision in the landmark Citizens United v FEC case that granted First 
Amendment rights to corporations.  
 
The President  advocated in answering a question posed to him by a 
member of the Internet community Reddit, 
 

Obama wrote, “Over the longer term, I think we need to seriously 

consider mobilizing a constitutional amendment process to overturn 

http://www.reddit.com/r/IAmA/comments/z1c9z/i_am_barack_obama_president_of_the_united_states/
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Citizens United (assuming the Supreme Court doesn’t revisit it). Even if 

the amendment process falls short, it can shine a spotlight of the super-

PAC phenomenon and help apply pressure for change.” 

 

 

Wrote Paul Blumenthal in Huffpost 8/29/2012, The president’s support 

for a constitutional amendment came months after he endorsed the 

activities of Priorities USA Action, the super PAC that was supporting 

his candidacy and run by a former White House communications aide. 

Obama’s support was billed as reluctant, but necessary.  

At the time, Obama campaign manager Jim Messina wrote a blog post 

explaining the endorsement of the super PAC, which also included a 

statement of support for a constitutional amendment, “The President 

opposed the Citizens United decision ...And the President favors 

action—by constitutional amendment, if necessary—to place reasonable 

limits on all such (corporate) spending.” 

Said Blumenthal this point was later echoed by Obama campaign 
advisor David Axelrod and other unnamed campaign staff, but, until this 

http://www.barackobama.com/news/entry/we-will-not-play-by-two-sets-of-rules
http://nymag.com/daily/intel/2012/06/david-axelrod-on-how-to-overturn-citizens-united.html
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first-of-its-kind presidential trip to “the front page of the Internet,” 
Reddit, the president had not voiced that support himself. 
 
The Supreme Court’s ruling on Citizen’s United had the effect of 
freeing corporations and unions to spend freely on elections. So long 
as they remained independent from candidates and parties. A lower 
court subsequently according to Blumenthal issued a ruling based 
solely on the Citizen’s United decision that allowed individuals to pool 
resources into independent political groups that would later be called 
Super PACS 
 
Obama’s full answer to the effect of money on politics: 
 
“Money has also been a factor in politics. But we are seeing 
something new in the no-holds barred flow of seven and eight figure 
checks, most undisclosed, into Super PAC’s. They fundamentally 
threaten to overwhelm the political process over the long run and 
drown out the voices of ordinary citizens. We need to start with the 
Disclose Act that is already written and been sponsored in Congress 
to at least force disclosure of who is giving to who. We should also 
pass legislation prohibiting the bundling of campaign contributions 
from lobbyists. over the longer term, I think we need to seriously 
consider mobilizing a constitutional amendment process to overturn 
Citizens United (assuming the Supreme Court doesn’t revisit it). Even 
if the amendment process falls short, it can shine a spotlight of the 
super-PAC phenomenon and help apply pressure for change.” 

 
Mark Joseph Stern in is 2/10/2016 analysis of Hillary Clinton’s 
concession speech in her primary loss in New Hampshire appearing 
in Slatest opined there are three really good reasons to hate Citizens 
United. The first is that the decision ignored the “appearance of 
corruption” that can result when corporations spend massive 
amounts of money trying to elect their preferred candidates. (When 
Exxon spends millions electing a senator, then that senator votes for 
a bill favorable to Exxon, nobody thinks he’s doing it out of political 
principle.) The second is that endless corporate electioneering can 
have “corrosive and distorting effects” on democracy, giving 
corporations “an unfair advantage in the political marketplace” by 
drowning out ordinary citizens’ voices. (That was the chief reasoning 
of the court in Austin v. Michigan Chamber of Commerce, 

http://scholarship.law.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=3288&context=lawreview
http://scholarship.law.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=3288&context=lawreview
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1989/88-1569
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which Citizens United overruled.) Finally, the decision rejected the 
notion that corporate election spending should be limited to protect 
shareholders from being forced to fund causes they don’t agree with, 
thereby violating their right of association. (Oddly enough, the same 
five justices who dismissed that concern with regard 
to corporations are deeply convinced that unions might violate 
freedom of association by forcing nonmembers to fund causes they 
don’t agree with. 

 
 Clinton began her concession speech pontificating:  

And let’s remember, Citizens United, one of the worst Supreme 
Court decisions in our country’s history, was actually a case about 
a right-wing attack on me and my campaign. A right-wing 
organization took aim at me and ended up damaging our entire 
democracy. So, yes, you’re not going to find anybody more 
committed to aggressive campaign finance reform than me. 

The line according to Stern received a huge applause. But 
according to It was one of the worst Clinton has ever uttered. 

 

In the midst of her concession speech on Tuesday night, 
Democratic presidential candidate Hillary Clinton pivoted to a 
seemingly impromptu aside about Citizens United v. FEC, the 
Supreme Court decision allowing corporations to spend unlimited 
sums electioneering. “Sen. Sanders and I both want to get secret, 
unaccountable money out of politics,” Clinton began: 

And let’s remember, Citizens United, one of the worst Supreme 
Court decisions in our country’s history, was actually a case about 
a right-wing attack on me and my campaign. A right-wing 
organization took aim at me and ended up damaging our entire 
democracy. So, yes, you’re not going to find anybody more 
committed to aggressive campaign finance reform than me. 

The line received a huge applause. It was one of the worst Clinton 
has ever uttered. 

There are three really good reasons to hate Citizens United. The 
first is that the decision ignores the “appearance of corruption” 

http://files.www.lawandpolitics.org/content/vol-xxviii-no-1/Miller_28.1_publish.pdf
http://files.www.lawandpolitics.org/content/vol-xxviii-no-1/Miller_28.1_publish.pdf
https://www.oyez.org/cases/2013/11-681
http://www.slate.com/articles/news_and_politics/jurisprudence/2016/01/teachers_union_dues_case_at_the_supreme_court.html
http://www.slate.com/articles/news_and_politics/jurisprudence/2016/01/teachers_union_dues_case_at_the_supreme_court.html
https://www.oyez.org/cases/2008/08-205
http://scholarship.law.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=3288&context=lawreview
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that can result when corporations spend massive amounts of 
money trying to elect their preferred candidates. (When Exxon 
spends millions electing a senator, then that senator votes for a bill 
favorable to Exxon, nobody thinks he’s doing it out of political 
principle.) The second is that endless corporate electioneering can 
have “corrosive and distorting effects” on democracy, giving 
corporations “an unfair advantage in the political marketplace” by 
drowning out ordinary citizens’ voices. (That was the chief 
reasoning of the court in Austin v. Michigan Chamber of 
Commerce, which Citizens United overruled.) Finally, the decision 
rejected the notion that corporate election spending should be 
limited to protect shareholders from being forced to fund causes 
they don’t agree with, thereby violating their right of association. 
(Oddly enough, the same five justices who dismissed that concern 
with regard to corporations are deeply 
convinced that unions might violate freedom of association by 
forcing nonmembers to fund causes they don’t agree with.) 

 
Unfortunately for Clinton, instead of relying on Stern’s rationales, 
Clinton concocted a fourth: Citizens United was bad because it let a 
corporation attack my candidacy.  

Stern in analysis suggested that Clinton seemed to confirm 
everything Citizens United apologists have been saying for years. 
She essentially acknowledged that she hated the ruling because it 
allowed a corporation to disseminate harshly disparaging speech 
against her. But protection for harshly disparaging political speech 
is the bedrock of the First Amendment. The real problem 
with Citizens United was not the speech itself, but the way it was 
funded. By admitting that her real problem with the ruling was the 
content of the speech it allowed, Clinton confirmed the fears of 
the Citizens United majority: that a limit on corporate electioneering 
“uses censorship to control thought.” In attempting to criticize the 
decision, she inadvertently proved why it might actually be right. 

https://www.oyez.org/cases/1989/88-1569
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1989/88-1569
http://files.www.lawandpolitics.org/content/vol-xxviii-no-1/Miller_28.1_publish.pdf
https://www.oyez.org/cases/2013/11-681
https://www.oyez.org/cases/2013/11-681
http://www.slate.com/articles/news_and_politics/jurisprudence/2016/01/teachers_union_dues_case_at_the_supreme_court.html
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Our Septuagenarian Candidates Joust for Leadership 

By Dennis L Pearson of the Common Sense Herald 

 

Elections are supposed to be a non-violent way to elect the leaders of 

our nation, state, or municipal governments ... However, some people 

have not bought into that credo. By hook or crook they seek to pound 

their choice of leaders into the heads of those who disagree with 

them. The same people becoming increasingly angered and offended 

by any continuing resistance. To them all resistance is futile, so they 

act accordingly and increase the pressure. But to me bully politics in 

my mind is a no-no.  

In America, we elect people at the ballot box. It is not our practice to 

choose our leadership in pitched physical battle between competing 

armies via the proverbial sword or gun. Neither do we turn candidates 

for office into knights that engage in a sports contest in which two 

opponents on horseback fight with lances. And yes, to compete for 

superiority. 

Imagine our aging septuagenarian candidates for President on 

horseback in absence of the electoral college and the ballot box 

engaging in the medieval joust sporting event to determine who leads 

us the next four years…Or better yet, attempting to compete at a 

series of obstacle courses of increasing difficulty in various cities 
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across the United States , in hopes of being declared “America’s 

President. 

That would be great comedy TV … Especially if Hillary Clinton or 

Nancy would be allowed into the fray as wildcard selections. 

 

 

I have observed questionable mob behavior used against Kentucky 

Senator Rand Paul when he attempted to get to his Washington DC 

hotel after leaving the last night of the RNC political Convention…. 
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And my reaction as indicated is negative to such tactics … The thing 

is using Biden’s standard phrase and now adopted by Kamala Harris, 

is that I am not in basic training or an re-education camp which I 

would never voluntarily submit to in the first place … Nobody acting 

as a staff sergeant will intimidate me to say the name of any person 

they want me to say out of coercion. To me All lives do matter … All 

lives ought to be treated fairly… And in the end, voices advocating 

de-Whiteness, de-colonialization and other code words can be as 

destructive to society and as they say racism and white supremacy is. 

… If they seek to take control and put whites in the same position, 

they contend they are kept in I won’t submit to their demands… I 

agree that all Americans must have the opportunity to seek their 

dreams without any structural barriers denying their right to do so… 

But I know that not every American will achieve their dreams for one 

reason or another. And not every failure can be ascribed to so-called 

racism.  

Let me say this, this non-violent way of electing people is better than 

the other way --- We do not need armies or militias to combat each 

other’s to win elections ... We need an educated public who looks 

deeply at the issues and the qualifications, visions, and potential of 

doing good for the people of the candidates that seek their vote. 

And I say this, the situation in Portland, Kenosha and other places is 

bad … It is sick … It is crazy … 

Most politicians are acting like children in their childish disputes… 

But the consequences of this stupid and political behavior is 

dangerous and destructive.   

 

Is there an adult in the house to take control? Maybe it is time to pray 

and invoke our trust in God to guide us through this hostile territory 

which both of our major political parties are responsible for. 

During this crazy season leading up to the election. The political 

masterminds of confusion on both sides are outdoing themselves in 

confusing the American public about the merits, qualifications, and 
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fitness of the candidates… And in additions, the dueling media also 

adds to the this confusion. 

Indeed conscientious people like me must be judicious with our 

words in order to avoid being thrown into the infernal of chaos. And 

let this be known when I know that something is right and true, I will 

never submit to the thought police to say something that is wrong 

and false and not within my own character. 

 

COMMON SENSE HERALD FANTASY REPORT 
 

It is unlikely that events would strangely evolve that I or my literary alias – 
Dennis Kennethsson would receive a post-convention draft of a major 
political party for U.S. President, Just the same, I present my platform 
accordingly: 
 
My issues would be as follows: 
 
 Take stronger measures to give American business fair access to 
foreign markets. 
 Control health care costs but not at the expense of quality and 
speedy care. 
 Make a major, national commitment to upgrading American 
education. 
 Make a major national commitment to promoting and developing a 
space-faring civilization. 
 Respect the humanity of all individuals .... Clearly, we ought to treat 
people on the basis of character not on the basis of physical features or 
handicaps. Why? Because this ultimately is the best way to tell the 
individual in society that he or she must be held responsible for their own 
actions. And, if every human being comes to realize this, then every human 
being might take control of his or her own actions, thereby allowing 
opportunity for real change in society 
 
What concerns me is that there is too much pent-up hate and antagonism 
in our society right now ... That people are off the wall with destructive and 
intolerant behavior 
. 
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To me, American governance does not need to promote policies that are 
too radical or too reactionary. Rather, American governance must serve the 
basic needs of the people and our economy must constantly reinvent itself 
to produce the supplies and innovations to provide the wants of the people. 
 
 

 
 

 

COMMON SENSE HERALD REGIONAL REPORT 

 

The following article was printed in the September 8, 1992 Lehigh Valley 
Common Sense Herald 
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AS I SEE IT FROM HERE 

by Kenneth W. Haas of the Common Sense Herald 

 

" Well...so you're back from the political never, never Land," they said to me 
when I announced that I would seek the vacant City Council seat..."What 
are you looking for 4500 easy bucks for doing nothing???... Some others 
said. 

These and other comments swirled around my head when people became 
aware of my intentions. So that my readers might understand me a lot 
better and what motivated me to run, let me explain. 

I have always felt that any entity can only progress as far as the quality and 
concern of those that are elected by the people. I have always in my own 
way championed those people and causes that I thought would be best for 
Allentown and Lehigh County. I must say with a great amount of regret that 
my choices were not the choices of the powerful few who opposed my 
selections which in my heart I knew were the best because they were most 
sincere. Case in point --- Dennis Pearson whose truths ring out like a 
gigantic cymbal in a dead land. He has preached honesty and fair dealing 
and respect for what is right at all times to no avail. Why -- because those 
that are involved have shut their minds and hearts so they cannot hear him. 

You know... Dennis and others like him that preach the truth remind me of 
Jeramiah, the old testament prophet. God came to him as a callow youth 
and without any fanfare announced to this young man that he had a job for 
him to do. 

"What is it Lord? And why do you call on me. I am but a boy and know not 
enough of your world for I am of this world. For I have seen profane things 
and my lips have uttered profane things. I am not the person you seek... I 
think I'll take a raincheck on this God if you please." 

"Be quiet!" thundered God, "You are going to, and this is the message you 
will deliver to my people. Tell them that the God of all peoples is burning 
with anger because all peoples have strayed too far from my truths. Tell 
them also that they must return to me and worship me, or they must be 
punished." 
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To make a long story short, Jeramiah went as he was directed by God. He 
preached in the night. He preached in the cool of the morning. He preached 
in the blistering heat of the mid-day. He preached in the temple. And when 
he was ejected from the Temple by jealous and vindictive priests. He 
preached at the entrance of the temple until he was forced from there 
because the rulers said he was causing such a jam that people could not 
easily enter the temple. 

This did not dissuade his preaching... People stopped and listened ... Some 
cheered ... But many more people cried for his silence. Why? Well... Some 
just simply did not care. Others had listened to the untruths spread by 
those in power who had much to lose if people listened to Jeramiah. 

The whole upshot of the story is that our friend who spoke for the Lord 
preached for over thirty years; and he was reviled by some, ignored by 
most, and according to the scriptures only a handful believed 

Now I am not in any way suggesting that these candidates are sent from 
God. But what I am saying is that they face the same problems that with 
the entrenched power truth is a dirty word. Honesty and fair dealing are 
commodities that are virtually non-existent 

 This brings me back (and you must excuse me readers, because I wonder 
a lot) to my reason for casting my hat into the cesspool called selection of a 
City Councilman ... I have sat on my front porch and heard many people 
voice the opinion, "All politicians are crooked and dishonest." And then they 
add a forceful addition to their comments, "If they aren't when they go in, 
they are by the time they leave office." 

Unfortunately for you and me and all those that are under their dominion. 
Most of the time this statement is true. Thank God there are a few 
exceptions, a prime example of one who is not is our City Council person 
Emma Tropiano. She has worked hard and long, and with complete 
honesty to do the job she was elected to do. For her efforts, she has been 
applauded by some who think she is right on. But her detractors throw at 
her barbs of ridicule. They secretly revile her, and jeer at her, and find 
every opportunity they can to belittle her... Hey Emma maybe you are a 
Jeramiah too and don't realize it. Keep up the good work... Don't stop, for 
that is what they would like you to do. I don't want you to think that there 
are not others that sometimes fight for the truth, but there is no one that is 
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constant as that feisty little Italian lady. If there were nothing but Emma’s on 
City Council, maybe I could sleep better at night. 

Well enough of digressing, back to the main theme. 

Question --- Why do I choose to have my name considered? 

Answer- -- First of all...Friends asked me to place my name into 
consideration and in my heart and mind I see the wrongs and errors and 
they grate against what I know is right and wrong. 

 Well... I sent my letter of intent in and received a phone call telling me we 
are aware of your intentions. Questions- --- Why do you want to run and 
Why have you been politically silent. Answer- -- I am running because I 
know Allentown is going downhill, and I think that I Can in a judicious 
manner help make a change... I did not run before because I could not give 
the job the time it demanded. 

Another call --- "Great idea you're running. Feel assured every candidate 
will get an equal shot at the job." ... Still another call --- " When and if you 
get in, hope that you will chop -chop - chop, show no mercy." I told the 
caller that I am not Attila the Hun spitting blood with my battle ax on 
anything that stood before me. 

Then a letter arrived from the Democratic Party... It said that all candidates 
would be interviewed as to their capabilities. Then a call comes, telling me, 
"Don't waste your time going for your interview, things are all locked up." ... 
I went to the interview, anyway, and told them of my forebodings. They of 
course, and rightly so said I was mistaken. And I know they were speaking 
the truth, but I knew, I just knew, something was afoot in the midnight world 
of politics. 

I made several calls before the ramrodding or railroading of City Council. 
And without the people realizing it they confirmed that indeed there were 
nefarious things that had been set in motion. But to the credit of the 
Executive Committee of the Democratic Party, they came up with three 
people to be considered and I was not one of them, so this is not sour 
grapes. In any case, these three candidates were completely ignored... And 
I wonder why?... Thus, ten fine individuals wasted their time didn't they. 
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 I think the City Council erred in the way they went about conducting the 
whole affair. Politicians or people serving in offices should never have the 
say in picking someone to serve in any capacity for city or county office. 
This should be left to a panel of impartial citizens. Who should and could 
give each candidate an in-depth interview?  

In closing, I would like to say, I think I speak for each candidate that took 
the time and trouble to go to the limit for what they believed in. That is with 
the exception of one. Oh. how he must have laughed to himself as he went 
through his interview. But for the rest of us, at least myself, I feel misused, 
abused by the system, and confused at their utter disregard in their quest 
for a better system ... And by the way the method in which the council 
elects’ people in simple words stinks-. 

The only thing that was tempered by anger and humiliation in the way 
things were done were two statements. One by my wife who said: " Win or 
lose, I'll still love you." And the other by my daughter Gail who said: 
"Dad...They don't know what they passed up."... Amen to that ...Sixteen 
months from now I will use this as a springboard for my campaign as your 
city councilman. 

Now all I need is about 6000 more votes added to those two lovely ladies 
and I am in. 

  

Let me finish this article by telling you once again I am looking forward to 
better government or the coming of the Lord whichever comes first; and if 
you are smart you would bet on the Lord and the motto ... It would be 
easier to catch the wind then to find truth and honesty in some public 
officials. 

 

COMMON SENSE HERALD REGIONAL REPORT--- A RESPONSE 

 

A Positive Response by Dennis Pearson to Kenneth Haas 

 My good friend Kenneth Haas died before actually being able to run for City Council 
after his snub for the appointive City Council. To honor him, the East Allentown 
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Rittersville Neighborhood Association from 1994 to 2018 placed Christmas decorations 
in Irving Park calling the celebration Project Haas. 

 

 

 

Actually I feel more like Moses rather than Jeramiah. I feel that I've led a lot of people to 
the promised land which I couldn’t seem to enter myself. Ironically, Frederick Hawkins, 
now deceased, a native Californian, who was the successful Council appointee, 
submitted articles to this journal for use in issue 11:3.  I ask --- was he attempting to use 
us?  ... If he was, I forgive him for the financial material he provided us made good 
reading. And I note this about Mr. Hawkins,  for the Allentown Taxpayers Union he  had 
the audacity to declare the Policeman in Allentown robbers for successfully negotiating 
with Allentown Mayors Roy Afflerbach and  Joseph Daddona pay and costly pension 
agreement which led in future years to highly expensive pension payments for police 
which upset Allentown’s budget stability thereby forcing Allentown to lease its water and 
sewer system to the Lehigh County Authority. Also, the Allentown Taxpayer Union 
suffered heavy criticism from the Allentown Administration, police, and others for 
allowing Hawkins to use their platform to speak.  However, the Vacancy occurring when 
it did was most fortunate for Mr. Hawkins. By the way --- I was unable to apply for the 
City Council vacancy that Mr. Haas (deservingly) sought and Mr. Hawkins was awarded 
surprisingly despite the furor he caused, because I had run for School Director as an 
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independent democrat under the Higher Ground label in 1989. 1989 being significant 
because that was the year former City Councilman got employment in Allentown as a 
City Planner Benjamin Howells l campaigned successfully for Council in 1987 as a 
Democrat.  Under Council rules, the successful appointee had to be a Democrat who 
was registered as a Democrat during Mr. Howell's last campaign. I was not officially 
registered as a Democrat in November 1989. In other words, Council rules had at the 
same time disqualified me and penalized me for challenging the cross-field Incumbent 
School Directors in 1989 (Norman Zeigler, Thomas Ruhe, Willard Clewell, and 
appointee Richard Mongilutz.  If you remember, 1989 was the year the School District 
experienced that infamous $3 million deficit right under the sleeping eyes of the 
Allentown School Board. If No one challenged this crew of financial wizards, the public 
would have been disserved and disenfranchised. So I did run and paid the price (but 
there was no guarantee that Council would have selected me, and they probably 
wouldn't do so.  Yes indeed there were three write-in candidates in the race in 1989, 
One of these write-in candidates, the late Glenn Snyder, among them would in 1991 be 
elected to the school board, but in 1989, I suspect there would have been no write-in's if 
I didn't enter the race. Why? Willard Clewell would not have recruited Republican write-
in candidates to run as a team with him if there was only the minimum candidates on 
the ballots. WAEB can be congratulated or challenged for their sense of fair play in 
1989. Why? Their afternoon ride time show gave quite a bit of airtime to these write-in 
candidates seeking credibility. I as an legitimate candidate on the ballot via a summer 
time petition campaign was never once invited to make an appearance on ride time 
show... Maybe they should have done that automatically, but I give them some leeway if 
it was my responsibility to make the request to appear and I didn’t do so. 

The circumstances being earlier that year the school board was supposed to have 
made an appointment to the school board to replace an resigned director moving to the 
Houston Texas area ... The person ultimately chosen was not supposed to have run for 
the School Board in the upcoming primary ...And all of the few candidates that put their 
names in for the Board appointment honored that request. But as it happened, the 
school board acted like faithless electors and appointed Mr. Mongilutz   to the Board 
despite the fact that he was a candidate in the primary. Their excuse - well the primary 
appeared to be uncontested and it was. But just the same the ground rules for that 
appointment should have been honored but they were not.  

As for Mr. Haas I appreciated his interest and participation in the Common Sense 
Herald and with the neighborhood association we both are part of, If Mr. Haas’s Heart 
had the burning desire to leave the desert and cross into the promised land and 
conquer like Joshua, he had my blessing...  After all, my life work then seemed to be 
showing people the right path, but not entering the so-called promised land myself. 
Perhaps what was destined for me was another path that those local politicos would not 
think was possible for me... Currently I am an elected Supervisor of East Penn 
Township in Carbon County 
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With the following being an unofficial report of our last Supervisors meeting 

Unofficially without making a quote. The BOS meeting of EPT Aug 3 can be summed up 
as following: The need was present to keep the activities of the Township Zoning Officer 
and Code Enforcement ongoing to handle our current complaints and deal with current 
permit requests. As it occurred our then current zoning office had received a new post in 
another municipality and would not be available to serve EPT. Consequently, Lehigh 
Valley Inspection Service resigned as our Township Zoning Officer effective 7/27/2020 
.and was accepted by the Supervisors 8/3/20. LVIS also noted an issue that might limit 
its ability to serve as Code enforcement provider as well but said it might be able to 
serve to the end of the year in that capacity if the Supervisors so desire.  So, in 
the advance of the August 3 meeting, it was advertised the Township's need of a Zoning 
Officer and a Code Enforcement Officer. As it happened  the firm of Barry Isett 
being the only firm that applied for both positions was  appointed as Zoning Officer 
immediately and LVIS was given the opportunity to stay on as Code enforcement if it 
wished and could also remain on as .Township inspector of choice if it wished as well. 
Tim Dow of Isett will serve as our Zoning Officer and if necessary, will form the Code 
Enforcement or BCO duties as well 
 
 A public hearing (AS ADVERTISED) was held before the regular business of the 
Supervisors in regard to Ordinance #2020-01-August 3, 2020 which is: “Amendment to 
all previous township ordinances and resolutions affecting the amounts charged by the 
township for the issuance of any permits.” 
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 BE IT ENACTED AND ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of the Township of 
East Penn, Carbon County, Pennsylvania (hereinafter, the “Township”), that all previous 
Township ordinances and resolutions which allow for the Township to collect fees for 
the issuance of permits and land use/subdivision fees shall be amended to include the 
following language: 
 
In addition to the scheduled costs and fees for the issuance of any permits contained in 
this ordinance, the costs and fees for the issuance of any permit by the Township shall 
also include the outstanding balance(s) of all liabilities owed to the Township by the 
requester(s) and/or the landowner(s), including but not limited to fines, civil penalties, 
past due sewer bills, land use/subdivision charges and or/or past- due permit fees. 
 
The intent of this ordinance is to ensure that Township resources are adequately funded 
to provide necessary and appropriate services to Township residents by properly 
placing the responsibility for the satisfaction of outstanding... 
 
Our ordinance is modeled after a Franklin Township Ordinance which tackles the 
problem of dealing with permit seekers that are seriously in arrears in paying the costs 
and fees of previous permit approvals...In these cases the new permit request must be 
denied until these costs and fees are paid up ...  The ordinance was passed 
unanimously after a public hearing in which no one spoke for or against the ordinance. 
With passage the ordinance took effect immediately 
 
In light of the new Ordinance #2020-01 The Supervisors were asked if they would like to 
offer residents who are behind in sewer billing the opportunity to take advantage of 
another round of amnesty forgiveness in which we would offer customers who have 
outstanding balances of over $1,000.00 to bring their accounts current by waiving late 
fees and penalties accrued with the understanding that they must put down a 
good faith payment (to be determined by the BOS) and have the account paid in full 
within 90-days. (Previously approved in 2018) ... The Board agreed that this was a good 
option. 
 
On another matter the Board was told that the current waste hauler for the Township’s 
dumpster had not been consistent with pickups, consequently we have obtained a 
proposal from County Waste to offer the same service for $127.64 per month. Current 
haulers charged $95.88 per month. The Board agreed to the change of hauler 
 for our Township dumpster. 
 
The Board also expressed approval to a request by Carbon County  that we support 
them in their intent to submit various grant proposals requesting assistance to help fund 
the construction and development of a new emergency services training facility on 
county-owned property located on Broad Mountain Nesquehoning, Carbon County, 
Pennsylvania.  We agree the proposed project is a much-needed endeavor and will 
benefit the various emergency service agencies in the County, The County request we 
are told also has the support of the East Penn Township Fire Volunteer Company, 
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Under the Courtesy of the floor portion of the meeting, a citizen present in the room 
expressed a concern that during the past several weeks there has been an annoying , 
constant and excessive residential fireworks activity in the township daily and at 
inappropriate hours in violation of what they think is state law... They asked if the 
Township has or could enact an ordinance to control this activity ... The correct answer 
... Yes, we could ... But would the State Police enforce our local ordinance because the 
Supervisors before I was elected to the Board disbanded our local police some years 
ago due to the low incidence of serious crime and the cost to maintain the force in the 
Township was becoming too excessive according to the Supervisors who held authority 
at the time 
 
In East Penn Township I stress – the elimination of the Police force was economic with 
a viable but not perfect solution to handle police matters available. In our Township 
cries to defund the police were not demanded by the public for social re-programming. 
The cry from these advocates being that many of the duties performed by the police 
could be delegated to social workers who would receive more pay for picking up these 
duties… 
  
In some cases it may be practical to use social workers, but in most cases, Police 
should be there with the possibility that social workers could assist them. 
 
P.S --- If the Big Ten doesn’t play this year because of the Covid 19 Virus, I will miss 
seeing Penn State Games 
 

 

______________________________________________________________________ 


