En {i"“IME IS RUNNING out on the Equal nghts ' gwe more- me for- reconsxderanon by those- statesf!'
- =, £ Amendment,; anda'move is afoot'in Congress'to * that have: expressed themselves, in .a.sense,.by.not.:
. -give it a longer Jease on life. A resolution now before domg anytﬁmg about the-ERA, it should, in- fairness, = |
“orthe House Judxc*ary ‘Committee would extend from offer an equal 0pportumty for: recon51derat10n by
s l'mu'ch 22,1979, until 1986 the deadline by which the those states that have acted affirmatively." ‘
- mendment must be ratified or die. Itis a‘'resolution .~ We-think the Department of Justice is nght inar-
)tlzat hras'much appeal: The ERA ought to be ratified. gumg that'it has power to extend the period in which -
[w ‘the siates, and it has suffered mightily’ from the'{ states cdn ratify the ERA. But we would argue that
~®arrage of m:smformatmn fired - by-its- opponents : Congress ought to do so only if it is prepared to grant
. Attinkering with the leglslatxon under which 1Lwas to those states that haye already. ratified. the amend-_
.rse'nttothe states five'years ago does not seem to us to ment the rxght to withdraw their-assent. Only in this - |
bethe ‘way to handle the problem. . """ . way could- a: tlmely penod of natxonal consensus be
- - . Amending the Constitution is serious busmess the . preserved “
gaar ! most‘ serious in-which-Congress and the states en::. :Even that; .however seems to us to be unw1se The :
' "*~zﬂ,age. And the placmg of deadlines by which amend- proponents of: the Equal- Rights~ Amendment- have--
% r:;ents must be ranﬁed is an important part of that : been’ qulte ‘properly outraged at some of the methods-
¥ busmess. A Constltutlon and 1ts amendments repre- ~used to deIay or. defeat its ratification. For the Vir-
~semwa prevaihng national- consensus: “And “the ‘cre: - ginia House. of Delegates to refuse even to: consxder
: xanon of a deadline defines the perigd in which Con- ‘the amendment, for exampIe or for the Illinois legis--
Jigress-believes that consensus-can- reasonably be ex- lature to invoke a.rule requiring more than a major-
“pected to crystalize. This is a practice Congress came . ity vote, mocks.the spirit, if not the letter, of the rati- .
upon a half-century ago after noting that five amend- : fication process: By changing the rules in mid-game,
“:mments it had proposed, two of them in the 18th'cen- = as is now suggested on Capitol Hill, proponents of-the -
t‘ary, were still pending before the states. Changing amendment run the risk of being accused by the pub-
deadlmes, once created to define such time periods, lic of the same kind of rule—breakmg employed by
“is not .just changing technical rules. but. fundamen- - theu' opponents. * 3
tally aitering the:process by which the nation ex-* - We understand the motlvatlon that lies. behmd the .
- presses itself on constitutional issues. -~ -0 ¢ - effort to extend the ERA’s life. It has been a hard,
~ There is another troubling aspect to this question of “ and not very clean; fight. But the battle is not. over.s :
+ the timeliness of national consensus. That is the'rule There are 16 months—and only three states—to go.
*. =.that denies to a state the power to withdraw its ratifi- - We urge thé amendment’s friends to focus on getting
- *.cation-once it has acted affirmatively. By ratifying an - the job done within the ex:stmg txmetable instead of
£ b7 “:mendment, a state tells the others that it is prepared trymg 1o change the rules. At the very-worst, if that
“%0 join in this particular change in the nation’s basic ~effort should fall short, there will still be nothing to
", "eharter and that they are entitled to rely on its judg- . _prevent the Congress from startmg over two years
ent in forming thenr OWn. But if Congress 1s gmm7 to from now:- A
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