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SENATOR JAMES E. WHETMORE
35TH SENATE DISTRICT

ARGUMENT AGAINST PROPOSITION (aca 51)

Proposition __ , which adds the word "privacy" to a list
of "inalienable rights" already enumerated in the Constitution, should
be defeated for several reasons.

To begin with, the present Constitution states that there are
certain inalienable rights "among which are those" that it lists. Thus,
our Constitution does not attempt to list all of the inalienable
rights nor as a practical matter, could it do so. It has always
been recognized by the law and the courts that privacy is one of
the rights we have, particularly in the enjoyment of home and personal
activities. So, in the first place, the amendment is completely
unnecessary.

For many years it has been agreed by schoiars and attorneys that
it would be advantageous to remove much unnecessary wordage from the
Constitution, and at present we are spending a great deal of money to
finance a Constitution Revision Commission which is working to do
this. Its work presently is incomplete and we should not begin to
lengthen our Constitution and to amend it piecemeal until at least
the Commission has had a chance to finish its work.

The most important reason why this amendment should be defeated,
however, lies in an area where possibly privacy should not be completely
guaranteed. Most government welfare programs are an attempt by
California's more fortunate citizens to assist those who are less
fortunate; thus, today, millions of persons are the beneficiaries of
government programs, based on the need of the recipient, which in turn can

only be judged by his revealing his income, assets and general



ability to provide for himself.

If a person on welfare has his privacy protected to the point
where he need not reveal his assets and outside income, for example,
how could it be determined whether he should be given welfare at all?

Suppose a person owned a house Wofth $100,000 and earned $50,000
a year from the operation of a business, but had his privacy protected
to the point that he did not have to reveal any of this, and thus
qualified for and received welfare payments. Would this be fair either
to the taxpayers who pay for welfare or the truly needy who would be
deprived of part of their grant because of what the wealthy person was
receiving?

Our government is helping many people who really need and deserve
the help. Making privacy an inalienable right could only bring chaos
to all government benefit programs, thus depriving all of us, including
those who need the help most.

And so because it is unnecessary, interferes with the work presently
being done by the Constitution Revision Commission and would emascplate

all government programs based on recipient need, ‘I urge a "no" vote on

Proposition .



