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2024 Voters Guide Update 6: General Election (Please forward) 

Dick Pence – Billings, MT Cell 406-672-9207 rapence45@gmail.com 

The Left’s Crown Jewel Dominates in this election: 

  

Introduction and Perspective: 

Call them Progressives, call them Socialists, call them Leftists, call them 

Democrats, or call them the Neo-Marxists that they are – their Crown Jewel is 

now abortion. It is the god they worship. A crown jewel is “a group’s most prized 

asset or possession.”  Nearly every other female animal on the planet will give 

their life to protect their young. Only Homo-Sapien female’s Crown Jewel is their 

right to kill babies in the womb – and American women are the worst on the 

planet! How could this happen? 

Make no mistake, morality – ethics- whatever you want to call it - is on the ballot.  

We have this because of our silence.  The reason lawlessness is rampant is 

because our response has been too mild or completely lacking.  We can speak 

TRUTH without being hateful. 

The Backdrop – Understanding Differences:   

In 2005, Michael Savage argued in his best-seller that Liberalism is a Mental 

Disorder.  Is that language too harsh or hyperbolic? It probably is even for 2024 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/2024_Voters_Guide_-_General_Election.pdf
mailto:rapence45@gmail.com
https://duckduckgo.com/?hps=1&q=crown+jewel+meaning&atb=v364-1&ia=web
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Liberalism_Is_a_Mental_Disorder
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Liberalism_Is_a_Mental_Disorder


2 
 

conservatives, but was his analysis correct?  Interestingly, if you actually read a 

paragraph or two from the link above, you will see that Savage argued for the U.S. 

Constitution, the Bill of Rights, the Ten Commandments etc.  

But let’s look at this language from a different angle.  In the second half of the 

first chapter of the book of Romans, Pual is talking about the results of a person 

or society that has rejected God.  He says: 

Romans 1:21 “ For although they knew God, they neither glorified him as 

God nor gave thanks to him, but their thinking became futile and their 

foolish hearts were darkened.” (NIV) The NAS is even stronger saying they 

became futile in their speculations.  

Romans 1:28 explains further – “Furthermore, just as they did not think it 

worthwhile to retain the knowledge of God, so God gave them over to a 

depraved mind so that they do what ought not to be done.” 

Rienecker and Rogers in their Linguistic Key to the Greek New Testament 

elaborate on this phrase depraved mind saying - This is the reasoning 

faculty, especially pertaining to the moral actions, the intellectual part of 

the conscience. 

You may not like Savage’s language, but I would argue that Paul’s is even stronger! 

The Progressives have now openly rejected God and Paul makes it clear that with 

that rejection comes a huge change in ones thinking, reasoning, and intellectual 

perspective.  Draw your own conclusions, but mine is that Savage was right, the 

Progressives live with a different dictionary and a different mindset – a mental 

status that is depraved. And we wonder why there is a culture war? 

I will never vote for a Democrat for the above reasons and because the party has 

become evil. The Candidate has either embraced evil or is so naive that they can’t 

recognize it. For this reason, I will not write about particular candidates.   

Fast forward from Savage in 2005 to 2024, and now, those who oppose killing 

babies in the womb are labeled extreme. We’re the ones with the mental 

disorder!  
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So, how about Kamala Harris? Anyone who does NOT have a depraved mind will 

recognize that she is an anti-American, anti-god, person with a depraved mind.  

How do you vote for such a person, what does that make you?  

You can argue semantics, but in the end, is a person who favors killing a living 

human being in the womb in a normal state of mind?  

Don’t Take the Bate – An example of why I never trust a Democrat: 

My example is from a friend running for the Public Service Commission. At this 

LINK (also attached) you will see a letter of support for Brad Molnar written by Dr. 

Albert Olszewski. But first note that Brad’s Democratic opponent Susan Bilo had 

enough out-of-state- money to be front page 10/14/24 of the Billings Gazette 

saying “NO to unjust energy rates [whatever that means] and YES to clean and 

reliable energy” and we all know that is spelled GREEN.  The Democrats ads have 

been pushing the idea that if you elect them to the PSC, your utility rates will go 

down. Up front Dr. Al says “As you know America and Montana are under attack 

by environmental NGO’s. They are in the courts forcing the Montana Dept of 

Environmental Quality to include climate change in their decision, regardless of 

the facts.” On the second page Brad says two things that you ought to remember 

about this race and every other one. 

• The Biden/Harris Administration (and I will add every Democrate) want to 

control Montana’s energy future.   

• The Democrats ALWAYS have more money to lie with – in Jennifer Fielder’s 

race she is being outspent 59 to 1. Jennifer is a SOLD ROCK conservative. 

Outlining the Key Issues: 

There are only three races and three Citizens Initiatives that are officially non-

partisan.  The other issues are clearly Democrat vs. Republican. In the guide below 

I will speak at some length of these issues but here is a snap shot. 

The three races that are officially non-partisan relate to the Supreme Court and 

this may well be the most important races this session. Vote FOR: 

• Chief Justice of the Supreme Court – Cory Swanson is the clear 

conservative choice. You will see much more in the guide below.  

• Justice of the Supreme Court – Dan Wilson is the clear choice. 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Brad_Molnar_2024_Mailing.pdf
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• Clerk of the Supreme Court - Bowen Greenwood is the incumbent and 

clear choice. 

There are three Citizens Initiatives on the Ballot and I urge you to VOTE NO on all 

there is more info in the guide below: 

• CI – 128 Would enshrine abortion in the Montana Constitution 

• CI-126 This is a really bad idea, amongst other issues, if this passes you 

won’t know if you’re voting Republican, Democrate, Green, or Libertarian - 

the Ballot Won’t Tell you! Lots of out of state money.  

• CI - 127 This could require a runoff election and be more expensive. The 

language in this initiative is so vague as to make it dangerous 

This voter’s guide is written for the engaged voter, so there is considerable detail 

in spots.  However, there is a table of contents so you can choose what you read. 

Some have suggested that politics and worldview issues are in different purviews.   

Many Christian leaders have adopted this thinking arguing that politics - or 

cultural issues if you will - are not in their purview.  This has been the posture of 

too many churches.  

As the church has declined to teach about cultural issues, these issues have 

moved into the political arena. There is an old Axiom that states that Policy 

Promotes Practice. Translated that means once the public sees a policy being 

adopted politically, they tend to adopt that thinking. Prime Example, same-sex 

marriage was much less popular before the Supreme Court said it was the law.  

How could this happen?  Take three minutes and listen to The Spiral of Silence or 

read about it here or the end note The Spiral of Silence.   It is the reality that 

people, leaders in particular, are sensitive to whether their opinion is generally 

compatible with public opinion or influencers. In simplistic terms, the more one 

realizes that they are out-of-step with public opinion, particularly about moral- 

ethical issues, the more inclined they are to increasingly spiral more silent about 

those issues as culture spirals down 

I always strive to message through the lens of a Christian worldview, keeping in 

mind what Dutch theologian Abraham Kuper (1837 to 1920) prophesy when he 

said: 

https://duckduckgo.com/?hps=1&q=The+Spiral+of+Silence+in+simple+terms&atb=v364-1&iax=videos&iai=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.youtube.com%2Fwatch%3Fv%3DH02TjSCdHsc&ia=videos
https://www.britannica.com/topic/spiral-of-silence
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“There is not one square inch in the whole domain of our human existence over 

which Christ, who is Sovereign over all, does not cry, Mine!” 

Focus in this General Election: 

This focus will be on the Montana Supreme Court, the Presidency, and ballot 

initiatives. This edition of the Voter’s Guide relates to the November General 

election. If you wish to look back at my Voters Guide for the Primary you can find 

it Here. If you want to reference my earlier edition of the General it is here. 

Table of Contents: (The PDF version will give you page numbers)  

• Section 1: A Case for Speaking Truth More Courageously:  – p.1-5 

• Section 2: The Montana Supreme Court– Most Important Montana Race – 

p.5-8 

• Section 3: The Ballot Initiatives – from Evil to Deceptive. Note the excellent 

letter from Rob Natelson’s p.8-14 (Ballot wording of these three Citizens 

Initiative in the Endnotes.)  

• Section 4: The Presidential Election – will America embrace Marxism? Who 

is the Real Kamala Harris and Who is Your Neighbor? – p.14-17 

• Section 5: Feminism: The Stealth-Trojan-Horse that led us to this hour – 

this is really the foundation of all else in this guide.  P17-21.                                         

• Section 6: End Notes – p.21- 28 

The Montana Supreme Court, Our Most Important Choice - Supposedly Non-

Partisan: Again, the Progressives have TONS of out-of-state-money. 

There are two open seats. Our MT supreme court is arguably the most LEFT 

leaning in America. Make no mistake, this will be a battle and the Democrats have 

already taken the gloves off. They know that there are issues they can’t win by 

legislation so they work to control the courts.  

The two liberals are obviously activists that have been recruited by the 

Progressives. They have Corey Swanson and Dan Wilson are endorsed by ALL the 

conservatives that I trust. You can read about them on their web pages.  

Cory Swanson for Chief Justice, Townsend, MT swansonforjustice.com  Cory is a 

solid conservative. No other candidate has more Montana state courtroom 

experience than Cory Swanson. Cory joined the Montana National Guard in 1997 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/UPDATE_7_-_2024_Voters_Guide_to_Key_Montana_Races.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/2024_Voters_Guide_Update_4_-_General_Election.pdf
https://swansonforjustice.com/
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and was commissioned as a 2nd Lieutenant in 1998. He was deployed to the 

Middle East three times and currently holds the rank of Colonel. He got his law 

degree at the University of Montana. In January 2013, Swanson was hired as a 

Deputy Attorney General in the Montana Department of Justice. Cory’s challenger 

is…  

Jeremiah (Jerry) Lynch, for Chief Justice.  Lives in Missoula, Butte native. 

lynchformontana.com Jeremiah (Jerry) Jerry served 13 years as a Federal 

Magistrate – he has never been elected to a bench position. At age 71 he is 

coming out of retirement (2019) to run. The question is why?  

Progressives can be very crafty at disguising motives, especially in the judiciary. 

The ACLU (a Marxist organization) is financing TV ads boldly promoting that he will 

fight to protect abortion from the bench even as our current Supreme Court has 

with CI-128.  

You often have to pick up bits and pieces from different articles. One of the things 

you begin to sense with this individual is a motive of activism on issues. As you 

are vetting candidates, look for buzz words or phrases, so let’s look at a couple 

here:   

• He is very Pro-Abortion: In the one-minute video on his webpage you hear. 

He is a Staunch advocate of the Montana Constitution with its “protection 

for the right to privacy” – this phrase has been used by our Supreme Court 

to support the right to abortion. (See Armstong v. State issue discussion).  

• He is a Climate Change Activist: The Montana Constitution guarantee of “a 

clean and healthful environment” – this phrase is currently being used by a 

group of kids from Missoula to sue the state for environmental pollutions 

and our Supreme Court has taken their side.  

• More Environmentalism: Embraces a sustainable future for the Big Sky 

State – the word sustainable is almost always a signal of environmentalism 

and if you read his experience, you find this in his background.   

• He speaks of the “brilliant career in public service of Chief Justice McGrath.” 

Actually, McGrath has the distinction of presiding for 16 years over the 

most liberal state supreme court in America.  

https://lynchformontana.com/why-judge-jerry-lynch1
https://montanafreepress.org/2022/10/11/abortion-rights-advocates-rally-gustafson-supreme-court-race/
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Judge Dan Wilson - for Associate Supreme Court Judge, from Kalispell. Find him 

at wilsonforjustice.com  Dan is the clear choice for Associate Justice.  In a 

meeting with Judge Wilson, you encounter a measured man who is committed to 

the rule of law.  He does not cave to special interests. This is the kind of man we 

want on our highest court.  He, alone, took on Governor Bullock’s Covid 

mandates and destroyed them in Western Montana.  

In case you’re wondering why Dan did not get the vote count in the Primary 

election that his opponent did, the explanation is this. There were three 

candidates for this office, two considered conservative. Jerry O’Neil was the other 

conservative-libertarian candidate who took about 20K votes. Reality is that, while 

Jerry appears to be a good man, he was not qualified to run for this office, and 

never should have been on the ballot.  You have to be recognized to be a lawyer 

by the State Supreme Court and have to have practiced for five years. O’Neil had 

done neither. The Republican Party failed to challenge this, and so did the 

Commissioner of Political Practices – both should have.  Little wonder why the 

Democrats didn’t challenge this – it had potential to work in their favor. Jerry had 

worked on the Reservations, but not as a member of the Bar. You can argue that 

lawyers should not have to complete law school and could just take the Bar. Fine 

but change the law, don’t just complain.  If you’re looking for an in-depth 

explanation of this issue, The Jerry O’Neil Candidacy for the MT Supreme Court, 

The Montana Constitution and Probably Legal Outcome on our website.  

Judge Katherine Bidegaray for Associate Court Judge. How do you spell LEFTIST? 

Bidegaray is a far-LEFT extremist who has distributed Black Lives Matter and DEI 

(Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion) propaganda.  This marks her as a Marxist! She is 

also an Abortion and Environmental activist.  

Judge Katherine Bidegaray from Sidney. Reported to be endorsed by the Montana 

Trial Lawyers Association. Translation? Big$. Knowledgeable people have serious 

questions about this lady’s professional skills.  Every person I talked to labeled her 

as an activist.  She met Dan when they both filed.  He pledged to run an honest 

campaign, she agreed.  Since then, she has accused him of accepting dark money 

and – in typical Democrat fashion – has invented lies of every sort. Those in 

eastern Montana cringe at the idea of this woman being on our high court. 

https://www.wilsonforjustice.com/
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/The_Jerry_O_Neal_MT_Suppreme_Count_Candidacy_Analized.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/The_Jerry_O_Neal_MT_Suppreme_Count_Candidacy_Analized.pdf
https://bidegarayformontana.com/biography
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The ACLU (a Marxist organization) is financing TV ads boldly promoting that she 

will fight to protect abortion from the bench even as our current Supreme Court 

has with CI-128.  

But more concerning is her statements about the current Supreme Court 

situation - this is what liberals are saying about her: 

“In the face of current unprecedented challenges confronting the Montana 

Supreme Court, including assaults on the rule of law that endanger the 

liberties and rights dear to Montanans, Judge Bidegaray grasps the 

magnitude of these issues. She stands ready to confront these challenges 

head-on, committed to defending the Constitution and delivering justice for 

everyone. 

If you are aware of the current LEFTISM in our Supreme Court and some of their 

shenanigans, you know this is dangerous language.  They have been challenged 

for doing “polling on bills in the legislature” – a move that is clearly compromising 

and much more.   

More Buzz words - she has also said she is a visionary, an innovator… poised not 

merely to follow, but to lead. This is activist language.  We don’t want this activist 

judge anywhere near the Montana Supreme Court.  

On her webpage you read “Alongside her then-husband, she raised five children 

on their family farm/ranch in northeastern Montana.” What you don’t see is that 

she divorced that husband and is now allegedly living with another man.   

It is absolutely essential – above all else – that we get Cory Swanson and Judge 

Dan Wilson elected. We will likely have CI-128 on the ballot putting what will 

make abortion engrained in the Montana Constitution for two reasons. This 

liberal court that does Planned Parenthood’s bidding and weak pastors who refuse 

to teach on abortion from the pulpit. Two years ago, the voters of Yellowstone 

County cast 11,000, votes for wildly liberal Ingrid Gustafson and defeated 

conservative James Brown.  NEVER AGAIN! 

Montana Ballot Initiatives – from Evil to Deceptive: 

This should tell you everything from front page Billings Gazette 9/17/24 

“MT’s expensive constitutional initiatives get national backing” [out of state $s] 

https://bidegarayformontana.com/katherinesstory
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I recommend that you VOTE NO on CI-128, 126, and 127. CI-128 is backed by 

Planned Parenthood and their friends, CI-126 and 127 are backed by Montanans 

for Election Reform and as you will see below, they are backed by some very 

liberal money groups.  

You can read about the requirement of these three measures at this address.  

CI – I28 Vote NO – WARNING! All conservative advisors agree, if it is on the 

ballot, it will pass and it probably will be on the ballot. We need your voice. 

• Find a Comprehensive Resource Guide on CI-128 HERE – Five Sources 

• The ONLY thing that could stop this colossal evil – outside of divine 

intervention - would be if Pastors and Christians across Montana would 

teach to persuade and teach to equip on abortion  

• This will create a constitutional right to abortion. It is very vague, there 

are no real boundaries on who can approve this. It also opens the door to 

Transgender surgeries etc.  Human traffickers could easily get a girl who 

was pregnant an abortion. This is the evilest thing I have seen in my life 

time. I will link here to helpful information that you can easily download or 

print:  

Here are six excellent resources that you can download and use - each of 

these is unique and well worth examining: 

• Constitutional Scholar Rob Natelson’s Analysis of CI-128 Most recent and 

excellent.  This document exposes the Supreme Court in MT and the 128 

sponsors – just a few bullet points: 

o Some of the basic professional standards were violated by the 

drafters. 

o While abortion rights generally are thought of as women’s rights, CI-

128 nowhere mentions women. Instead, the text speaks of the 

prerogative of a “pregnant patient” or “person”. 

o There are huge concerns about the use of the term “fetal viability” – 

p. 2 7 6 

o Based on the court’s recent precedents, it is clear that CI-128 does 

not comply with the “separate vote” rule. p.3 

o CI-128 gives life-and-death power to “treating health care 

professionals,” but never defines who they are. P.5 

https://yeson126mt.com/
https://yeson126mt.com/
https://sosmt.gov/elections/ballot_issues/proposed-2024-ballot-issues/
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Comprehensive_Resources_for_CI-128.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/2024-0905-Natelson-CI-128_3.pdf
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o CI-128 could literally convert Montana into a cesspool of unlicensed 

and unscrupulous quacks who prey on unhappy women. 

o One likely goal was to leverage this language in future litigation, 

presumably to claim constitutional status for “gender fluidity.” P.7 

o The upshot is that those who vote for CI-128 are not voting merely 

for reproductive rights. They are offering constitutional support for 

biological males to invade women’s sports, for surgical mutilation of 

children, and for other aspects of the “gender fluidity” program. P.7 

 

• Why you should VOTE No on CI-128 (This is a current piece from the 

Montana Family Foundation – very brief and to the point. Their three bullet 

points about this radical abortion measure are: 

o No Parents – this eliminates existing parental notification for minors 

o No Doctors – any so-called heath care professional can decide if the 

abortion is necessary to protect the mother’s health.  

o No Limits – this radical change to our constitution erases decades of 

well-vetted laws to protect women and babies. Abortion will be 

allowed at any stage of a pregnancy. 

• CI-128 Fact Sheet – Montana Catholic Conference - excellent detail, exposes 

all those pushing this evil. 

• Montana Catholic Bishops Letter  - every Catholic household in Montana 

recently received these two resources in the mail. Gracious but pointed and 

factual.  

• Lutherans For Life and the LCMS have done an excellent, in-depth piece for 

those who want their questions answered. Their key points are: 

o What CI-128 is! – any change to our constitution should be a matter 

of grave importance. CI-128 would state that abortion is a 

fundamental right of every citizen. That would put abortion on the 

same level as the right to freedom of religion, or speech. Is abortion 

really that kind of fundamental right? 

o What CI 128 Does! Makes Montana one of the most proabortion 

states… There are yet no other states granting this right by 

constitution…Designates any health care provider fit to prescribe 

abortion… Renders any health concern an excuse for abortion. 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Vote_No_CI-128_PDF_New.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/CI-128_Fact_Sheet_Aug_Update_Catholic_Conferance.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/BishopLetterFinal08-28-2024.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/LFL_Vote_to_Protect_Life_Brochure_Final.pdf
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o Who We Are! Outlines the background, values, and goals of 

Yellowstone Lutherans for Life. 

• How to Defend Your Pro-Life Views in 5 Minutes  from Life Training 

Institute   presents a rational argument against abortion that you can use 

with a non-Christian. Note the use of the S.L.E.D. acronym to make the 

case. Very effective tool. 

• CI – 128 – Talking Points  

• CI-128 – Six Things to Know   

NOTE: CI-127 is detailed below 126 because my 127 writeup is long 

CI – 127 VOTE No (This is a change) – (see additional information in the Endnotes) 

This could require a runoff election and be more expensive. The language in this 

initiative is so vague as to make it dangerous. Would this apply only to the 

General Election, or to both General and Primaries – it does not say.?  Could 

Democrats cross over and vote against the candidate they don’t like?  Montana 

has open primaries so this could happen. Way too many unanswered questions 

in this wording. Ballot Language:   

CI-126 – Vote NO, a really bad idea.  

CI-126: R-D-G or L: What Ideology Are You Supporting? If this passes you won’t 

know if you’re voting Republican, Democrate, Green, or Libertarian - the Ballot 

Won’t Tell you! Again, follow the Progressive money trail! 

Will big money determine how Montana Votes?  (See below) 
CI-126 leaves this question unresolve - would you know who the candidate was in 
terms of their affiliation – Republican, Democrat, Green Party etc.? Any person in 
touch with reality knows that so-called non-partisan races are NOT non-partisan.  
An example to consider: In the Montana Senate Primary, in western Montana, a 
certain Republican won by a strong margin.  If 126 passes, that person, his 
republican challengers, and the Democrat would run in the General election.  If CI 
126 were in effect, the Republican vote would be split and the Democrat would 
almost certainly win. That appears to be the nefarious intent of 126. 
This is apparently being financed and pushed by moderate to liberal groups who 

are spending of millions of dollars to get this done, probably from out of state. 

The result will be more moderates-liberal and the liberal Republican Solutions 

Caucus will benefit.  Why isn’t the Governor’s group pushing back?  

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/FiveMinute1_How_To_Defend_Pro_Life_in_5_minutes.pdf
https://lifetraininginstitute.org/
https://lifetraininginstitute.org/
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Ballot_Measure_CI_-_128_Montana_Family_Foundation.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Six_Things_CI_128_Will_Do-3.pdf
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Virtually every election would result in an expensive run-off. You could easily 

have four candidates, depending upon who filed in the Primary  

NOTE:  Below you will see four organizations financing this I could only find 

information on three of them.  These are moderate to liberal organizations: 

• Article lV: – I have not yet been able to find info on this group, but note that they 
are the primary contributor, giving $2,659,000.  

• United America PAC: Previously known as the Centrist Project, its goal is to 

reform the political system bridging the partisan divide. The Centrist 

Manifesto suggest “ A vision - and detailed road map to power - for a new 

party that will champion America’s rational center.”  Unite America works by 

making strategic investments to accelerate the democracy reform movement. 
Through the Unite America Fund, the organization invests in campaigns across 
four key reform areas: 

• Ranked Choice Voting 

• Open Primaries 

• Independent Redistricting Commissions 

• Vote at Home 

• Action Now Inc. – while they claim to be “a philanthropy dedicated to 

tackling some of the most pressing problems in the United States” you will 

find that they have supported Health Care for All, Clean Energy Buyers 

Assoc. and other Obama efforts.  

• Sixteen Thirty Fund: Here is a little hint of who they are 

“a Sixteen Thirty Fund grantee, is an organization led by changemakers 

fighting for social, racial, and economic transformation…. Sixteen Thirty 

Fund and the projects we support are fighting for economic equity, 

affordable health care, climate solutions, racial justice, voter access, and 

other essential social-change goals.” 

• From Ballot Pedia https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-

Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024) 

The Montana Top-Four Primary Initiative is on the ballot in Montana as an initiated 
constitutional amendment on November 5, 2024. 

A "yes" vote supports creating a top-four primary system for elections for 
governor, lieutenant governor, state executives, state legislators, and 
congressional offices, in which all candidates would run in one primary and the 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Unite_America
https://www.amazon.com/The-Centrist-Manifesto/dp/B00HUWH63A/ref=sr_1_1?adgrpid=1338106213561927&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.Xw60y5Oefae4IG5PX_ItH9mNHuxO_05Lvbk3obC7GEVMm_H6Wth9x3mUJM_GqrQHvAO2s1EDMt3UbFg7lvUpihIxbZ_3p-T5FCBYQbwSbYBH2koe5dLKUSaVX-CBvlEV.Mgg2ZtPtH7038QJMCml27xMsXGSUoR63WgIe0Ei07uo&dib_tag=se&hvadid=83631877558171&hvbmt=be&hvdev=c&hvlocphy=109905&hvnetw=o&hvqmt=e&hvtargid=kwd-83631977051737%3Aloc-190&hydadcr=22562_13494426&keywords=the+centrist+manifesto&msclkid=eedd4ac98b251ffa52962c1abaad195c&qid=1725116890&sr=8-1
https://www.amazon.com/The-Centrist-Manifesto/dp/B00HUWH63A/ref=sr_1_1?adgrpid=1338106213561927&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.Xw60y5Oefae4IG5PX_ItH9mNHuxO_05Lvbk3obC7GEVMm_H6Wth9x3mUJM_GqrQHvAO2s1EDMt3UbFg7lvUpihIxbZ_3p-T5FCBYQbwSbYBH2koe5dLKUSaVX-CBvlEV.Mgg2ZtPtH7038QJMCml27xMsXGSUoR63WgIe0Ei07uo&dib_tag=se&hvadid=83631877558171&hvbmt=be&hvdev=c&hvlocphy=109905&hvnetw=o&hvqmt=e&hvtargid=kwd-83631977051737%3Aloc-190&hydadcr=22562_13494426&keywords=the+centrist+manifesto&msclkid=eedd4ac98b251ffa52962c1abaad195c&qid=1725116890&sr=8-1
https://www.uniteamerica.org/uniteamericafund
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Instant-runoff_voting
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Open_primaries_in_the_United_States
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Postal_voting
https://www.causeiq.com/organizations/action-now-initiative,454083809/
https://www.sixteenthirtyfund.org/
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024)
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024)
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_2024_ballot_measures
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana
https://ballotpedia.org/Initiated_constitutional_amendment
https://ballotpedia.org/Initiated_constitutional_amendment
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_2024_ballot_measures
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top-four vote getters would advance to the general election regardless of 
party. 

A "no" vote opposes creating a top-four primary system for elections for 
governor, lieutenant governor, state executives, state legislators, and 
congressional offices, thereby maintaining Montana's existing open partisan 
primary system. 

 
Montanans for Election Reform is backing two ballot measures – CI-126 and CI-
127. Here you see their spokesman, former Republican legislator Frank Garner on 
NBC News  The  committee leading the campaign in support of the top-four primary 
initiative and the majority vote requirement to win elections initiative. The 
committee reported $4.93 million in contributions and $3.48 million in 
expenditures.[2] 

 
Cash 

Contribution
s 

In-Kind 
Contribution

s 

Total 
Contributions 

Cash 
Expenditure

s 

Total 
Expenditures 

Suppor
t $4,933,615.00 $1,554.62 $4,935,169.6

2 $3,486,511.38 $3,488,066.0
0 

Oppose $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Support 
The following table includes contribution and expenditure totals for the committee 
in support of the initiative.[3] 

Committees in support of CI-126 

Committee 
Cash 

Contributions 

In-Kind 

Contributions 

Total 

Contributions 

Cash 

Expenditures 

Total 

Expenditures 

Montanans for 

Election 

Reform 

$4,933,615.00 $1,554.62 $4,935,169.62 $3,486,511.38 $3,488,066.00 

Total $4,933,615.00 $1,554.62 $4,935,169.62 $3,486,511.38 $3,488,066.00 

Donors 

The following were the top donors to the support committee.[3] 

Donor Cash 
Contributions 

In-Kind 
Contributions 

Total 
Contributions 

Article IV $2,659,000.00 $0.00 $2,659,000.00 

United America PAC $1,200,000.00 $0.00 $1,200,000.00 

https://yeson126mt.com/
https://nbcmontana.com/news/beyond-the-podium/decision-2024-montanans-for-election-reform-propose-changes-to-voting
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-127,_Majority_Vote_Required_to_Win_Elections_Initiative_(2024)
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024)#cite_note-mfer-2
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024)#cite_note-finance-3
https://ballotpedia.org/Montana_CI-126,_Top-Four_Primary_Initiative_(2024)#cite_note-finance-3
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Action Now Inc $185,000.00 $0.00 $185,000.00 

Sixteen Thirty Fund $130,250.00 $0.00 $130,250.00 

Opposition 
Ballotpedia has not located committees registered to oppose the initiative. 

My questions appear in brackets [ ] 

Ballot Language: A CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE 

PETITION CI-126 amends the Montana Constitution to provide a top-four primary 

election. All candidates, regardless of political party, appear on one ballot. The 

four candidates receiving the most votes advance to the general election. A 

candidate may list a political party preference, but a candidate isn’t required to 

be nominated by a political party. [How would you know if the candidate was a 

Green Party candidate or a Republican?] A candidate’s political party preference 

isn’t an endorsement by the political party. The legislature may require candidates 

gather signatures up to five percent of the votes received by the winning 

candidate in the last election to appear on the ballot. All voters may vote for one 

candidate for each covered office. CI-126 applies to elections for governor and 

lieutenant governor, secretary of state, auditor, attorney general, superintendent 

of public instruction, state representative, state senator, United States 

representative, and United States Senator. 

President of the United States 

 Dangerous Choices & Challenging Personal Decisions about Messaging: 

Many of the Founders told us – in varying language: 

“When a great democracy is destroyed, it will not be from enemies 

without, but rather because of enemies from within.” And here we are!  

An in-depth look at Kamala Harris and Tim Walz: 

First, a couple of resources that will help you understand just how anti-American 

the Harris ticket is: 

• An interview with Curtis Bowers and Trevor Loudon: Trevor is a leading 

authority on everything Marxism-Communism. Communist Kamala and her 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Curtis_Bowers_interviews_Trevor_Loudon_on_Communist_Kamal_Harris_and_her_running_mate_Tim.pdf
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Running Mate Tim. Of all the things I have seen, this is the best 28 minutes 

exposing how evil, pagan, and anti-American these two are.  You will not 

regret spending this time.   

Kamala Harris - the only difference between her and Vladimir Putin or Xi Jinping 

of China is that they are not stupid, she is!  Her worldview and ideology are the 

same. Kamala Harris has taken up arms against the United States as surely as if 

she had a gun to our head! If you think that is hyperbole, keep reading - for your 

country, your kids, and for your faith. Let me say it plainly! Anyone, who votes for 

these two has taken up arms against America and the God of the universe!  

• Four years ago, Trevor Loudon (the leading authority on Communism on the 

planet) wrote Why is No One (Except Trump) Calling Out Kamala Harris’s 

Communist ties?   

• Major General USMC (Ret.) Geoffrey Higginbotham says this same thing in a 

slightly different manner in his article The History of Kamala Harris – How 

Bad Can it Get?  (Interestingly, even with Duck-Duck-GO, you may not find 

these two articles – it will immediately jump to FACT CHECK?) 

As bad as Biden was, Harris is much worse.  This Feminist is the evilest candidate 

in my life time.  

Kamala fits this Radical Feminist- Marxist-Abortion Narrative to the “T” 

Yes, Marxism is everywhere. While Kamala is not the first Marxist candidate – 

Bidens, Clintons, and Obamas are all Marxist, Harris is openly Communist – no 

longer feeling like she needs to hide it. Biden was a puppet, Obama may not be 

the key driver of this far LEFT movement, but he has found the doofus who is 

willing to bring Marxism forward in the Democrat Party. Her VP choice, Tim Walz, 

Governor of Minnesota cheered at the Black Lives Matter crowd, destroyed 

Minneapolis, and she did all she could to get these criminals out of jail. They are a 

perfect match.  

Maj. Gen. Geoffrey Higgenbotham’s tells a story of her and her family’s life-long 

dedication to Marxism, especially of the Chinese Communist variety.  Kamala was 

radicalized as a child – she knows no other doctrines.  

Trevor Loudon exposed her even more. Both writers describe her as LEFT of 

Bernie Sanders, and a rabid Socialist. Her parents were LEFTIST-Marxist.  She is 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Curtis_Bowers_interviews_Trevor_Loudon_on_Communist_Kamal_Harris_and_her_running_mate_Tim.pdf
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/This%20has%20been%20the%20attitude%20of%20most%20evangelical%20churches%20and%20their%20excuse%20for%20silence
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/This%20has%20been%20the%20attitude%20of%20most%20evangelical%20churches%20and%20their%20excuse%20for%20silence
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/This%20has%20been%20the%20attitude%20of%20most%20evangelical%20churches%20and%20their%20excuse%20for%20silence
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/This%20has%20been%20the%20attitude%20of%20most%20evangelical%20churches%20and%20their%20excuse%20for%20silence
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what informed writers call a Red-Diaper-Baby because she has never known 

anything but Marxism.  

Like many good Progressive women, she slept her way to the top.  After college, 

30-year-old Harris became the mistress of 60-year-old Willie Brown, a Democratic 

Marxist. He helped her become the AG of California and later a U.S. Senator.  

Today, Willie Brown is widely regarded as one of the Chinese Communist Party's 

best friends in the San Francisco Bay Area.  

Harris has long aggressively supported Marxist Black Lives Matter; the Black 

Panther Party served as the model for creation of the Black Lives Matter. Don’t 

miss the fact that homosexual Karine Jean-Pierre was her chief of staff before 

becoming Bidon’s press secretary. Pierre also worked for Movon.org.  She is from 

the Haiti Communist party. Kamala’s husband is waist-deep in Chinese 

Communism.  

Interestingly, Higgenbotham makes the following observation about Kamala  

“Office holders are not subject to the security clearance process. If the FBI 

did a Background Investigation on Kamala Harris, she never would have 

passed, because of her 40-year close ties with Marxists, Communists, 

Maoists, and Communist China.”  

Trevor Loudon chimes in…  

“If Harris was to apply for a mid-level job in the Department of Agriculture, 

she would almost certainly fail the security background check. She owes 

her entire career to sympathizers or active enablers of the Chinese 

Communist Party.” 

But there is much more! 

But now comes the hard part that will separate the principled from the 

unprincipled – will we hide our lights under a bushel or will we boldly love our 

neighbors?  We all have neighbors, relatives, and friends that are Democrats.  It’s 

time we stand for God! YOU, WE, need to think prayerfully and carefully about 

how we are going to tell these people that if they vote for Harris, they - also– have 

taken up arms against America – just as she has!  We need to risk those 

relationships to stand for TRUTH and GODLINESS! To do anything else is not Agapy 

love that “seeks the welfare of the other even when it comes at our expense.” 

https://www.urbandictionary.com/define.php?term=red%20diaper%20baby
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Karine_Jean-Pierre
https://www.opensecrets.org/orgs/moveon-org/summary?id=D000022122
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A warning shot across the bow to those who think they can flirt with this 

Marxism and call themselves Christians.  You can be a Christian; you can be a 

Marxist, but you can’t be both 

Former President Donald J. Trump – Being clear eyed and honest: 

It will be to our strategic advantage to be honest with those questioning the 

Trump campaign – he has also had issues, but they are mild by comparison. I am 

troubled by the blind loyalty I see with the Trumpsters!  This is not helpful; it plays 

to the LEFTs message when we show no objectivity.  

With that said, lets also be clear eyed that with all his warts, Trump has done 

more for Christianity – and conservativism – than all of the other Republican 

Presidents combined, in my lifetime 

It will help our message for Trump if we concede that:  

• The Republican Platform was drastically changed in Detroit without 

delegates being allowed to vote. It is much softer on abortion – with the 

Trump campaigns approval.  

• We also need to be clear-eyed that many of our friends are hesitant to vote 

for Trump because of his moral failures. I think that is not wisdom, but it is 

real and we need to make the case to them. We have work to do! 

Feminism – the Stealth-Trojan-Horse: The Source of All the Rest: 

Why It Matters – In Montana and America. 

I will address the Feminization of our culture because it is a critical issue in this 

election.  From a worldview perspective, I believe it is the most important issue of 

our times. However, I believe the data and the polls reinforce my argument.  

Knowing what we should do: I Chronicles 12:32 is a challenge for us, just as it was 

for the men of Issachar in their day, to understand our times and know what to 

do. With that in mind, I will take a moment to address what I believe is a defining 

issue in our times.  

Addressing the outcomes of Radical Feminism is difficult because the public is so 

unaware of its history and influences. As you research the subject, you soon 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/You_Can_Be_A_Christian_You_can_Be_Marxist_but_You_Can_t_be_Both.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/You_Can_Be_A_Christian_You_can_Be_Marxist_but_You_Can_t_be_Both.pdf
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realize that the Feminist movement was a primary tool of the Marxists to change 

America! 

I will also outline why I am persuaded that this issue could deliver the 

Presidency to a Radicalized, Feminist.  Have you been following the polls that 

indicate that women – especially young women - are breaking for Kamala?  Follow 

me for a few minutes.  

The movement’s roots are deeply embedded in Cultural Marxism. In fact, the 

Marxists have used this movement for a century – much the same as they are now 

using Critical Race Theory and Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion today. You can see 

some of the studies I have made in six books in the End Notes below.  You will see 

that I have filtered through about 2,000 pages by some excellent authors, not to 

mention dozens of articles.  

Every one of the leaders of this movement have been broken people- mostly 

women - who were intensely committed to Marxism.  One of their main themes 

has been selling the Marxist theme of “the oppressed and the oppressors? By 

the 60’s they had progressed to the point where they could sell this to American 

housewives – promoting the idea that you were “just a housewife” and not a 

career woman, you had been deprived of your rights. And it sold like hot cakes on 

a frosty morning.   

Marxists worked, starting a century ago, with key influencers to give us the 

Feminist movement and abortion, the sexual revolution, the Trans movement, and 

same-sex marriage etc. all followed.   

This ideology is not well recognized – much less – understood. Being free from its 

influence – in America – is like trying to swim in a pool without getting wet. In her 

excellent book The End of Woman: How Smashing the Patriarchy Has Destroy Us, 

Carrie Gress outlines - just the history - not the philosophies of this movement in 

the last 100 years.  On our Big Sky Worldview website, I have uploaded just 10 

articles of the scores that I have read on this issue under Resources/library you 

will find Feminism – Understanding its History and Influence. Just three articles 

for your consideration that may help you understand why I risk talking about this 

volatile subject. 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2024/08/19/harris-poll-surge-is-driven-heavily-by-women-younger-voters/
https://www.amazon.com/s?k=the+end+of+woman+by+dr.+carrie+gress&crid=V0K3H4G095SO&sprefix=The+End+of+WOman%2Caps%2C149&ref=nb_sb_ss_ts-doa-p_1_16
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/The%20End%20of%20Woman:%20How%20Smashing%20the%20Patriarchy%20Has%20Destroyed%20Us%20by%20Carrie%20Gress
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/library
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• From 2018 Kevin Willamson writes Dismissing Feminism? A Definition 

Problem where he exposes how Marxist propaganda infiltrates this issue. 

• In his 2018 article in the Federalist, Joseph D’Hippolito writes How The 

Left’s Attachment to Abortion Reflects Its Inner Marxism.  

• To really understand how this all fits together and has all happened (or is 

happening) I highly recommend Dr. Del Tackett’s article (you can read or 

listen) The Loss of the Noble Male and The Rise of Malevolent Compassion. 

Here, an internationally respected author of The Truth Project, explains the 

process we are watching of the role-reversal ordained in Genesis 1-3. 

If you think conservative women won’t vote for a woman just because she is a 

woman, take a look at Montana! I have made the case in some detail (p.3) that 

Republican woman in the Western Montana Congressional race in 2022 cast 

thousands of votes for a candidate only because she was a woman. Don’t believe 

me?  Follow the LINK and draw your own conclusions.  

What about America?  This above mentioned article, (how women are breaking 

for Kamala) is complex but this part is of what it points to:  

…Across the six states identified above, though, there was a 10-point shift in 

the margin to Harris’ benefit among women — almost twice as large in the 

Sun Belt states (Arizona, Georgia and Nevada) than in the “blue wall” states 

(Michigan, Pennsylvania and Wisconsin) …. 

There is lots to consider, the article Kamala Harris’ Chances in November Could 

Hinge on Women’s voting Surge is even more troubling.  

Abortion is on the ballot, just as it is in Montana, and you’re dreaming if you think 

large numbers of Republican women won’t support it. Why? Partly because they 

have never heard a good case made against abortion in their churches. This is a 

key reason why we need to pray for CI-128 to be defeated – abortion is popular in 

Montana       . 

But the march goes on as shown by this article The Gender Gap Widens in the 

Harris Trump Contest. 

Take the recent New Your Times/Sierna College poll Harris holds a 14-point 

lead over Trump among likely female voters (55% to 41%), while Trump 

https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Dismissing_Feminism_-_A_Defintion_Problem.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/Dismissing_Feminism_-_A_Defintion_Problem.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/How_The_Lefts_Attachment_To_Abortion_Reflects_Its_Inner_Marxism.html.docx.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/How_The_Lefts_Attachment_To_Abortion_Reflects_Its_Inner_Marxism.html.docx.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/3_7_Threats_to_Our_Times_Part_3_THe_Loss_of_the_Noble_Male_and_the_Rise_of_Malevolent_Compassion.pdf
https://www.bigskyworldview.org/content/docs/Library/OCCUPIED_How_a_Republican_Cabal_and_a_Compromised_Church_Has_Stalemated_Montana.pdf
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2024/08/19/harris-poll-surge-is-driven-heavily-by-women-younger-voters/
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/kamala-harriss-chances-in-november-could-hinge-on-a-womens-voting-surge/
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/kamala-harriss-chances-in-november-could-hinge-on-a-womens-voting-surge/
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/gender-gap-widens-harris-trump-contest-politics-desk-rcna164163
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/gender-gap-widens-harris-trump-contest-politics-desk-rcna164163
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holds a 17-point lead among men (56% to 39%). That’s a net 31-point 

gender gap. 

OR 

It’s even bigger in the latest Quinnipiac University poll, where women are 

breaking for Harris by 16 points (56% to 40%) and men are siding with 

Trump by 23 points (60% to 37%). (Note: The Quinnipiac poll was conducted 

before and after Biden exited the 2024 race.) That’s a whopping 39-point 

gender gap.  

If your still in denial, take a look at the bar graphs in this article if you think 

women aren’t breaking for Kamala.  

 

It is critical that people understand who Kamala Harris is, she perfectly fits the 

mold you will see below.  In the Federalist article (08/07/24) Hating Men is Now 

the Democratic Campaign Strategy, we see that Harris knows who her voting 

base is and it is women of all stripes, particularly single women. Just a couple of 

relevant quotes: 

https://thefederalist.com/2024/08/07/hating-men-is-now-the-democrats-campaign-strategy/?
https://thefederalist.com/2024/08/07/hating-men-is-now-the-democrats-campaign-strategy/?
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• “Simply stated, it’s a fully intentional effort by the Harris campaign to make 

the 2024 electorate split about sex, not policy…”  

• For starters, a February 2024 Pew Research Center study shows men are 

now more interested than women in starting families by a margin of 57 to 

45 percent.”  

The last part makes it crystal clear that a huge percentage of America’s women 

have been evangelized by Radical Feminism – most are not even aware of it.  

They are unaware of who they are in terms of God’s creation. Godly women are, 

by their created order, inclined to want children… until now. 

Truth be told, women generally lean more liberally than men, in part because of 

how they are created. As Del Tackett explains in the abovementioned article, Men 

were created to be driven by Truth, but tethered by compassion. Women were 

created to be driven by compassion and tethered by truth.  These roles have been 

destroyed and totally reversed by a hundred years of radical Feminism.  Radical 

Feminists like Kamala are working with the Marxist to completely reverse this 

model and now what we are left with is what Del Tackett calls Malevolent 

Compassion and Carl Trueman calls expressive individualism where feelings and 

emotion dictate everything. 

End Notes 

Supplemental Information on CI-127: 

Ballot Wording of the Three Citizens Initiatives: 

https://sosmt.gov/elections/ballot_issues/proposed-2024-ballot-issues/ 

CI-126 (Ballot Issue #12) 
Subject: Amends the Montana Constitution to provide a top-four primary 
election.  All candidates, regardless of political party, appear on one ballot.  The 

four candidates receiving the most votes advance to the general election.  A 

candidate may list a political party preference, but a candidate isn’t required to be 

nominated by a political party.  A candidate’s political party preference isn’t an 
endorsement by the political party.  The legislature may require candidates gather 
signatures up to five percent of the votes received by the winning candidate in the 

last election to appear on the ballot.  All voters may vote for one candidate for each 
covered office.  The amendment applies to the elections for governor and 

lieutenant governor, secretary of state, auditor, attorney general, superintendent 

file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/For%20starters,%20a%20February%202024%20Pew%20Research%20Center%20study%20shows%20men%20are%20now%20more%20interested%20than%20women%20in%20starting%20families%20by%20a%20margin%20of%2057%20to%2045%20percent
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/For%20starters,%20a%20February%202024%20Pew%20Research%20Center%20study%20shows%20men%20are%20now%20more%20interested%20than%20women%20in%20starting%20families%20by%20a%20margin%20of%2057%20to%2045%20percent
file:///C:/Users/Dick/Documents/Billings%20Christian%20Foundation/2024%20Election%20info/Backup/For%20starters,%20a%20February%202024%20Pew%20Research%20Center%20study%20shows%20men%20are%20now%20more%20interested%20than%20women%20in%20starting%20families%20by%20a%20margin%20of%2057%20to%2045%20percent
https://www.amazon.com/Rise-Triumph-Modern-Self-Individualism/dp/B09GWD6ZGL/ref=sr_1_1?crid=2M6XIXK2HPL76&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.n7ClJSV_Ak5yIAAOfQjcZRlJD2UTGpSYjuGmcQBL9S-tQC1vUttyJFc6ZRZz4SrWzBSgOa7UzDNN8tEYvhxjoc6G-MaTtQWDI-Dyb7UQsEz2rgQLtgFpmFnUZoldXDrszntM3nl0upyVgDmGxhryTwOyh0ATIrQPLHRv09npM7f7nPt1zw0kne1md0WXuP7HHmpqBFs6gktot5oRb3oBfcvy5RG2jSr4n2Ft8D3X_GQ.Px6XuJjz2JZdY7xgIw2gKcqTxX28QAnmk4OmrSpUyis&dib_tag=se&keywords=carl+truman+books&qid=1724539255&sprefix=Carl+Trum%2Caps%2C142&sr=8-1
https://sosmt.gov/elections/ballot_issues/proposed-2024-ballot-issues/
https://sosmt.gov/wp-admin/admin-ajax.php?juwpfisadmin=false&action=wpfd&task=file.download&wpfd_category_id=26&wpfd_file_id=61207&token=faba6297c3539012b01b0b61056f710a&preview=1
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of public instruction, state representative, state senator, United State 
representative, and United States Senator. 

Type: Constitutional Initiative 
Submission #1: 08/16/2023 

Status: Petition has been certified to appear on the November 5, 2024, General 
Election Ballot as of 8/22/2024. 
Submitter: Rob Cook, Frank Garner, Bruce Tutvedt, Doug Campbell, Ted 

Kronebusch, and Bruce Grubbs. 

CI-127 (Ballot Issue #13) 

Subject:  Amends the Montana Constitution to provide that elections for certain 
offices must be decided by majority vote as determined as provided by law rather 

than by a plurality or the largest amount of the votes.  If it cannot be determined 
who received a majority of votes because two or more candidates are tied, then the 
winner of the election will be determined as provided by law.  This act applies to 

elections for governor and lieutenant governor, secretary of state, auditor, 
attorney general, superintendent of public instruction, state representative, state 

senator, United States representative, United States Senator, and other offices as 
provided by law. 
Type: Constitutional Initiative 

Submission #1: 10/05/2023 
Status: Petition has been certified to appear on the November 5, 2024, General 

Election Ballot as of 8/22/2024. 
Submitter: Rob Cook, Frank Garner, Bruce Tutvedt, Doug Campbell, Ted 

Kronebusch, and Bruce Grubbs. 

CI-128 Ballot Issue #14 
Subject: A constitutional initiative that would amend the Montana Constitution to 

expressly provide a right to make and carry out decisions about one’s own 
pregnancy, including the right to abortion.  It would prohibit the government from 

denying or burdening the right to abortion before fetal viability.  It would also 

prohibit the government from denying or burdening access to an abortion when a 
treating healthcare professional determines it is medically indicated to protect the 

pregnant patient’s life or health.  The initiative would prevent the government from 
penalizing patients, healthcare providers, or anyone who assists someone in 

exercising their right to make and carry out voluntary decisions about their 
pregnancy.  
Type: Constitutional Initiative 

https://sosmt.gov/wp-admin/admin-ajax.php?juwpfisadmin=false&action=wpfd&task=file.download&wpfd_category_id=26&wpfd_file_id=61501&token=d9c5821faafc6c4a6dffef2a093a9716&preview=1
https://sosmt.gov/wp-admin/admin-ajax.php?juwpfisadmin=false&action=wpfd&task=file.download&wpfd_category_id=26&wpfd_file_id=63616&token=33052d3e15a233cc3730046defc8f9a9&preview=1
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Submission #1: 11/22/2023 
Status: Petition has been certified to appear on the November 5, 2024, General 

Election Ballot as of 8/20/2024. 
Submitter: Samuel Dickman 

 

Some elections that CI 127 would have affected in the past.  That is the initiative 

that would require runoff elections if none of the candidates received over 50% of 

the votes cast.  

2012 General Election for MT U.S. Senator 

J Tester; 236,123 votes; 48.57% 

D Rehberg; 218,051; 44.86% 

Dan Cox; 31,892; 15.2% 

[If Cox had not been allowed, Rehberg might have won?] 

2014 U.S. House Primary Election Republican 

R Zinke; 43,766; 33.2% 

C Stapelton; 38,591; 29.3% 

M Rosendale; 37,965; 28.8% 

Drew Turiano; 2290; 1.7% 

2022 U.S. House Primary Election, Republican, Western District 

R Zinke; 35,241; 41.7% 

A Olszewski; 33,633; 39.8% 

Mary Todd; 8789; 10.4% 

Matt Jette; 4931; 5.8% 

Mitch Heuer; 1940; 2.3% 

[If there had been a run-off between Zinke and Olszewski, Olszewski almost 

certainly would have won.] 
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These are three elections that had a winner that didn't receive a majority of the 

votes.  I don't know how CI 127 would handle a runoff election?  Is it just the top 

two; when is a runoff election conducted; do just those that voted in the first 

election get to vote a second election, etc.?  Imagine a runoff election for the 

2022 Republican U.S. House Primary Election.  MT has open Primaries, so all 

Democrats could vote in the runoff.  That wouldn't be a good idea.  But a runoff 

in the 2012 General Election for U.S. Senator might have gone Rehberg's way…   

MT needs closed Primaries where the Republicans choose their champion and the 

Democrats choose their champion and they go head-to-head in the General 

Election.  

Reference Books on Nefarious Feminism: 

Domestic Tranquility – A Brief Against Feminism – Carolyn Graglia 1998 
(372pages, 75 pages of endnotes) “The principal targets of feminist fire in the on-
going "gender wars" are not men, but traditional wives and mothers, says a 
lawyer-turned-housewife in a powerful critique of contemporary feminism… 
Finally, after exposing feminism's totalitarian impulse and its contribution to the 
"tangle of pathologies" that have left marriage and family life in tatters, she 
argues for a renewed appreciation of the transforming experience of motherhood 
and the value of the domestic vocation. 
By page three, she exposes Feminisms inner Marxism… In its avowed aims and the 

programs, it promotes, the movement has adopted Kate Millett’s goal set forth in 

her Sexual Politics in which she endorsee Friedrick Engel’s’ conclusion that… the 

family must GO?” 

The End of Woman: How Smashing the Patriarchy Has Destroyed Us by Carrie 

Gress Feminism, (2023) the ideology dedicated to "smashing the patriarchy," has 

instead made male lives the norm for everyone. After fifty years of radical 

feminism, we can’t even define "woman." In this powerful new book, Carrie Gress 

says what cannot be said: feminism has abolished women… But there are real 

answers. Real answers for real women. Carrie Gress—a wife, mother, and 

philosopher—punctures the myth of feminism, exposing its legacy of abuse, 

abandonment, and anarchy. From the serpent’s seduction of Eve to Mary Shelley's 

Frankenstein to Kate Millett’s lust, violence, and insanity to Meghan Markle’s 

havoc-ridden rise to royalty, Gress presents a history as intriguing as the 

https://www.amazon.com/Domestic-Tranquility-Brief-Against-Feminism/dp/0965320863/ref=sr_1_1?crid=EC1UNDXYHVEV&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.M-o4uEN8_i1jO1tE3EQyaFcwJGBjBBGykmdYdBDF-AjEg6UYArMhpD9JEnhIKttFKlstPFiMxRAb_W_4ak1tahJv3Xx3iH7mqy-EGLudqgoPnna5bubWMnUQGvrf28j7Fi1RVpdTdeVRwNSU44JM1In8TF4UBtaPrvobOCAGOlFIJAgBLp4Nl_HzMGBQDnBMm7ZxZ0drwSBpwmZxQ6rpeHp8upx5f665q0PYoX-0wjY.LI9DyraaGbVUBg17sZJy2PkeUbHA0lxiuhwflEn3IYg&dib_tag=se&keywords=domestic+tranquility&qid=1724797846&sprefix=Domestic+Tranq%2Caps%2C141&sr=8-1
https://fedsoc.org/contributors/carolyn-graglia
https://www.amazon.com/End-Woman-Smashing-Patriarchy-Destroyed/dp/1684514185/ref=sr_1_1?crid=1ZM4RCZ1QXD0D&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.uB-fq9NN5HH-HqfbURgWUvfr2JmsL-pH08zpciWl_kT1udeYBTHN5vg-rNxiIuiCkI9rw3LDPBIIAC76Ufv2ekvNXA9VlU4c2TQaxUUn2VyhFZW3R2W7sgmAyuIB42dwe6PEUTk-8gfViN5BuO9o3vEPogFSknlc8xANS12c2qI.yqI-k9dtNIEAP8iTVCS3pzoh08A1hG1xkBakrrb9jYI&dib_tag=se&keywords=the+end+of+women+by+carrie+gress&qid=1724802491&sprefix=The+End+of+Womane%2Caps%2C132&sr=8-1
https://www.carriegress.com/about/
https://www.carriegress.com/about/


25 
 

characters who lived it. The answers women most desperately need, she 

concludes, are to be found precisely where they are most afraid to look 

The Flipside of Feminism – What Conservative Women Know – and Men Can’t Say. 

By Suzanne Venker and Phyllis Schlafly. 2011 (197 pages plus endnotes) “Forty 

years have passed since the so-called women's movement claimed to liberate 

women from preconceived notions of what it means to be female - and the results 

are in. The latest statistics show that as women have gained more freedom, more 

education, and more power, they have become less happy...”  

Sexual Suicide by Geoge Gilder, (also author of Wealth and Poverty, member of 

the Discovery Institute) 1975 (307 pages) Can we survive the rising tide of 

feminism?  Or, are we doomed to a life without family and marriage.  A brilliant 

damning book – one of the most crucial ever written on the roles of male and 

female in contemporary society.   

The New Politics of Sex – The Sexual Revolution, Civil Liberties, & the Growth of 

Government Power. Stephen Baskerville (2017 – 393 pages) 

The Feminization of American Culture by Ann Douglas (1998 – 375 pages). A 

Catholic author says this in part about the fact that this Marxist led movement is 

older than the 20th Century…  “Beginning with the misguided notion that 

"feminization of culture was a 20th century project." By the turn of that century, it 

was long underway--perhaps irreversibly so! 

The Spiral of Silence Defined: 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/spiral-of-silence 

Written by - Thomas Petersen the Editors of Encyclopedia Britannica 

See all related content → 

spiral of silence, in the study of human communication and public opinion, the 

theory that people’s willingness to express their opinions on controversial public 

issues is affected by their largely unconscious perception of those opinions as 

being either popular or unpopular. Specifically, the perception that one’s opinion 

is unpopular tends to inhibit or discourage one’s expression of it, while the 

perception that it is popular tends to have the opposite effect. Developed by 

German survey and communication researcher Elisabeth Noelle-Neumann in the 

https://www.amazon.com/Flipside-Feminism-What-Conservative-Women/dp/1935071270/ref=sr_1_1?crid=1ISQT7UFZUVZQ&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.rcDO9zCsTY-0p9Rdwdz9IiUcquHe1MoAJEHpyXn_EVwfsK53JVF8SVJQiG6XhCq0.XDu_tt3V4kqdSXXB9CmYsP0ibCAYp4T29vqWz4YDKlE&dib_tag=se&keywords=the+flip+side+of+feminism+book&qid=1724799233&sprefix=The+Flip+Side+of+Femin%2Caps%2C132&sr=8-1
https://www.suzannevenker.com/
https://www.amazon.com/Sexual-Suicide-George-Gilder/dp/B000GH88BA/ref=sr_1_1?crid=2LISFRGO36MFY&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.8L03lnWEhdgNh959GRFDmAXwwgS6WvdO2fwWoSYrfU90wMRBaNFyu2aUfTvJUGe--UQl58Tr71KJmx10SwP9pA.c3HqpKc8xKWquYyTlLZxj0Q7XqkykN6_Fudz9aOkNZE&dib_tag=se&keywords=sexual+suicide+george+gilder&qid=1724800012&sprefix=Sexual+Suicide%2Caps%2C142&sr=8-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/George_Gilder
https://www.amazon.com/New-Politics-Sex-Revolution-Governmental-ebook/dp/B074W9QGF9/ref=sr_1_1?crid=2XPR4QU6J9BM2&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.3mVfIC84vH0AXviPuaqHTy3SAHgQJxbK8bX0XetEmgSFzdhmBEoWEMo3JMK2jbmDmWn6X0Zk8ehZlS_CSL7-q-Vdb0qHutKq77ScDCWETnX1czz2SUHzy7pnSnWu4VOuI1H2-jgJBI200CFdYjg3VxXdDs-ZwBJfGV6xHTRkg110sOOGK-NbIy2QN9tG8HLWE1ied0PB8QaVY1R090hWruCpjR3X7Mm70GthZvidTZk.rQIDtkxLsWcTwII1yIpQnu5fVq_rnNTE9zyTvEU7R_c&dib_tag=se&keywords=the+new+politics+of+sex&qid=1724801000&sprefix=%2Caps%2C189&sr=8-1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Stephen_Baskerville
https://www.amazon.com/Feminization-American-Culture-Ann-Douglas/dp/0374525587/ref=sr_1_1?crid=S7P7E4119QBQ&dib=eyJ2IjoiMSJ9.fXXqlN3HRkGwdpzZvCSK5dm0n8pr6Lc30Ppa2NAaKHetQtnaymh7bqNmuycWQoJF.hr3sz3nptR0XgVLCmQAaTtO9KGoJsPq0loeMqCmsW_s&dib_tag=se&keywords=the+feminization+of+american+culture&qid=1724801769&sprefix=The+Feminization+%2Caps%2C153&sr=8-1
https://www.anndouglas.net/about-the-author
https://www.britannica.com/topic/spiral-of-silence
https://www.britannica.com/facts/spiral-of-silence
https://www.britannica.com/topic/communication
https://www.britannica.com/topic/public-opinion
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/inhibit
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1960s and ’70s, the spiral of silence theory more broadly attempts to 

describe collective opinion formation and societal decision making regarding 

issues that are controversial or morally loaded. 

In the context of the theory, the term public opinion refers to opinions or 

behaviors that can be displayed or expressed in public without running the risk of 

social isolation or, in some cases, that even must be displayed to avoid the danger 

of isolation. Thus, public is not meant in a legal or political sense—as something 

that is freely accessible to all or that concerns the general population or society as 

a whole. Instead, the concept is interpreted from a social-psychological 

perspective as a state of consciousness in which individuals are aware that their 

actions are “seen by all” or “heard by all,” requiring that they constantly monitor 

not only their own actions but also the reactions of others in their environment. 

Accordingly, Noelle-Neumann viewed public opinion as a form of social control 

that ultimately applies to everyone, regardless of social class, and that is apparent 

in many areas of life, ranging from controversial political issues to fashion, morals, 

and values. Such an understanding of public opinion differs markedly from the 

traditional conception, according to which most people’s opinions on public issues 

are influenced by rational debate among educated elites. 

Origins of the theory 

The theory of the spiral of silence arose from a surprising discovery in connection 

with election research conducted during the 1965 German federal election 

campaign. Months before election day in September 1965, Noelle-Neumann and 

her staff at the Allensbach Institute for Public Opinion Research launched a series 

of surveys designed to track the political opinions of the electorate throughout 

the campaign. From December 1964 to shortly before election day, survey findings 

on voters’ intentions remained practically unchanged. Month after month, the 

two major parties, the governing Christian Democratic Union–Christian Social 

Union (CDU-CSU) and the opposing Social Democratic Party of Germany (SDP), 

were in a dead heat, with about 45 percent of the population intending to vote for 

each party. Under such circumstances, it seemed impossible to predict which 

party was most likely to win the election. 

In the final few weeks of the campaign, however, the situation suddenly changed, 

with survey findings showing a last-minute swing in favor of the CDU-CSU. The 

https://www.britannica.com/science/spiral-mathematics
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/collective
https://www.britannica.com/topic/decision-making
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/context
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/consciousness
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/environment
https://www.britannica.com/topic/social-class
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/morals
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/conception
https://www.britannica.com/topic/election-political-science
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Christian-Democratic-Union-political-party-Germany
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Social-Democratic-Party-of-Germany
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percentage of respondents who said that they intended to vote for the CDU-CSU 

suddenly climbed to almost 50 percent, while the share that intended to vote for 

the SDP dropped to less than 40 percent. In the end, the result of the election 

confirmed those findings: the CDU-CSU won with 48 percent of the vote, as 

against 39 percent for the SDP. 

Interestingly, while voters’ intentions remained unchanged over the course of 

many months, their expectations regarding the outcome of the election shifted 

dramatically during the same period. In December 1964, the percentage of 

respondents who expected the SDP to win was about the same as the share who 

anticipated a CDU-CSU victory. But then the results began to change: the 

percentage of respondents who expected a CDU-CSU victory rose continuously, 

while the SDP lost ground. By as early as July 1965, the CDU-CSU was clearly in the 

lead regarding voters’ expectations, and by August, almost 50 percent expected 

that it would win. Late in the campaign the bandwagon effect came into play, as a 

sizeable number of former SDP supporters or undecided voters cast their ballots 

for the party, they expected to be victorious. 

How could party strength have remained constant for so long while expectations 

as to who would win changed so dramatically? Noelle-Neumann suspected that a 

visit by Queen Elizabeth II to Germany in May 1965, during which she was often 

accompanied by the Christian Democratic German chancellor, Ludwig Erhard, may 

have created an optimistic mood among supporters of the CDU, prompting them 

to publicly proclaim their political convictions. As a result, supporters of the SDP 

may have (wrongly) concluded that their opponents’ opinions were more popular 

than their own and that therefore the CDU would win. SDP supporters were 

accordingly discouraged from publicly articulating their own views, reinforcing the 

impression that the CDU was more popular and more likely to be victorious. 

Key elements of the theory 

According to the spiral of silence theory, most people have a natural—and mostly 

unconscious—fear of social isolation that prompts them to constantly monitor the 

behaviors of others for signs of approval or disapproval. People also issue their 

own “threats” of isolation—mostly unconsciously—through behaviors such as 

criticizing someone, turning away from someone, scowling at someone, laughing 

at someone, and so on. To avoid isolation, people tend to refrain from publicly 

https://www.britannica.com/biography/Elizabeth-II
https://www.britannica.com/place/Germany
https://www.britannica.com/money/Ludwig-Erhard
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/convictions
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/articulating
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stating their views on controversial matters when they perceive that doing so 

would attract criticism, scorn, laughter, or other signs of disapproval. Conversely, 

those who sense that their opinions will meet with approval tend to voice them 

fearlessly and at times vociferously. Indeed, speaking out in such a way tends 

to enhance the threat of isolation faced by supporters of the opposing position, 

reinforcing their sense of being alone. Thus, a spiraling process begins, the 

dominant camp becoming ever louder and more self-confident while the other 

camp becomes increasingly silent. 

Importantly, the spiral of silence occurs only in connection with controversial 

issues that have a strong moral component. What triggers a person’s fear of 

isolation is the belief that others will consider him or her not merely mistaken but 

morally bad. Accordingly, issues that lack a moral component or on which there is 

general consensus leave no room for a spiral of silence. 

As demonstrated by the 1965 German federal election and other examples, the 

actual popularity of an opinion does not necessarily determine whether it will 

eventually predominate over opposing views. An opinion can be dominant in 

public discourse even if a majority of the population actually disagrees with it, 

provided that most people (falsely) believe that the view is unpopular and refrain 

from expressing it for fear of being isolated. 

Public opinion is limited by time and place. With few exceptions, a spiral of silence 

holds sway over only a single society (a nation or cultural group) and for only a 

limited period. When viewed in hindsight or from an outsider’s perspective, it is 

sometimes hard to comprehend the agitation and emotional fervor that can 

accompany a spiral of silence. 

 

https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/criticism
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/enhance
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/moral
https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/consensus
https://www.britannica.com/dictionary/sway

