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ARTICLE 5

The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall deem necessary, shall propose Amendments to this Constitution, or, on the Application of the Legislatures of two thirds of the several States, shall call a Convention for proposing Amendments, which, in either Case, shall be valid to all Intents and Purposes, as Part of this Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the several States, or by Conventions in three fourths thereof, as the one or the other Mode of Ratification may be proposed by the Congress;  Provided that no State, without its Consent, shall be deprived of its equal Suffrage in the Senate.
Is there anyone in this room who currently has a title of nobility?  By a show of hands, do we have any Dukes?  Any Princes?  Any Duchesses?  Did an Emperor, King or any other foreign power confer your title?  If any of you are here today, it’s probably not that notable that you still are a citizen of the United States, however, had the Titles of Nobility Amendment been ratified, you would be forbidden to be a citizen of the United States and you would be “incapable of holding any office of trust or profit under them, or either of them.” 

The “Titles of Nobility” Amendment (also known as TONA) to the United States Constitution is a clear illustration of the application of Article 5 of the US Constitution.  Introduced in session 2 of the 11th Congress by Senator Phillip Reed of Maryland, the measure was approved by the Senate with a vote of 19-5, it made it’s way through the House of Representatives with a vote of 87 for and 3 against, and the next step was ratification by the state legislatures.  The bill didn’t get that far.  Originally designed to expand upon Article 1 Sections 9 and 10, which prohibit the states and the federal government from issuing titles of nobility or honor, it is believed this particular amendment was proposed as a thinly disguised response to a delicate situation.  Napoleon Bonaparte’s brother Jerome was married to a woman from Baltimore named Betsy Patterson. Upon the birth of their child, Madame Bonaparte wanted her son to be recognized by the French Government with an aristocratic title.  Even though the baby was not born on US soil, he was considered a US citizen because his mother was one.  Upon review of this story, it seems more like that Betsy Patterson really wanted an aristocratic title for herself-she was known in some social circles as “Duchess of Baltimore” and was planning to live vicariously through the bestowal of a title of nobility on her baby.  Had the Amendment been ratified, Betsy Patterson Bonaparte might have had a son with an aristocratic title, but he would have been stripped of his American citizenship and would not have been allowed to hold political office.  So much for the Bonaparte plan of ultimate world domination!

The ratification process of the TONA, as it was known, was so close that in subsequent years, some people believed it did pass and referred to it as the “13th Amendment,” in fact, there are several printings of the US Constitution, done in the 19th Century, that refer to the 13th Amendment, or the Titles of Nobility Act.
