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Carnahan invokes Truman in Senate race 
BILL DRAPER | Associated Press - Posted: Tuesday, October 26, 2010 12:10 a
EXCELSIOR SPRINGS, Mo. -- Democrat Robin Carnahan compared her trailing Senate bid Monday to the presidential campaign of fellow Missourian Harry Truman, who came from behind to win in 1948.

Carnahan spoke to about 40 supporters at a cafe only blocks from the hotel where Truman went to bed on election night, thinking he had lost to Republican Thomas Dewey.

"It's no different than Harry Truman giving 'em hell in 1948. We're giving 'em hell this year," Carnahan said from Excelsior Springs, about 30 miles northeast of Kansas City, Mo.

The Missouri secretary of state came into the final full week of campaigning before the Nov. 2 election trailing Republican Roy Blunt by 9 points among likely voters, according to a poll conducted by the St. Louis Post-Dispatch and television station KMOV. But Carnahan said she believes that, like Truman, she'll also come out on top.

"We can win this election because folks have common sense," she said.

Missouri Gov. Jay Nixon and Montana U.S. Sen. Jon Tester showed up at the Excelsior Springs rally urging supporters to not only vote but take lots of people with them. Both called the Senate race critical for Missouri.

"Polling places can be extremely dangerous, and you should never go alone," Nixon joked.

The governor applauded Carnahan's work as secretary of state and said she serves in the same tradition as Truman.

Blunt did not publicize any campaign events Monday but plans to begin a 50-city bus tour Tuesday in St. Joseph that will lead up to the election.

Dressed in blue jeans, boots and a button-down shirt with sleeves rolled up, Carnahan made an earlier appearance Monday at a home in rural Liberty, where she spoke from behind hay bales stacked in front of a pond.

There, she railed against Wall Street bailouts and elected officials who become lobbyists. Her folksy tone and occasional use of words like "y'all" played well with the older crowd, many of whom said they are volunteers for her campaign.

"Big money can come up with really good buzz words and campaign tactics, then forward it on the Internet," said Bill Ballew of Gladstone, a campaign volunteer. "Blunt, to me, is the worst example of what we can get when we put in a lobbyist family."

In Excelsior Springs, Tester, a Montana Democrat, said he's the only production agriculture farmer in the Senate, and it's time for another one. Although she lives in St. Louis, Carnahan also runs her family's cattle farm near Rolla.
Social media outlets are mainstays 

of campaign trail

By JUANA SUMMERS
The Kansas City Star 

While candidates are watching the polls, they’re going after different numbers, too — their Twitter followers and Facebook fans.

Just a few years ago, the idea of campaigning in 140 characters or less was unheard of. Now the popular microblogging website Twitter and other social media outlets have become political mainstays.

Just look at the two leading contenders for the U.S. Senate seat from Missouri.

Republican Roy Blunt has more than 7,700 Twitter followers who can see photos from campaign stops, calls for volunteers and shout-outs to the Missouri football team.

On Facebook, Democrat Robin Carnahan posts videos of ads and personal stories from volunteers, with links to her campaign website. She has more than 18,600 Facebook fans. 

In the 2010 elections across the country, including Kansas and Missouri, social media are playing an important role — not necessarily to drum up votes but to build coalitions of supporters and bring in donations. 

“Social media provides influence and it provides dollars,” said Brent Beshore, founder of the Columbia-based Pure Marketing and Media. “But as far as getting people out to vote, social media’s not a major driving factor right now.”

That doesn’t mean that a campaign tool still in its infancy won’t someday be used to drive much more of the vote. But for now it’s already become the hallmark of a 21st-century campaign.

Nearly all major party candidates running this year have websites, a given for some time. Most now have Facebook and Twitter accounts. They post videos to YouTube and they are starting blogs.

Social media have proved an easy way to integrate supporters into the campaign and make them feel they’re making a difference.

“It enables you to feel like you’ve got the power to influence the future of the country,” Beshore said, noting that it was easier to tweet your support — letting all your followers see it — than to go door-to-door in a cold rain.

Still, candidates use social media differently.

One of the signatures of Roy Blunt’s Twitter account (@RoyBlunt) is that the candidate is in the driver’s seat.

“People who are interested in this campaign want to know that the information they’re receiving is coming directly from Roy Blunt,” said Blunt spokesman Rich Chrismer.

Carnahan spokesman Linden Zakula said Carnahan (@RobinCarnahan) did not tweet much personally, but the campaign used Twitter to rally supporters.

“Our goal is to be accessible to them and then to get them engaged and invested in the campaign,” he said.

Blunt leads in Twitter followers — Carnahan has 2,445. She is closer to Blunt on Facebook, where Blunt has about 22,000 fans.

Blunt has a smartphone application that provides alerts and news updates. Carnahan has a site tailored to mobile browsers.

Both candidates post videos to YouTube, where Blunt’s campaign channel has nearly double the views of Carnahan’s channel. Blunt’s congressional channel adds more views.

“Roy Blunt is broadcasting more loudly and more persistently,” said Aaron Weber of Spiral16, an Overland Park Internet monitoring company. “Roy Blunt is doing a better job of talking about Robin Carnahan online than Robin Carnahan is.”

But Carnahan staffers said the numbers did not tell the story. Carnahan aims for deeper relationships and more conversation online so that supporters will be moved to work for her, they said.

But online, talk on social media is not limited to just the candidates’ official efforts. With the ability to repost messages built into the Facebook and Twitter architecture, anything someone says has the potential to go viral, shaping a candidate’s image on the Web.

Take Blunt’s political director Dan Centinello — @centinello — a voracious Twitter user. He posted a tweet several months ago labeling Carnahan’s campaign as the “worst campaign ever.”

The off-the-cuff slogan, not a formal part of Blunt’s campaign, has taken hold. Now, supporters and even some other Missouri politicians, are attaching that tag to their criticisms of the Carnahan camp.

But social media users might not be the people Carnahan needs to reach to win, some said.

“You have to target people in ways that they are comfortable and familiar with,” said Mitchell McKinney, who teaches courses in political communication at the University of Missouri.

The people comfortable with talking politics online might not be the same people who turn out in a midterm election, McKinney said. Carnahan needs to reach some urban blocs that might not plug into politics online.

But someday that could change.

Twitter and Facebook are not the “right now” of driving votes online, but they will be powerful players in the future — perhaps as soon as the 2012 elections, Beshore said.

Funding For Wind Projects Generates Controversy
KING CITY - If wind energy has become the kingmaker in northeast Missouri, meet the king: farmer David Waltemath.

Waltemath, a lifelong resident of King City, Mo., a city of 1,000 near the Iowa border, and his family own the largest share of the first wind farm in Missouri. St. Louis-based Wind Capital Group leases Waltemath's land for $18,000 per year to operate six wind towers on his property.

"It's not a huge amount of money, but it helps. It beats farming," Waltemath laughs.

Just a few years ago, not may would have thought of Missouri as hot wind energy property. That all changed after Wind Capital Group built five wind farms in the northeast part of the state which power more than 100,000 homes. Some of those homes powered are in Columbia, which buys electricity from the King City wind farms.

The way they have funded these ventures has changed as well. Before the passage of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act in 2009, wind energy was largely funded by private investment. But the stimulus package made taxpayer money part of the funding formula for wind energy by creating tax credits for renewable energy projects.

Wind Capital Group says its wind farms have had a nearly-$600 million impact on the Missouri economy. King City farmer Don Eiberger, who has several turbines on his land, says the wind projects brought a lot of money into the local economy.

"We had more money coming in so they got to build onto the school," Eiberger recalls, "and when they were building it, it helped the restaurants out" when workers went into town to eat. 

Wind Capital's latest northeast Missouri wind project qualified for $107 million from the stimulus. Because Wind Capital Group's owner is Tom Carnahan, brother of Democratic Senate candidate Robin Carnahan and Rep. Russ Carnahan, Republicans have cried foul.

GOP Senate candidate Roy Blunt has launched television ads attacking the Carnahans for allegedly lobbying in Washington to get money for the wind farm, now standing 100 turbines strong just south of King City.

However, several stakeholders in King City, including its Republican state representative Jim Guest, don't buy Blunt's criticisms.

Guest sees the stimulus dollars as necessary for this wind project to succeed, because "wind energy is not cheap right now."

Waltemath says he doesn't pay much attention to Blunt's ads. However, he sees similarities between Recovery Act aid to renewable energy and other federal programs designed to aid farms.

"[The programs] are usually designed so they don't only benefit you, but so that they benefit others as well," Waltemath said. "So I look at it that if the Carnahan's are using this program to help stimulate wind energy, then they're certainly helping everybody."

Regardless of whether Blunt's charges stick, the broader question of wind energy's viability remains. There is still no way to store excess power generated at a wind farm, and no way to meet high demand for power if the wind isn't blowing hard enough without turning to other energy sources.  Additionally, Wind Capital Group says there isn't a way transmit energy produced on a wind farm to places where consumers immediately need it.

Waltemath believes wind power should be balanced with investments in nuclear energy. Rep. Guest thinks clean coal technology and solar power have promise in the near future.
Skelton seeks to ride out wave of anti incumbent anger fed by Hartzler

By DAVID GOLDSTEIN
The Star’s Washington correspondent 

WASHINGTON | U.S. Rep. Ike Skelton voted for cap and trade, the economic stimulus and the Wall Street bailout.

He opposed health care reform. But that’s three out of four of the big political hot buttons that have fueled the anti-Washington, anti-incumbent mood of this year’s midterm election campaign. 

It’s more than enough ammunition for Republican Vicky Hartzler to portray her Democratic opponent as out of touch with the voters in Missouri’s 4th Congressional District.

For his part, Skelton contends that Hartzler’s support for veterans is weak, a potent charge in a district with two big military installations, Whiteman Air Force Base and Fort Leonard Wood.

As a state legislator she voted against a bill in 1997 to provide re-enlistment bonuses for the Missouri National Guard and to help pay burial costs of fallen troops. A year later she opposed a bill to make it easier for service members and other federal employees overseas to vote via the Internet.

“She has a troubling pattern of votes when it comes to supporting the troops,” said Skelton spokesman Jason Rauch. “His is crystal clear.”

Hartzler countered that she opposed the re-enlistment bill because she objected to some of the money being used for nonmilitary spending, such as early childhood education.

“My vote was anything but anti-military,” she said on her website.

Their race has become emblematic of the powerful political currents this fall that could scuttle some longstanding Democratic battleships such as Skelton, who have sailed easily to re-election for years.

“We’re seeing Republicans gain traction because of, not despite, their opponents’ seniority and congressional longevity,” said David Wasserman, a House analyst for the nonpartisan Cook Political Report in Washington. “To some extent, Vicky Hartzler has capitalized on that.”

Skelton, 78, was encouraged early on to enter politics by no less a Missouri icon than former president Harry S. Truman. He was elected to Congress in 1976 and has served under six presidents.

Hartzler, 50, served three terms in the Missouri House in the 1990s.

Four decades vs. a resume of six years doesn’t sound like a fair fight. But the politics of anger this year has turned what might be strength into a potential weakness. 

Skelton has refused to debate, a strategy for some incumbents suddenly running for their political lives who don’t want to chance a public misstep or raise the profile of their challengers. 

But he and Hartzler have tussled from afar. She has attacked his support last year for the climate change bill. Few of the 20,000 votes Skelton has cast in his years on Capitol Hill have probably given him more political heartburn.

It cost him the endorsement of the Missouri Farm Bureau, which abandoned him after more than a decade to support his opponent.

Known as cap and trade, the bill would have imposed a tax on carbon emissions. But it met stiff resistance in states such as Missouri that have lots of farmers and use lots of coal. 

“For a rural district, we just think that’s absolutely wrong,” said Hartzler spokesman Steve Walsh.

Defending his vote at the time, Skelton said the bill exempted livestock and farmers from greenhouse gas regulations and barred the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency from being involved.

Military readiness and protecting Whiteman and Fort Leonard Wood have long been Skelton’s primary focus. He has also pushed for military pay raises and sponsored legislation to improve care for troops returning from war zones.

He was instrumental in the passage of key legislation in the 1980s that created the military’s joint command. He voted to send troops to Iraq, but with reservations, and remained deeply skeptical of the mission throughout the war. His early warnings to the Bush administration about the occupation proved prescient.

Meanwhile, the Republican playbook this year is to tie Democrats such as Skelton to President Barack Obama and House Speaker Nancy Pelosi of California, who has replaced the late Sen. Edward Kennedy as the GOP’s go-to bete noire.

Skelton has voted with the Pelosi-led House Democrats 95 percent of the time during the current Congress, according to The Washington Post’s congressional Votes Database.

Hartzler refers to “Nancy Pelosi liberals” and brandishes Skelton’s party loyalty score like a prosecutor waving the murder weapon before a jury.

“A squandering of our vote,” she said.

“I call them as I see them,” Skelton countered.

He is largely viewed as a moderate-to-conservative Democrat on many issues. Based on his voting record in 2009, he sits in the political middle, according to an annual survey by the National Journal, a nonpartisan magazine that covers government, politics and policy.

About half the members of the House either voted more liberally or more conservatively than him on economic and social issues, the survey found. 

He voted to expand stem cell research and for anti-gay hate crimes legislation, but he opposed “partial-birth” abortion and same-sex marriage.

His endorsements reflect the difficulty of political pigeonholing. The National Rifle Association and Missouri Right to Life are in his corner, but so is the National Education Association, a teachers union that is among the Democratic Party’s biggest backers. 

“It’s probably a struggle for him, even more so than for other long-serving Democrats, because he is conservative,” said Shari Bax, who teaches political science at the University of Central Missouri. “He has a very fine line to walk. He doesn’t want to completely reject his party outright, even though he has been at odds with them, like on abortion and guns. At the same time, if he embraces his party, he can’t get re-elected.”

Hartzler was born on a farm, became a teacher and was elected in 1994 to the Missouri House. She left in 2000.

In Jefferson City she was in the minority, which was an obstacle to getting her bills through. But she drew high marks from groups backing business, gun rights and conservative family issues. Environmental and civil rights groups were less enthusiastic.

Hartzler sponsored efforts to combat sexual abuse of children, allow police to obtain search warrants by telephone, revise workers’ compensation laws and tighten liquor sales at resorts.

She also backed measures to expedite adoption cases involving the termination of parental rights and to require physicians who perform abortions to first inform their patients, in writing and orally, of their right to view their sonograms beforehand.

She was the spokeswoman for the successful 2004 campaign to ban gay marriage in the state.

“She was on the socially conservative side of the party, the group that came to the Republican Party with a strong focus on the abortion issue,” Bax said. 

Sowers outraises Emerson by 12-1 margin

Tuesday, October 26, 2010
Southeast Missourian
Tommy Sowers outraised U.S. Rep. Jo Ann Emerson by a 12-to-1 margin from Oct. 1 to 13, according to the last campaign funding reports required before the Nov. 2 election. 
Sowers, the Democratic challenger, raised $57,773, while Emerson, the 14-year Republican incumbent, raised $4,878. As of Oct. 13, the two campaigns' cash on hand was essentially even, with Sowers at $267,000 and Emerson at $272,000. 
In the last quarter ending Sept. 30, Sowers was one of only six Democratic House challenger candidates in the country to raise more than their Republican opponent. 

© Copyright 2010 Southeast Missourian. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or redistributed.
Eckersley, Long speak at Bar forum
Roseann Moring • News-Leader • October 26, 2010 
Democrat Scott Eckersley said Monday that he stands by a woman who accused his opponent of making homophobic and racist remarks.

At a Springfield Metropolitan Bar Association forum, Eckersley heavily criticized a Sunday News-Leader story headlined "Stories change in claims against Long" after being asked about the accusations against Republican Billy Long.

The candidates for Missouri's 7th District congressional seat also touched on Social Security, earmarks, the U.S. debt to China and campaign contributions.

Eckersley, an attorney, said he had been in a "David and Goliath" fight, referring to when he was fired after telling then-Gov. Matt Blunt that the state had to save e-mails. Eckersley said the election should be about character.

"I'm not going to D.C. to pick up a special-interest check," he said.

Long told the crowd of lawyers about his background as an auctioneer and small-business owner. He said he would do the right thing in Washington.

"All I can promise you is a good work ethic," Long said.

The forum heated up when a participant asked Eckersley what court-admissible evidence he had to support the claims of Jennifer Case, a waitress who has accused Billy Long of making inappropriate remarks and gambling while at the Metropolitan Grill. Case spoke about her accusations in an Eckersley campaign commercial.

Eckersley called the previous day's News-Leader article "an attack job."

In a press release Monday, he said the News-Leader behaved unethically. The release said reporter Wes Johnson asked Case's 18-year-old son, "Do you know how much trouble your mother is in?" and a photographer took pictures of Case after she asked him to stop. The release quotes her as saying she told reporters that she saw strippers with Long. On Friday, Case had answered no when a reporter asked whether she had ever seen Long with strippers in the room.

Long didn't respond to the criticism at the forum until Eckersley mentioned that a Joplin news outlet had published Case's story. Long pointed out that the news outlet was The Fuse Joplin, a blog.

News-Leader Executive Editor David Stoeffler said he reviewed a tape of the interview with Case, and "it was a professional interview" conducted at a local restaurant.

He said the photographer said Case did not ask him to stop taking pictures, that the hourlong tape contains no indication that she asked to end the interview or photographs and that she says three times that she didn't see Long with strippers.

Stoeffler said Case's son asked Johnson whether Case was in trouble. Johnson said Case was raising serious allegations, and Johnson's job was to determine whether they are true.
Schweich taking first shot at running for office

Monday, October 25, 2010 | 8:36 p.m. CDT BY Alysha Love

JEFFERSON CITY — With experience in international investigations, but no experience as an elected official, Republican state auditor candidate Tom Schweich swept into the world of campaigning, fundraising and elections — with some help from his friends.

"I always knew I wanted to do public service, but I never planned to run for office until I got into this race," Schweich said. "I was asked by some local Republicans in the St. Louis area if I would be willing to run for office because they thought I could continue my public service that way."

Schweich has held appointed positions in federal government since 1999. Heworked in the Waco investigation, for U.S. ambassadors to the United Nations and in International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs in the U.S. and Afghanistan.

Since he has never held an elected position, Schweich's campaign rides on his  experience with investigation, law and audits as well as endorsements from major GOP players such as Jack Danforth, John Bolton and John Ashcroft.

Danforth first met Schweich at the Bryan Cave law firm in St. Louis, where Schweich has worked since 1985. Danforth said he was impressed with the way Schweich handled significant cases at the firm, so when given the opportunity, Danforth asked him to step up as his chief-of-staff for his investigation into the Branch Davidian disaster in Waco, Texas.

"He is very smart, very well-organized and able," Danforth said. "When he takes something on, he does it right."

Schweich said he has the skills needed to be state auditor, despite the fact that he is not a certified public accountant.

Schweich's biggest campaign donor is the Friends of Peter Kinder campaign finance committee, which donated a total of $220,000 into the Schweich for Auditor account before the August primary.

Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder's committee first donated $100,000 in December 2009, about six months after Schweich announced his decision to run for auditor. Schweich had looked into running for U.S. Senate, which would have pitted him against Republican Congressman Roy Blunt in the primary election. Kinder said he did not support Schweich for Senate but thinks he is the right man for state auditor.

"At a time when we have five-point-something billion dollars in stimulus money coming into the state, this is just the kind of person we need," Kinder said. "He's just a terrifically qualified candidate who I was proud to support."

Schweich said he wants to ensure the state's use of federal stimulus money is being appropriately audited to avoid waste and frivolous spending.

Born and raised in Missouri, Schweich headed to the East Coast for college after he graduated from Clayton High School in St. Louis. Schweich graduated with a bachelor's degree in history from Yale in 1982 and a law degree from Harvard three years later.

In 2008, Schweich began teaching as a visiting professor of law and ambassador-in-residence at Washington University. Schweich, his wife, Kathy, and his children, 18-year-old Emilie and 12-year-old Thomas Jr. live in St. Louis.

Baum makes third-party bid for state auditor

Monday, October 25, 2010 | 8:57 p.m. CDT 

BY By Breana Jones

JEFFERSON CITY — Charles Baum is a long shot to win the state auditor's race in next week's election, but the St. Louis native originally had his eye on an even higher prize.

"I couldn't run for president, so I decided to run for state auditor," Baum said.

The Libertarian candidate said his party deserves a fighting chance.

"The Libertarian Party stands for something very simple. We stand for less government and more personal responsibility," Baum said in a telephone interview. "Most people would believe in the same thing."

Baum believes most Americans are Libertarian at heart, but they don't vote that way for two reasons: they don't know what the Libertarian Party stands for or they don't want to throw away their vote.

He said some voters believe that if they're wasting their ballot if they cast it for a third-party candidate. But he thinks the opposite is true. Voting for a major party candidate causes one's vote to get lost among the multitudes.

"Unless your candidate wins by one vote," Baum said.

Baum said he isn't discouraged about running against the incumbent Democrat, Susan Montee, and a well-connected Republican, Tom Schweich. He says on his website that as a Libertarian, he is best suited for the state auditor position because the office must remain independent of party ties.

Baum said that power breeds corruption, but he stopped short of accusing Montee of any wrongdoing.

"I'm not saying Susan Montee has done a bad job," he said, "but I have an advantage because I am not encumbered by a major party."

Baum acknowledged that he lacks experience but said it's important that the state auditor be objective. He also thinks it's time that someone prevail over Democrats and Republicans and challenged voters to ask themselves whether the major parties sincerely represent their values.

"Our country could really benefit from a stronger third party," he said.

Baum is a financial planner and mentor at Renaissance Financial. He likes to garden at his home in University City. He and his wife, Carol, became grandparents recently when their only daughter, Jennifer, gave birth to a girl.

Prop A would 'close the door' on earnings tax

Tuesday, October 26, 2010 By Melissa Miller ~ Southeast Missourian

Proposition A doesn't just affect St. Louis and Kansas City, Mo. 
If approved, it would prohibit any new earnings taxes across Missouri in addition to requiring a vote in Kansas City and St. Louis in April to determine if earnings taxes already in existence there should be continued. 

Mayor Harry Rediger said Cape Girardeau doesn't have plans for a future earnings tax in the city but he said it will be hard for Kansas City and St. Louis to make up the revenue lost if their earnings taxes are voted out. 

If Prop A passes and voters later reject an earnings tax in either city, it would be phased out over a 10-year period, according to the ballot language. 

It could not be voted back in. 

If Prop A passes and voters chose to continue an earnings tax, the issue will be resubmitted again every five years for renewal. 

"The ballot measure rose from growing concerns that the earnings tax in St. Louis and Kansas City, what is really a third income tax, has been detrimental to those two cities and economic development across Missouri," said Marc Ellinger spokesman for the Let Voters Decide campaign to support Proposition A. 

"We've seen a large number of businesses move, sometimes just across the street or across borders to get out of these cities and time after time they identify the earnings tax as the reason for leaving." 

Those who support Prop A say earnings taxes hamper economic development and places an extra burden on working families and business owners who already pay state and federal income tax and local property taxes. 

"With an earnings tax, individuals pay 1 percent right off the top of their salary. It takes people's first dollar and it's very regressive in nature," said Carl Bearden, executive director of United for Missouri who supports Proposition A. 

Those opposed to Proposition A say that if earnings taxes are done away with, cash-strapped cities won't be able to replace the lost funds. 

According to the ballot language, Kansas City budgeted earnings tax revenue of $199.2 million and St. Louis budgeted $141.2 million in anticipated earnings taxes. 

In St. Louis, about a third of the city's general revenue fund is generated by earnings taxes originally enacted in the 1950s, said lawyer William Kuehling of Polsjnelli Shugart, P.C. in St. Louis, who is campaigning against Proposition A. 

If Proposition A passes, it will hurt the cities' credit rating and create difficulty issuing municipal bonds for improvement projects, he said. 

Kuehling also criticized supporters of Proposition A for not suggesting alternatives for cities to replace earnings tax revenue. 

"Replacement is more of an issue for an April election," Ellinger said. "It's not part of the discussion on why people ought to just get a chance vote." 

He said Proposition A doesn't do away with earning taxes. It does, however, put them to a vote of the people. 

A combination of increased property and sales taxes would likely be needed in St. Louis to replace lost earnings tax funds if an earnings tax was voted out, Kuehling said. 

"Proposition A has the potential of putting the two major cities in Missouri in financial distress to the point where they can't perform anymore," Kuehling said. 

St. Louis businessman Rex Sinquefield of the Show-Me Institute, a not-for-profit economic policy research organization, is the driving force behind Proposition A. Sinquefield funded a petition drive that collected 200,000 signatures to put the earnings tax measure on the ballot earlier this year. 

Out of 150 cities in the country, only 25 have earnings taxes and they are concentrated in Midwestern manufacturing states, Ellinger said. 

While there isn't an earnings tax in Cape Girardeau now, Ellinger said approving Proposition A will "close the door" to that possibility in the future. 

"A bill in the legislature a few years ago would have authorized it for every city of 12,000 people or more," Ellinger said. "In tough economic climate, cities are always looking for money." 

St. Louis developers call Prop A “dangerous”

ST. LOUIS (KMOX) -  With work to transform the old St. Louis Centre into new parking and retail going on in the background, local developers Monday talked about the potential dangers they see if Prop A passes November 2nd.

“I’m going to call it a dangerous experiment,” said Steve Smith, CEO of The Lawrence Group, a building design and development group.  “Proposition A would cause so much uncertainty going forward. 

“How does the business community, how do investors, create jobs by making investments in the city of St. Louis if we don’t know what the future is going to bring, and every five years we’re going to hold our breath whether the city will be solvent?”

Prop A would allow voters in St. Louis and Kansas City to decide every five years whether the earnings tax should be continued.

“I have no idea how we will deal with the potential loss of almost all of the municipal police force in an office lease negotiation,” said Matt O’Leary, Sr. Vice President for Spinnaker Real Estate.  “If Proposition A passes, that prospect (of an earnings tax repeal) will continuously be hanging out there, shadowing every transaction going forward.”

Prop A backers say the earnings tax is an out-moded form of revenue enhancement and hurts St. Louis economically when it comes to competing against other cities.
Ministers oppose Mo. earnings tax measure 

ST. LOUIS (AP) -- An interfaith group of St. Louis ministers are protesting a ballot measure that could lead to repeal of the city's earnings tax.
The rally is scheduled for 5:50 p.m. Tuesday at Kiener Plaza downtown. Organizers expected St. Louis Fire Chief Dennis Jenkerson and city comptroller Darlene Green to attend.

Proposition A on Missouri's Nov. 2 ballot would require Kansas City and St. Louis to hold public votes every five years on keeping their city earnings taxes. It would also prohibit any other Missouri city from adopting an earnings tax.

St. Louis Roman Catholic Archbishop Robert Carlson has said voters should consider the potential effect on the poor. He was expected to speak at Tuesday's protest.

Vets and breeders discuss impact of Prop B on dogs' health

By Jessica Stephens October 25, 2010 | 9:33 p.m. CDT

COLUMBIA — Marty Murray never knows the next time an inspector will visit her kennel. She also doesn't know which organization will send the inspector.

Murray, the owner of SacRiver Kennel in Ash Grove, and a licensed breeder with the United States Department of Agriculture, the Missouri Department of Agriculture and Greene County, said she makes sure her facilities meet American Kennel Club and Greene County standards.

Murray said that after all the time and money she put into building her facilities and getting them approved by the USDA eight years ago, she doesn't want to risk losing her license. But if voters pass Proposition B, a ballot initiative that strengthens regulations on breeding facilities that own 10 or more sexually intact dogs, on Nov. 2, Murray said she'll have to make some expensive changes.

The USDA provides regulations for licensed breeding facilities in the Animal Welfare Act. Professional breeders in Missouri can choose to be licensed with the USDA, the Missouri Department of Agriculture or both. But, regulations for animal enclosures are identical for breeders licensed with the federal and state governments.

Among the biggest differences between Proposition B standards and current regulations are stricter rules on flooring, access to the indoors and outdoors, breaks between breeding cycles, increased space requirements and a limit on the number of sexually intact dogs a breeder may own.

Some veterinarians have commented that the regulations suggested in Proposition B are good for some dogs, but not all of them. Likewise, some licensed breeders, such as Murray, prefer USDA standards because they believe current standards are better for their dogs' health.

Here, veterinarians and licensed breeders weigh in on what standards they think are best and why.

Flooring of indoor enclosures:
What the Animal Welfare Act says: Indoor enclosures do not have to have a solid floor, but mesh or slatted flooring must be constructed so the dogs' feet do not pass through any openings. Breeding facilities may have stacked cages. 
What Proposition B says: Indoor enclosures must have solid flooring, and these enclosures may not be stacked above or below the enclosure of another animal.

What veterinarians say: The impact that flooring has on a dog's joints depends tremendously on the weight and age of the particular dog, said Richard Meadows, a veterinarian who teaches at MU's Veterinary Medical Teaching Hospital. Mesh flooring could create pressure points in large dogs, he said.

The type of wire used in mesh enclosures also affects the dogs' health, Meadows said.  He said inadequate wiring can cause pressure sores, and dogs can get their feet caught in it, which could lead to ripped skin or broken bones.

But Meadows said that the right kind of mesh flooring, such as wiring with a plastic coating, can be better for a dog's health than solid floors. Mesh flooring drains the dogs' waste, he said, pointing out that dogs left to stand in their own urine or feces can develop infections and foot problems.

Kenneth Vroman, a veterinarian at Howard County Veterinary Services in Fayette, said the flooring issue doesn't have to be either-or. He said solid flooring can be more comfortable for dogs, but providing some slotted flooring allows a dog to relieve itself without having to remain in an enclosure with its own waste.

Veterinarian Scott Fray of Cooper County Animal Hospital in Boonville said that flooring is not a one-size-fits-all issue. There is no simple answer, he said, because different dogs have different needs. 

What breeders say: Murray said she uses tenderfoot wiring, which has small holes and Teflon coating, in her enclosures. She said she installed the flooring after the USDA advised kennel owners that this wiring is the healthiest for dogs. 
Vivian Wilson, co-owner of Flat Creek Kennel in Aurora, said she has solid flooring for some of her dogs but she prefers to keep puppies and their mothers on mesh flooring.

"I honestly think the puppies do much better up on the wire," Wilson said, pointing out that dogs kept on mesh flooring tend to be cleaner because they're not sitting in waste and less likely to be exposed to fleas, worms or diseases. "If they're on the dirt, they'll just pick up everything."

Access to indoor and outdoor enclosures:
What the Animal Welfare Act says: Dogs must have a sanitary, ventilated facility that protects them from extreme weather. Dogs kept in an outdoor enclosure must be protected from the elements and must have access to a shelter.

What Proposition B says: Dogs must have "constant and unfettered access" to both an indoor and outdoor enclosure. Both enclosures must protect dogs from the elements.

What veterinarians say: Meadows called Proposition B's requirement "unnecessarily prescriptive." He said it's good, but not necessary, for dogs to have access to the outdoors.

Vroman said the particular breed also factors into how much exercise and outdoor time a dog needs. He said smaller breeds don't need as much exercise as larger ones and that some breeds are in fact at a higher risk of becoming too hot or too cold if they are kept outside for too long.

Meadows agreed that dogs run the risk of overexposure to the elements when they have unrestricted access to the outdoors. He said dogs don't always instinctively think to come inside when conditions are too hot or too cold.

"Not all dogs are that bright," Meadows said.

Fray said he does not have a problem with dogs' having regular outdoor access, but that he is concerned with owners' not being allowed to shut dogs inside in certain situations, such as when weather is inclement or when a dog that has recently given birth needs to be indoors to care for her puppies.

What breeders say: Murray and Wilson both said their adult dogs have doors that allow them to go inside and outside at will.

However, Murray also has a nursery where she keeps newborn puppies for six to eight weeks. Mother dogs in this nursery do not have the same access to the outdoors as other dogs because Murray wants them to be available to their puppies.

Limits on breeding cycles:
What the Animal Welfare Act says: Neither the Animal Welfare Act nor state laws limit the number of litters a female dog can have over a period of time.

What Proposition B says: Dogs may not be bred to produce more than two litters within an 18-month period.

What veterinarians say: Fray said that it's hard to tell whether making dogs skip a cycle is best because individual dogs have varying physical needs.

Meadows said that dogs have a six-month breeding cycle. If they do not conceive, intact female dogs go through a "false pregnancy," meaning their bodies go through the same hormonal changes regardless of whether they are pregnant. He said that allowing a dog to skip a breeding cycle is not a bad idea, but it is not necessary for its health.

Breeding a dog every cycle is hard on her body, Fray said, but if a dog goes through too many false pregnancies, she can develop a uterine infection called pyometra.

"It's just not that clear-cut," he said.

What breeders say: Murray said she allows her dogs to take breaks between breeding cycles.

"I don't have to have a law to tell me that's not what you should be doing," she said. 
Wilson said her female dogs self-regulate and know to skip a cycle if they need to.

Likewise, Cindy Elliott, a hobby breeder who raises Yorkies in Bosworth, said her female dogs know when they are ready to breed, and they don't allow male dogs near them when they're ready to skip a breeding cycle.

Spacing requirements for enclosures:
What the Animal Welfare Act says: Dogs must have enough space to turn, stand, sit, lie and walk in a comfortable, normal manner in indoor enclosures. Outdoor enclosures must protect dogs from the elements and provide them with shelter.

What Proposition B says: Indoor enclosures must provide 12 square feet for dogs up to 25 inches long, 20 square feet for dogs between 25 and 35 inches long and 30 square feet for dogs 35 inches or longer. Outdoor enclosures must protect dogs from the elements and provide at least twice the square footage required of indoor enclosures.

What veterinarians say: Fray said that he doesn't have problems with the space requirements in either law but that he believes current regulations are reasonable. 
Vroman agreed that dogs don't need more space than what current laws call for in order for them to get proper exercise.

What breeders say: Increasing the amount of space required for each dog in a breeding facility requires breeders to regulate the temperature within a larger space.

"It would be impossible to meet that standard and have a building that we can heat and cool," Wilson said of the proposed spacing requirements. "The heating and cooling bills will be astronomical."

Limit on number of dogs:
What the Animal Welfare Act says: Neither the animal welfare act nor state laws place a limit on the number of dogs one person or facility may own.

What Proposition B says: Breeding facilities may not have more than 50 sexually intact dogs older than six months.

What veterinarians say: Vroman said having a large number of dogs that can be bred does not necessarily mean that a professional licensed breeder is not taking proper care of them.

"There's no reason to think that if you can properly take care of 50, it's not possible to take care of 100," Vroman said.

Fray said that common sense dictates that breeders with the largest number of dogs are also going to have the hardest time taking care of them. But like Vroman, Fray said that it is possible to responsibly take care of a large number of dogs.

"There's nothing inherently impossible about taking care of 51 dogs," Fray said.

What breeders say: Murray said the number of sexually intact dogs she owns varies. She said sometimes she comes close to the limit because she might keep specific puppies to breed, in which case she waits until they are at least two years old. Murray said she also might keep dogs that are retired from breeding.

Murray also said she believes the number of dogs a breeder owns doesn't matter as much as whether the dogs are being properly cared for.

"You can have 10 dogs and not be taking care of them," she said.
	Mo. lt. gov. endorses tax ballot measure 

	JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Missouri's lieutenant governor is supporting a ballot measure to ban real estate transfer taxes.
Republican Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder says the proposal is needed to prevent possible tax increases.

The question on the Nov. 2 ballot would amend the Missouri Constitution to prohibit real estate transfer taxes, which typically are charged like sales taxes based on the price of the property.

Missouri does not levy the tax but other states do. The state's real estate agents are supporting the ballot measure.


Tea Party Express rolls into St. Louis this week

ST. LOUIS (KMOX) -  St. Louis gets a visit later this week from the Party Bus…the Tea Party Bus, that is.

Missouri GOP director Lloyd Smith is ready to roll out the red carpet.

“We’re excited they’re coming to St. Louis,” Smith tells KMOX News.  “They have been a dedicated component in making sure to get out conservative votes to put up a firewall against the Obama agenda.”

He says Republican Congressional candidate Ed Martin, in particular, can get a lot of mileage out of the Tea Party’s visit.

Brian Wahby chairs the Democratic Party in St. Louis.

He also welcomes the arrival of the Party Bus, but for an entirely different reason.

“I think having the Tea Party Express rolling across the country only highlights, frankly, the scary aspects of what some of the Tea Party people are about,” he says.  “I think it just further drives voters toward Democratic candidates.”

The Tea Party Express is set to arrive in St. Louis on Wednesday.

Danforth Center seeks civility with faith, politics
BY TIM TOWNSEND - Just across from the Gephardt Institute for Public Service in Umrath Hall, Washington University employees were busy recently moving chairs, desks and computers into the offices of a new center, named for another legendary Missouri politician.

The Danforth Center for Faith & Politics, launched last year with a $30 million gift from the Danforth Foundation, will officially open its doors today with an inaugural speech at the university's Graham Chapel by journalist and historian Jon Meacham.

The proximity of two centers named for former Democratic Congressman Richard A. Gephardt and former Republican Sen. John C. Danforth is emblematic of what Danforth anticipates the new center will do for the tenor of political conversation in the country — at least when it comes to matters of faith.

"My hope is that this is a place that both illuminates the relationship between religion and politics, and also encourages respectful but vigorous debate," Danforth said in an interview Monday. "Respectful does not mean wishy-washy. It means respectful."

Danforth's vision is for a "high quality" academic center whose scholars can respond quickly when topics of religion and faith enter the political news cycle. Through conferences, debates, panel discussions, lectures and publications, Danforth hopes that as the 2012 presidential campaigns begin revving their engines next year, the center can have a calming effect on a debate that some say has devolved from thoughtful to thoughtless.

"Two things we're told to never discuss at the dinner table are religion and politics, but a lot of us grew up doing exactly that," said E.J. Dionne, a Washington Post columnist and author who often writes about both topics. "I think the Danforth center is trying to reproduce those dinner table discussions and replace the shoutfest."

Officials say the political atmosphere of next week's midterm election illustrates the need for the new center.

"What is called political commentary is, by most standards, entertainment — a circus atmosphere, fight night, who can shout the loudest," said Wayne Fields, a Washington University professor of English and American studies and the center's founding director. "There's something profoundly boring about it."

Danforth — an ordained Episcopal priest — wrote the blueprint for the new center in his 2006 book, also called "Faith and Politics."

In it, Danforth said it would have been "worse than inappropriate," and "divisive and wrong" to "foist" his own religion on the electorate.

"Because the task of government is to hold together in one country a diverse public, my interjection of religion into politics would have been a profound disservice to my state and my country," Danforth wrote. "It would have sown division where there should be unity."

Danforth also called out Republican Party operatives and conservative Christian pastors, writing that in recent years "the wisdom of our founding fathers has been challenged as the Republican Party has identified itself with the political agenda of Christian conservatives."

Washington University officials have been careful to portray the new center as nonpartisan, using terms like "unbiased," "ideologically neutral," "diverse" and "academic."

One of the center's first hires, assistant director Lenora Fisher, was a religious outreach coordinator and Midwest operations director for the 2008 Obama presidential campaign.

Fields and Fisher have been busy with center infrastructure and putting together search committees to find faculty and Fields' permanent replacement as director. The plan is to have a new director in place by next summer, and the goal for the center is to be "a significant voice" during the 2012 presidential election cycle, Fields said. The center could get a profile boost if St. Louis beats out three other cities vying for the 2012 Democratic convention.

Fields said the center will use religious, political, journalistic and educational voices in its programs. It will react to national headlines with an electronic publishing arm that will allow its scholars to analyze the news on a more journalistic timetable.

It will host national conferences during presidential election years, Fields said, "to assess the role religious issues are playing in the life of the campaign and in the life of the culture at that moment."

The center plans to keep tabs on the politico-religious zeitgeist by also holding meetings with religious leaders and believers of diverse backgrounds throughout the country. The center also plans to hold regular lectures and offer classes in religion and politics.

The center, while based in St. Louis, will have a major presence in Washington through its partnership with the Brookings Institution. Fields said scholars from each organization would travel back and forth for lectures and visiting appointments.

Last December, the Danforth Foundation announced the faith and politics center in two news conferences. The first was in Washington, and the second in St. Louis.

"I think it's helpful that the center is based in the middle of the country," said Dionne. "That the center is outside of Washington may give it credibility for some in the country that a center in Washington would not have."

Dionne, who is also a senior fellow at Brookings, and others there will help organize the Danforth Dialogues, a series of conversations among experts about religious-political issues other than hot-button topics like abortion and gay marriage. Those conversations will eventually be published by the Danforth center.

The center's inaugural event, the speech by Meacham — "God and Politics: From George Washington to Barack Obama" — indicates the importance the center will put on the role journalism plays in the faith-politics conversation.

"It's significant," Fields said. "But you have to look at the kind of journalist he is. Journalists like Jon, E.J. Dionne and Gary Wills are deeply invested in public issues and have something thoughtful to say about them."

Danforth said that when Americans vote, they're participating in decisions about the country's future.

"It deprives people of that choice, and that participation, if an election campaign is cheapened to the point of focusing ... on name-calling," he said. "One thing religion can offer politics is a sense of humility, an understanding that political opinions are not divine."
Democratic incumbent faces challenger with county government experience in 161st district

Monday, October 25, 2010 ~ Updated 11:49 AM
By Scott Welton ~ Standard Democrat 

SIKESTON, Mo. -- One of the area's few Democratic incumbents in state legislative office will face a challenge from a former Republican commissioner of Scott County in the 161st District race. 

The incumbent is Democrat Steve Hodges; the challenger, Republican Ron McCormick. 

"My wife, Amy, and I have been married for 38 years and have called East Prairie our home for most of our lives," Hodges said. "We have three sons and two grandsons. My father, Jim, and I owned and operated the IGA supermarket in East Prairie for 43 years. I graduated from Southeast Missouri State University with a Bachelor of Science in business administration and received a Master of Business Administration from the University of Missouri. I served 12 years on the East Prairie R-2 school board and have been a member of the Chamber of Commerce, Jaycees and Kiwanis. I have been a member of the local Methodist church for almost 50 years." 

"I was born Aug. 27, 1957, in St. Louis, Ill.," McCormick said. "I attended public school in Sikeston until ninth grade. We then moved to Marble Hill. After graduation, I enlisted in the U.S. Air Force. I am married to Mindy Adams McCormick. I have four children, Adam, Brandon, Hannah and Bailey. I have four grandchildren, Zac, Zoie, Zayden and Lilliahna. I graduated from Southeast Missouri State University in 1994; started Heartland Supported Living Inc. in 1997 and sold it in 2005. I was appointed county commissioner in Scott County in 2006. I am a member of Miner Baptist Church." 

Each candidate has had business experience to prepare them for the challenges of serving in the legislature. 

"I owned and operated a business for several years," McCormick said. "I started and built this business from the ground up. I dealt with all of the state and federal bureaucracy. I hired and trained employees and did payroll. I developed this business into one of the largest in-home services companies in Southeast Missouri." 

"Living most of my life in Southeast Missouri and having many farmers as my customers gives me a tremendous understanding of the importance of agriculture to our region and state," Hodges said. 

Both candidates also have public service experience. 

"When I was first asked to consider running for office, I was told that my education, business experience, community involvement and knowledge of the 161st district would qualify me as a strong candidate for success. I made a trip to Jefferson City to observe the opportunity and enthusiastically decided that this is what I want to do," Hodges said. "My proudest asset is of serving four years as state representative in the Missouri legislature. I attend as many events and activities as possible both in and out of my district." 

"The two years that I spent as a Scott County commissioner was a good training ground for preparing me for state representative," McCormick said. "The commissioner's primary job is to balance the county budget. While the county budget is much smaller than that of the state, it is no small task. Also managing county roads and law enforcement and responding to natural disasters such as floods and ice storms greatly increased my management and leadership skills." 

McCormick added that while running his in-home services company, "I was asked to represent a group of providers advocating for people with disabilities and the providers that supported them." 

Hodges also noted his experience in education. "I was a substitute teacher for two years, coached Little League Baseball, and was a Midget League basketball coach for 22 years," he said. "I officiated Missouri school sports for 41 years. I have served on numerous community committees and on the Booster Board of Southeast Missouri State University." 

Asked about the biggest issues the Legislature is likely to face and their goals during their term in office if elected, the candidates offered the following comments: 

* "The biggest issue in the upcoming general assembly will be job creation and economic development," Hodges said. "The loss of jobs in recent years put Missouri in a downward spiral. Revenues declined because of decreasing sales taxes and state income taxes. As the Missouri Constitution mandates having a balanced budget, legislators had to make difficult decisions in cutting budgets for state departments. The good news is that the decline of revenues has stopped, and year-to-date collections over the previous year are showing positive increases. I am against any tax increases for our citizens, and I also feel the development of new and cheaper sources of energy will be a priority. The largest budget item, education, is a major concern for all of us, and common sense approaches to health care completes the top five needs. My goal is to use my knowledge and experience to represent the 161st district and the remaining citizens of Missouri." 

* "No doubt the biggest issue will be the budget," McCormick said. "The budget issue in the state is a result of loss of revenue. The loss of revenue is a result of loss of jobs. There are two things that you can do to solve this problem. One, you can make cuts in the budget or two, you can raise revenue. I support the latter. Small business is the backbone of this country. We need to focus our efforts on helping our small business owners not only survive but to thrive and expand. My goal when elected is to work to attract new industry to the district. We have much to offer manufacturers that relocate to this area. We have good transportation outlets such as three major ports on the Mississippi River, two main interstates and two rail systems. We have much of our area under Enhanced Enterprise Zones which gives business tax breaks for a number of years." 

Local House candidates share views for tax credits

By Bailey Brewer, Deniz Koray, Mary Daly
October 25, 2010 | 8:52 p.m. CDT

 COLUMBIA — Tax credits have become a pressing issue in the past year as Missouri hopes to solve its budget crisis. Gov. Jay Nixon created the Tax Credit Review Commission on July 21 to analyze the 61 tax credit programs in the state. According to a September Associated Press report, the commission will make a recommendation for which programs should face cuts by Thanksgiving. According to the report, the state will grant almost $500 million in credits for the year.

A breakdown of each candidates’ views on tax credits is presented below.

21st District
Republican John Cauthorn of Mexico said tax credits are great for the business community, including those in the largely rural district he hopes to represent after elections next week.

He said that businesses in the renewable energy and agricultural sectors have benefited from tax credits. Both these areas are personally important to Cauthorn as a farmer who frequently mentions his interest in renewable energy. He also is passionate about mid-Missouri residents buying items locally.

Democrat Kelly Schultz of Shaw said if elected to office, she will go through the state’s tax credits, line by line, to be sure that each is a wise investment of the state’s tax dollars. She has reminded the public at candidate forums that she has experience working with budgets in Jefferson City and is ready to tackle the tedious job of combing through credits and looking for problems.

In terms of both economic development and charitable tax credits, she said she plans to make sure they are delivering what was promised to members of the community.

23rd District
Republican Paul Szopa said it is appropriate to use taxpayer money “when there is a high level of certainty that the money is going to come back to the state.”

Szopa, however, said he is “philosophically opposed” to tax credits as business incentives.

“It’s unfair for one community to see the benefits, but all communities have to pay,” Szopa said.

During a summer special session, the Missouri General Assembly approved a bill allowing automakers to keep employee withholding taxes they would normally pay to the state if the automakers, in turn, agree to expand or build new facilities in the state. Gov. Jay Nixon signed the bill into law in July.

The bill targeted Ford Motor Co., which has a plant near Kansas City that employs about 3,700 people.

“I would have been absolutely opposed to that,” Szopa said, adding “there would be no guarantee Ford would continue to use that plant.”

Incumbent Democrat Stephen Webber, who is seeking a second term, said he could get behind tax credits as incentives to bring in businesses.

“It could be an effective economic development tool,” Webber said.

Webber said there is a great deal of competition among states to bring in businesses, and Missouri must do what it takes to stay on the front edge.

Webber said Columbia has used tax credits effectively in upgrading and constructing  new buildings downtown, building low-income housing for seniors and bringing companies into the city, such as IBM and ABC Labs.

“It’s difficult to say whether all incentives are good or bad, but all in all, it’s been beneficial to Columbia,” Webber said.

24th District
Incumbent Democrat Chris Kelly spoke in favor of tax credits for public housing. He believes public-private partnerships such as Bethel Ridge Estates in Columbia are more efficient than older public housing projects that were completely government funded.

He pointed out the failure of the Pruitt-Igoe housing project in St. Louis, which was torn down just two decades after it was constructed.

“We have decided in this country to subsidize some housing,” Kelly said. "Now, we just have to find the most rational way to do it.” 

He believes that tax credits for low-income and senior housing are an improvement because the owners of the housing developments have a huge financial incentive to keep them livable for the long-term.

“Most tax credits are popular when looked at individually,” he said. “It’s when you mention tax credits generally that you see opposition.”

Republican Laura Nauser also supports tax credits to help house seniors and people with either low incomes or disabilities.

“Since housing for seniors and the disabled requires special accommodations, it is important to give incentives for housing developers,” she said. “The state or local government won’t have to build these facilities in the future if private companies do it now, and that will benefit everyone.”

However, Nauser believes credits for attracting businesses are even more important. She said one of her primary goals, if elected, would be to bring news jobs to the state, and she believes tax credits can provide incentives to corporations.

She mentioned the tax credits for the 3M plant as well as the IBM data center as examples of how tax credits can create potential jobs. She said, however, it is very important to make sure that corporations hold their end of the bargain and provide the promised number of jobs.
State reps to debate issues at Wednesday forum

The forum will include candidates from the 23rd, 24th and 25th districts.

By Steven Dickherber 
MU plans to hold a debate for state House candidates to discuss their opinions on key issues like the economy, state taxes, unemployment and higher education Wednesday. 

In the 23rd district, Republican candidate Paul Szopa is taking on incumbent Democrat Stephen Webber; in the 24th district, Republican Laura Nauser is challenging incumbent Democrat Rep. Chris Kelly. Incumbent Rep. Mary Still, D-Columbia, is running unopposed for the 25th district.

In the 24th District, Kelly said the differentiating philosophies between him and Nauser were their views on how to pay for university funding.

“I believe that it is reasonable to fund the University of Missouri and the research and the education that goes on there,” Kelly said in an interview this week. “I believe that is a legitimate investment in our society and our future. The only way to do that is with tax revenue. I don’t believe that we can cut our way to an excellent university.”

Nauser, who currently represents the Fifth Ward in the Columbia City Council, said she believes there were wasted funds in the state and inefficiencies could be cut out of the budget.

“I believe that the government should be limited,” Nauser said, “I will bring the concept of smaller government to the state capitol; I believe that people solve problems, not government.”

Kelly would like to use funds from increased taxes on cigarettes to fund MU. He says it is important to note, though, he would put a proposed raise in cigarette taxes up to voters to pass.

“If it’s wrong to tax smokers, it’s wrong to tax smokers period, and we should abolish cigarette taxes,” he said. “But if it’s OK to tax them, then the only question becomes what is the appropriate level at which to tax them.” 

Nauser said Kelly’s plan to allow voters to decide whether to approve of higher taxes on cigarettes is flawed. 

“I do believe in people deciding things, but I have a concern: it’s easy for people to pass a tax on somebody else and not themselves,” Nauser said. “They are a minority in a sense, and I don’t think it’s necessarily a bad thing that we are one of the lowest taxing states.”

Webber is running for re-election in the 23rd district against political newcomer Szopa. Webber’s website says he believes in investing in Missouri infrastructure to create jobs and stands for labor unions opposed to the “right-to-work” movement. Webber also supports gaining health care for all Missourians.

“All Missourians should have access to quality and affordable health care so they can care for their families and live a secure life,” he said on his website. 

Szopa was campaigning late into the evening and was unavailable for comment.

Though she is running unopposed in the 25th District, Still said she still places importance on connecting with members in her district by going to debates and other public meetings as well as by remaining available via e-mail and telephone.

She believes funding for MU is one of the key issues facing Missouri at this time.

“We have to recognize the importance of education and support for education connected to the overall goal of growing an economy that’s going to be competitive in the future,” Still said.
New trial date set in Jetton's assault case

Tuesday, October 26, 2010
Southeast Missourian 

NEW MADRID, Mo. -- New Madrid County Circuit Court Judge Fred W. Copeland has put former Missouri House speaker Rod Jetton's trial back on his docket. 

Originally scheduled to begin Thursday, Jetton's trial has now been rescheduled for Feb. 3. 

Jetton is accused of assaulting Mary Elizabeth Lowe of Sikeston, Mo. at her home last November. Jetton is accused of hitting Lowe on the head, choking her and beating her during rough sexual intercourse. 

Photographs entered into evidence at Jetton's preliminary hearing in February showed Lowe had injuries to her face, neck and leg. 

Attorneys in the case asked Jetton's trial be rescheduled due to new evidence surfacing during depositions taken earlier this month. 

Missouri voters get final say on state judges
Under Missouri’s celebrated non-partisan system of judicial selection, every state Supreme Court and appellate court judge and all trial-level judges in urban counties must stand periodically for retention election.

The first stay-or-go election is held at the first election after a judge has served one year on the bench. After that, judges stand for retention at the end of each term in office — every 12 years for Supreme and appellate court judges, every six years for circuit court judges and every four years for associate circuit judges.

On the Nov. 2 ballot, Zel M. Fischer of the Missouri’s Supreme Court is up for retention along with Mary Kathryn Hoff of the Missouri Court of Appeals, Eastern District.

Voters in St. Louis County also will decide the fate of six circuit court judges and seven associate circuit court judges. In St. Louis city, 10 circuit court judges and five associate circuit court judges will appear on the ballot.

Most voters have no way to assess a judge’s record or qualifications. To help voters, the Missouri Bar  collects confidential evaluations each election year from lawyers who have appeared before judges on the ballot and jurors who have sat in trials before the judges.

The lawyers are asked to rate the judges from 1 (low) to 5 (high) in a number of categories, including whether the judges have been fair and impartial and whether their decisions are clear, well-reasoned and issued in a timely manner.

Jurors are polled on their impressions of trial judges. The bar then publishes the survey results and a recommendation on whether each judge should be retained.

Judges Fischer and Hoff represent close to the ideal of what non-partisan, merit-based systems for appointing judges are supposed to achieve.

Mr. Fischer excelled in law school and, upon graduation,  clerked for Judge Andrew Jackson Higgins on the Missouri Supreme Court. Mr. Fischer was appointed by Republican Gov. Matt Blunt to the Supreme Court in 2008. He’s a conservative judge widely respected by lawyers and judges of all political and ideological outlooks. He received high scores (all above 4) on the lawyer surveys.

Ms. Hoff was appointed to the Circuit Court of St. Louis in 1989 by Republican Gov. John Ashcroft. She was elevated to the Missouri Court of Appeals in 1996 by Democratic Gov. Mel Carnahan.

Ms. Hoff has served with distinction as a judge and received high scores (all above 4) from lawyers responding the bar survey.

Online profiles and survey results for Judges Fischer and Hoff and all trial level judges up for retention in St. Louis and St. Louis County are posted by the Missouri Bar.

One merits special public attention: The Missouri Bar recommends that Judy P. Draper of the Associate Circuit Court of St. Louis County not be retained. She received very low scores (below 2) on lawyer surveys in the following categories: “Competency in the law,” “Ruling on dispositive motions” (those affecting the resolution of a case) and “Understanding rules of procedure and evidence.”

Ms. Draper was the only judge to receive a negative recommendation from the Missouri Bar for this election.

Amendment 3: A Preemptive Strike on Real Estate Transfer Taxes

 (Jefferson City, MO) -- Missouri does not have a real estate transfer tax, and real estate agents are lobbying voters to keep it that way.

The Missouri Association of Realtors and the National Association of Realtors have both contributed more than $1 million to the Vote Yes to Stop Double Taxation campaign.

On Nov. 2, Amendment 3 will ask voters if the state constitution should be amended to prevent the enactment of a real estate transfer tax. 

Thirty-seven states impose fees or taxes when a property changes hands. The tax is usually based on the value of the property sold. Some state statutes stipulate if the buyer or the seller is responsible for paying it, others do not. Tax rates run from a maximum of 2 percent in Delaware to 0.01 percent in Colorado, Georgia and Hawaii.

In some states, transfer taxes are levied on the state, county and or municipal level. 

Still, no Missouri municipality has a transfer tax. Jefferson City Realtor Alan Mudd said he wants it to stay that way.

"There have been discussions of transfer taxes in the urban areas," Mudd said. "If you take the fact that all the states that border Missouri already have a transfer tax, to say 'Why worry about it?' would seem to be a head in the sand approach."

Mudd has first hand knowledge of the transfer tax system. He tells the story of recently selling property in a Chicago suburb.

"We had to pay three transfer taxes, a city, a county and a state transfer tax," Mudd said, noting the taxes added more than $400 to the final price of the house.

Missouri realtors say a transfer tax amounts to double taxation in that homeowners already pay property taxes and shouldn't be taxed for a percentage of their home's value when they sell it.

"The only way to keep Missouri free from the double taxation of the transfer tax is to pass the constitutional amendment," Mudd said. "The only other way is to work against transfer taxes in every community and municipality in the state, and I don't think anybody has the time or money to do that."

There has been little organized opposition to Amendment 3, but in recent weeks, the St. Louis-based Missourians for Tax Justice has released a press statement saying the amendment is not necessary. 

"Missouri voters haven't approved a ballot measure to increase taxes since 1987," said State Representative Jeanette Mott Oxford, a spokesperson for the group. "Amendment 3 is clearly a solution looking for a problem and should be defeated."

Members of the group believe in a "fair and balanced state tax structure that will produce adequate revenue for needed public services," according to their Website. 

"Missouri hasn't increased taxes in more than a decade and, in fact, has instituted a number of unwise and poorly conceived tax cuts during that period," said Bob Quinn, a member of the MTJ executive committee, in a press release. "Strong majorities in both the Senate and the House of Representatives have ruled out any increased tax or any other revenue-generating measure, even though our state has an obvious need for growth in this era of job-killing budget cuts."
No MTJ representatives were available Monday for comment. 

In a statement released by his office Monday, Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder threw his support behind Amendment 3.

"As the economy continues to take a toll on families across Missouri, our state, county and city governments must live within their means," Kinder said. "Balancing a budget by placing unfair taxes on Missourians is not how government should be doing business."

The question is one of three constitutional amendments the ballot will present voters. 

The first will ask voters if assessors in the state's largest counties should elect, rather than appoint, their assessors. Should the amendment pass, no immediate change will result. The proposal carves out an exception for counties with populations ranging from 600,001 to 699,999 people, effectively isolating Jackson County -- the only large county that has not already allowed for assessor elections. The ballot language was approved prior to a vote in St. Louis County that provided for local assessor elections.

The second question will ask voters if totally disabled Prisoners of War should be exempt from paying property taxes on their homes.

In addition, voters will face two questions dealing with statutory changes on earnings tax and dog breeding. 

(Dick Aldrich, Missouri News Horizon)

MISSOURINET
Blunt widens lead over Carnahan in latest poll

by Brent Martin on October 25, 2010

in 2010 Campaign,Politics & Government
Southwest Missouri Congressman Roy Blunt maintains a strong lead in the United States Senate race, according to a public opinion poll conducted for the St. Louis Post-Dispatch and KMOV-TV.

Blunt leads Secretary of State Robin Carnahan 49% to 40%, a larger lead than he held in a poll conducted by the newspaper and television station this summer. The lead for Blunt, a Republican, has expanded even during a time of a harshly negative media campaign by Carnahan, a Democrat.

Pollsters conducted telephone interviews at random with 625 registered Missouri voters who said they cast ballots regularly in state elections. The poll has a margin of error of plus or minus 4 percentage points.

The poll was conducted Oct. 18 through Oct. 20, significant because that came just after the only two debates of the campaign, debates in which Carnahan pressed her theme that Blunt is too closely tied to Washington and his connections in the nation’s capital have made him corrupt. Blunt has countered with charges that Carnahan is too closely tied to President Obama, who has a negative rating in the state.

Numbers released from the poll indicate Carnahan is trailing Blunt in every region of the state, except for St. Louis.

The campaign seems to be undermining the reputation of both. In the July poll, 23% of the respondents held an unfavorable view of Blunt with 38% holding an unfavorable opinion of Carnahan. The October polls reflected a plunge in the two candidates’ rating. Now, 35% of the voters view Blunt unfavorably with 48% telling pollsters they have an unfavorable opinion of Carnahan.

Skelton/Hartzler race a “toss up” in the 4th District 
by Ryan Famuliner on October 25, 2010in 2010 Campaign,Politics & Government
West Central Missouri Congressman Ike Skelton has held the House seat for the 4th District since 1977, but he’s facing a strong challenge from Republican Vicky Hartzler in next week’s election.

The nonpartisan Cook Political Report out of Washington DC says the race is close enough to be considered a ‘toss up.’ Skelton says recent polls showing a close race don’t concern him.

“No I don’t believe those polls because my poll, which is done by one of the best pollsters in America, shows that I have a comfortable lead,” Skelton said.

Hartzler’s got a similar, but opposite view…

“I think we’re going to see a big change next week. Our polling actually shows us in the lead, fairly significantly, and we believe that we’re just going to continue strong through the finish line next week,” Hartzler said.

Hartzler says the time is right for Republicans to take the 4th District seat from Skelton, because Missourians are fed up.

“Our district is very conservative. We’re a 56% Republican district and here you have our representative taking our vote to Washington D.C. and casting it for Nancy Pelosi for Speaker four times, and then squandering our vote by voting for her agenda 95% of the time,” Hartzler said.

But Skelton says that number is misleading, and he represents his district’s values.

“The biggest vote of the year, of course, was the ‘Obamacare,’ health care bill. I voted against it as well as other measures the party was pushing. I’m a very independent voter and it’s a campaign tactic. It’s just not going to work, because people know I’m an independent voter,” Skelton said.

He says it’s clear what his constituents are concerned about.

“The biggest issue, of course, is the economy. In our district we’re very blessed to have about 40,000 jobs that are dependent on Whiteman Air Force Base and Ft. Leonard Wood and needless to say I’ve been working very hard to not only keep those bases afloat but add to them through the years,” Skelton said.

Hartzler had a similar answer for the question of what issue she thought Missourians put first.

“Jobs. People in the 4th District are hurting. We have almost a 10% unemployment rate in the 4th District and everything they’re doing in Washington is killing jobs. Unfortunately my opponent has enabled and supported all of those initiatives,” Hartzler said.

Should Hartzler defeat Skelton, the state’s military bases would be losing his support as the Chairman of the House Armed Services Committee. He says that would come at an important time.

“Candidates and incumbents are talking about a new base-closing commission. Of course if that happens everything is on the table; every base is on the table. I would be there to protect it. I did that once before when there was s serious threat to close down Ft. Leonard Wood, and I would do it again,” Skelton said.

Meantime, Hartzler says the results of their race won’t impact that chairmanship.

“I believe he won’t be chairman next year anyway, as the Republicans all across the country are expected to take back the House of Representatives. So he won’t be in that position. But yet leader John Boehner, the leader of the Republicans, has pledged that should I win, he will secure a seat for me on that committee,” Hartzler said.

Hartzler says she would be a strong voice for Missouri’s military bases on that committee.

Listen to the interviews below to hear more from each of the candidates. Both candidates voiced their opposition to the health care reform passed this year, and their support for the 2nd Amendment.

They also discussed the tone of the campaign, and gave their impressions of what would happen if the Republicans were able to take control of the House by winning enough seats nationwide in next Tuesday’s election.

SHP offers e-mail alerts of the movement of sex offenders 

by Brent Martin on October 26, 2010

in Crime & Courts,Law Enforcement
A new program from the State Highway Patrol will send you an e-mail when a registered sex offender changes his address.

The new program continues the enhancements of the State Highway Patrol Sex Offender Registry Web site, says Captain Tim Hull. Hull asks Missourians to be patient as traffic to the Web site and requests for e-mails ramps up and slows down the system.

“People are becoming aware of it and as they do, again, you may just have to be patient, but the system is going to get slowed down just because the number of users that are on there, especially as we’re coming in closer to the Halloween time period when this is a big concern for parents and their kids out Trick or Treating,” Hull says.

More than 1,000 Missourians sign up for the e-mail alerts on Monday.

Established in 1995, the sex offender registry debuted on the Web in 2004. The next year, a data base with search features including maps was added. Now, the e-mail alerts are available free of charge.

Hull says the Patrol hasn’t made a projection on how many people might sign up.

“It’s hard to tell at this point,” Hull says. “Bringing it up and bringing it functional, like it is now, the week before Halloween, I’d say we’re going to get a lot of hits.”

State law prohibits convicted sex offenders from participating in Halloween activities. Registered sex offenders must remain inside their homes between 5pm and 10:30pm Halloween evening. They must post a sign at their home notifying children that no candy is available. Outside lights also must be off.
Claire McCaskill's brother out on bond after drug arrest

U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill's younger brother is free on bond after an arrest last week on drug charges.

William McCaskill, 48, was arrested on Wednesday on a warrant stemming from an incident in January in which he was found unconscious in front of a night club he co-owns in downtown Columbia, Mo.

According to a probable cause statement, police found McCaskill near his nightclub, Generic, on Jan. 5 "highly intoxicated and disoriented" with a cut above his eye and a "large contusion."

McCaskill was taken to the University of Missouri hospital, where, police found among his belongings a folded paper containing cocaine.

Lab tests on drug cases can take months, police said, which is why it took so long to issue a warrant.

McCaskill was arrested in Holts Summit, where he lives. On Thursday, he pleaded not guilty and was released on bond. This is not McCaskill's first run in with the law. In 2006, he was cited by Lake Ozark police for "failure to return leased or rented property."

He was fined $50, according to court records.

In the drug case, McCaskill has been charged with possession of a controlled substance, a felony.

His sister issued a statement saying she was "disappointed."

"The law should treat him no differently than anyone else," Sen. McCaskill said.

BLOG ZONE
ROSE NOLEN: Respecting animals, nature important to previous Missouri farmers

By ROSE M. NOLEN

October 26, 2010 | 12:01 a.m. CDT

With the next election a little more than a week away, I can honestly say there is nothing I've heard so far from any of the candidates  that encourages me to go to the polls. As far as I'm concerned, it's the same old, same old.

There is one issue that has caught my attention, and that is Proposition B, which would  increase dog breeding regulations. I want to explain why I feel the way I do about this issue.

I am a native Missourian. I grew up in a small town surrounded by agricultural producers. When I was growing up, these people were farmers. Mostly these were men who wore bib-overalls and women who wore housedresses. Many of these farmers had only one or two Sunday outfits that they wore to church for worship, weddings and funerals. A major part of the value system I grew up with was based on agriculture values. We lived in concert with nature. Animals were only slaughtered for food for humans to eat. Had we all been vegetarians there would have been no need to slaughter animals at all. Living animals of all kinds lived under safe, humane conditions. Most family pets lived as well as their owners.

Some of today's agricultural producers wear three-piece suits, ride around in jets and many, I suspect, have never looked a heifer or a sow in the eye. But whether individual or corporate producers, I can understand why they see Proposition B as a threat to their future bottom lines. Where I live I witness truckloads of chickens packed into cages like dead sardines. People are sickened by such sights. But the inhumane treatment of chickens is legal so chicken breeders can let their consciences be their guides. In this case, we are talking about the housing of dogs in puppy mills and whether or not they should be housed under safe, sanitary conditions.

I, and individual producers that I know favor keeping all animals under safe, clean conditions. I really don't want to go near producers who argue that this is the beginning of an attempt to put farmers out of business. They make me curious as to what kind of operations they are engaged in if keeping dogs in humane conditions causes them a problem. As things stand do we all have to become vegetarians in order to stop the abuse of farm animals? In short, can we even trust the vegetables these people are producing? Are these so-called farmers protesting too much?

Personally, I don't trust people that abuse anything in nature. That comes from the agricultural value system that I learned as a child.

As much as some would like to believe the opposite, Missouri is not an "anything goes" state. We are the Show-Me state, where we say what we mean and mean what we say. In earlier days we were proud to say that we fed the nation. And the farmers that lived around my family fed us, and they didn't have to abuse animals in order to do so. In days of feast or famine, our farmers didn't whine either, they just got up and went to work from sunup to sundown.

If farmers are not concerned about the well-being of the animals they raise that tells me what kind of people they are, and I have no interest in changing them. In other words, I don't covet their souls. As long as they obey state and local laws, they are free to care for their animals any way they choose.

But I am grateful to have the opportunity to cast my vote in favor of the humane treatment of dogs. Americans today don't waste a chance to celebrate their freedoms. If people who call themselves farmers want to use their freedoms to treat their animals without regard to their safety and well being, there is nothing I can do about it. I don't have time to go around the state trying to teach people how to be human. If you don't learn that as a child, you probably never will.

People who want to breed dogs in dirty, unsafe puppy mills can go into another business. Maybe they can find work with some of these protesting farmers who seem to favor lower standards.

I'm glad I had the experience of growing up among farmers I could respect. The agricultural value system that taught me to appreciate nature has added great dimensions to my life. When I go into the polls and cast my ballot in favor of Proposition B I will be paying tribute to a well-learned lesson.

U.S. senator races in Missouri, Illinois draw write ins

By PHIL SUTIN > psutin@post-dispatch.com > 314-863-2812 www.STLtoday.com | No Comments Posted | Posted: Monday, October 25, 2010 6:06 pm 

Six write-in candidates in Missouri and eight in Illinois want voters on Nov. 2 to elect them to the United States Senate. Local offices drew few such candidates.

The write ins signed up with election authorities to become official write-in candidates whose vote the authorities will count.

The six Missouri write-in Senate candidates are Charles L. Bailey of Liberty and Dale M. Hoinoski of Greenwood, Mark S. Memoly of Lee's Summit, Frazier Glenn Miller Jr. of Aurora, Jeff Wirick of Rolla and Richie L. Wolfe of Sedalia,

In Illinois, the Senate write ins are Susanne Atanus of Des Plaines, Will Boyd of Greenville, Shon-tiyon "Santiago" Horton of Alton, Stan Jagla of Roselle, Avner Nagar of Lincolnwood, Ina Pinkney of Chicago, Lowell M. Seida of Westchester and Robert L. "Bob" Zadek of Rockford.

In the Illinois governor's race, the official write ins will be the ticket of Steve Estill of Mason City for governor and Larry Jones of Springfield for lieutenant governor. Starting this year, the governor and lieutenant governor run as a team.

Gregg Moore of Chicago, Charles J. Symonds III of Orion and Michael "Mike" White of Lindenhurst filed as official write ins for governor without a lieutenant governor partner.

In Missouri, Patrick M. Cannon of St. Charles is a write in for U.S. representative from the 2nd District, Brian Waller of St. Louis, 3rd District, and Ron Burrus of Columbia and Clifford Jeffery "Jeff" Reed of Rolla in the 9th District.

Marva Miller of University City is a write for state representative from the 72nd District.

The top offices in two Missouri counties drew write ins - Ken Patterson of Eureka for St. Louis County executive and Don Meyer of Labadie for Franklin County presiding commissioner. Charles Sullivan of Waterloo is a write-in candidate for Monroe County commissioner.

Kristie Monigan of Alton is a write in seeking election as a member of the Madison County Board from the 9th District.

The deadline in Missouri for becoming an official write in candidate was last Friday. The Illinois deadline passed on Sept. 3.

The electronic voting systems in both states on Nov. 2 will say how many people voted for write-in candidates, but will not tally votes for individual write ins. Election workers will start that task the next day.

Watchman on the Walls

by Brent Martin on October 25, 2010

In Ezekiel 3, God commissions the prophet as a watchman on the walls. The commission carries great responsibility. He is instructed to keep watch. If danger comes, he is to warn his fellow citizens. If they heed his warning, the country will be spared. If he fails to issue the warning, their destruction will be on his head. He will be held accountable. If he fulfills his duty and his fellow citizens ignore the warning, the consequences fall on them. He has done his duty.

Reporters are the watchmen on the walls for our states. We observe what is happening around us and report to our fellow citizens. We are responsible to report, to warn if you will. What to do with the information rests with our listeners and those who view our websites.

I have been contemplating the role of a watchman as I have watched this political season unfold. My career as a political reporter stretches back to 1980 when I worked as a part-time reporter for a small radio station in Warrensburg while completing my college degree. It became intoxicating, exhilarating and mesmerizing.

Such emotions carry a young reporter past the fatigue of long hours and an endless “To Do” list through the thrill of reporting on election night. I became hooked.

I’m still hooked. I still enjoy the job. Time and the changes that have taken place the past 30 years have given me a perspective I lacked when I first started.

Politics seems to suck everyone in to playing the game. Democrats say this. Republicans counter with that. Words escalate. Rhetoric intensifies. The objective of it all, choosing those who will governor for us, seems to get lost in a cascade of competing commercials.

The public still deserves a watchman on the walls, someone who understands that this isn’t a game. The public still needs that person to observe, to report, perhaps even to warn. Most people will never meet a candidate for state representative or senate, let alone a candidate for Congress. They cannot be blamed for being confused by the funhouse mirror distortion of campaign commercials. They need someone who will cut through carefully crafted campaign messages, ask the tough questions, get the answers and report them accurately without bias. They need a watchman on the walls.

All of us who are reporters get discouraged this time of year, because we aren’t sure whether our hard work gets across, whether it does indeed cut through the clutter to make a difference. It’s difficult to tell.

In Ezekiel 33, God renews the prophet’s commission, his call as a watchman. He repeats that the duty of a watchman is to issue the warning and, if he doesn’t, the destruction of the country will be on his head. It is up to his fellow citizens to heed that warning. Our duty, in these last few days prior to November 2nd, is to climb up on the walls, to keep an eye out, to report clearly. The results fall to those who will hear and act.

EDITORIALS … & Letters to the Editor
Handicapping the election — old-school style 

Democrats are in big trouble this November, but not entirely because midterm elections inevitably are a referendum on the president's record. Republicans, especially in Missouri, will fare well in the midterm elections for other reasons.

With only three exceptions since 1862, the presidential party has lost House seats in the midterm elections. Even if we ignore Grover Cleveland's massive 116-seat loss in 1894, the average loss is more than 30 seats in the House. The Senate is a bit easier for the presidential party, but even there the average loss is three seats.

It's unclear why this happens. But we do know that a more likely cause for the loss than serving as a referendum on the president is the fact that when a party picks up a lot of seats in the last election cycle or two, they are likely to lose a lot of those seats in the post-presidential victory midterm elections.

The Democrats won 52 new seats in the last two cycles, many of them in conservative districts. These seats are hard to defend in a "normal" year.

It is probable that Americans will be guided by national conditions when they vote next Tuesday. Presidents with approval ratings below 50 percent in the month before the midterm averaged a 38-seat loss, just one shy of the number the Republicans need to make John Boehner of Ohio the Speaker of the House. Obama's approval rating is 47 percent.

Here in Missouri, however, the referendum hypothesis does not extend to Missouri's race for the U.S. Senate between U.S. Rep. Roy Blunt, R-Springfield, and Secretary of State Robin Carnahan, a Democrat. Rather, this race turns on textbook geography, math and logic.

Greene County, the third most populous voting region in the state, is Blunt's stomping ground and is heavily Republican. Most Democrats lose in Greene County.

Blunt will draw a large voter turnout in Greene County, and simple math tells us that since the county is conservative, Democrats can win statewide only if they minimize the margin by which they lose in Greene. Sen. Claire McCaskill ran for governor in 2004 and lost. She ran for senator in 2006 and won. Both times the outcome was driven by whether she minimized her losses in Greene County.

So the Democratic strategy is to run up the score in strongholds in St. Louis city, St. Louis County and Kansas City, and minimize their losses in Greene, giving them a fighting chance. But when a Blunt is on the ballot, that's difficult to do.

The referendum hypothesis in Missouri also defies logic. Barack Obama lost Missouri to John McCain in 2008. Moreover, retiring Sen. Christopher "Kit" Bond, a Republican, has held that seat since 1987. Polls predict that a Carnahan victory is increasingly unlikely, so if she were to win, that really would be an interesting story.

Missourians are faced with the prospect of sending Blunt, a Missouri political mainstay and part of the House Republican leadership for many years, or Robin Carnahan, member of a Missouri family political dynasty, to Washington, D.C.

Additionally, if Blunt wins, Missouri will continue to be one of about a quarter of all states that have 'split delegations," meaning they send one Democrat and one Republican to the Senate. That number is even higher if you count Vermont and Connecticut, each of which has elected an independent.

There are other places where the presidential referendum or "test" theories might play out more plausibly, such as West Virginia, Illinois, California or Wisconsin. Missouri's race, important and coveted by both parties, just is not as interesting this year as others around the country.

Daniel Ponder is associate professor of political science at Drury University in Springfield, Mo., and author of "Good Advice: Information and Policy Making in the White House."

Carnahan unfit to represent Missouri

Robin Carnahan is unfit to represent the people of Missouri because she will only represent her own extremist interests. She does not believe the people of Missouri can be trusted to choose wisely. She abused the power of her office to prevent propositions she personally opposed ever being voted on. Three times her abuse was so egregious that a judge had to step in to make her perform her duties. Robin Carnahan will not represent anyone but herself.

Joel Snyder,

St. Joseph
Voices: Prime example 

By Bob Noel Special to The Globe The Joplin Globe Mon Oct 25, 2010, 07:38 AM CDT 

LAMAR, Mo. —  It is regrettable that The Joplin Globe chose to endorse Roy Blunt for U.S. senator.

 This guy is a prime example of what is wrong in Washington. A crony of the former discredited House Majority Leader Tom DeLay, Blunt is said to be the darling of special interest groups and lobbyists and a participant in the nauseating practice of attaching earmarks to proposed legislation.

Bob Noel

Lamar

Boo the budget; B is bad


Proposition B, the final item on your Nov. 2 ballot, appears to create a warm, fuzzy law to protect puppies. Instead, critics say the law is in part redundant, in part too lax, and in other areas a vast intrusion into responsible dog breeding in Missouri.

Dubbed the “Puppy Mill Cruelty Prevention Act,” Proposition B is sponsored by the Humane Society of the United States. These are not the people who operate shelters across the nation for abandoned pets, like the fine volunteers at our local shelter. A lobby for animal rights, HSUS hopes to extend its influence over agriculture, hunting, fur harvest and many other endeavors involving animals.

Missouri’s dog breeders already are regulated by state and federal Agriculture Departments. 

Proposition B is opposed by the American Kennel Club, the Missouri Veterinary Medical Association, the Farm Bureau, Missouri Pet Breeders Association, several Tea Party groups and others. Vote NO.

Here’s my take on the other issues:

* Amendment 1: Vote YES that big counties should elect, rather than appoint, their assessors. Appointed officials aren’t directly accountable to the public.

* Amendment 2: Vote YES that former prisoners of war shouldn’t have to pay Missouri property taxes. It’s the least we can do for these heroes who gave so much for our freedom.

* Amendment 3: Vote YES to prevent sales tax being established on home sales. Slapping a tax on a home purchase would be a serious blow to the already-weak real estate market and a raid on homeowners.

* Proposition A: Vote YES to repeal big-city earnings taxes until they are put on the ballot and get local voter approval.

* Proposition B is Bad, as noted above. Vote NO.

— Katie Hilton

Letters | Tuesday, Oct. 26

Political ads stir anger

All right, I’ve had it. I’m sick and tired of hearing all those ads by Robin Carnahan and Roy Blunt that tell how despicable the opposing candidate is. All they have done is succeeded in making me angry enough to vote for neither candidate.

They both need to stop digging up dirt against one another and post some ads that say what they can do for us if they are elected. I don’t want to hear any more about what the other person has done. I want to hear what you are capable of doing, Ms. Carnahan and Mr. Blunt.

What do you have to say for yourselves? Are you both so incapable that you can’t think of anything? Don’t you have a plan for how you will serve our state as a senator?

I want to know how you can help me as a Missouri citizen if you are elected. Stop shooting each other in the back and give us something to judge you on besides how crafty you are at making other people look bad.

Is that what you have in mind for all of us if you are elected? 

Barbara Taylor
Independence

Brownback for governor

Are you tired of hearing from those who find fault with everything they come in contact with. They never seem to have any concrete solutions. It is refreshing to me that during this upcoming election we have an opportunity to elect a person who is high on Kansas and believes we can overcome the challenges facing our state.

Sam Brownback has developed a road map that will put into place processes that will result in prosperity for all citizens of Kansas. Needless to say Sam Brownback has the integrity, proven commitment and insight that the citizens of Kansas expect of their next governor. On Nov. 2 vote for Sam Brownback, a true winner.

Louis Bruce
Lyons, Kan.
Little guy gets stomped

Congratulations to The Star’s Oct. 11 editorial, “Kansas GOP distorts facts of health reform.” This is the same scare tactic used by Republicans for years.

And what did those who voted Republican for years get? A debt of trillions of dollars at the end of the George W. Bush administration, and less regulation.

Less regulation led to the Wall Street meltdown. Republicans will distort the facts and do anything to get in power. Their plan for America will destroy this country. It almost did.

Wealthy individuals, corporations (thanks to the Supreme Court), and the chamber of commerce, which may include foreign money, are filling the coffers of the Republican Party so they can tell half-truths and borderline lies to keep control of the election.

This is wrong. The little guy is being ignored while the rich get richer and the middle class get poorer.

Richard Huff
Overland Park

Time for adults now

In U.S. politics we are in dire need of adult behavior. What passes for political discourse is just mostly childish name-calling and below-the-belt accusations. Uncivil words and outright rudeness have become commonplace. It’s all about tricking the public into voting for people who are only looking out for their careers and interests. It’s nauseating and embarrassing.

This is a ridiculous and unhealthy example for our children. How to remedy this? First, we need to apply respectfulness and civility to the political arena.

In other words, use the Golden Rule that we purport to believe in. Rhetoric doesn’t mean much without actions that show we walk the talk. In the U.S., the last thing most politicians and commentators want to do is be honest and truthful about their motives and goals.

It’s all about political advantage. That’s what we strive for instead of honesty, integrity, truthfulness and virtue. I guess those are quaint old-fashioned values.

Let’s make the U.S. a nation we can all be proud of, one where we respect each other even when we do not get our way. We need to restore our image in the world. It’s currently tarnished by our own hands.

Ken Gates
Overland Park

Star endorsements

The Kansas City Star makes it easy for me to decide how I am going to vote in any state elections.

Whatever or whomever the newspaper endorses, I always vote the opposite, and it seems to have worked so far.

Stephen Carroll
Liberty
Letter to the Editor: 

"Let Voters Decide" campaign misses the point


I know that the Maneater staff has sold itself to the likes of printing free political literature by means of the "Let Voters Decide" campaign but I would like you to consider all that was recently written in the Kansas City Star, "KC's Doomsday List: Predicting city's future without major revenue source." In the article, the Kansas City Star goes on to support what I originally predicted in my first Letter to the Editor should Proposition A be passed and Kansas City and St. Louis repeal their earnings tax. Also let the record state, that the 40% figure that the earnings tax makes up, was the City of Kansas City's General Budget, according to The Kansas City Star. 

First off, "Kansas City leaders shudder to imagine the worst if the tax, which provides $200 million annually, is abolished. Indeed, it could be unprecedented. National League of Cities officials say they know of no city that has abolished its earnings tax in recent memory. City officials say there would be massive layoffs that would devastate city services. The alternative would be to more than double the city sales tax or triple local property taxes."

The "Let Voters Decide" campaign said I wrote off the business growth that would occur if Prop A was passed. The recent article entirely supports my opinion that if Prop A were passed, these supposed billions of growth would disappear to the suburbs as businesses and residents flee to escape increased property and sales taxes as a direct result of the repeal of the earnings tax.

The Second point I made was "If the earnings tax goes away, acting City Manager Troy Schulte said, Kansas City probably will no longer be able to support regional amenities like the zoo, the stadiums and Liberty Memorial."

Lastly, I would like to end with "To replace the entire earnings tax amount with just sales tax would require the combined city/state sales tax to go to nearly 11 percent in Jackson, Clay and Platte counties — one of the highest sales tax rates in the country, although a sales tax increase alone is unlikely. Alternatively, the city could triple its portion of the property tax, resulting in an increase of nearly $1,000 per year for the owner of a $150,000 house and a $15,000 car. And the city could impose fees for services like trash collections."
By Daniel Osterhaus
Vote to limit taxes, back accountability:

Our opinion

Tuesday, October 26, 2010

Northwest Missourians will face five statewide ballot issues when they go to the polls Nov. 2. In good conscience, we can recommend approval of only two of these.

'Yes' to Amendment 3
We encourage a “yes” vote on Constitutional Amendment No. 3, which would prohibit the state and local governments from imposing a tax on the sale of homes, farms and other land properties.

Missouri is one of 13 states that don’t collect such a tax when property ownership is transferred. This is to our credit. Realtors and other supporters of this prohibition argue a transfer tax amounts to double taxation, since owners already pay property taxes.

Our view is lawmakers have more than enough ways to generate tax revenue without expanding the list. Voters should seal off this option and focus government on living within its means.

'Yes' to Proposition A
We recommend a “yes” vote on Proposition A, which would require local elections every five years in Kansas City and St. Louis on keeping the 1 percent earnings tax each currently levies.

This proposition also would remove the earnings tax as an option for St. Joseph, the only other city currently authorized to levy the tax if it chose. St. Joseph residents voted down the tax four times prior to 1990; it has not been on the ballot in recent years.

Opponents have said approving this proposition could put $200 million in annual tax collections at risk in Kansas City, and about $140 million in St. Louis. Proponents of the measure say they do not wish to cripple those governments, only require them to be more accountable to voters.

Our view is this proposal is a reasonable modification of existing law. Both Kansas City and St. Louis could continue to levy an earnings tax — on both wages and net business profits — as long as they can demonstrate to voters every five years the revenue is needed and is used wisely.

The parallel for St. Joseph residents is our Capital Improvements Program. The half-cent CIP sales tax raises about $5 million annually and has been renewed by voters every five years, usually with strong majorities, thanks to a successful public-private partnership that details exactly how the money will be spent and then keeps track.

'No' to Amendment 1
This ballot language was approved in the last legislature but has been overtaken by events. The amendment would require all counties except Jackson County (Kansas City) to elect their assessors.

This proposal was prompted by an issue in St. Louis, where residents were concerned an appointed assessor was responsible for high property taxes. St. Louis residents this summer amended their county charter to make their assessor an elected position. Except for Jackson County, no other county has an appointed assessor.

'No to Amendment 2
This proposal regarding disabled former prisoners of war amounts to overreaching and unnecessarily favors one group of war veterans over others.

The well-intended measure would write into the constitution an exemption eliminating property taxes on all owner-occupied housing for ex-POWs living in Missouri who can show they have a total disability related to his or her military service.

By the best estimates, perhaps 150 or so veterans would qualify for this tax break, which would not apply to personnel taken prisoner during the wars in Iraq and Afghanistan.

However much respect you have for returning prisoners of war, this is the wrong approach to honoring that service. Importantly, Missouri already has a “circuit-breaker” property-tax credit available for low-income, disabled senior citizens that covers nearly 95 percent of the average residential tax bill.

'No' to Proposition B
Despite what proponents of the “puppy mill act” contend, more regulations are not the answer to reining in bad dog breeders in Missouri. We oppose this ballot measure while at the same time calling on authorities to work together at all levels to strictly enforce regulations currently on the books.

The American Kennel Club has been criticized for taking a stand against this Missouri proposal. But it is difficult to argue with the group’s strong record against negligence and cruelty to dogs. The AKC rightly points out the ballot proposal is flawed in limiting the number of animals breeders may have, making size of the breeding operation — rather than quality — the critical standard.

Meanwhile, Dr. Mike Muhlbauer, a veterinarian and chairman of the Missouri Veterinary Medical Association’s Animal Welfare Committee, says Prop B duplicates many of the existing laws and regulations governing provisions for adequate care, food, water and socialization of breeding dogs.

The emphasis should be on making sure all breeding operations are licensed and held to these standards.

Ballot initiatives

Tuesday, October 26, 2010
Next Tuesday, Missouri voters will be asked to vote on several ballot initiatives. The following is a brief description of the initiatives and the Southeast Missourian editorial board's position on them. 

* Constitutional Amendment No. 1 would require all county assessors to be elected. A yes vote would require those political subdivisions that have appointed assessors to make that office an elected position. A no vote would not change the current law. Recommendation: Oppose. Assessors are already elected in most counties, including in Cape Girardeau, Bollinger, Scott and Perry counties. This amendment shifts the organizational structure for a county position from the local area, where it belongs. 

* Constitutional Amendment No. 2 would exempt former prisoners of war that have a total service-connected disability from property taxes on property used as a homestead. A yes vote would exempt these individuals from homestead property taxes. A no vote would not change the current law. Recommendation: Split. We believe it is dangerous to begin crafting exemptions from taxes according to nonfinancial status. That said, if a group is worthy of such exemption, this is it. 

* Constitutional Amendment No. 3 would amend the Missouri Constitution to prevent the state, counties and other political subdivisions from imposing any new real estate transfer tax. A yes vote would amend the Missouri Constitution to prevent this tax. A no vote would allow state, county and other political subdivisions the option of imposing this tax. Recommendation: Approve. Property owners already pay property taxes. This amendment curtails one possibility for double taxation on real estate and prevents additional complications -- and delays -- in real estate transfers. 

* Proposition A would prevent Missouri cities, other than St. Louis and Kansas City, from imposing an earnings tax, and require voters of St. Louis and Kansas City to hold a separate vote every five years to determine if they wish to keep their current city earnings tax. Should these cities vote to stop the earnings tax, the tax could not be revoted on by the two cities. A no vote would keep the earnings tax option available for cities in Missouri. Recommendation: Oppose. This proposition is basically aimed at St. Louis and Kansas City. Better for voters there to make the decision for themselves through normal processes rather than to do an end-run. 

* Proposition B would prevent large-scale dog breeding operations from neglecting dogs, and it would control the number of dogs available for breeding at each location. Violations would result in a misdemeanor crime of "puppy mill cruelty." A yes vote would impose these restrictions on dog breeders. A no vote would not change the current laws on breeding. Recommendation: Oppose. While the goal is worthy, the fine print of this measure is overly complicated. 

* City of Cape Girardeau voters will be asked whether they support the licensing of gambling operations in Cape Girardeau. A yes vote would give the city the option to accept a gaming license. A no vote would prevent the city from being awarded a gaming license, thus preventing a casino from locating in Cape Girardeau. Recommendation: Approve. While we respect opponents to this measure, licensed gaming is legal in Missouri. We believe the advantages to a development here strongly outweigh the negatives. (See editorial, Sunday, Oct. 24, for a full perspective.) 

* City of Jackson voters will be asked if the city should impose a sales tax of one-quarter of one percent for the purpose of providing revenue for the operation of the fire department. A yes vote would approve this tax for the fire department and pay for fire operations at a new station. A no vote would prevent the city from imposing the new tax. Recommendation: Approve. As Jackson continues to grow, the city needs to improve its fire response times and this would help. 

We encourage all readers to read the full length explanation of each of these ballot issues. A detailed explanation of each issue can be found on the Missouri secretary of state's website, www.sos.mo.gov/elections/2010ballot. 

LETTER: Proposition B provides clear guidance to inspectors

By Bob Baker

October 25, 2010 | 5:23 p.m. CDT

Proposition B's requirements for large-scale, commercial dog breeding facilities are modest and straightforward. Unlike current regulations that are complex and vague, it will provide clear and consistent guidance to inspectors. Prop B requires access to nutritious food daily, continuous access to drinkable water, veterinary care for illness or injury, adequate space and exercise.

The humane standards in Prop B provide a clear road map for Missouri Department of Agriculture professionals to apply. Like any law, enforcement officials have discretion on when a violation is severe enough to warrant action, and will prioritize the most extreme cases of puppy mill cruelty.

Prop B doesn't change existing enforcement structure. The Missouri Department of Agriculture would still be able to impose administrative penalties for any violation of its regulations but not initiate criminal prosecutions itself (though it may refer violations to local law enforcement for prosecution).

Local law enforcement is already permitted to bring prosecutions for violations of criminal Animal Care Facilities Act statutes that provide for criminal penalties. However, Prop B increases the likelihood that local law enforcement will act because it provides new, clear criminal prohibitions, such as the limit on total breeding dogs and the cage size requirements, that a local officer can readily identify without the need to consult an expert.

Missourians for the Protection of Dogs/YES! on Prop B also supports stronger enforcement of regulations. Both strong enforcement and the provisions of Prop B will have the biggest impact on improving the lives of dogs in Missouri's puppy mills. Voting "YES" on Prop B will help protect these dogs.

USA TODAY MISSOURI NEWS
Monday, Oct. 25, 2010 — Ozark-- Hundreds of people spent part of their weekend milling around a former auto dealership checking out 183 FEMA trailers going on the auction block. Some said they are concerned about harmful levels of chemicals such as formaldehyde. Buyers are told they can use the trailers for camping and short stays, but not for housing. 
Tuesday, Oct. 26, 2010 — Jefferson City — The State Highway Patrol has launched an e-mail system that notifies neighbors within 24 hours if a registered sex offender moves into their neighborhood. People can sign up for two options: They can receive a notification when a sex offender registers a home, work or school address; they can track address changes for specific offenders.
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