
39

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009

The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

Photo from
 C

PO
M

 w
ebsite

Rick Jore

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.395

Jore has stated he became active in
politics because:

“I became concerned that my
freedom, my property rights [and] my
rights as a parent, were being
undermined by an aggressive and out
of control government.  I wanted to
do something about it.”396

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.”397  Jore believed that the Constitution was
based on “transcendent absolute truths that never
change.”398

  This 18th 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.” 399

From the moment he announced his switch of party
affiliation, Jore went on the attack against the GOP .
“There’s no longer any philosophical difference between
the Democrats and Republicans,” he stated. 400  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.” 401

Jore parlayed his disgust with the Republican Party,
and his incumbent status, into frequent speaking

opportunities at Constitution Party events
all over the country .402  In 2000, he
addressed a meeting of the Constitution
Party National Committee in Baltimore,
Maryland.403  The Spotlight, the largest
anti-Semitic publication in the country at the
time, quoted Jore at the meeting.404  “Reject
socialism—the standard is the
Constitution,” he told attendees.405

Sometimes he has taken his anti-GOP
message into more Republican-oriented
circles.  In July 2003, Rob Natelson’ s
Montana Conservatives convened a
Liberty Summit in Missoula.406  Most of the

day-long event focused on strategies to make the Montana
Republican Party more accountable to conservatives.  The
day’s final panel featured Rick Jore and three other
speakers critical of the GOP.  Jore told attendees he left
the Republican Party, because it “accepted and refuses
to reject socialism.”

He said he agreed with Militia of Montana founder
John Trochmann, who had spoken earlier in the day, that
Republicans are merely taking America over a cliff at a
slower speed than Democrats.  “Quit supporting the lesser
of two evils,” Jore told audience members, “because it is
still evil.”  He added that U.S.  Sen. Conrad Burns (R-
MT) and U.S. Rep. Dennis Rehberg (R-MT) needed
conservatives to put party loyalty above principles in order
to tolerate “unconstitutional votes.”  When audience
members were allowed to participate, Pascal Redfern
blamed the GOP for Jore’s loss in 2002.  He said Lake
County Republicans should have supported Jore instead
of running their own candidate.407

While Jore may have officially left the Republican
Party in 2000, he had unofficially checked out years
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before.  A former Republican colleague in the Montana
House described Jore’s time there as a “crusade” for his
beliefs and an attempt to recruit “people to join his
crusade.”408  Since leaving the GOP , Jore said that the
“vast majority” of his colleagues in the Montana
Legislature had not read the Constitution, which they
swear to uphold.  He said that constituted “perjury .”409

 Jore’s crusade never changed.  It is just under the
banner of a different political party.  In 2000 and every
election cycle since, he has been the party’ s candidate
with the best chance of getting elected.  He has also been
a leader in trying to get others to follow his departure
from the Republican Party.

Even with all the advantages of incumbency , Jore
discovered that leaving the GOP did cost him his seat in
the Montana House.  In 2000, Jore lost by 54 votes to
Democrat Joey Jayne.410  In 2002, he faced off against
Jayne again; however , this time there was also a
Republican in the race.  Jore lost to Jayne by about 200
votes, but he received almost four times as many votes as
the Republican candidate.411  That is a significant ratio, as
it is very rare for a conservative third party to so handily
beat a Republican candidate.  Due to the redrawing of
districts, Jore ran in a new district in 2004.  He faced two
opponents, Democrat Jeanne Windham and Republican
Jack Cross.  It was a race featuring recounts and litigation,
and the result ultimately determined which political party
controlled the Montana House.

The Battle for House District 12

The morning after the 2004 General Election, Rick
Jore led his Democratic opponent by one vote with a
handful of provisional ballots left to count.412  The national
Constitution Party declared Jore the victor , announcing
he had become “the first State legislator in the nation to
be elected on the Constitution Party ticket.” 413  The
accomplishment was significant enough that even white
supremacists took note.  On the “Stormfront” website, a
clearinghouse for white supremacist information, racists
celebrated Jore’s apparent victory.  One posted a note
that Jore’s win meant “There is hope yet,” while another
wished the Constitution Party would gain more power.414

All of the celebrations were short lived, since the morning
after the election was only the beginning of a long struggle
over the accuracy of the vote count.

The House District 12 race had huge implications for
the Montana House.  If Jore won, as the initial

announcement indicated, Republicans would hold a 50-
49 advantage.  If Jeanne Windham won, the House would
be tied 50-50.  If the House was tied, Democrats would
pick leadership, since the party also held the Governor’s
Office.  With so much on the line, the State of Montana
tuned in to see the final result.

When the Lake County Election Department counted
the provisional ballots, Jore gained one more vote, putting
him two ahead of Windham.415  With the race so close, a
recount was conducted.  The initial recount declared Jore
the winner by one vote.  However , there were five
questionable ballots, and the recount board decided to do

another vote tally for one precinct.  After the recount,
the board declared the race a tie. 416

Windham filed a temporary restraining order in Helena
to keep the vote officially tied, until she could legally
challenge some of the ballots.  She said these ballots should
be thrown out, because they contained marks next to both
Jore and Republican Jack Cross. 417  These ballots had
been awarded to Jore resulting in the tie.418  Without the
restraining order, Republican Secretary of State Bob Brown
could officially certify the tie, allowing outgoing Republican
Governor Judy Martz to pick the winner .  Martz most
likely would pick Jore, so Republicans could keep a
majority in the Montana House.419

Windham filed a lawsuit with the Montana Supreme
Court, stating Lake County officials illegally speculated
about the intent of voters in regards to the questionable
ballots.  She asked the court to examine seven ballots on

Rep. Jeanne Windham (D-Polson)
ultimately won the HD 12 race in 2004.
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which the ovals next to Jore and Cross were both filled
in.  These ballots violated the Court’s standard that “ballots
that do not clearly express the intent of the voter will be
disallowed,” Windham’s filings stated.420  The Montana
Supreme Court declined to settle House District 12’ s
outcome.  In a 4-3 decision, the Court ruled it could not
take the case until a winner was declared.  The ruling
cleared the way for Martz to break the tie and give
Republicans control of the Montana House.  However ,
the Court’s decision said the election results could be
challenged in Lake County District Court.421

In response to the Supreme Court ruling, Ronan
resident Anita Big Spring filed a lawsuit in District Court.
She asked the judge to throw out the seven “mismarked”
ballots.  “They were spoiled ballots and they [election
officials] should have thrown those ballots in the garbage
can,” Big Spring stated.  “Instead, they trashed the
constitution.”  District Court Judge Kim Christopher
refused to hear the case until a winner was announced.422

As expected, Martz declared Jore the winner .423  Judge
Christopher then upheld the recount board’ s ruling of a
tie vote and declared the seven contested votes for Jore
were valid.  Big Spring appealed Judge Christopher ’s
decision to the Montana Supreme Court.424

The Montana Supreme Court accepted the case and
examined the seven ballots in question.425  At the end of
December with the 2005 Montana Legislature only days
away, the Supreme Court ruled 6-1 that Windham was
the winner in House District 12.  It ruled that at least one
of the contested ballots was invalid, which broke the tie
and made Windham the victor.426  The Court said Lake
County officials did not follow the rules when they
presumed to know the wishes of five voters who marked
their ballots for both Jore and Cross. 427

Jore believed the ultimate decision should not have
been made outside Lake County.  He disagreed with the
“implication, insinuation, or assumption” that Lake County
officials did not handle the recount with the “utmost
integrity and adherence to election laws….” 428 He also
said he didn’t like the idea that “we’ve got to have the
Supremes determine every little issue” and that “we can’t
have our county government do something as simple as
hold an election.”429

Other party activists echoed Jore’ s views.  The
Supreme Court “should never have become involved”
with an election that was “unquestionably determined by
the people of Lake County” in Jore’s favor, said Russell
Brown.430  In another missive, Brown wondered how the
people of Lake County felt about being “usurped by a

centralized power,” since it was clear they supported
Jore.431  Jonathan Martin declared the Supreme Court
had “no respect for the ‘rule of law’ or the wishes of
Lake County voters.”  Martin continued, “In their
‘supreme’ wisdom they have trashed the law and the
democratic process.”432

Jore Loses Seat, Money

Along with the stinging loss of a legislative seat, Jore
was subject to a stipulation in the lawsuit requiring the
loser to pay the winner’s legal bills.  This meant he owed
Anita Big Spring’s attorney $16,000.  A disagreement
ensued over who should pay the attorney fees.  The
Republican Party had paid most of Jore’ s legal bills;
however, it said it wasn’ t responsible for paying the
$16,000.  Jore announced he would not pay the fees. 433

Big Spring’s attorney initiated collection against Jore,
seizing the money in his bank accounts and the county
sheriff was authorized to seize Jore’s property to satisfy
the judgment.  Jore said the Supreme Court’ s order
allowing the seizure was a “blatant injustice,” and he hoped
Montanans would recognize the “arrogance that
emanates” from the Court.  Big Spring’ s attorney said
Jore’s lawyer refused to waive the collection of attorney’s
fees when the legal battle started.434  In fact, Big Spring’s
attorney reported that Jore’s lawyer “made the fees much
higher.”435

Jore raised money from supporters to take his fight
against the order before Judge Christopher.436  His main
argument was he did not feel he “morally owe[d] this
debt.”437  He also argued that Judge Christopher could
“interpose” herself between the Supreme Court and her
local constituents.  He submitted to her a tract titled “The
Doctrine of Interposition” by John Eidsmore of the
Plymouth Rock Foundation.438  The Foundation is aligned
with the Christian Reconstructionism movement.439 Jore
said interposition allows lower courts to overrule higher
ones.440

Judge Christopher ruled the Supreme Court’s decision
stood, and Jore announced he would not pay the fees. 441

“I believe this is a travesty of justice, and that this arrogance
and abuse by the Supreme Court needs to be challenged,”
he stated.  He also said he would not accept help from
his supporters.442  Asking supporters was the “easy way
out,” he said, and he was determined to meet his God-
given responsibility to preserve justice and liberty for
future generations.443
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Other Constitution Party activists endorsed Jore’ s
sentiment about the collection order .  Kurtis Oliverson
(2004-2006) couldn’t believe the Supreme Court had the
“mean-spirited gall” to require Jore to pay the legal fees.
He recommended the public officials who would carry
out the seizure quit their posts before doing it.444  Writing
from his new home in Washington, Michael Heit wrote
that another American revolution might be needed to “rid
ourselves of the power brokers who have systematically
destroyed the election system.”445

Republicans Shifted “Conservatism” to the Right

It would seem the media covered every angle of the
hotly-contested legislative race in House District 12.  The
press reported on the recount, the litigation, and the political
fallout in the Montana House based on the Jore-Windham
race.  A significant point, however, was missed.

When Gov. Judy Martz awarded the legislative seat
to Jore, she gave a fringe party a place at the Capitol.
Jore was repeatedly described as a “conservative” by the
press and not being much different from Martz or
Republicans.  There is much more to the Constitution
Party, and there is a reason it has failed to hold state-level
office anywhere in the country.  Its affiliations with the
“patriot” movement and anti-choice zealots place it outside
the political mainstream’s notion of “conservative.”

In addition, Jore and the Constitution Party of
Montana are part of the ultra-conservative faction
criticizing the Montana Republican Party itself.  They insist
the GOP is marching towards liberalism, or worse,
socialism.  By choosing Jore and paying his legal bills,
Martz and the GOP placed the Constitution Party of
Montana on the same level as Republican conservatism.
Wanting to keep Republicans in control of the Montana
House, Martz provided legitimacy to the Constitution
Party, something it has been unable to accomplish on its
own.  For short-term political gain, Martz facilitated
Montana conservatism taking another gigantic step to the
right.

Jore: The Republican Years

Had Jore won the House District 12 election, there is
little speculation about how he would have acted as a
legislator.  After all, he served three terms in the Montana
House and established himself as a representative of the
Republican Party’s right wing.  As his record shows, he

supported the Constitution Party of Montana’s platform
before it even existed.  While running in 2006, Jore
summed up his past, present, and future political ideology:

“I support, without compromise, the following
issues which I believe are fundamental to freedom:
The right to life, private property , traditional
families, free market economics, gun rights, less
taxation, less regulation, less government spending,
rights of parents regarding the education of their
children, individual responsibility, and government
by consent of the governed.”446

Three areas of his policy activity—anti-Indian, anti-
public education and anti-tax—help demonstrate his
priorities.

Fighting Tribal Sovereignty

When Rick Jore was elected to the Montana House
in 1995, it signified a shift in the tactics used by Montana’s
anti-Indian movement.  Instead of reacting to tribal
initiatives, it now was able to go on the offensive.447  Jore
summed up his position on Indian issues when he said
tribal sovereignty “flies in the face of everything that this
country is all about.”448  He opposed treaty-based Indian
sovereignty.449

During his 2000 campaign, he refused to support any
state-tribal agreements.450  Based on those beliefs, it’ s
easy to understand why Jore put himself right in the middle
of the high-profile, anti-Indian causes surrounding the
National Bison Range and the S tate-Tribal Cooperative
Hunting and Fishing Agreement.

Anti-Indian campaigns in Montana always have the
issue of race near the surface.  The mid-1990s campaigns
surrounding the Bison Range featured, according to the
Char-Koosta newspaper, anti-Indian activists firing
“ignorant stereotypical epithets with scattergun imprecision
at any and all Indians and their perceived shortcomings.”451

Even with the bigoted stereotypes set aside, the anti-
Indian movement is a systematic effort to deny legally-
established rights to a group of people who are identified
on the basis of their shared culture, history, religion and
tradition.  Based on this, the Human Rights Network
declared the movement racist in its 2000 report Drumming
Up Resentment.452  Roland and Lisa Morris, two anti-
Indian activists and supporters of Rick Jore (see below),
sued the Human Rights Network over the report.453  The
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During his time in the legislatur e, Rick Jore
championed the views of anti-Indian groups like
All Citizens Equal.

When Roland and Lisa Morris began or ganizing on behalf
of CERA/CERF, Rick Jore continued speaking at their
events.

case was settled out of court without the Network having
to change the report.

Jore sponsored legislation during the 1995 session to
terminate the S tate-Tribal Hunting and Fishing
Agreement.454  The agreement required non-tribal
members to purchase hunting permits from tribal
government to hunt and fish on lands within a reservation’s
borders.455  While his bill failed, it made Jore an immediate
favorite of Flathead anti-Indian activists.

Del Palmer had protested the S tate-Tribal Hunting
Agreement since it became law.456  Every year, he would
hunt and kill a pheasant without obtaining a tribal permit
and challenge state, tribal, and county officials to prosecute
him.  He, along with Rick Jore, claimed people did not
need a tribal hunting permit on the Flathead Reservation
as long as they had a valid Montana hunting license. 457

Palmer, a well-known anti-Indian activist, has distributed
anti-Semitic publications around the Flathead Reservation
and claimed that the possibility of African Americans and
Native Americans holding elected of fice is a threat to
society.458

In 1995, Palmer was cited for hunting without a tribal
permit.  A rally was held to show support for him, and
Jore was a featured speaker .  “We need to continue the
revolution” to protect property rights, he told attendees.
Jore said giving tribal government control over everyone
on the reservation was wrong.  The real problem, he said,
was “faceless bureaucrats” who pushed policies non-
Indians didn’t want.  That would come back to “haunt
the tribes,” Jore warned.459

Later in 1995, Jore spoke at another anti-Indian rally.
The event was a protest against transferring management
of the National Bison Range from the federal government
to the Confederated Salish and Kootenai Tribes.460  The
Indian Self-Determination Act made such a transfer
possible.461  Lisa Morris or ganized the rally.462  Morris
and her husband, Roland, were leaders of All Citizens
Equal, the largest anti-Indian group in the Flathead area.463

The great irony of the controversy over the Bison Range
was that anti-Indian activists, who in other realms express
their utter dislike of the federal government, found
themselves lauding the federal administration of the Bison
Range while opposing local control by tribal government.464

Dick Green, also a GOP legislator at the time, spoke
at the event against the transfer .465  Like Jore, he was a
frequent opponent of tribal sovereignty.  Back in 1974,
Green helped organize Montanans Opposing
Discrimination, the premiere anti-Indian group on the
Flathead Reservation at the time.466

In his subsequent trips back to the Montana
Legislature, Jore didn’t forget his friends at All Citizens
Equal.  During the 1997 Montana Legislature, he sponsored
a resolution opposing the transfer of the National Bison
Range’s management to the tribes. 467  Lisa Morris and
Del Palmer were among the bill’ s supporters.  The two
also showed up to support Jore’s 1997 bill to rescind the
State-Tribal Hunting Agreement.468

In 1999, for the third session in a row, Jore sponsored
a bill to rescind the S tate-Tribal Hunting and Fishing
Agreement.469  Palmer and All Citizens Equal showed up
again to support it.470  The 1999 session also found Jore
casting one of his most infamous votes against Native
Americans.  The legislature passed a law to remove the
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word “squaw” from geographic areas administered by
the state, because the word is a derogatory term for Native
American women.471  Jore was one of eight legislators
who opposed the bill in the House.472

 Jore has worked hard over the years to maintain his
relationships with anti-Indian activists.  In 1997, All Citizens
Equal encouraged people to come and meet Jore at the
group’s annual picnic.473  Jore remained close to Roland
and Lisa Morris as well.  While a legislator, he partnered
with the Morrises to create a Christian-based, non-
emergency medical transportation business. 474  When
another round of controversy erupted in 2003 over the
proposed transfer of the Bison Range to the Salish and
Kootenai Tribes, Jore was there to oppose it with the
Morrises.475  At one meeting organized by Lisa Morris, he
discussed his 1997 resolution against transfer of the Bison
Range.476 Currently, Jore is listed as an “honorary” board
member for Lisa Morris’ latest anti-Indian group, the
Christian Alliance for Indian Child Welfare.477  Jore also
stayed in touch with Del Palmer.  In 2000, he showed up
to observe Palmer’s illegal pheasant hunt.478

While the anti-Indian movement’s attacks on Native
Americans try to downplay race, Jore went over the top
with a proposal in 1999.  He requested legislation be drafted
to ban affirmative action programs.  “The idea of
preferential policies to compensate for past discrimination
is the seed for animosity ,” Jore stated.  “T wo wrongs
don’t make a right.” 479  Opponents quickly derided his
proposal, explaining that affirmative action programs help
give minorities a chance to realize equality.

All of Jore’s anti-Indian legislative ef forts proved
fruitless.  He was unable to rescind the S tate-Tribal
Cooperative Hunting and Fishing Agreement, and the Salish
and Kootenai Tribes now share management of the Bison
Range with the federal government.480

Targeting Public Education

As a legislator, Rick Jore personified the Constitution
Party of Montana’s goal for public education—getting rid
of it.  Before being elected, he wrote that the federal
government lacked “constitutional authority to spend
money on education.”  He added, “Honesty demands that
we admit that prayer in the schools is not the problem;
federal involvement is.”481  This hostility to, as he calls
them, “government schools” stayed with him after he was
elected to office.

Every legislative session he served, Jore sponsored
bills to repeal Montana’ s compulsory education law .482

The bills were necessary, he said, because “Children are
granted as a gift from God and parents have a
responsibility to educate and nurture them.”483  Repealing
compulsory education was “vital” to upholding “parental
rights.”484  He stated that making children go to public
schools didn’t mean they learn.  He also expressed
outrage that he was forced to register with his county
superintendent of schools in order to home school his
kids.485

Jore home schooled two of his five children and was
“ashamed” that his oldest three went to “government
schools.”  “I’ve since developed a real conviction that
government schools just aren’ t proper,” he said.486  He
also strongly felt that the “monopolistic nature of state
schools” needed be addressed. 487  This “socialistic
monopoly” contributed to the disintegration of the family,
he said.488  Ultimately, he believed that “Government
should simply get out of the child care business.”489  He is
one of the party’ s activists who signed the petition
supporting the Alliance for Separation of School and State,
a national organization pushing for parents to remove their
children from public schools.490

On a Missoula Community Access Television program
in 2004, Jore said he “refused” to send his kids to public
schools, because it was his parental duty to protect his
children from physical, emotional, and spiritual harm.  He
claimed that schools taught the religions of “secular
humanism” and evolution.  He stated that “government
schools” were geared towards “creating a collectivist”
view.491

Read My Lips:  No New Taxes

For Jore, taxes of all forms are downright un-American.
“Our country is moving toward a socialist mindset,” he
commented.  “The government takes the fruit of the labor
of one person and bestows it arbitrarily to other persons.”
Jore referred to taxation as “slavery” that is hidden behind
“fancy terms” like welfare and subsidies. 492  Not
surprisingly, Jore consistently has opposed any tax
increases and supported tax cuts.493

In his legislative campaigns, Jore has proudly reported
that he signed petitions by Americans for Tax Reform and
Montanans for Better Government.  The petitions are a
promise that legislators will “oppose all tax increases.”494

While in the Montana Legislature, Jore twice failed to
abolish Montana’s estate tax. 495  He claimed the estate
tax was contrary to American values.496  His ef forts
received support from Joe Balyeat, president of
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Jore came to the defense
of Rep. Scott Orr (above)
when Orr was battling the
EPA.

Montanans for Better Government at the time and now a
state senator.497 At a hearing on his bill in 1999, Jore told
fellow legislators he believed each person should start
out with what  prior generations had left them, instead of
on equal footing. 498  Also in 1999, Jore unsuccessfully
tried to reduce state income taxes by 20% through a credit
based on property taxes. 499  Balyeat and Montanans for
Better Government supported the proposal, along with
Montana Libertarian Party.500

One reason Jore adamantly opposed taxes was
because he disliked government programs helping people
in need.  Government, according to Jore, was not supposed
to “take care of people from cradle to grave.”501  Instead,
he desired a society based on social Darwinism.  Since
government spending on “social problems” was “not
cutting the mustard,” Jore stressed “individual
responsibility.”502  Programs benefiting the
public were “statist and socialistic
schemes.”503

On a community-access television
show, Jore complained that resources
were taken from one person and given to
others through “socialistic tendencies” that
have created “special welfare.”  He said
it was unconstitutional for the government
to appropriate funds for social programs.
Jore complained that Democrats were the
“tax and spend” party, while Republicans
were the “borrow and spend” one, which
was basically the same thing.   “Socialism
promoted by Republicans is just as bad as
socialism promoted by Democrats,” he
said.  Jore claimed that high school
teachers taught students how to fill out welfare forms.504

Jore was never deterred by his inability to sponsor
successful legislation.  “I have advanced the historical
concepts of constitutional, limited government, and
people’s individual responsibility for their own welfare,”
he said.  If nothing else, a reporter wrote, Jore was
“proud” that at least one out of every 11 bills he sponsored
started with the word “abolish.” 505

“Patriot” Rick Jore

During his time in the Montana Legislature, Rick Jore
didn’t just cozy up to anti-Indian activists.  He also brought
issues from the “patriot” movement into the political
mainstream.  The Human Rights Network cited him in its
1998 “Margins to the Mainstream” report. 506  Jore was

one of eight legislators who carried “bills that clearly
support themes and ideas of Montana’s well-known so-
called patriot activists….”507

During the 1995 Montana Legislature, Jore signed  a
pro-militia petition circulated by Rep. Aubyn Curtiss (R-
Fortine).  Dick Green, then a fellow GOP legislator, also
signed the petition.  The petition asked Gov. Marc Racicot
to request a special Grand Jury and allow “patriots” to
present their grievances against the government.  It also
asked Racicot to grant “patriots” amnesty to travel and
testify at the event.508  The petition resurfaced during the
Montana Freemen standoff in 1996.  John Trochmann,
founder of the Militia of Montana, used the petition to
prove anti-government “patriots” had support in the
Montana Legislature.509

A major recruiting vehicle for the “patriot” movement
throughout the 1990s was the issue of gun
rights.510  Jore stepped up to the plate on this
issue as well.  In 1999, he sponsored a
resolution calling for the repeal of the Brady
Bill.  It stated the Brady Bill was “unwanted,”
“unnecessary,” and “hostile” to Montana’ s
history.  The resolution also asserted
Montanans do not “lightly accept outside
influence that imposes significant changes on
Montana traditions, culture, and individual and
state rights.”511  The resolution was
consistent with Jore’s past statements.

In 1998, he said the Brady Bill was a
violation of the Second Amendment, and the
State of Montana should declare it null and
void.512  He has called all gun-control
measures “repugnant” and said that it is

“absurd” to think the Second Amendment refers to a
collective right.513  He has said America’s founders
adopted the Second Amendment to guarantee that citizens
could fight off the government.  For Jore, it was the
“greatest tyrannical act of government” to “diminish an
individual’s right to self-preservation.”514  In his runs for
office, Jore has frequently received endorsements from
the National Rifle Association and the Montana Shooting
Sports Association.515

In 1997, Jore came to the defense of fellow Rep.
Scott Orr (R-Libby) in a dispute with the Environmental
Protection Agency.  Orr was upset that the EP A wanted
to know if local businesses were following clean-water
regulations with the toxic chemicals going down their floor
drains.  He started “Citizens Against Government
Encroachment” and held a rally in Libby.  Jore spoke at
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the rally, referring to the EPA and federal bureaucrats as
“petty tyrants” that had too much power .516

Jore also wrote a guest editorial supporting Orr ’s
campaign.  He said the EPA wanting to inspect floor drains
was an example of how “liberal socialists have forfeited
liberty and justice.”  He also warned that citizens didn’t
want to be “subject to unconstitutional government
regulations” and “overzealous bureaucrats” who only cared
about keeping their jobs.517

Likewise, Dick Green spoke at the Orr rally .  He
bragged that, during his time as a legislator, he had voted
against most bills because they infringed on individual
rights.  “Government grants no rights,” he told those in
attendance.  “God grants rights and government only
secures them.”518  In a letter to the editor, Green said Orr
was taking a stand against a “despotic bureaucratic edict.”
Green commended Orr for “standing against tyrannical,
unconstitutional demands” by the EPA.519

Following the 2004 election while trying to avoid
paying attorneys fees, Jore appealed to another fringe group
for help.  A member of the Free S tate Project reported
Jore encouraged Project members to attend a rally
supporting Jore and to call him if they could help his
cause.520  The Free State Project wants to mobilize 20,000
“liberty-oriented” people to move to New Hampshire.521

When it was trying to select the targeted state, Montana
was in the running.  With its 20,000 like-minded activists,
the Project hoped to repeal laws regulating guns, drugs,
and prostitution, along with privatizing many government
functions.522  The Militia of Montana promoted a
conference by the Free State Project held in Montana.523

Overall, the Project attracted the attention and praise of
many national “patriot” figures.524

In 2007, Rick Jore appeared on a program aired by
Missoula Community Access Television.  Called
“Sovereign Solutions,” it was hosted by Missoula’s Rich
Angell.525  Angell has served as a contact point for the
“patriot” alternative currency known as “Liberty Dollars”
for the National Organization for Repeal of the Federal
Reserve.  Angell claims he has spent more than $10,000
on the coins.526  Angell was also an enthusiastic supporter
of the Free State Project. 527

Other episodes of Angell’s public access show
included interviews with anti-Semite Red Beckman,
“patriot” journalist Dan Harkins, and Liberty Dollar
creator Bernard von NotHaus.  As an introduction to the
show, Angell described his program as exposing “the
financial elite who are building a New World Order to
enslave us all.” 528

During the program, Jore and Angell discussed many
issues, including some that find their origin in the “patriot
movement.”  Angell stated he had heard that people in
court who tried to quote from the U.S. Constitution were
silenced.  He wondered if current courts were
constitutional or if they worked on the basis of the
“corporate state” perspective, a reference to common
law language.  Jore said he was not an expert on this
particular issue, but he believed it dealt with an “improper
flag” in the courtroom that featured gold fringe, the 14th

Amendment, and “corporate citizen” status.529  The gold-
fringed flag and so-called “admiralty law” are common
rhetoric of the “patriot” movement. 530

Angell also complained that jurors were told that they
cannot judge the law, which is the main complaint of the
Fully Informed Jury Association.  Jore agreed that was
horrible, saying jurors judging law was a basic principle
supported by America’s founders.  He discussed how he
had sponsored legislation to pass the Fully Informed Jury
Amendment.531

Bringing up another favorite topic of the anti-
government movement, Angell asked Jore if he had ever
seen an American Liberty Dollar from the National
Organization for the Elimination of the Federal Reserve.
Jore affirmed he had seen one before and stated his party
believed that the Federal Reserve System needed to be
abolished.532

In 2007, Jore endorsed Larry Kilgore, a Texas
candidate for the U.S. Senate, who was running on a
platform that called for Texas to secede from the union
and become a republic with laws based on the Old
Testament.533  Kilgore railed against abortion and
politicians who were willing to compromise on “child
murder” and compared pro-choice supporters to Nazis.534

He lost his race to incumbent U.S. Sen. John Cornyn (R-
TX), receiving 18.5% of the vote.535

Rick Jore was featured as a speaker at the National
Constitution Party’s Spring National Committee Meeting
that was held in Idaho in April 2007.  Also speaking was
Chris Simcox, co-founder of the border militia group
Minuteman Civil Defense Corps, and William Norman
Grigg, a writer for John Birch Society’s magazine.536

Rounding Out a Right-Wing Agenda:
Sanctity of Property Rights and Culture War Issues

As witnessed in his support of Rep. Scott Orr’s fight
with the EPA, Jore stridently supported the sanctity of
private property rights.  He felt environmental laws
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overstep their bounds by telling landowners what they
can and can’ t do with property .537  “Environmental
concerns should not outweigh…private property rights,”
he has stated.  Also, he thought the government should
compensate landowners if any land-use planning might,
in the eyes of the landowner, diminish a property’s value.538

Jore’s strong feelings on property rights helped
motivate him for his initial run for the Montana Legislature.
He felt he needed to act, because “our freedoms were
being eroded and diminished” and “regulations and
taxation were hindering my ability to pursue my
happiness.”539  During his time in the Montana
Legislature, he unsuccessfully tried to terminate property
taxes.540

Like many of his fellow party activists, Jore is also
vehemently against reproductive freedom.  “I believe
human life begins at conception,” Jore wrote, “and the
Fifth Amendment in the Bill of Rights…applies to pre-
born, innocent babies.” 541  In 2005, he wrote a letter
congratulating Ronan’s Christian Missionary Alliance
Church for hosting an anti-choice event.  He said the
event included ringing chimes 32 times to represent “each
year of the abortion holocaust” since the Roe v. Wade
decision.  Jore claimed the “false foundation” of Roe was
“crumbling.”  He said the U.S. Supreme Court cannot
“legalize” anything and Roe would someday be
“rejected.”542  A featured speaker at the event was Diane
Rotering, who currently serves as the Constitution Party
of Montana’s Secretary (for more on Rotering, see her
profile in the “Officers” section).543

Also like his party cohorts, Jore has opposed equal
rights for gays and lesbians.  In one interview, he compared
gays and lesbians to pedophiles, murderers, and thieves.
Efforts to recognize gays and lesbians as equal citizens
were a sign to Jore that “we’ve done away with all right
and wrong.”544

He complained that the U.S. Supreme Court cited
international law in its 2003  ruling Lawrence v. Texas.
The ruling declared that anti-gay sodomy laws were
unconstitutional.   Jore said the ruling declared the “right
to sodomy” and was a perfect example of why Congress
should impeach judges.  The ruling, he said, was
“treasonous.”  He was also “adamantly opposed to
homosexual marriage,” because it should be “self evident”
that marriage is only between a man and a woman. 545

The Race in 2006

During the 2006 campaign season, Jore and
incumbent Democrat Jeanne Windham face off again in
House District 12.  There is no Republican running this
time.  In 2000, Jore ran on the Constitution Party of
Montana’s ticket against a Democrat with no GOP
candidate, and he lost by 54 votes.  In both 2002 and
2004, the GOP candidate received enough votes to result
in Jore’s losses.  The lack of a Republican in 2006 benefits
him.

Press reports have stated the GOP did not field a
candidate because it knew a Republican would lose to
Jore, thereby hurting the “conservative cause.”  Rumors
circulated that the Montana GOP struck a deal with the
Constitution Party.  The GOP agreed to not run anyone
against Jore in exchange for the Constitution Party not
running candidates against Rep. Ray Hawk (R-Florence)
and Rep. Bob Lake (R-Hamilton), according to the rumor
mill.  The Human Rights Network followed up with the
GOP’s Chuck Denowh.  He said part of the rumor was
true.  Denowh confirmed that the Montana Republican
Party had asked two Constitution Party candidates not to
run against Lake (House District 88) and Hawk (House
District 90).  He said the GOP told the Constitution Party
candidates that it viewed House District 88 and House
District 90 as important swing districts.  Denowh reported
Gil Turner and George Karpati said they would withdraw
from the districts and file in different ones.  This
agreement had nothing to do with Jore, Denowh stated.
In fact, he said the Republican Party tried to find
somebody to run against Jore, because it thought a Jore
victory was bad for the GOP .  With a legislative win,
Denowh said the Constitution Party of Montana would
have a solid foothold in Montana and an easier time
recruiting new members. 546

Secretary
Diane Rotering

Missoula, Montana

Diane Rotering took over as Secretary in May
2005.547  Like Chairman Jonathan Martin, Rotering has
been a frequent protester in front of health clinics.  Her
battle against reproductive freedom teamed her up with
Marilyn Hatch for demonstrations in front of Missoula’s
Blue Mountain Clinic.548  Rotering said she protested on
Wednesdays, because “that’s when they [clinic staff] are
murdering” in the clinic.  Rotering’ s niche in the anti-
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The 2006 Election cycle produced a few victories
for the Constitution Party of Montana.  First, Rick Jore
won a seat in the Montana House of Representatives.
He beat incumbent Democrat Jeanne Windham, getting
over 55% of the vote and becoming the first Constitution
Party candidate ever elected to a state legislature.  Second,
the party continued its tradition of causing Republicans
to lose elections.  In House District 20, Terry Poupa
received only 95 votes; however, that was enough to swing
the race to the Democrat.

Finally, in a smart political move, the party ran a
candidate in the statewide race for Clerk of the Montana
Supreme Court.  There was no Republican in the race,
meaning Ron Marquardt picked up over 86,000
“conservative” votes.789  That total guaranteed the party
would have ballot access going into the 2008 election cycle.

The 2006 elections resulted in another closely-divided
Montana Legislature.  The Democrats held a small 26-24
majority in the Senate, following Sen. Sam Kitzenberg
(D-Glasgow) officially switching his party affiliation to
the Democratic Party.790  In the House, the Republicans
held a similarly small majority over the Democrats, 50-
49, with Jore rounding out the 100 seats.

From the beginning, it was clear that the right wing
of the Republican Party had control of the Montana
House, and they would embrace Jore as one of their own.
It also became quickly apparent that this faction of the
GOP planned to make their ideological stand both at the
committee level and on the House floor .  This dynamic
began with the election of House leadership.

Rep. Scott Sales (R-Bozeman) defeated the more
moderate Rep. Alan Olson (R-Roundup) for the position
of Speaker of the House.  Sales announced the upcoming
session would be a “war .”791  Rep. Michael Lange (R-
Billings) was elected House Majority Leader.  He stated
it was his job to be a “partisan bully” and not give “quarter
to the Democrats as they try to push their liberal agenda.”792

These comments set the tone for the contentious and
acrimonious session in the Montana House.  Republican
House leadership sent a clear message that compromise,
in the narrowly divided House, was not an option.

Third Edition:
Rick Jore and the Rise of Right-Wing Republicans

Editor’s Note:  The following sections were written between the 2007 Montana Legislature and the 2008 General Elections.

The Rise of the Religious Right

Having Sales and Lange in House leadership positions
was a payoff for the Religious Right’s long-time targeting
of Republican politics.  Over the last 30 years, the Religious
Right successfully fused conservative political activism
with fundamentalist Christianity.  Its activists used a two-
pronged approach to influence the GOP.  On an internal
level, activists utilized the mechanics of the party .  For
instance, they served on GOP central committees, ran
for public office, worked on campaigns, served as
delegates to state and national conventions, etc.  On the
external side, they formed organizations and third parties
that kept pressure on the GOP, providing a tangible threat
to the Republican Party if it strayed from the Religious
Right’s agenda.

The election of House leadership in 2007 was the
crowning achievement for the Religious Right’s internal
targeting of the Republican Party.  The external dynamic
provided the point of entry for Jore and the Constitution
Party of Montana.

As the Constitution Party of Montana continued to
position itself as representative of “true conservatives,”
it also engaged the debate over what constituted a “true
Christian.”  As its platform illustrates, the party holds
that its brand of fundamentalist Christianity cannot be
separated from politics and public policy.

It has declared a political vision based on “our full
submission and unshakable faith in our Creator God,” and
that America’s founding laws were “rooted in Biblical
law.”793  Both the Constitution Party of Montana and
Religious Right Republicans feel it is their duty to advocate
for laws that represent their theological/political worldview.

While the Constitution Party’ s views are more
extreme, it was not surprising that House leadership and
its Republican supporters viewed Jore as one of their
own during the 2007 session.  They viewed each other, to
a certain degree, as coming from and representing the
same base of support.

The fusion of theology and political activism in
Montana began with the formation of the Christian
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Coalition of Montana in 1992.  The group held a
conference, titled “God’s Building an Army,” to launch
the new organization.  A number of leading Republicans
spoke at the conference, including Attorney General Marc
Racicot (who would become Montana Governor and later
chairman of the National Republican Committee), State
GOP Chairman Rick Hill (who would be elected to the
U.S. House), and various state legislators.794  Ralph Reed
of the national Christian Coalition was a featured speaker,
and he urged the Montana group to operate secretively
and deceptively as it mobilized for its political work in the
state.795

The Christian Coalition of Montana
became a constant presence in right-
wing politics after hiring Laurie Koutnik
as its executive director in September
1992.  “The times we live in demand
that Christians be involved in the long-
term political process,” she said.  She
declared the Christian Coalition of
Montana would be a “sphere of
influence” within the state. 796

During her time leading the group,
Koutnik engaged the GOP internally by
serving as a committeewoman for the
Lewis and Clark Republican Central
Committee.797  Her replacement as
director of the Christian Coalition of Montana in 1999,
Julie Millam, also served on the local central committee.798

In fact, when the central committee was required to
nominate somebody to fill an open legislative seat in 2004,
Millam finished second in the voting.799

The practice of Religious Right activists serving on
Republican Central Committees was a pattern found
throughout the state. 800  The Religious Right had
successfully fused fundamentalist Christianity with
conservative politics.  To a certain degree, being active
on local GOP central committees became an expression
of faith.

As more and more central committees were
dominated by Religious Right activists, the more their right-
wing perspective became part of the Republican Party .
As these activists gained power within the party , they
were able to tailor the GOP platform to their culture war
issues—opposing reproductive freedom, supporting
second-class citizenship for gays and lesbians, de-funding
public education, chipping away at the separation of
church and state, etc.  The platform adopted by the

Montana Republican Party in 2008 still reflects this
influence, featuring language like:

• “We support the clear will of the people of Montana
expressed by legislation to keep homosexual acts illegal.”

• “We affirm our belief in traditional family values
and support the preservation of innocent human life at
every stage of life beginning at conception.”

• “We strongly support the right of parents to choose
the way in which their children shall be educated,
consistent with their academic expectations and personal
values.  We support freedom of choice for church, public,

charter, private, or home schools.”
• “The Montana Republican

Party affirms its belief and support
for family values.”801

This language is similar to that
found in the Constitution Party of
Montana’s platform.  The
Constitution Party’s rhetoric and
ideology is both more extreme and
more blatantly religious, which is
necessary for it to differentiate itself
from the Republican Party in the
battle for “true conservatives” and
“true Christians.”  The party’s
platform provides the basis to
criticize the Republican Party for

being too moderate and represents a tangible, external
threat from the GOP’s right-wing flank.  On issues similar
to the ones addressed above by the Montana GOP , the
Constitution Party of Montana’s platform reads:

• “The law of our Creator defines marriage as the
union between one man and one woman.  The marriage
covenant is the foundation of the family .  We affirm,
therefore, that no government may authorize or define
marriage or family relations contrary to what God has
instituted.”

• “The pre-born child, whose life begins at fertilization,
is a human being created in God’s image.”

• “We support the unimpeded right of parents to
provide for the education of their children in the manner
they deem best, including home, private or religious.”802

While Religious Right activists were pushing their
ideology in political parties, an array of right-wing religious
organizations kept putting pressure on the GOP from the
outside.  Following his run for the Republican presidential
nomination in 1988, Pat Robertson formed the Christian
Coalition of America.  It was the major player at the

The Christian Coalition of
America’s Montana affiliate
served as the catalyst for Religious
Right activists in the state to tar get
the Republican Par ty.
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nexus of Religious Right
organizations and Republican
politics over the next decade.
Its annual “Road to Victory”
conferences served both as
Republican rallies and trainings
on the nuts-and-bolts of political
organizing.803

As offensive comments by
Pat Robertson (see inset box on
this page) increased the amount
of political baggage associated
with the Christian Coalition at
the national level, the centers of
Religious Right power shifted.
The change also played out in
Montana.

The Christian Coalition of
Montana transformed into the
Montana Family Coalition.  In
early 2004, board members
from that group started a
competing organization, the
Montana Family Foundation.
The head of the Family
Foundation was Republican
Rep. Jeff Laszloffy (Laurel).
This was a tactical shift, as the
Montana Family Foundation
was the state-level affiliate of
Focus on the Family.804

As Pat Robertson con-
tinued to lose credibility and the
Christian Coalition lost its tax-
exempt status due to its overt
GOP politicking, Dr . James
Dobson and his Focus on the
Family were more than capable
of stepping in to fill the void.805

The Christian Coalition’s tax
problems led many Religious
Right groups, including Focus on
the Family, to form 501(c)4
entities that could be politically
active.

In 2004, Dobson created his
group’s political arm, Focus on
the Family Action.  It has
supported Republicans

“When lawlessness is abroad in the land, the same thing will happen here that
happened in Nazi Germany.  Many of those people involved in Adolph Hitler
were Satanists.  Many of them were homosexuals.  The two things seem to
go together.”  — 700 Club, Jan. 21, 1993.

“I think the government is going to step up its attacks against Christians…The
government frankly is our enemy and we’re going to see more and more of
the people who have been placed in office last year…getting control of the
levers of power, they will begin to know how to use them and they’ll use them
to hurt those who are perceived as their enemies.” – 700 Club, Jan. 4, 1994.

“The game is to do exactly what Joseph Goebbels did in Nazi Germany , to
take the Jewish people and stigmatize them as something less than normal and
place them in ghettos and ultimately exterminate them.  We’re not going to let
that happen [to Christians] because we’re in the process of rebuilding a wall
of morality around America.” – 700 Club, Jan. 19, 1995.

On the terrorist attacks of 9/1 1/01:  “We have a court that has essentially
stuck its finger in God’s eye and said we’re going to legislate you out of the
schools…We have insulted God at the highest levels of our government.  And,
then we say, ‘Why does this happen?’ Well, why it’s happening is that God
Almighty is lifting his protection from us.”— 700 Club, Sept. 13, 2001.

“There is the god of the Bible…who is Jehovah.  When you see L-O-R-D in
caps, that is the name.  It’s not Allah, it’s not Brahma, it’s not Shiva, it’s not
Vishnu, it’s not Buddha.   It is Jehovah God.  They [other religions] don’t have
a relationship with him.  He is the God of all Gods.  These others are mostly
demonic powers.  Sure they’re demons.  There are many demons in the world.”
– 700 Club, Nov. 6, 2006.

Sources:  People for the American Way’s Right-Wing Watch and Americans
United for Separation of Church and State.

Pat Robertson Speaks, Political Baggage Grows
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espousing the beliefs of the Religious Right.806

The switch in national power to Focus on the Family
was smooth.  Dobson and his group were already engaged
in conservative politics.  Since the mid-1990s, Dobson
has publicly called out the GOP for not being conservative
enough and tried to force Republicans to put his
conservative Christian ideology into policy and support it.
When he believed Republicans were not following his
directions, he criticized GOP lawmakers and threatened
to bolt from the party.  Sometimes his pressure worked.
In 1998, GOP leaders U.S. Reps. Newt Gingrich (R-GA)
and Tom DeLay (R-TX) agreed to push Dobson’s agenda
and establish a “Values Action Team” that would report
weekly to Dobson and other Religious
Right leaders. 807

Dobson was seen as more mainstream
than Pat Robertson.  However, his history
with the national Constitution Party helps
illustrate that he was just as far to the right.
In 1995, he met with Howard Phillips, who
was running as the US Taxpayers Party
(now the Constitution Party) candidate for
president.  After the meeting at Focus on
the Family headquarters, Phillips said
Dobson was “very supportive of the work
of the U.S. Taxpayers Party.”808  Dobson
voted for Howard Phillips in 1996, instead
of Republican Bob Dole.809  Dobson also
supported both Pat Buchanan and U.S.
Sen. Bob Smith (R-NH) leaving the
Republican Party.810  Both were courted
by the Constitution Party to run on its ticket for president.
Early on in the 2008 presidential race, Dobson appeared
ready to bolt from the GOP if it didn’t follow his directives.
At a meeting of Religious Right leaders in Salt Lake City,
he announced he would consider a third-party candidate
if he didn’t like the GOP choice for president.811

The selection of House leadership for the 2007
Montana Legislature signaled a major victory for the
Religious Right’s attention to nuts-and-bolts political
strategy over the long-term.  What began with the
Christian Coalition of Montana in 1992 culminated in Scott
Sales and Mike Lange having control of the Montana
House.  It also helped explain why they viewed Jore as a
fellow culture warrior.

With the Montana House so closely divided, it was
clear that Jore would play a central role during the 2007
session.  Right-wing Republicans, especially in House

leadership, recognized this as well and used it to their
advantage.  They were able to push right-wing ideology
through the House, saying they had no choice because
they needed Jore’s vote.  This was just an excuse to push
policy they already supported.  Before examining the role
Jore played, it is first important to examine Sales and
Lange, who handed Rick Jore the power he needed to
mainstream the ideas of the Constitution Party of
Montana.

Rep. Scott Sales (R-Bozeman):
The Pulpit and Party Leadership

Despite never chairing a legislative
committee, Rep. Scott Sales (R-Bozeman)
won the race for Speaker of the House.  It
didn’t take long to recognize that his support
came from right-wing conservatives.  “I think
people in the [GOP] caucus were looking for
a change,” he said.  “People want Republicans
to be Republicans.” 812

The Montana Republican Party
announced that Sales’ election to the post had
national conservatives “excited.”  It reported
that national ultra-conservative activist Grover
Norquist said Sales’ leadership provided the
“opportunity for a break with the tax-and-
spend policies of the past.”  The Montana
GOP proudly announced Sales was scheduled
to appear on Norquist’s radio program.813

The Montana Republican Party’ s
enthusiasm for Norquist helped illustrate its willingness
to stand by controversial right-wing ideologues.  Norquist
became a powerbroker as the right-hand man of then-
U.S. Rep. Newt Gingrich (R-GA) in the mid-1990s.  He
helped author the GOP’ s “Contract with America” and
has been a mainstay with right-wing Republicans ever
since.  Famously, he once stated he wanted to cut
government to the point where he could “drown it in the
bathtub.”814

Sales’ conservative Christian beliefs have guided his
tenure as a lawmaker.  He said it was important to him
that, during the 2007 legislative session, Republican’ s
“family issues” like abortion, parental rights, and anti-gay
policies be emphasized.  Sales stated that, by abandoning
Religious Right issues, the GOP had “emboldened” more
people to run on the Constitution Party of Montana
ticket.815

Rep. Scott Sales
(R-Bozeman)

Speaker of the House
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His desire to emphasize Religious Right issues wasn’t
surprising.  Sales has served as a board member for
Bozeman’s Heritage Christian School.  The school’s
curriculum is based on the “infallible and inspired” word
of God, including science classes that teach biblical
creationism.  In order to attend the school, a student must
have at least one parent who is a born-again Christian.
The Bozeman Daily Chronicle reported that all fifth
graders recite a pledge to the Christian flag every day .
“I pledge allegiance to the Christian flag, and to the Savior
for whose Kingdom it stands,” the pledge
stated, “one Savior, crucified, risen, and
coming again with life and liberty for all
who believe.”816

Sales has consistently displayed anti-
gay views.  He supported efforts to keep
Montana’s unconstitutional sodomy law on
the books, even though it was
unenforceable, because he thought it set a
moral standard.817  When the Montana
Supreme Court ruled the state must make
the same benefits available to same-sex
couples that it does to unmarried
heterosexual couples, Sales attacked the
court.  “We have a very activist court that
doesn’t reflect…the rank and file people
of Montana,” he said.  “They think they
are rulers instead of judges.”  He finished
by calling the Supreme Court justices “a
group of despots.” 818

    While positioning himself for Speaker of the House,
Sales echoed a common rationale for the national losses
by Republicans in November 2006—the GOP had
abandoned its conservative values. 819  “Republicans are
for limited government and property rights,” he stated.
“I don’t think we delivered on those issues in the past 15
years like we could have or should have.” 820

He also emphasized that he was one of the few GOP
members willing to criticize his own party.  Sounding like
a Constitution Party member, he complained there hadn’t
been much of a difference between Republicans and
Democrats in recent years, and he would lead the party
back to its conservative roots.  He promised to hold the
line on government spending and to reduce the “bloated
government.”821  Sales also said he hoped to use his new
position to recruit candidates for office who shared his
views.822

Rep. Mike Lange (R-Billings):
The Partisan Pit Bull

House Majority Leader Rep. Mike Lange (R-Billings)
shared a history similar to that of Sales when it came to
supporting the Religious Right.  As a union member, Lange
originally ran for the state Senate as a Democrat in 1996.
He said he switched to the GOP because he is anti-choice
and anti-tax.823

Lange championed himself as “a Christian” who
always kept a Bible on his desk during the
legislature.  He served on the board of
directors for Right to Life of Montana.  He
proudly reported he had a 100% voting
record from anti-choice and gun rights
groups.  He warned there was a “values
war” waged by “the far left obstructionists”
against traditional values.  Sounding like
Rick Jore, Lange has said the federal
government should not have anything to do
with public education.824

During the 2007 session, Lange
sponsored a bill touting a favorite campaign
of the Religious Right—“parental
rights.”825  When examining websites for
groups like the Traditional Values Coalition,
Focus on the Family , and the Family
Research Council, it becomes clear that
“parental rights” is an umbrella term for
the movement’s overall objectives of

limiting reproductive freedom, promoting homophobia, and
undermining public education.826

Beyond the religious implications, “parental rights” is
sometimes used by parents who are charged with abusing
their children.827  The parental rights movement conveys
the idea that parents have absolute control over their
children, even if they abuse that authority .  As the
Rutherford Institute, a Christian Reconstructionist law
firm, stated in a position paper on corporal punishment
and parental rights:

“...if a parent were charged with a crime such as
battery, the parent could raise the defense of parental
privilege and avoid criminal liability by demonstrating
that his use of force against his child was reasonable
exercise of the parental rights of discipline.”828

Rep. Mike Lange
(R-Billings)

House Majority Leader
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Lange’s bill squeaked out of the House by a 51-49
vote (Rick Jore voted for it), before being tabled by the
Senate Judiciary Committee.829

Nationally, Republicans treat the Constitution Party
like political lepers, as the party is correctly viewed as an
extremist organization not a political entity.  In Montana,
right-wing Republicans actively support the Constitution
Party of Montana because of significant overlap in
ideology and both believe they represent “true
conservatives.”

House GOP leadership welcomed Jore into the fold.
His beliefs and background fit the same culture-warrior

mentality of Sales and Lange.  Leadership viewed him as
a friend, and they provided Jore the platform to bring his
right-wing agenda into the halls of the Capitol.  His
acceptance and participation were not merely symbolic.
Sales rewarded Jore’s extremism with the chairmanship
of the House Education Committee.  The message was
clear.   GOP leadership did not value public education,
and they turned the committee over to a party and activist
that wanted to dismantle public schools.  Being a culture
warrior didn’t inhibit Jore’s power during the 2007 session.
In fact, it enhanced it.
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Enemy of “Government Schools”
Heads Education Committee

Given Speaker Sales’ personal ideology and
background, it wasn’t surprising he awarded right-wing
Republicans with leadership of House committees.
However, he turned many heads when he named Rep.
Rick Jore (C-Ronan) the chair of the House Education
Committee.  Jore told the media he had
not requested the position, instead Sales
approached him.830  “Rick is for getting
the federal government out of education,”
Sales said.  “I happen to be for that as
well.”831  Jore told Sales, “If [you’re]
willing to take the heat over it [the
appointment], I’d be willing to do it.”

Upon naming Jore chairman, Sales
said he didn’t think schools necessarily
needed more funds. 832  He told a right-
wing blog, “If I thought Rick was a critic
of public education, I wouldn’t have put
him in this position.”833

  This comment by Sales was absurd,
when you consider Jore’ s long-time
efforts to undermine public education (see pages 15-16
and 44 for more).  Supporters of public schools quickly
denounced Jore’s appointment.  Superintendent of Public
Instruction Linda McCulloch said, “I think when you put
someone as chair who is clearly not supportive of public
education, it sends a message that that’s where the House
Leadership is on public education.” 834  Eric Feaver , of
the Montana Education Association, commented, “Those
of us who believe in public education will have to quarrel
with a legislator who doesn’t.”835  The Montana Human
Rights Network called the choice “outright ideological
warfare.”836

Jore’s selection as chairman didn’ t moderate his
rhetoric.  “We need to be honest enough to address the
fact that a monopolistic system of education is not
conducive to the various educational philosophies that
parents and guardians have,” he said after his
appointment.837  “If schooling becomes strictly
monopolistic and centralized with government control,”
he told the media, “it could be used for social control and

Rep. Rick Jore (C-Ronan) Goes to the Legislature

manipulation (Hitler-style) in an entirely improper
fashion.”838

The 2007 Montana Legislature was still going to have
to deal with the Montana Supreme Court’s 2004 “quality
education” ruling, which implied that significantly more
education funding was constitutionally mandated.839  This
also made Jore’s appointment problematic.  Back in 2004,
he said the legislature had no constitutional obligation to

“acquiesce” to the Court’s ruling.  He also
claimed the “judiciary is out of control” and
lawmakers weren’t doing their job of keeping
the courts in check. 840

Jore did not temper his comments or
hide his ideology once the 2007 session
started.  Speaking to a local civic group in
Helena, he lamented that Montana schools
had been “socialized.”  Since children spent
a good part of their days in schools away
from their parents, Jore claimed public
education contributed to the “disintegration
of the family.”  He complained the country
had made a “tremendous mistake” and
embraced “secularism.”  He added that he
didn’t believe the Montana Supreme Court

should be able to tell the legislature what to do.841

Jore’s personal views and political alliances were on
full display during Education Committee hearings.  The
right-wing has targeted public education for decades. 842

That orientation, combined with an Education Committee
chairman from a party that wants to systematically
dismantle public schools, resulted in an interesting mix of
people during hearings.  Religious Right activists and
opponents of public education found warm receptions
before the committee.  Support for merging biblical
instruction with public-school curriculum was common,
as were rants against anything testifiers or committee
members deemed liberal.  Especially frequent were
accusations that public schools were pushing anti-family
policies, such as acceptance of gay and lesbian people.

Opening the Microphone to the Religious Right

Rep. Rick Jore wasted little time demonstrating he
would cater to right-wing conservatives, especially

Rep. Rick Jore
(C-Ronan)
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Religious Right activists.  In the opening days of the
session, Jore sponsored an open microphone session in
House Education.  He didn’t give much prior public notice,
announcing it the previous afternoon.  However , the
Religious Right and members of the conservative
Christian home schooling movement were apparently
aware of the opportunity and showed up in force. 843

Montana Eagle Forum was represented by two
activists, Jane Nofsinger and Elaine Sollie Herman.  While
Nofsinger kept her comments focused mostly on
protesting federal funding and sex education, Herman,
who was the Republican nominee for Superintendent of
Public Instruction in 2008, launched into a right-wing rant.
She said public schools were set up to “abuse our children”
and frequently brought in non-profits to push “political
agendas.”  She said the Ten Commandments should be
taught in public schools, because we
have “dysfunction, murder, and every
type of chaos” in schools without
them.  She summed up her remarks
saying that, when she was growing
up, “God was in our country .  God
was in our schools, and God was in
our families.”844

Helena’s Becky S tockton also
spoke during the hearing.  Stockton
has become a consistent lobbyist on
behalf of Religious Rights issues
during recent sessions.  She has
supported teaching biblical
creationism and its derivative,
“Intelligent Design,” in public
schools.845  She has given lawmakers
books claiming gay and lesbian
people can change their sexual
orientation by accepting Jesus
Christ.846  She has also supported
legislation requiring the filing of death
certificates following abortion
procedures.847

Stockton and her husband had been active with the
Helena Parents Commission, a group that organized
against Helena Public Schools during the 1990s.  In a
letter supporting the Commission that was sent to
Republicans, Tom Stockton railed against programs
established so “our local school board can suck up to the
Federal trough” and turn over “our children’s education...
to the D.C. educrats.”  He encouraged Republicans to

join the Commission’s efforts against the “egalitarian, feel
good mush that the liberals” wanted.  He said schools
needed to quit teaching “leftist ideals of welfare” and
concentrate on “rugged individualism.” 848 Becky
Stockton’s testimony to the House Education Committee
echoed these sentiments. 849

Barbara Rush testified that she quit teaching when
schools became “cash cows” for federal money and
complained about schools adopting bullying-prevention
policies.  She was also active with the Helena Parents
Commission.  In 1994, she and Tom Stockton ran one of
the Commission’s meetings, at which the group discussed
teaming up with the Republican Party and right-wing
gubernatorial candidate Rob Natelson.  Everyone in
attendance was asked to get information about the Helena
Parents Commission into their church bulletins.850

Helena’s Mike Kecskes’ testimony
to the House Education Committee hit
on many of the Religious Right’ s
favorite issues, some of which had
nothing to do with education.  He talked
about wanting to bring God and prayer
back into the schools.  He complained
that courts have declared gay marriage
a right.  He mentioned the so-called
“War on Christmas,” the posting of the
Ten Commandments in public buildings,
and the need to keep the “Under God”
reference in America’s national motto.
He concluded, “Let us again make God
the final arbiter of good and evil, of right
and wrong, a partner in the education
of our children.”  Trent Moore, a school
psychologist from Townsend, said the
committee should support schools
having “more of a biblical influence.”851

Jerry Pauli, Superintendent of the
Thompson Falls School District, testified
in favor of public education, but ended
up reinforcing many Religious Right

themes.  Under questioning from committee vice-
chairman Rep. Roger Koopman (R-Bozeman), Pauli
talked about the possibility of using religious teachings in
schools to deal with drug abuse.  Pauli said this could be
accomplished if administrators were risk takers.  “If I’m
going to be lynched,” he stated, “let me be lynched over
values and my belief in Jesus Christ and God.”  He talked
about using churches to raise money to bring abstinence-

Elaine Sollie Herman, the 2008
Republican candidate for the
Superintendent of Public Instruc-
tion, represented Montana Eagle
Forum during Rep. Rick Jore’s
open microphone session.
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only speakers into the community for nighttime
presentations, if the local school ran out of money to host
such programs during the day. 852

The open microphone session sent a clear message.
For the rest of the session, attacks on public education
would be well-received.  Former Education Committee
member Rep. Dan Villa (D-Anaconda) described the
hearing as being dominated by “a small minority who came
up here to a friendly committee and vented.” 853

House GOP leadership legitimized Jore’s history of
targeting public education by naming him chair of the
committee.  This gave the opponents of public education
a clear signal that the House Education Committee was
the place to push their extreme beliefs.  The acceptance
of Religious Right activists and their agendas by Jore and
Republicans on the committee played out time after time
during the session.  Those seeking to dismantle public
education were no longer on the outside looking in.
Instead, they had direct access to power .

Getting Rid of Compulsory Education

Harkening back to his days as a Republican legislator,
Jore once again sponsored legislation to eliminate
compulsory education laws.854  He said such laws enabled
“parental irresponsibility” by taking over parental
duties.855  He admitted his bill generated lots of
controversy but claimed it was misunderstood.  He said
his bill stood for what “our nation was founded on,” which
was that parents are the “final authority” over children’s
education.  At the hearing on his 2007 bill, he introduced
John Taylor Gatto from New York and gave him ample
time to testify.856

Like Jore and many other Constitution Party activists,
Gatto supports the Alliance for the Separation of School
and State.  Gatto was a featured speaker at the group’ s
2004 national gathering in Washington D.C.  Also speaking
were columnist Joe Sobran (briefly the Constitution Party’s
vice-presidential candidate in 2000) and Michael Farris,
founder of the Home School Legal Defense
Association.857

Gatto’s testimony to the House Education Committee
wasn’t his first appearance in Montana.  He spoke at the
2002 “Montana State Home School Convention” in
Missoula.  He told that crowd that forced public schooling
was intended to provide weak-thinking citizens to serve
big business and the government.858

Gatto told the House Education Committee he had
won “Teacher of the Year” numerous times, even though
he suspended compulsory attendance laws for his classes.
He said he did this with the permission of his students’
parents, but did not clear it with school administrators.
He claimed compulsory education was “radical social
engineering” that was “destroying the economy of the
United States.”

Another supporter of Jore’s bill, Billings’ Robin Miller,
said compulsory education leads to “indoctrination” and
institutionalizes welfare and socialism.  Others supporting
the bill included Helena’s Becky Stockton and Constitution
Party of Montana officer Kurtis Oliverson.859

Jore ended the hearing by saying that “freedom and
liberties are just the antithesis of compulsion.”  “Freedom
is our most valuable asset,” he stated. “We have forgotten
that.”860  The House Education Committee killed his bill.
Jore only received the votes of fellow right-wing
committee members Reps. George Everett (R-Kalispell),
Roger Koopman (R-Bozeman), and Michael Lange (R-
Billings).861

While Jore’s bill died, the hearing was a “win” in
itself.  It allowed Jore, his “expert,” and allies to propose
an extreme idea as legitimate public policy.  Simply having
the bill introduced and heard in the established political
process helps re-define the political mainstream.  Right-
wing based legislation establishes a new outpost on the
political spectrum that pulls the definition of conservatism
further to the right.  The vote on Jore’s bill also revealed
he had the support of fellow ideologues on the committee.

Undermining Sound Science Curriculum

House Joint Resolution 21 supported the separation
of church and state when designing science curriculum.862

It was similar to a bill introduced during the 2005 session.
Both bills were a direct response to the Religious Right’s
attempts in 2003-2004 to get biblical creationism or
“Intelligent Design” taught in public schools in Darby.863

The Religious Right started using the terms “Intelligent
Design” and “objective origins” after teaching creationism
in public schools was repeatedly declared unconstitutional.
In 1987, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that public schools
could not teach creationism.  It stated that doing so violated
the separation of church and state, because it sought to
“employ the symbolic and financial support of government
to achieve a religious purpose.”864
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Federal courts have found Intelligent Design to be a
new version of creationism.  In 2005, a U.S. District Court
in Pennsylvania declared that teaching Intelligent Design
in science classes violates the separation of church and
state.  District Judge John Jones III said it was clear
Intelligent Design’s purpose was to “advance
creationism.”865

House Joint Resolution 21 was introduced on January
26, 2007, and referred to Jore’ s House Education
Committee.866  According to the website run by Montana
Legislative Services, the bill was scheduled for a hearing
on February 26, 2007.  Because the hearing was
right before transmittal, the Human Rights
Network figured Jore planned to use the deadline
to kill the bill.  However , with the hearing
scheduled for a month after the bill was
introduced, the Network had plenty of time to
arrange people from the Bitterroot Valley to come
to the Capitol to testify about the nightmare the
debate over Intelligent Design caused in their
community.  Hope for getting House Joint
Resolution 21 out of committee was slim, but at
least the Network figured the bill would have a
good hearing.

As of 12:30 on Wednesday, February 21, the
Network still believed the hearing was scheduled
for February 26.  Without hardly any notice, the
hearing was first moved to February 21 at 3:00
p.m. and then canceled.  Jore had asked Rep.
Robin Hamilton (D-Missoula), the sponsor of the
bill, to cancel the hearing under the guise of saving
the committee’s time.  In exchange, Jore told
Hamilton he would cancel the hearing for House Bill 796,
sponsored by the committee’s vice-chairman, Rep. Roger
Koopman (R-Bozeman).  House Bill 796 encouraged
teaching creationism, Intelligent Design, and “alternative
theories of origin.”867  Rep. Hamilton’s options were few,
and he agreed to the deal.

In contrast to House Joint Resolution 21, Koopman’s
bill had been introduced, referred to committee, and
scheduled for a hearing in one day.868  The Human Rights
Network believed that House Bill 796, arguably
unconstitutional on its face, was introduced to facilitate
the killing of House Joint Resolution 21.  Through his
open microphone session, Jore demonstrated a willingness
to use his committee to give special treatment to his
Religious Right allies.  In working with Koopman, he
showed an openness to conspire with like-minded

members of his committee to try to kill House Joint
Resolution 21 and deny it a public hearing.

After clearing the hearing room for executive action
on February 21, Jore told the committee that both
Hamilton and Koopman “wished to cancel” the two bills.
He claimed House Joint Resolution 21 was never referred
to the committee.  After going through an abbreviated
mock hearing, Jore led the committee in tabling House
Joint Resolution 21 and House Bill 796.869

The Human Rights Network believed Jore and
Koopman manipulated the democratic process with their

actions to kill House Joint Resolution 21.  It held a press
conference to expose the below-board actions that had
occurred.  Koopman crashed the press conference and
repeatedly interjected, “That’s not true” after speakers
recounted what had happened to House Joint Resolution
21 and House Bill 796.  Koopman claimed Jore “didn’t
even have the slightest involvement” in the decision to
kill the bills.870  Later that same day , Jore contradicted
Koopman, telling a Network staffer he had approached
Hamilton with the deal.

House Joint Resolution 21 illustrated how ideology
dictated the treatment of legislation by the House
Education Committee.  If a bill promoted right-wing ideas,
especially the Religious Right agenda, it was fast tracked.
If it didn’t, the democratic process was manipulated to
stack the deck against it.  The actions surrounding House

Rep. Jore and Rep. Roger Koopman (R-Bozeman) served on the
House Education Committee together.  During the 2007 session,
they frequently teamed up to push bills supporting right-wing
ideology.
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Joint Resolution 21 also showcased the close working
relationship between Jore and right-wing Republicans,
especially Koopman.  They would team up at the
committee level throughout the 2007 session.

Promoting Right-Wing “Intellectual Diversity”

Jore and Koopman teamed up on another bill.  This
one promoted a right-wing campaign against higher
education for being too liberal.  House Joint Resolution
55, introduced by Koopman, came out of the David
Horowitz playbook.

Horowitz has made a name for himself by labeling
specific academics left-wing and writing books like The
Professors:  The 101 Most Danger ous Academics in
America.  His solution for the bias he sees in higher
education comes in the form of proposals like an
“Academic Bill of Rights” and claims of supporting
academic freedom and diversity.  Critics of Horowitz point
out that his accusations are not supported by facts and
his writings contain many falsehoods.871  One 2008 study

found that the
personal politics
of academics
have little impact
on what their
students think.872

K o o p m a n
took two shots at
pushing this piece
of ideology.  He
started with
House Bill 525,
which promoted
“ i n t e l l e c t u a l
diversity” in the

Montana University System.873  When that measure died
on the House floor , he came back with House Joint
Resolution 55, which created a legislative committee to
study the current level of “intelle-ctual diversity” in higher
education.874  The resolution’s hearing demonstrated how
the right-wing Republicans on Jore’ s House Education
Committee felt enabled to treat testifiers however they
wanted.

There were no supporters for the House Joint
Resolution 55 at the hearing, and Koopman noted he didn’t
line up anyone to testify on its behalf.  Many university
students showed up to oppose it. 875

Gallatin Gateway’s John Vincent, who had run against
Koopman during the 2006 election cycle, opposed House
Joint Resolution 55 as well.  He said the 1972 Montana
Constitutional Convention intended to keep politics out of
the education system.  He said he taught in high schools
for 30 years and that students form their own opinions.
He also pointed out there was no evidence that there
was a problem with intellectual diversity in Montana
universities.  He implied the studies Koopman cited had
problems with their methodology.876

During his closing statements, Koopman
condescendingly reprimanded some of the students for
making “disrespectful comments,” saying they had proven
the need for his bill.  However , the real fireworks
happened at the end of Koopman’s closing.  He told the
committee that, although John Vincent was a teacher for
30 years and was popular among his students, “many ,
many parents particularly of a more conservative
persuasion” were “extremely concerned about what he
taught in the classroom to their kids.”877  Koopman failed
to mention that Vincent had run against him during the
2006 campaign.878

When Vincent rose and stated that Koopman had
made “unsubstantiated claims,” chaos broke loose as
Republican committee members tried to stop Vincent from
speaking.  Finally, Rep. Holly Raser (D-Missoula) said
she would use a point of personal privilege to make
Vincent’s point.  Rep. Ed Butcher (R-Winifred) responded
by saying Vincent’s comments were a “political vendetta,”
and he didn’t need to “hear any more of this.”  Jore
defended Koopman.  When Vincent tried to say something,
Butcher yelled, “Call for security.”  Jore cut Vincent off
and said no other comments needed to be made.  Butcher
yelled at Vincent, “Sit down.”879

House Joint Resolution 55 died in committee on a
vote of 7-8. 880

The hearing on House Joint Resolution 55
demonstrated how much freedom conservatives on the
committee had to use their positions to badger their
perceived political enemies.  A committee chair who cared
about the democratic process would not have allowed
Koopman’s personal attack against Vincent.  Jore,
however, allowed Koopman and Butcher to engage in
character assassination of a citizen testifying before the
committee.  The three of them made it clear that only the
input of their allies was valued.    Political intimidation
like this undermines the democratic process.

David Horowitz
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As he did when he served in the mid-1990s as a
Republican, Jore announced early on that his sole focus
wasn’t just on undermining public education.  He promised
to bring a full right-wing agenda with him to the Capitol.
In a guest editorial, he said he would carry bills to establish
a constitutional right to life beginning at the moment of
conception and to attack the ability of the state to enter
into compacts with Indian tribes.  He also said he looked
forward to “tax reduction bills” that he promised to
introduce.881  Jore was in a good position to help push his
ideological agenda, as he was a member of the House
Judiciary Committee, which hears
bills dealing with many contentious
issues—reproductive freedom,
equal protection for gay and lesbian
people, state-tribal relationships,
etc.

“Patriot” Fears of the New
World Order

One of the bills Jore carried
pandered to the fear of the United
Nations and one-world government
conspiracy theories of both the
Constitution Party and the “patriot”
movement.  Called the “Montana Sovereignty Protection
Act,” the bill said the United Nations charter was not a
treaty but a “constitution for world government.”  The
legislation outlawed the flying of a UN flag on any State
of Montana property.  The bill also forbade the Montana
Legislature to spend any public funds on programs carried
out under the authority, or with the cooperation, of the
UN.882

Jore stated his bill contained “foundational principles
of freedom.”883  On the House floor, Rep. Michael Lange
(R-Billings) said the bill was “patriotic” and “what
America is all about.” 884  After several attempts, Jore’ s
bill passed out of the House. 885

During the bill’s hearing before the Senate Judiciary
Committee, Jore told lawmakers that the UN charter was
not a treaty as defined by the U.S. Constitution.  He said
America’s founders, including James Madison, Thomas

Rep. Jore:
I Have a Right-Wing Agenda and I’m Not Afraid to Use It

Jefferson and Alexander Hamilton, would agree.  This
was a frequent claim by Jore, who routinely couched his
right-wing ideas behind rhetoric associating himself with
America’s founders.  He stated his bill kept Montana a
free and independent state.  Jore explained it was “pre-
emptive action” to keep the UN from meddling in
Montana’s affairs.886

Religious Right organizations supported the anti-UN
bill at the hearing.  Dallas Erickson of Montanan Citizens
for Decency Through Law testified on behalf of the bill.
Since the early 1990s, Erickson has made a name for

himself in Religious Right circles by supporting
passage of local censorship laws in the form of anti-
obscenity ordinances.887  A major voice of the anti-
gay lobby, he routinely equates homosexuality with

bestiality, necrophilia, and incest
when addressing legislative
committees.888  He has also
repeated the false “Christian
Nation” (see page 35 for more)
mantra to lawmakers, including
the claim that James Madison
based the Bill of Rights on the
Ten Commandments.889

Gilda Clancy, representing
Montana Eagle Forum, also

endorsed Jore’s anti-UN bill. 890  Since taking over as
lobbyist for Montana Eagle Forum, Clancy , a former
Republican legislator, has generally prefaced her remarks
by stating her group lobbies on behalf of “God, country,
and family values.”891

Since Jore’s bill relied heavily on “patriot” ideology,
the support of Religious Right groups may seem out of
place.  However, Religious Right leaders commonly spout
conspiracy theories about one-world government, and the
United Nations is a frequent target.

The late Rev. Jerry Falwell, founder of the Moral
Majority, once stated that the United Nations was “the
infrastructure, the stage on which the Antichrist will build
his one-world government.”892  Likewise, in his book The
New World Order, Pat Robertson wrote, “…for the past
two hundred years the term new world order [italics in
original] has been the code phrase of those who desired

Like the “patriot” move-
ment, some Religious
Right activists also pro-
mote one-world govern-
ment conspiracy theo-
ries.  Pat Robertson
wrote an entire book
detailing his fears of a
New World Order.
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to destroy the Christian faith” and “replace it with an
occult-inspired world socialist dictatorship.”  In his book,
Robertson outlines a vast conspiracy for one-world
government that includes the same villains as “patriot”
groups—United Nations, Council on Foreign Relations,
Trilateral Commission, and others.  He based his book on
numerous anti-Semitic sources, including the works of
Nesta Webster and Eustace Mullins. 893

While some Religious Right icons attack the United
Nations using a biblical framework, they rely on the same
anti-Semitic conspiracy theories commonly espoused by
the militia and white supremacist movements.  Therefore,
it was not surprising to find Religious Right organizations
supporting Jore’s anti-UN bill.

 The ACLU of Montana and the
Montana Human Rights Network
testified against Jore’s bill.  The ACLU
gave a detailed history of how and why
the United Nations was formed and
explained how the UN charter is in fact
a treaty.

The Human Rights Network told
committee members that Jore’ s
legislation was the latest incarnation of
the militia movement’s “New World
Order” conspiracy theories. 894  The
Network discussed the forms these
conspiracies take, including the Militia
of Montana’s John Trochmann trying to
use a map found on a Kix cereal box as proof of a global
conspiracy theory.895  The Network believed the irrational
fear of the UN found in Jore’ s bill evolved from the
commonly expressed “patriot” conspiracy theories, and
the bill sought to turn anti-government ideology into
statute.896

During questions from the committee, Sen. Aubyn
Curtiss (R-Fortine) told Jore she was concerned about
the case of Michael New , who refused to serve under
the UN (for more, see page 56).  She said she worried
about what will happen to Montanans who are unwilling
to show “proper allegiance to the UN.”  Jore said he was
also concerned about the New case.  Curtiss also
wondered if the bill was just an assertion of 10 th

Amendment rights.  Jore said that was how he viewed
it.897

The bill also found favor with the John Birch Society,
which sent out a legislative alert supporting it.898  It wasn’t
enough.  The Senate Judiciary killed the bill on an 8-4

vote, with only Republican Senators Curtiss, Dan McGee
(R-Laurel), Jerry O’Neil (R-Columbia Falls) and Gary
Perry (R-Manhattan) voting for it. 899

Anti-Choice Crusade:  Life Begins at Conception

Jore continued his participation in the right-wing
culture war by sponsoring a constitutional amendment
declaring that a fertilized egg had a “paramount and
fundamental right to life.” 900  If it had passed the
legislature, the amendment would have been voted on in
the 2008 General Election.  The bill was part of the anti-
choice movement’s goal of bestowing rights to a fetus
that are equal, if not superior, to the rights of a pregnant

woman.
Jore told the House Judiciary

Committee that America used to celebrate
life, but it had drifted away from its “moral
base.”  The bill, Jore said, allowed voters
to answer the question, “When does human
life begin and where do we say it begins?”
Jore told the committee that Dr . Patrick
Johnston had come all the way from Ohio
to testify for the legislation, and Jore said
Johnston would receive all the time he
needed.901

The fact that Johnston was the featured
proponent of the bill revealed the ideology
behind the proposed constitutional

amendment.  Johnston is the founder of the Association
of Pro-Life Physicians, which is comprised of doctors
who believe “life begins at conception” and will not
perform or refer patients to have an abortion.  He also
founded a group dedicated to Christian home schooling,
the Alliance to Reform Education Funding, and the
Coalition for Justice for All.  The Coalition records the
license plates, names and addresses, along with taking
pictures, of people accessing healthcare at clinics that
perform abortions.  Johnston’s website stated that he and
his wife support the “restoration of Biblical law and
constitutional government in America.”902

The blog “Talk to Action,” which reports on the
Religious Right, determined that Patrick Johnston’s full
name is James Patrick Johnston.  It reported that Johnston
practices medicine as James Johnston, while he conducts
his right-wing political activity as Patrick Johnston.
Johnston has supported legislation in Ohio banning
abortion, claiming that the policy was endorsed by the

James Patrick Johnston
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Army of God.903  The Army of God is a loosely-affiliated
network that promotes the murder of people who work at
health clinics that provide abortions.  A manual by the
group describes how to commit clinic violence and how
to build bombs.  The Army of God also celebrates anti-
choice activists who have killed clinic staff and bombed
clinics.904  Johnston has also been active with Operation
Save America.

Talk to Action reported that Johnston’s past writings
endorsed murdering abortion providers and using the death
penalty against gay and lesbian people.  However, Talk to
Action stated Johnston had been trying to clean up his
image as he tried to move away from the Constitution
Party of Ohio and gain legitimacy by joining the Ohio
GOP.905

Johnston didn’t reveal any of this to the House
Judiciary Committee when testifying for Jore’ s
constitutional amendment.  Instead, he described himself
merely as a family practitioner.  He said lawmakers needed
to “draw a line in the sand” and that it was “immoral” for
states not to stop the “assaults” against “innocent life.”
He said the Bible gave the moral reason to pass Jore’ s
bill, and it was the duty of lawmakers to enforce God’ s
law.906

Many Religious Right and Christian Reconstructionists
showed up to the support Jore’ s bill.  Right to Life of
Montana, the Montana Family Foundation, and Concerned
Women for America spoke in favor of it.  “Unborn babies,”
Harris Himes of Montana Values Alliance declared to the
committee, “have the same legal rights” as all Montanans.
The Montana Catholic Church urged the committee to
respect and protect life from conception. 907

Constitution Party of Montana activists Rick Komeda,
Roger Nelson, Timothy Sollid, and Jonathan Martin
testified.  Martin warned “God won’t bless our people” if
America continued to kill the unborn.  S teven Wagner
from Whitehall’s Covenant Community Church said the
members of his church “grieve over the culture of death.”
Wagner’s church sponsored the Helena conference
featuring Reconstructionist leader Gary DeMar (see pages
53-54 for more). 908

Opponents of Jore’s bill pointed out significant
problems with it, including how it would impact doctor-
patient relationships.909

During questions from the committee, Jore admitted
he sponsored the bill because he wanted to limit abortion
and create “due process for protecting” the fetus and

give it equal rights to the pregnant woman.  In closing the
hearing, Jore said the context of this bill was to make the
legislature “stop and look and ask if we’ve lost our moral
bearing.”910

The bill made it out of the House Judiciary Committee.
On the House floor, Jore said it would outlaw abortion in
all cases, even when pregnancy resulted from rape or
incest or the mother’s life was in danger.911  He also told
his fellow representatives, “My view is that we’re simply
giving due process rights to a human being that can’t
defend itself.”  He also admitted the amendment would
be used to investigate women who experienced
miscarriages.912  His bill died on the House floor on third
reading on a 45-53 vote.913  The bill would resurface during
the 2008 election cycle as CI-100 (see pages 102-104 for
more).

The bill revealed inconsistencies within the
Constitution Party of Montana’ s own doctrine.  While
Jore and company promoted the sanctity of “unborn life,”
they had little positive to offer when a child was born.
They party calls for “abolishing” the 14 th Amendment,
which grants equal protection under the law to citizens.
While Jore wanted to give due process rights to a fetus,
he and his party wanted to take it away from other
Americans.  The party also pays lip service to keeping
the government out of citizens’ lives, while at the same
time it promoted Jore’s bill which guaranteed the state
would have had an intrusive role in every decision a
pregnant woman made.

Jore’s proposal was part of national anti-choice effort
to re-define when life begins in an effort to overturn the
Roe v. Wade decision.  The backgrounds of the people
supporting the bill also illustrated that its backers were
not mainstream conservatives.  Instead, they were people
who terrorize health clinics and seek to merge civil law
with Old Testament biblical law.  Had Jore’s bill become
law, radical theology would have been placed into the
Montana Constitution.

The Indian Fighter Returns

As he did when he served as a Republican in the
1990s, Jore sponsored legislation to undercut the status
of tribal governments and tribal sovereignty.  His House
Bill 306 would have prohibited the State of Montana from
entering into tribal-state compacts that give jurisdiction
over reservation land owned by non-tribal members to
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tribal governments.914  The issue of tribal jurisdiction and
sovereignty has frequently drawn Jore’ s contempt.  He
has said sovereignty “flies in the face of everything that
this country is all about” and that he
opposes recognizing treaty rights.915

During the hearing on House Bill 306,
Jore complained that the Confederated
Salish and Kootenai Tribes pursued an
“aggressive” plan every year to buy back
land on the reservation owned by non-
tribal members.  Jore said 70%-80% of
the Flathead Reservation’s population
was non-tribal, and 50% of the land is
owned by these people. 916

What Jore didn’t explain is that non-
tribal ownership of land on Indian
reservations resulted from a land grab by
the federal government that started over
100 years ago with the Dawes Act. The
law was President Chester Arthur’s
attempt to deal with what he called “the
Indian problem.”917  After the federal
government confined Indians to reservations, the Dawes
Act facilitated turning much of that land over to non-
Indians. Each Indian household received 160 acres of
farmland or 320 acres of grazing land. Many times these
acres were split up and disconnected.  Remaining tribal
lands were declared “surplus” and opened up to non-
Indian settlers.918

Jore told the House Judiciary Committee that non-
tribal members wanted to be recognized as Montana
citizens and that was why he carried the bill.  He said the
tribal-state hunting and fishing compacts were “taxation

Del Palmer
All Citizens Equal

without representation.”  The only person speaking in
favor of the bill was anti-Indian activist Del Palmer, who
introduced himself as the current chairman of All Citizens

Equal.  He told the committee that All
Citizens Equal supported the state and
federal constitutions that affirm all citizens
are equal.  He claimed the state-tribal
compacts were “negotiated secretly
between the state and the tribes.”  That,
Palmer stated, “directly” violated the 14 th

Amendment’s guarantee of equal protection
under the law.919

During questions from the committee,
Rep. Koopman asked Jore if tribal-state
compacts could lead to other kinds of
authority over non-tribal property, such as
taxation or land-use regulations.  Jore said
that was what concerned him, and it was
wrong to just “assume that the tribes have
jurisdiction” over the entire reservation.
While House Bill 306 passed out of the right-
wing controlled Judiciary Committee with

an easy 10-7 vote, it died on second reading in the House,
36-64.920

Along with seeking to undermine tribal sovereignty,
Jore’s bill signaled the anti-Indian movement going on
the offensive.  The anti-Indian movement had not had a
true ally in the legislature since Jore lost his seat in 2000.
The full assault on tribal self-determination that Jore led
as a Republican legislator essentially disappeared in his
absence.  House Bill 306 allowed the likes of Jore and
All Citizens Equal to re-introduce their anti-Indian ideology
in their euphemistic terms of “equal rights.”



83

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009

The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

With the House GOP leadership signaling ideological
warfare from the start, it was easy to see that the debate
over the state’s budget was going to be ugly.  The House
leadership announced that the government funding dealt
with in House Bill 2 would be split into six bills, which
were referred to as the “six pack.”

This was a dramatic departure from normal
procedure.  GOP House leadership made the decision
behind closed doors.  “I’m not telling what my plans are,”
Rep. Mike Lange stated.  “We’re [Republicans] not going
to ask their [Democrats] permission.  It’s
completely our call.”921

By February 2007, the Republicans
revealed they had split House Bill 2 into
separate bills.  The decision disregarded
all of the work already conducted by
various House Appropriations
subcommittees, along with all the
testimony citizens had given to those
panels.

Before the budget debate even
began, Jore wrote, “The pressure to
increase spending will influence many
legislators, I am sure.  My commitment
is to adhere to my campaign promise of
supporting less spending and long-term
tax relief.”922

As the GOP’s “six pack” was heading to the House
floor, Jore said he planned to oppose the measures,
because he opposed any increase in spending.  He called
the Republican proposals “outrageous.”  Speaker of the
House Scott Sales responded that, if all Democrats united
against the six bills, “we’re [Republicans] going to have
to cut the budget to get Jore to vote for it.”923  Likewise,
Rep. Lange stated, “We will take out whatever we have
to [in order to pass them].” 924

Jore told the media that GOP leadership had assured
him spending levels would decrease to the level he wanted
in order to get his vote.925  A major point of contention for
Jore was federal funding that came into the state.  “I
have been criticized heavily for my concern about the
percentage of federal dollars that make up our state,” he
said, “and my willingness to reject them.”926

House Republicans Conspire with Jore to Derail the Budget:
Cracks in the Republican Party Magnify

He believed federal spending on education and human
services was unconstitutional.  He warned lawmakers
that they were “kidding ourselves” if they thought the
state could survive on “this federal government dole.”927

Jore said he wanted to “get rid of a lot of government
programs.”928

The House Republican leadership was more than
happy to cut funding from their budget bills.  The low
point came when House leadership announced they would
slash the Health and Human Services budget from $3

billion to $300.  The cuts impacted
programs like Medicaid, Meals on Wheels,
the Children’s Health Insurance Program,
and mental health programs.  Speaker
Sales stated that, without Democrat
support, the GOP had no choice but to
appeal to conservatives in his own party
and to Jore. 929

Ultimately, Rep. William Glaser (R-
Huntley) withdrew his amendment to
decrease Health and Human Services
funding to $300, saying he decided there
was enough support to pass the bill without
the amendment.  However, Reps. Glaser
and Sales said the amendment would be
offered again to get the bill out of the
House if necessary .930  Rep. Lange

repeatedly stated he would cut the budget dramatically in
order to get Jore’s support, saying, “We’ll knock it down
exactly where we need to be to get it where [Jore]
wants.”931

Blaming funding cuts on Jore was a convenient and
hypocritical ploy by Republican leadership.  During the
2006 campaign season and their previous sessions as
lawmakers, Reps. Sales, Lange, and their allies had
demonstrated the desire to severely cut government to
the point where it could be drown in the bathtub, as their
ideological mentor Grover Norquist had put it.  Rep. Jore
was a perfect tool to accomplish this.  They cut funding,
which they already wanted to do, and blamed the
representative from the Constitution Party of Montana.
Jore, a brother-in-arms when it came to ideology, proved
to be a means to an end.

Rep. William Glaser
(R-Huntley)
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Republicans were able to get three of their budget
bills out of the House by trimming back the spending to
get Jore’s vote.932  However, the 2007 Montana Legislature
ended without passing a budget for the next two years.933

Right-wing Republicans and Jore got exactly what
they wanted.  By not passing a budget, they made
government look dysfunctional and inept.  This fits with
their mantra that government is incapable of functioning
efficiently.  What this analysis disregards is that House
leadership obstructed the political process and ignored
public participation to implement their “six pack” budget
scheme.  Sales and his allies accomplished this by holding
the House GOP caucus together and keeping Jore as an
ally.  However, as legislators got ready to go home, the
fight for control of the Montana Republican Party was
just beginning.

Internal Dissent Bubbles to Surface

By the end of the session, cracks started to appear in
the Republican caucus, as some GOP lawmakers became
increasingly frustrated with their right-wing colleagues in
the House.  Reps. Sales and Lange had worked hard to
keep their fellow House Republicans in line.  However ,
the Senate was a dif ferent story.  Again, the budget for
Health and Human Services provides an example.  The
Senate Finance Committee pumped $160 million back into
the agency’s budget.  The action had bipartisan support.

Sen. Gregory Barkus (R-Kalispell) said, “The Senate
has again proved that they are a more deliberate and
reasonable body.”934  Sen. John Cobb (R-Augusta) said
House Republican leadership was acting like “thugs.”935

The Republican leadership in the House did little to
live down this growing reputation.  Towards the end of
the session, Democratic Governor Brian Schweitzer and
Rep. Lange met to discuss the budget and various tax
bills in an ef fort to work out a compromise.  After the
meeting, Lange told his fellow party members that the
governor had tried to bribe him by saying Lange would
get credit for tax cuts based on Democrat ideas.

“The governor can go straight to hell as far as I am
concerned for trying to do that,” Lange told the GOP
caucus.  “I’m pissed off at the S.O.B. on the second
floor that thinks he is going to run this state like a

dictator.”936  “So my message to the governor is
to stick it up your ass,” Lange continued, “That’s
my message to him.  Stick it up your ass.”  Some
members of the Republican caucus applauded
and started chanting “stay till May,” a reference
to a special session to work out a budget.937  “He
can table every bill I have,” Lange concluded.  “I
don’t give a shit.”938

After his tirade, Lange told the press:

“Everything I said in there is exactly what I
meant, exactly what I stand on, and I’m not
budging off one comment…I meant the truth.
That’s no showmanship.  That’s called dignity
and honor.”939

A reporter asked Lange if telling the governor
to shove something up his ass was honorable.
Lange said, “In the real world, you bet it is.  When

the shoe fits, wear it.” 940  After being criticized far and
wide for his conduct, Lange apologized for his language
on the House floor.941

Lange’s tirade added to the growing rift in the
Republican Party.  “This isn’ t the way I grew up, in
Montana, of doing business or speaking to people,” said
Rep. Bill Jones (R-Bigfork).  “I’d like more civil
discourse.”  Sen. John Brueggeman (R-Polson) added,
“To say (what Lange said) publicly makes Republicans
look unprofessional as a whole.” 942  Other GOP
lawmakers found it “galvanizing.”  Rep. Jesse O’Hara
(R-Great Falls) compared Lange’s outburst to a football
coach firing up his team before a game. 943

Republican Senators John Cobb (left-Augusta) and Gregory
Barkus (right-Kalispell) chastised the right-wing House
leadership for their ideological tactics.
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Republican Ideologues, Jore
Lose Control of the Special Session

Gov. Brian Schweitzer and his staf f recognized the
increased polarization within the GOP and took advantage
of it.  As expected, Schweitzer called a special session
for May 2007 to pass a budget. 944  During a weekend
before the special session, members of Schweitzer ’s
cabinet met at a lodge outside Helena with 13 Republican
lawmakers.  They hammered out a compromise that
served as the foundation for tax cuts, the budget, and

energy policy.  The
media described the
Republicans in at-
tendance as moderates.
However, the group did
include Rep. Lange. 945

Noticeably absent at
the pre-special session
gathering was House
Speaker Sales, who was
not invited, because the
Republicans present said
they only wanted people
who would negotiate.  By
the end of the weekend,

the participants had agreed to an 8.5% increase in school
funding over the next two years, and a $48 million cut in
the spending increases approved by the Senate during
the regular session. 946

Asked about the meeting, Sales said, “I think the fix
is in.”947  Rep. John Sinrud (R-Bozeman), chair of House
Appropriations, was also not at the gathering.  “Basically,
they’re going to shove this down our throat and say, ‘This
is the way it is,’” he stated.948  Sinrud and Sales were not
the only Republicans upset by the meeting.  Rep. Koopman
called the meeting an “unholy alliance” between “liberal
Republicans and a liberal governor.”949

The special session ended with the passage of a
budget for Montana.  The cracks in the Republican Party
continued to grow.

Fight Continues in Montana GOP

The tension in the Republican caucus came to a head
after the special session adjourned.  Republicans ousted
Lange from his position as House Majority Leader.  The
ultra-conservative members of the GOP caucus booted

Lange, feeling he had
violated their trust by
participating in the special
meeting between Gov .
Schweitzer’s staff and a
dozen Republicans before
the special session
convened.  “It didn’t sit well
with me, and it didn’t sit well
with the (Republican)
caucus,” House Speaker
Sales said.950

Not all members of the
Republican Caucus were
happy to see Lange removed.  Rep. Bill Jones (R-Bigfork)
said the Republicans voting for the ouster were
“destroying the party.”  “They just want the Constitutional
Republican right-wing party with a platform of no taxes,
no government, no mercy ,” he said. 951 Right-wing
Republicans said Lange wouldn’ t be the last casualty .
They talked about taking out moderates in the 2008
primary elections.952  Koopman would fulfill this prophecy
(see page 98 for more).

Democratic House Floor Leader Art Noonan (D-
Butte) wrote an editorial following the special session
recapping why passing a budget had been so difficult.
He said the tone of the legislature was set by “a
Republican ideology so narrow and rigid it didn’t even
represent mainstream Republicans.”  Instead of passing
policy to benefit all Montanans, Noonan stated, the House
GOP leadership was concerned with “conservative social
revolution” and the “radical conservatives’ hatred of
government.”953  What Noonan described was how the
House GOP, prodded and
bullied by its ideological
leadership, collectively
advocated an ideology
practically no different
from the Constitution Party
of Montana.

As the Montana
Republican Party prepared
for its 2007 Annual
Convention, the schisms in
the GOP remained close to
the surface.

The Republican Party
told Lt. Gov . John

Rep. Bill Jones
(R-Bigfork)

Rep. John Sinrud
(R-Bozeman)

Lt. Gov. John Bohlinger
(R-Billings)



86 The Radical Right Wing’s Collision With Mainstream Politics

Montana Human Rights Network (c) 2009

Meanwhile, Reps. Jesse O’Hara (R-Great Falls) and
Gordon Hendrick (R-Superior) told the media they liked
Romney’s message.958 Likewise, Sen. Jerry Black (R-
Shelby) said, “We need to move toward the middle—in
the mainstream—and we need to be able to negotiate
more effectively.”959  For right-wing Republicans, moving
toward the middle was not an option.

The fallout from infighting continued through the end
of 2007.  In November 2007, Rep. Bill Jones (R-Bigfork)
announced he was not going to run for re-election in 2008,
because he was uncomfortable with his GOP colleagues.
“My party has pushed a lot of people like me out of the
party,” Jones said.  He was a vocal supporter of expanding
the Children’s Health Insurance Program and full-day
kindergarten during the 2007 session.  Jones said he was
“uncomfortable” with the right-wing House leadership,
even though he had Religious Right credentials like
participating in anti-choice rallies.960  Jones characterized
his “divorce” from the GOP as amicable. 961

The Montana GOP now faced two challenges over
who represented “true conservatives.”  Right-wing
Republicans like Scott Sales and Roger Koopman were
actively trying to push their party further to the right.  At
the same, Rick Jore and the Constitution Party of Montana
were acting as an external force, constantly questioning
the “conservative credentials” of the Republican Party.

While this inside-outside dynamic wasn’ t new, it
generally didn’t play out as publicly as it did during 2007.
Montanans watched as ultra-conservative Republicans
teamed up with Jore during the 2007 Montana Legislature
to promote extreme ideology.  They also watched as the
fissures that started during the session within the GOP
continued through the end of the year.  It was clear that
the battle for “true conservatives” would continue to play
out during the 2008 election cycle.

Bohlinger (R-Billings) that he was not welcome at the
party’s convention.  Montana GOP  Executive Director
Chris Wilcox said Bohlinger was no longer a Republican.
“It’s pretty cut and dried,” he said.  “He [Bohlinger] filed
for office as part of a Democratic ticket.”  Bohlinger
stated he was still a Republican, but he was forced to run
as a Democrat because Montana law does not allow a
split gubernatorial ticket.  Bohlinger characterized the snub
as showing there was no longer room in the Montana
Republican Party for moderates.  “We were the party of
the big tent to accommodate elephants,” he said.  “Now,
it’s a pup tent.” 954

Perhaps the most vocal of the ultra-conservative
faction at the convention was Koopman.  He worried
there was “malaise” in his party “after getting beat to
death in the last legislative session.”  He didn’t want to
see another candidate for governor like former Gov. Marc
Racicot, whom he labeled too “liberal.”  Koopman claimed
people had approached him about running for governor;
however, he said it would take a groundswell of support
for him to undertake it.955

In a guest editorial about the upcoming gubernatorial
race, he worried the Republican Party would end up with
a “wishy-washy” moderate at the top of the ballot.  He
claimed that 2004 gubernatorial candidate Bob Brown
lost to Schweitzer because Brown was perceived as a
“liberal.”  Koopman said he would “actively support” any
“principled conservative” who declared for the office.956

The schism even showed in reaction to presidential
candidate Mitt Romney’s appearance.  Koopman said
Romney was a RINO (Republican In Name Only) and
no more of a Republican than the legislators who voted
with Democrats to pass Montana’ s budget.  “Frankly ,
there’s no unity between integrity and treachery ,” he
stated.  “What happened in the special session with some
Republicans was treachery .  It was out-and-out
abandonment of the Republican Caucus.” 957
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