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'!Dis is in resp:>nse to yoor letter of Cccember 12 . in Which you 
aske:l for my opinion concem.irq whether urrler Article v of the United 
States Constitution, a constitutipnal convention called to consider a 
particular issue cculd be limi. ted either by CONJressional direc...tive or 
otherwise to that single issue~ 

The only safe statement that could be trade on this subject is that 
no one knCNJS, but the only relevant precedent would indicate that the 
convention could not 1:e so limited. AcyONa who purports to express a 
definitive vieH on this subject is either deluded or deludirg. As a 
result, in determini.rq the steps ycu should take as a rcsponsibla 
representative of the people of Utah, yoo an:i ct..'i.ar rr.err.bars of the 
legislature should realize that the risks are very real that (1) just 
as happened in 1787, the conyention might rot in fact limit itself as 
instructed by Congress arrl (2) the convention • s forays into areas 
forbidden them by Corqress might eventually be upheld. 

In short, if th&a question is wh.ather a runaway convention is 
assured, the answer is no, but if the question is whether it is a real 
an:1. serio~ p:ssibility, the answer is yes. In our history we have had 
only one experience with a constitutional oonvention, an:1 while the erd 
result was gocd, the convention itself was definitely a runaway. -

I hope this is helpful to yoo. 
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