Constitutional Challenge – a “Job Interview” for Candidates

Many Congressmen claim to know the Constitution, but can they prove it?
How about a “Constitutional Challenge”, where candidates for office are asked specific questions in a public forum?  This will prove not only their knowledge, but also their passion for the Constitution.  A “Challenge” with a point system, through which their answers will prove their worth.
Let’s consider an analogy:  Suppose a hospital advertised for a doctor position.  Someone shows up, and is interviewed for the position.  During the job interview, the first question is, “What do you know about medicine?”  The interviewee responds, “Oh, I like medicine and hospitals.”
The interviewer responds with a 2nd question, “What do you know about brain surgery?”   The interviewee answers, “Oh… the brain is amazing, and I like people with brains.”
In frustration, a third question is asked, “Look, the position requires someone who knows about brain surgery and is experienced in brain surgery.  WHAT DO YOU KNOW ABOUT BRAIN SURGERY?” 

The interviewee responds, “Oh…  you want to know my credentials.  Well, just the other day a friend had a headache, and I told him to take two aspirins, and a glass of water.”
At this point the interviewer realizes that the interviewee has no clue of the “professional art” of brain surgery and terminates the interview.  
Such should be the way that the American People deal with politicians that claim they love the Constitution.

Congressmen write laws based upon what?  The Constitution of course.  They vote for or against a bill based upon the Constitution.  Or at least by law, they are supposed to.  But if they don’t know the Constitution how will they know if their vote is for or against the Constitution?  If the legislation they are voting on is legal (Constitutional)?   Could there be a way to have a “Job interview” like the above interview?   Yes!!!!
Again, a Constitutional challenge would prove their knowledge and passion for the Constitution.
What would a “Constitutional Challenge” (or CC) look like?
A “Concept”, then a “Scenario” provides a view.
CONCEPT
Multiple candidates appear in a public forum, as invited by a Tea Party, or a Libertarian group.  A moderator asks the candidates 20 questions - multiple choice or true-false.  A few questions of history could be added.  One cannot fully understand the Constitution unless one understands the pain and oppression of tyranny, described by history that yielded the Constitution.
In general, a “Constitutional Challenge” has a point system based upon candidates’ answers.

· +5 points for answering the question correctly;
· -5 points for an incorrect answer; 
· +5 bonus points for the first to answer with a correct answer;
· +5 bonus points for citing a U.S. Supreme Court case-law; 
· +5 bonus points for history supporting same; &
· - 5 points for erroneously citing a U.S. Supreme Court case law or history that does not support their point.

What would this look like?   Allow me to express a few example questions in a “Scenario.”
SCENARIO

A local tea party invites candidates, advertises, and prepares 20 questions.  Specifically, the questions were prepared by 3 volunteers also known as an “Independent Judge’s Panel.”  Over 100 people from the public appear, and mingle a little.  The candidates “work the crowd”, then are called to take their seats at the table.  The crowd quickly takes their seat to see this interesting event.  At the beginning, the judges’ panel announces they have the questions in a sealed envelope, and give it to the moderator.

Intro:  Moderator explains what is to come, the rules, and how this “job interview” works.   At the start, each candidate is allowed to give a 2-minute “spiel” for their political campaign, “blah, blah, blah….flap, flap, flap.”

Then, the “Job Interview” begins.

CC Question #1:  [The question is displayed on a screen]

Moderator:  “First question: Describe the three branches of the Constitution in their written order:
[Each possible answer is displayed: a, b, c, then d as the moderator mentions it.]
a) Executive (Art. I), Legislative (Art. II), Judicial (Art. III)

b) Judicial (Art. I), Legislative (Art. II), Executive (Art. III)
c) Executive (Art. I), Judicial (Art. II), Legislative (Art. III)

d) Legislative (Art. I), Executive (Art. II), Judicial (Art. III)
Candidate Bob raises his hand first.  The moderator says, “O.k., we have a 1st answer from Republican Primary candidate Bob.   Now… before we hear from candidate Bob, the rest of the candidates must write on paper A, B, C, or D and turn-over their answers in front of them.”

[Time is given to all the candidates – 30 seconds.  They all write their answers on paper, and turn it over, then set it on the table.  The moderator carefully watches to see that they all turn over their answer on the table before he goes to the answer.]
Moderator:  “Now that all six candidates have submitted their answer, we turn to candidate Bob as he answered first.   Bob, what did you write down?”
R.P. #1 – Bob: [Candidate Bob holds up his paper and it shows “D”.]  Then candidate Bob says, “The correct answer is “D”….  Article I “Legislature”, Article II “Executive”, and Article III of the Constitution defines the ‘Judicial branch.’”
Moderator:  Candidate Bob, you are correct as the Constitution defines the three branches in order as “Article I – Legislature, Article II – Executive, Article III – Judicial.   10 Points for candidate Bob. 5 for answering correctly, and 5 bonus points for answering first- correctly.”
[Short pause as the crowd takes this in.]

Moderator:  “Now the other candidates… what did you answer?  Starting with Republican Primary candidate #2 Dave… what did you write?”
R.P.C. #2 – Dave [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “D.”
Moderator:  “That is 5 points for candidate Dave.  Now to the Republican Primary candidate #3 John.”

R.P.C. #3 – John [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “A.”
Moderator:  “That is incorrect, a negative 5 points for candidate John.  Now to the Republican Primary candidate #4 - Larry.”
R.P.C. #4 – Larry [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “B.”
Moderator:  “That is a negative 5 points for candidate Larry.  Now to the Constitution Party candidate Daniel.”
C.P.C. – Daniel [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “D.”
Moderator:  “Correct. That is 5 points for candidate Daniel.  Now the Democrat 
candidate Solinsky.”

Dem – Solinsky:  [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “C.”
Moderator:  “That is incorrect.  A negative 5 points for candidate Solinsky.   The first round is done.  Now we will ask the scorekeeper to display the score, as we will update the score at the end of every question.   The score please.”

[Score Keeper displays on the screen]:
Constitutional Challenge Scoreboard





Points per Round
Candidate:


1
2
3
4……

……….
20
Total

  R.P.C. #1 – Bob: 

+10  






 +10
  R.P.C. #2 – Dave: 

+5  






 +5
  R.P.C. #3 – John: 

-5  






 -5
  R.P.C. #4 – Larry: 

-5  






 -5
  C.P. – Daniel: 

+5  






 +5
  D.P. – Solinsky: 

- 5 






  -5
[Score stays on the screen at all times.]

Moderator:   Question #2… as displayed on the screen.   Which Amendment requires an indictment by a grand jury for criminal prosecution to proceed?

A) 4th
B) 5th
C) 6th
D) 7th?

[Constitutional candidate Daniel immediate raises his hand (strategically) after “C.”] 

Moderator:  “We have a first answer….   Now the rest of the candidates write your answer on a piece of paper, and turn it over in front of you.”
[Time is given as all candidates write their answer and turn it over on the table.]
Moderator:  “Now that all six candidates have submitted their answer, we turn to candidate Daniel who answered first.   Daniel, what did you write down?”
C.P.C. Daniel:  [Holding up his written answer, the paper displays “…’B’, the 5th Amendment and further displays: U.S. vs. Dionisio and U.S. vs. Calandra.  History: the Assize of Clarendon 1166.”] “The correct answer is “B”, the 5th Amendment, which states, ‘No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of a grand jury. ‘  In U.S. vs. Dionisio, and U.S. vs. Calandra, the Supreme Court discusses the necessity of everyday people on a grand jury indicting their neighbors…  [loudly] or not….   going back to the Assize of Clarendon where in 1166 King Henry the II of England took the indictment power out of the hands of the Catholic Church and put it in the hands of everyday people…. your neighbors.”

[The crowd had a look of … ah…  wow…  even the moderator didn’t know what to say at first.   A quiet pause ensued.]
Moderator:  Ah….   Let’s consult our judges’ panel on the case law and history.

Judges’ Panel responds, “Constitution Party candidate Daniel is correct in his court-case citation, and history.”
Moderator:  Well then…   that is a total of 20 points for Constitution Party candidate Daniel; 5 points for answering correctly, 5 bonus points for answering first, an additional 5 points for citing correct case law, and 5 more for correct history.  Now, we will go to the other candidates….    Republican Candidate Bob… what did you write?”
R.P.C. – Bob [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “B.”
Moderator:  “That is 5 points for candidate Bob.  Now for candidate Dave.”
R.P.C – Dave [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “B.”
Moderator:  “That is 5 points for candidate Dave.  Now to the Republican Primary candidate John.”
R.P.C. – John [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “C.”
[C.P. Daniel grins a little knowing that by raising his hand immediately after C he may have caused John to take  the answer as “C.”]
Moderator:  “That is incorrect, a negative 5 points for candidate John.  Now to the Republican candidate Larry.”
R.P.C. – Larry [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “B.”
Moderator:  “Correct. That is 5 points for candidate Larry.  Now the Democrat 
candidate Solinsky.”
Dem – Solinsky:  [turning over his paper and holding it up] says, “C.”
Moderator:  “That is incorrect.  A negative 5 points for candidate Solinsky.   The second round is done, lets update the score.
[Score Keeper updates the screen to display the score after the 2nd round]:




Points per Round
Candidate:


1
2
3
4……

……….
20
Total
  R.P.C. #1 – Bob: 

+10  
+5





 +15
  R.P.C. #2 – Dave: 

+5  
+5





 +10
  R.P.C. #3 – John: 

-5  
-5





 -10
  R.P.C. #4 – Larry: 

-5  
+5





 --0--
  C.P. – Daniel: 

+5  
+20





 +25
  D.P. – Solinsky: 

- 5 
-5





  -10
 [All eyes go to the scoreboard, and some candidates are getting a little nervous.]
Moderator:  “Now we will move onto the 3rd round.”   …..

The night progressed as the 4th, and 5th…. Etc…  rounds commenced and the score was displayed round after round for 20 questions and 20 answers.
As the “Constitutional Challenge” commences to a close, the moderator discussed the final results.

Moderator:  “Now, that we have the final results of the 20 questions…   the great task of a “Job Interview” is complete.  We have a winner… Constitution Party candidate Daniel, with a whopping 145 points!  

Constitutional Challenge Scoreboard




Points per Round
Candidate:


1
2
3
4……

……….
20
Total
  R.P.C. #1 – Bob: 

+10  
+5
+5
-5


+5
 +75
  R.P.C. #2 – Dave: 

+5  
+5
+5
-5


-5
 +40
  R.P.C. #3 – John: 

-5  
-5
+5
+5


-5
 -30
  R.P.C. #4 – Larry: 

-5  
+5
-5
-5


+5
 +20
  C.P. – Daniel: 

+5  
+20
+10
+5


+10
 +145
  D.P. – Solinsky: 

- 5 
-5
+5
+5


-5
  -80
[Flashing on the Screen]  Winner:   Candidate Daniel from the Constitution Party!  
[The crowd applauds.]

Moderator:  “Now, we will have closing comments by each candidate. Each candidate is only allowed three minutes for their comments, and as the rules describe, five minutes for the winner- Daniel of the C.P. Party.  Now we go first to the Republican Primary candidate Bob.”

Bob:  Blah, blah, flap, flap, flap…..
Dave: Blah, blah, flap, flap, flap…..
John: As the incumbent…  Blah, blah, flap, flap, flap….. the Constitution…  is great….. 
[Crowd displays a disgusting look in return.  Heads shake in disgust saying…  you really don’t know the Constitution and now you are saying you love it.  A few began booing him.   Incumbent John just got “schooled” by the people as to how important the Constitution is to them.]
Larry: Blah, blah, flap, flap, flap…..
C.P. – Daniel: [With passion standing up] “When I was initially invited to this contest, I immediately said, “Yes.”   It was a “knee-jerk reaction, and here I am gladly.  Look… we just had a job interview.   Most didn’t do well.  I got the highest score because I have a passion for the Constitution.   Some who hold the office have no clue of the Constitution as displayed by their vote against the people through their support of the NDAA, and the renewal of the Patriot Act; an act that had parts struck down by the U.S. Supreme Court in Mayfield vs. U.S. and a different Congressional Bill had parts of it struck down in Boumediene vs. U.S.   Had Congress taken Constitution Class 101, they would have known to not even write these bills in the first place.  When will those we elect understand the importance of the Constitution in which laws are drawn – subservient to?   If they don’t understand the Constitution, how will they protect your rights?
The Constitution was a different “experiment”, if you will, in human history.   An opposition to the feudal system of England, where families on the baron’s land barely survived.  The barons took the excess of the people.  The Constitution allowed for people to keep what they worked for.  The right to own land and keep what they produce.   Patents are fundamental to keeping what you earn or create.   Through a patent, you have the right to an exclusive idea… be it business or intellectual.  This has created endless technological advances that the ‘States united’ have encouraged by rewarding individual entrepreneurial action.   We are still a world leader in technology because of this simple precept of the Constitution.  The fundamental principles of government allow enormous prosperity by protecting what is yours.   Government never produces, but should only exist for the betterment of the people.  The Constitution is clearly the way to protect the ‘betterment of the people’ by creating an environment of self-sufficiency.  

Some candidates will say things like, ‘the Constitution is great’…. Only to get your vote when they don’t even know about the Constitution other than to say its name, and then pretend love of it.  Yet, if it is so great to them, why in the world do these shmucks not know it?   Or study it?  If you love it, study it!  Some here have failed this “Job Interview.”

Would you hire someone that pretends to be a doctor when you need brain surgery?  When hit with questions about medicine the doctor speaks like a politician and can’t answer your question.   Would you hire someone pretending to be a brain surgeon that answers your questions by saying, “Oh.. medicine is great, I love medicine.”   So it is with some politicians here.
I know the Constitution as I have displayed; studied it for years.   I will indeed follow and respect the Constitution as it has made the ‘States united’ great….    I have proven myself tonight by this simple exam… this, this job interview.  I have shown that I have a passing grade by this ‘job interview’.  I hope the results of this eve display that I am looking out for your liberties and your prosperity by my great passion for the document that made our country great.. the Constitution.”
[Daniel sat down, awaited a response…. The crowd… a local tea-party, and guests from the community read more than the words… they read the passion.  The crowd then got on their feet and gave a standing ovation for C.P. candidate Daniel.  After that, the crowd sat down….]
Moderator:  Well, we have one more candidate to provide a closing statement.  Mr. Solinsky….
D.P. – Solinsky: “Ah… um… errr…   um…. Blah, blah, blah… flap, flap, flap.”

[Crowd yawned.  Then the Moderator closed with some short comments.]

The next day the CC event was displayed on YouTube, and it went “viral.”  Radio stations covered it, major news networks were pressured to cover it, and the nation smiled.   More “Constitutional Challenges” or job interviews commenced state by state.  Incumbent politicians that claimed to love the Constitution (only to get votes), went through similar “job interviews”, and were made fools.   And a nation was changed.
--- End of the Constitutional Challenge …. Concept & Scenario -----
Comments:  The above story displays that a “Constitutional Challenge” yields only win-win results from every angle.   I am available to discuss all possible angles.
By:  Kelly Z. Mordecai, Author – The Hidden 4th Branch (Amazon)

02/24/2014.   Ph.  530-598-9671

FOR MORE:  This document can be found at: www.guardiansforliberty.com.   There also, one can find the phone number for the weekly conference call.  The website also contains suggested rules for the “Constitutional Challenge.”

