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Madam Chairwoman and members of the committee: 

As a concerned citizen living in the state of Ohio, I hereby submit my written Testimony in 
opposition to SJR 6 (Term Limits). 

Several reasons against voting for SJR 6 are: 

- So called Term Limits is, I believe for some groups, a means to an end to have a 
national Article V convention.  A convention that calls for amendments and can also 
be used to alter or even discard our current Constitution. 

- The Framers of our Constitution have already provided a way to replace elected 
oƯicials who are either ineƯectual or simply just bad legislators.  That "way" is 
called "votes from an informed electorate," instead of handpicked, unelected 
delegates who will be given sovereign power over our US Constitution to do 
whatever they decide. 

- Term Limits are a popular "carrot" held out to well meaning, but 
uninformed/unaware citizens who are frustrated at bad behavior in 
government.  Therefore, they are willing to use term limits just to remove bad 
legislators.  BUT term limits would also remove the good legislators! What are the 
chances that newly elected legislators would have the needed experience and 
"working knowledge" to get their bills presented and voted on?  It would be a 
constant learning experience of trial by error for the new members of Congress. 

- Term Limits create a constant scenario of a 1/3 Lame Duck Congress.  What are the 
chances that lobbyist groups would use this expiring time limit to bribe the soon-to-
be term-limited Congressmen with lucrative job oƯers for when they will no longer 
be in public oƯice? If so, how would that potential "lobbyist hire" behave in his/her 
remaining term. Is it possible that he/she would be tempted to vote on bills that are 
backed and sponsored by the lobbyists' organizations/companies?  Unfortunately, I 
believe in too many cases they would. 

The real problem is not how long or how many terms - the real problem is that so many, 
including those already in oƯice, are not knowledgeable of our Constitution and many just 
simply ignore what it says.  A prime example is in the subject of spending. Our Constitution 



limits federal spending to the 18 enumerated powers in Article 1, Sec. 8. That constitutional 
requirement is just routinely ignored or usurped. 

Term Limits advocates should focus instead on getting the government back on track 
constitutionally, not just changing drivers in a mad race of wasteful and fraudulent 
spending. 

Requiring term limits is just a feel-good slogan and a campaign gimmick that keeps us from 
solving the problem. 

A quote I heard from a conservative Constitutional lawyer: “Take heed of 'Unintended 
consequences' of a term limits amendment.  As you decrease the powers of elected 
members of the US Senate and House by making them transient beings...you increase the 
powers of the 'deep state.' With a Term Limits amendment, elected members of Congress 
would be like train cars passing in the night - the real power would be solidified in the 
nameless, faceless, unelected bureaucrats who infest the Executive Branch and all its 
Agencies." 

The choice is this: Do we have, do you have, the courage to stand up for real change and 
responsibility or will you go with the false "easy fix" by supporting and promoting "term 
limits." 

Thank you for considering my thoughts on this subject. 

Barbara Burkard 


