PE CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT #10 — REMOVE POLITICAL ACTION SPENDING LIMIT
MY RECOMMENDATION: NON-CONCURRENCE
The title tells us exactly what the PE wants to do:
“Remove Political Action Spending Limit.”
The proposed change is:
“Delete Article 2, Section A.” 
The PE's explanation is that the B.C. government changed the Elections Act in 2017 to eliminate donations from corporations and unions to provincial political parties, candidates and constituency associations.
The PE then states:
“Budget allocations are decided by the Provincial Executive through the annual budget for each fiscal year.” 
THAT IS EXACTLY WHY I HAVE QUESTIONS
Changing election-finance legislation may explain why HEU changed how it conducts political action.
But where is the explanation for why members should remove a constitutional spending limit?
Those are two different questions.
If the existing limit is no longer workable, tell delegates why.
How much has HEU spent under this provision in each of the last several years?
Has HEU ever reached the existing limit?
What activities are currently being restricted because of the limit?
How much additional spending authority does the PE believe it needs?
And most importantly:
What constitutional safeguard replaces the spending limit once it is removed?
THERE IS NOT ENOUGH TIME AT CONVENTION TO FIGURE THIS OUT
This is exactly why I am reviewing these amendments now.
Delegates should not be expected to arrive at Convention and make major decisions involving members' money without having the financial information necessary to understand the consequences.
If the limit is outdated, propose a new limit.
If it needs to increase with inflation, propose an increased limit.
If HEU needs additional political-action funding, show members how much is needed and why.
But I don't believe delegates should simply remove a constitutional financial limit and leave the amount to be determined through annual PE budgets without considerably more information.
MY RECOMMENDATION: NON-CONCURRENCE
Based solely on the wording and explanation provided with Amendment #10, I recommend NON-CONCURRENCE.
There is not enough information here for delegates to make a properly informed decision about removing this financial control.
DON'T REMOVE THE LIMIT FIRST AND ASK QUESTIONS AFTERWARD.
If the PE wants greater political-action spending authority, tell members how much, explain why, and put the proposed limit in front of Convention for delegates to decide.
That version keeps #10 completely about #10 and doesn't depend on our interpretation of another amendment.

