
On Tue, May 10, 2022 at 1:39 PM Everett, Peter <peverett@bu.edu> wrote: 
 
Dear Dr. Ruwart, Ms, Bilyeu, Ms. Hogarth, and your respective committee members, 
 
You are being inundated with special pleadings from all corners, with no direct interest in LAMA, in a 
kind of “distributed denial of service" attack on the orderly working of the LP. I am writing to provide 
what I believe is some badly needed clarity. 
 
In late 2021, a faction within LAMA claimed to be dissatisfied with LAMA leadership. They recruited 
friends and family to join them, as new LAMA members, for the purpose of submitting a petition with 
the required number of signers under the LAMA Constitution to call for a special convention. (Whether 
this dissatisfaction was genuine, or merely a pretext, because LAMA does not allow recruiting people 
from out of state to vote at our conventions remains unclear.) This petition was submitted to LAMA on 
December 20, 2021. 
 
At that time, the prior LAMA state committee had already made plans for the regular convention on 
April 23, 2022, and made a commitment to the hotel. 
 
(As a matter of background, the provision in the LAMA constitution for members to call a special 
convention was created as a fail-safe in the case that LAMA leadership refused to call a convention 
holding themselves accountable to membership.) 
 
The prior LAMA state committee ruled that a petition for a special convention, which would occur just a 
few weeks ahead of an already scheduled regular convention, was out of order. It addressed no crisis, 
would risk disenfranchising the majority of LAMA members, and squander LAMA resources. 
Furthermore, there was ambiguity in the wording of the bylaws regarding the election of a state 
committee at a "regular convention," while the proposed agenda would elect a state committee at a 
special convention. This ambiguity was resolved with a decision to stick to the original April 23 
convention plans. 
 
The insurgent LAMA group further claims that the prior state committee did not have the authority to 
expel the signers of the special convention petition by a two-thirds vote, as they did in the January 10 
meeting. This claim rests entirely on the assertion that they were voted on as a group, rather than as 
individuals. They are not able to cite any relevant procedural authority that prevents a state committee 
from combining multiple votes into a single vote. 
 
As the LP bylaws plainly state, is not for the LNC or the JC to be involved in how state affiliates resolve 
ambiguous interpretations of their own constitutions and bylaws. 
LAMA held its regular convention on April 23, 2021, and elected a new state committee, delegates to 
the LP national convention, and endorsed candidates for statewide office. If the prior state committee 
was, indeed, mistaken in their actions, the April 23 convention provided adequate mechanism to 
remedy it. 
 
This could have been the end of the story, except the insurgent LAMA group chose to pursue a fiction of 
"constructive disaffiliation" whereby they asserted that by not holding the special convention, the LAMA 
state committee ceased to exist, and the insurgent LAMA group had become the "real LAMA." In pursuit 
of this claim, they held their own special convention anyway. 
 



However, the insurgent LAMA group: 
* Failed to directly notify the broader membership of their “special convention”, as required by the 
LAMA constitution and bylaws, making it invalid. 
* Similarly failed to directly notify the broader membership of the “regular convention” they called on 
April 24, 2022, making it invalid, also. 
* Knowing the facts and rules do not support their case, they have recruited sympathetic parties from 
other states to barrage the LP with what amounts to a “snow job” of spurious assertions, hoping that 
hundreds of pages of wild pleadings will sufficiently confuse the matter to get the LNC and JC to violate 
their own constitution and bylaws. 
 
In summary, we ask that the LP, through the LNC, JC, and CC recognize the LAMA that convened on April 
23 as the same LAMA it has always been, and recognize the delegates elected on that day, as submitted 
by our new Chair, Don Graham. We ask that LNC, and JC, follow the clear language of their own bylaws 
regarding the independence of state affiliates, and the six-month pre-convention moratorium on 
disaffiliation. 
 
Yours in Liberty, 
Peter C. Everett, 
LP Life Member, 
LAMA member since 1989, 
LAMA State Committee Member at Large, 
Candidate for Lieutenant Governor of Massachusetts. 


