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Missouri workplace discrimination bill blocked in state Senate

By Matthew Patane, Columbia Missourian
JEFFERSON CITY — A Democrat-led debate kept the state Senate from voting Monday on a bill that would limit protections for employees who file discrimination complaints.

The legislation would limit the protection employees receive after filing a discrimination complaint by placing a cap on punitive damages. The bill would require illegal discrimination to be a motivating factor, instead of a contributing one, for termination of employment. The bill's sponsor, Sen. Brad Lager, R-Maryville, said he is trying to codify public statute on discrimination law and put responsibility for the law back into legislative hands.

"Policy is decided by the legislative branch, not by the courts," Lager said.

Lager proposed a similar bill during the last legislative session, which passed easily in both the House and Senate but was vetoed by Gov. Jay Nixon.

"If we are really serious about growing jobs in the state then we have to change the environment we are in," Lager said. "Just because you ignore the problem, doesn't mean it goes away."

Despite its relatively quick passage through committee, the bill faced opposition from Democrats concerned about the effect of limiting damages. Minority Floor Leader Sen. Victor Callahan, D-Jackson County, called the refiling of the bill a "dumb act" since it was already vetoed during the last session.

Senate President Pro Tem Rob Mayer, R-Dexter, said he spoke with the governor, who he said hasn't ruled out compromising on the bill. Mayer said the Senate will continue discussion on the proposal during its session Tuesday morning.

Earlier in the day, the House Workforce Committee passed the lower chamber's version of the legislation with a party line vote, with all Democrats present voting against. The House bill awaits a vote in the House Rules Committee before going to the House floor.

Mo. Senate debates workplace discrimination bill 

By Associated Press, Southeast Missourian

JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Democrats in the Missouri Senate say a bill revising workplace discrimination laws would make it harder for people to prove the claim against employers.

The measure would require workers who fight firings or other adverse decisions to prove in court that discrimination was a "motivating factor" - not simply a contributing factor - in the employer's action.

The Senate spent about an hour Monday debating the bill, with Democrats opposing it. Democrats moved to exclude age discrimination from the proposed new standard, but their amendment did not come to a vote.

The Senate could resume the debate later this week.

Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon vetoed similar legislation last year, saying it would have rolled back decades of civil rights progress.

Senate begins debate on workplace discrimination bill

By Tim Sampson, Missouri News Horizon
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. – Missouri Senators began what promises to be a lengthy debate Monday on legislation that would make it harder for employees to sue their employers for discrimination.

The bill, which Republican majority leaders have called one of their top priorities, seeks to undo several judicial changes that have been made to the Missouri Human Rights Act.

Under current judicial interpretation, an employee in Missouri must only prove that his or her race, gender, sexual orientation, religion, physical handicap or other protected status was a “contributing factor” in adverse employment actions made against them. But Senate Republicans want to revert to the standard established in the 1964 Civil Rights Act, where it must be proven that an employees protected status was a “motivating factor” in their employer’s actions.

The bill’s sponsor, Sen. Brad Lager, R-Savannah, argued Monday afternoon in the Senate chamber that his bill would help attract more employees to Missouri by putting the state’s discrimination standards back in line with the rest of the nation.

But Democrats took the floor in unified opposition to the bill, claiming that the pro-business argument made by Republicans was ludicrous. Sen. Joseph Keaveny, D-St. Louis, said there’s no evidence to support the claim that standards of proof in discrimination cases have made Missouri any less attractive to out of state businesses.

“We spent year’s developing this law, why would we want to go back?” Keaveny said. “We’ve made it harder to discriminate in this state.”

Senators are expected to resume their debate Tuesday.

Mo. Lawmakers seek term limits for all

By Associated Press, Southeast Missourian

JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- A Missouri Senate committee is backing legislation revising the law on registering multiple voters.

The bill would require anyone except deputy registration officials to register with the Secretary of State's office when requesting more than 50 voter registration forms.

The person making the request would have to say if he or she is acting on behalf of a group or organization, and to identify the group.

The legislation would also increase criminal penalties for people who provide false identification to election officials or sign registration documents with a name other than their own.

Supporters of the bill said it will help curb fraudulent registrations in future elections.

Monday's vote of 7-2 sends the bill to the full Senate.
Missouri plans savings from debt refinancing

By Associated Press, St. Louis Post-Dispatch
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. • Missouri is planning to refinance more than $500 million of debt as part of Gov. Jay Nixon's plan to balance the state budget.

Nixon's budget proposal for the next fiscal year assumes the state will save $41 million from the debt restructuring.

The governor's budget office says the state already has refinanced $20 million of principle from the debt used to build Mizzou Arena at the University of Missouri-Columbia.

Budget director Linda Luebbering said the state also hopes to refinance $317 million of principle from bonds issued by the Board of Public Buildings, and $175 million of principle from bonds issued by the state Board of Fund Commissioners.

Mo. Lawmakers seek term limits for all

By Tim Sampson, Missouri News Horizon
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. – Calling it an oversight in Missouri government’s current term limit requirements, a pair of state Senators offered up legislation that would impose term limits on all statewide elected officials.

Currently, members of the state legislature can serve only eight years in either chamber of the Missouri legislature, which means no one can serve longer than 16 years in total.

Similar rules apply to the governor and treasurer, who can only serve a maximum of two four-year terms. But proposals from Sens. Brad Lager and Jason Crowell would extend these rules to other statewide offices though, including the lieutenant governor, attorney general, secretary of state and auditor. Lager is currently running as a Republican candidate for lieutenant governor in 2012.

“I believe out founding fathers and the citizens of our state actually envisioned and get best government when ever we don’t have life long people (in the capitol),” Lager said while testifying before the Senate elections committee on Monday.

But Crowell told the committee it shouldn’t matter whether they support term limits in principal. He said it was about fairness in implementing the term limit rules that already exist and which were approved by voters.

Only one witness testified on the legislation, with a spokesman from the Eastern Missouri ACLU signaling his organization’s opposition to any term limits.

The elections committee is expected to vote on this issue in two weeks, but the legislation would ultimately have to be approved by Missouri voters before it cold take effect.

Missouri House members seek new cold medicine limits

By Wes Duplantier, Associated Press, Southeast Missourian
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. -- After successfully opposing bills to require a prescription for products containing pseudoephedrine -- which can be used to manufacture methamphetamine -- the over-the-counter medicine industry is now backing proposals in two meth-heavy states that would curb the amount of pseudoephedrine a customer can buy and increase electronic tracking of purchases. 

Legislation introduced in Missouri this past week would lower the state's monthly and annual limits on the amount of pseudoephedrine a person can buy and require a doctor's prescription for customers with past felony drug convictions. Industry groups have said such proposals are a reasonable compromise with supporters of pre scription-only laws. 

"The one thing we'll always say 'no' to is prescription-only legislation," said Carlos Gutierrez, a spokesman for the Consumer Healthcare Products Association. "We feel this is a way for us to come to the table with a proactive solution." 

Missouri's current law allows a person to purchase products containing up to nine grams of pseudoephedrine in a 30-day period and up to 108 grams in a single year. The new legislation would lower those limits to 7.5 grams and 75 grams, respectively. 

Pseudoephedrine is an active ingredient in several cold medicines but can also be used as a key ingredient in making meth. Several types of decongestant medicines contain 30 milligrams of pseudoephedrine hydrochloride per capsule or pill as their active ingredient. 

Last year, the Missouri House passed a bill that would have required a prescription for anyone to buy pseudoephedrine, but the measure died in the Senate. The CHPA opposed that legislation with television ads, saying it would be unfair to make law-abiding citizens pay for a doctor's visit to treat a simple cold. 

State Rep. Stanley Cox, R-Sedalia, said he filed this year's legislation based on suggestions from the CHPA. The group is also backing legislation in Kentucky bill. 

Similar to the legislation in Missouri, the Kentucky proposal has a 7.5-gram monthly limit, but the proposed annual limit in that state would be 60 grams. The Kentucky bill, sponsored by state Rep. Brent Yonts, D-Greenville, would only apply the prescription requirement to people who have been convicted of methamphetamine-related felonies. 

Legislation aimed at making pseudoephedrine prescription-only failed in Missouri, Kentucky and 15 other states last year, in part due to critical ads run by the CHPA. Two prescription-only bills have been filed in Kentucky this year, but Yonts said his bill to reduce monthly and annual limits was a "middle-of-the-road solution." 

"It prosecutes the bad guys while making sure people don't have to go to the doctor or an emergency room for a sniffle," he said in a phone interview Friday. 

Missouri had 1,889 meth lab busts and seizures through November 2011, the latest period for which statistics are available from the State Highway Patrol. Missouri had the highest number of such incidents in the country in that period, followed by Indiana, which saw 1,150 busts. Kentucky had 783 incidents through November. 

The Missouri Pharmacy Association, which had also come out against last year's prescription-only bill in Missouri, also signaled it would support Cox's legislation. 

"I think this gives us a lot more teeth," said Ron Fitzwater, the MPA's chief executive officer. "It helps law enforcement and still allows legitimate customers to make their purchases." 

Det. Sgt. Jason Grellner, the head of the Franklin County Narcotics Enforcement Unit, criticized Cox's bill as not doing enough to bring down that statewide number. 

Grellner, who has backed prescription-only bills in the past, said the new limits would be ineffective in stopping the production of meth, which is often manufactured in clandestine labs in people's homes or cars using a volatile combination of ingredients. He said lowering legal limits and enhancing the state's tracking system will not help with the problem of "smurfing," in which meth makers use several different IDs to rack up purchases or simply repurchase medicine from other people. 

He said a box of Sudafed pills, sold in stores for about $10, can fetch about 10 times as much on the black market. Grellner said that can provide quick cash for people who are on jobless, on a fixed income or addicted to other drugs. 

"It's not just narcotics traffickers who are making these purchases," he said. "I've got mothers and fathers who are buying it for their teenage children thinking that they're trying to help them, and then the children are turning around and reselling it." 

Grellner said groups like the CHPA are backing lower limits and increased tracking as a means of protecting their profits. He cited figures he collected in Washington, Mo., the seat of Franklin County, which passed a local prescription-only ordinance in 2009. Grellner's figures show that sales of products containing pseudoephedrine fell by 94 percent after the ordinance passed. 

Gutierrez denied that the industry's position was motivated by profits, saying the industry sees its highest sales figures in states with relatively few meth-related incidents. 

The new limits in Cox's legislation would include purchases a person makes in other states. Cox conceded that approach is somewhat limited, because not all states use the same tracking system. Arkansas, for example, uses a different system that would not be included in Missouri totals. 

Cox also said pharmacies will not have a legal obligation to check a customer's criminal records when they make a purchase. But he said it will be a felony if someone with a criminal record is found to have made such a purchase without a prescription. The bill also would increase penalties for people who commit drug-related felonies while in possession of a firearm. 

"In every activity that we consider anti-social, there will be people who are creative enough to do it," Cox said. "The intent of the law is to make it more difficult." 

Mo. House considers shorter week to save money 

By Associated Press, Southeast Missourian


JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- The Missouri House is considering a shorter work week to save some money.

Missouri lawmakers generally hold floor sessions Monday through Thursday. But this week, Republican House leaders may wrap up the work week on Wednesday.

Skipping a formal Thursday floor session would spare the state from paying legislators their daily expense allotment.

The annual legislative session started about three weeks ago, so most of the work on bills is being completed by committees rather than the full chamber.

New lawsuit challenges Missouri House redistricting

By Jason Hancock, Kansas City Star
JEFFERSON CITY - Another lawsuit has been filed challenging Missouri’s newly redrawn legislative districts, this time focusing on the 163-member House of Representatives.

The lawsuit filed Monday by more than a dozen people argues that the new House district map — drawn by the same panel of appellate judges — violates requirements that districts be compact, contiguous and have similar populations.

Among those filing the lawsuit are two former state lawmakers, Republican Bob Johnson of Lee’s Summit and Democrat Joan Bray of St. Louis. The group is requesting the lawsuit skip lower courts and move straight to the Supreme Court for an immediate hearing because filing for state offices begins Feb. 28.

The judicial commission was tasked with redrawing the legislative district maps after a bipartisan panel set up by Gov. Jay Nixon failed to reach an agreement.

Last week, the Missouri Supreme Court threw out new state Senate districts drawn by a six-member panel of appellate judges, ruling that some of the districts improperly cross county lines.

College funding debate brews; proposed cuts could cost MSU $11 million

By Josh Nelson, Springfield News-Leader
Some lawmakers expressed concerns Monday about the impact on institutions of higher education if there is another year of major funding cuts and no tuition increases.

Last week, Gov. Jay Nixon urged university and college officials not to use large tuition increases to offset a proposed reduction of $106 million in state funding. If the latest proposal is included, higher education aid will have been cut by 25 percent over the last three years.

“That is really not something we desire,” said Linda Luebbering, the state budget director. “It is due to lack of revenue.”

The state budget is facing a $500 million budget shortfall, which will be made up through a variety of cuts. Higher education will be taking one of the larger hits under Nixon’s proposed cut.

The funding level would be equal to what higher education received in 1997. Several members of the Senate Appropriations Committee Monday said they will likely find ways to make the cuts less severe.

But they also worried the governor’s statements meant colleges would be forced to use a cuts-only approach to absorbing the impact, instead of finding new money to soften the blow.

“Obviously, I think you are hearing a lot of dissatisfaction in the General Assembly on a 12.5 percent cut, and you’re probably going to see a lot of things done to see if we can minimize that. I would like to know what the governor’s response to that is going to be,” said Appropriations Chairman Kurt Schaefer, D-Columbia.

State law prevents any tuition hike from exceeding the increase in the Consumer Price Index, which is about 3 percent for this year.

Any college or university seeking a rate hike above that would have to get permission from the state Higher Education Commissioner.

Last year, the University of Missouri system and Missouri Western State University attempted to raise tuition more than the CPI.

Nixon withheld money from the schools after he said he believed the rate increases were excessive.

Schaefer said he believed the universities were following the law regarding tuition hikes and still got punished.

“If the process is followed and the governor doesn’t like the process, why do we have that?” he said.

Schaefer and other senators also asked whether Nixon would be willing to discuss with senators any possible revenue enhancements.

Luebbering said she has not talked with Nixon about what would happen to universities if they increased tuition above the CPI.

Missouri State University President Clif Smart said he did not believe Nixon’s statements meant universities should not consider any increases in revenue to cover the funding cut.

Smart said he and other university officials understood the difficult budget circumstances and did not fault the governor’s office for including the cuts. He said he also believed the total reduction in funding would probably shrink over time.

“We’re still early in this process, so there’s a long way to go through this,” he said.

Under Nixon’s proposed cut, Missouri State will lose around $11 million in state funding. A tuition hike matching the CPI increase would generate about $3 million in additional funding.

Fall 2011 university enrollment was more than 22,800 students, an increase over the previous semester, he said.

Smart said the university would look to a combination of things, including new revenue, because students worry about successive cuts having an impact on the quality of education.

“We’d rather protect quality than cost,” he said.

Senators: Missouri Governor and Lt. Governor should be from same party

By Tim Sampson, Missouri News Horizon
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. – In an effort to mirror the way citizens elect the president and vice president, a pair of Missouri state senators have introduced legislation that would require Missouri’s governor and lieutenant governor to be elected jointly.

On Monday, the Senate elections committee held its first hearing on a set of bills that would eliminated the current practice of choosing the state’s top two elected officials in separate elections.

Republican Sens. Jason Crowell and John Lamping, have both offered up bills that are largely similar. Crowell’s would require that candidates running for governor to choose a running mate before party primaries. Lamping’s would allow gubernatorial candidates to name their running mates after receiving their party’s nomination – similar to presidential campaigns.

Both senators said it would help end a long history of divided executive branch leadership in the state capitol. Democrat Jay Nixon currently occupies the governor’s seat, while Republican Peter Kinder serves as lieutenant governor. But Crowell said he was inspired by the notorious rivalry that existed between former Republican Gov. John Ashcroft and former Democratic Lt. Gov. Mel Carnahan. Struggles over power ultimately led to Ashcroft suing his second in command.

Since the state’s governor is sometimes compelled to give up power when he leaves the country or undergoes general anesthesia, Crowell said he feared a situation where an opposition lieutenant governor might try to use these circumstances for a political power play.

“If the governor, has to leave the country or if the governor has a tooth pulled, they have to worry about their lieutenant governor making unbelievable appointments to different things that the governor may not agree with,” Crowell said.

The elections committee is expected to vote on a combined version of this legislation in two weeks. Since this law would require a change to the state constitution, it would ultimately have to be approved by Missouri voters in a ballot referendum.

Bills target privacy concerns
By Jimmy Meyers, St. Joseph News-Press

Smart meters used by utility companies help provide valuable information into how energy is used, but some are voicing concern over privacy issues. 

Missouri lawmakers will look at the issue under Rep. Galen Higdon’s bills that would make it a felony to intercept data being transmitted by the meters and limit the length of time data can be stored by utilities. 

Kansas City Power & Light announced its SmartGrid plans in 2009. It’s a five-year demonstration project involving 14,000 businesses and residences that have had smart meters installed. Smart meters transmit data via radio frequency to the utility. The data contains information letting the utility and customers know how much energy they are using and when. There are no plans to bring smart meter technology to the St. Joseph area. 

Mr. Higdon, R-St. Joseph, said he is a proponent of the technology but filed his two bills to keep residents’ information safe. HB1285 seeks to make it a felony for any person to use a device to read electric usage from a meter without the resident’s consent. HB1289 limits the time a utility can keep information gathered from smart meters and outlines the fines for violating those terms. 

“I had a lot of requests for co-sponsorship,” Mr. Higdon said of the popularity of the smart meter bill. He said the bills are basically Fourth Amendment assurances, which guard against unreasonable searches and seizures. 

KCP&L spokeswoman Courtney Hughley said the utility takes privacy seriously and that none of the information gleaned from the smart meter is available to anyone outside of KCP&L other than the customer. 

“What we have in place is the very latest technology that is available to utilities for cyber-security,” she said. 

Ms. Hughley said the company is analyzing data gathered over the last year and that there is no plan to expand use of the smart meters into other areas outside of the pilot study. 

Mr. Higdon’s bill would prohibit utilities from sharing the smart meter data with anyone, including law enforcement, unless a search warrant is obtained. The data gathered by the meters can only be kept by the utility for one year. Violators will be assessed a $10,000 first-time penalty per violation. Subsequent violations carry a penalty of not less than $100,000 or more than $200,000. 

KCP&L’s smart meter customers can use a virtual tool called MySmartPortal, which shows their energy-use habits in 15-minute intervals 24 hours after the data is captured. 

For example, if one were to turn on an air conditioner, a device would show at that moment a spike in energy usage. Finally, a system not yet available to KCP&L smart meter customers but in use elsewhere is a home area network that would show which appliances are using energy in a home or business at any given time.

Study suggests red-light cameras don’t add to safety

By Christine Vendel, Kansas City Star

Red-light cameras have not reduced accidents at most Kansas City intersections they monitor, according to a police analysis. 

In fact, the analysis of more than 2,500 wrecks in the two years after the cameras appeared shows that injury wrecks, rear-end wrecks and overall wrecks all increased. Only right-angle crashes — the ones most likely due to red-light running — decreased. 

In the cameras’ second year of use, accidents were higher at 11 of the 17 intersections being monitored. Overall, wrecks were up 18 percent at those locations. 

Injury accidents rose at 13 of the intersections, with the only fatal accident occurring at one of the intersections after the cameras’ arrival, according to the analysis, which police expect to release today at the Board of Police Commissioners meeting. Board members requested the analysis and expect a lively discussion. 

By contrast, wrecks across the city — and statewide — dropped in 2009 and 2010. The city installed the first cameras in January 2009 and added more that spring and summer. 

The results didn’t surprise Rajiv Shah, an assistant professor at the University of Illinois at Chicago, who studied the effectiveness of red-light cameras in Chicago and concluded in 2010 they offered “no significant benefit.” 

“I’d say that’s very consistent with what cities across America have found,” he said of Kansas City’s results. “There’s not really a hard connection between reducing accidents and red-light cameras.” 

The cameras are touted as a way to improve public safety, Shah said, but “it’s clearly not.” 

“It’s easy money,” he said. “That’s why the cities do it.” 

When the Kansas City Council agreed to bring red-light cameras to Kansas City in 2008, council members said they wanted to make the city safer. Now, city officials are discussing whether to expand the program. 

The Police Department’s study findings differed from a recent study by city engineers, who concluded that the cameras worked well at some intersections, but “did not achieve the goals” of reduced accidents and reduced violations at other intersections. Intersections with high traffic volume and a high number of violators showed the best results, they said. The city’s study, which examined a different time frame, showed a 2-percent decline in overall wrecks and one fewer injury wreck after the cameras were installed. 

The police analysis showed: 

• Wrecks more than doubled at 59th Street and Bruce R. Watkins Drive, the intersection that posted the largest increase. 

• Rear-end wrecks were the most common type of wreck in all three years studied, before and after the cameras were installed. 

• Officers have written nearly 200,000 camera-generated tickets since January 2009. At $100 a ticket, these fines could bring in $20 million. 

But the number of violations issued each year has been falling, according to a memo sent Monday to Kansas City officials from American Traffic Solutions, the private company that helps run Kansas City’s program. The memo also noted that 51 percent of the violations were written to drivers of vehicles registered outside of Kansas City. 

“It is clear that this photo enforcement program is a great success in reducing the number of red light runners,” Jason Norton of ATS wrote in the memo. 

If so, why have wrecks increased in Kansas City? 

Supporters of the program believe it’s because wrecks are complex and affected by myriad aspects, including traffic flow, weather and the economy. 

Russ Rader, spokesman for the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety, said a proper analysis would involve comparing the camera intersections in Kansas City against similar intersections in a similar city that didn’t have a red-light camera program. 

He said such studies have consistently shown reductions of 45 percent to 50 percent in red-light running and reductions of 25 percent to 30 percent in injury crashes. 

“You can’t make a determination about cameras” the way Kansas City police did, Rader said, “because you’re just looking at the raw number of crashes.” 

Rader said comparing data within a city that uses the cameras underestimates the effects of the cameras’ “spillover effect,” which involves better driver behavior across the city because drivers aren’t sure which intersections have cameras. 

But Shah has a different theory on why cameras don’t reduce wrecks. He said many of the violations written by Chicago police involved drivers who turned right at red lights without completely stopping — not the more dangerous drivers who blew straight through intersections. 

“When you think about red-light cameras, you’re not really thinking about catching the guy turning right in the middle of the night when no one’s around and just cruising through it,” he said. “They probably wouldn’t have had a wreck anyway.” 

Red-light cameras effectively stop this kind of driver, whom Shah refers to as “vigilant violators.” But the cameras are less effective, Shah believes, against drivers who are distracted or criminal. 

“They are the ones likely to go through the red light anyway,” he said. 

Kansas City police said more than half of their tickets go to drivers who don’t completely stop before turning right at a red light. Police Officer Ray Thompson said the rate was higher when the cameras first arrived. 

“A lot of people didn’t realize they had to make a complete stop,” he said, adding that officers use discretion and give the benefit of the doubt when they can. “They’ve kind of been educated now. There aren’t as many as there were in the beginning.”

St. Louis firefighters join school transfer fight

By Elisa Crouch, St. Louis Post-Dispatch

ST. LOUIS • Members of the St. Louis Fire Department are joining the legal battle over a law allowing students in unaccredited school districts to transfer to better schools without paying tuition.

The firefighters have news conference scheduled for 10 a.m. today to announce their intention to file a lawsuit related to the 1993 law — which has been the source of an intense debate over school choice in Jefferson City.

The lawsuit would seek to allow St. Louis firefighters — who by state statute must live in the city — to enroll their children in accredited school districts at the expense of St. Louis Public Schools, which has been unaccredited since 2007.

“These men and women provide the highest level of service and selflessness," their attorney, Tim Belz, said in a press statement. "They deserve our gratitude, but what they get are sleepless nights and financial strain trying to provide a quality education for their children. The Outstanding Schools Act is a crystal-clear law, yet suburban school districts refuse to comply.”

The lawsuit would sue districts for failing to comply with the statute that says children in unaccredited districts may transfer to nearby better schools at the expense of their home district. Firefighters today are to announce which suburban districts will be targeted in their lawsuit.

In 2010, the Missouri Supreme Court affirmed in the Turner vs. School District of Clayton case the validity of the student transfers. But the high court’s ruling sent the matter back to lower courts. A trial on the case is scheduled for March 5. In the meantime, suburban school districts have refused to accept students seeking to transfer from unaccredited school districts.

Meanwhile, efforts to address the matter through legislation have become entangled in a broader political battle over school choice.

The lawsuit will be filed in St. Louis Circuit Court, the press release says. As of Monday evening, no suit had been filed. 

Mo. insurance office touts record aid levels 
By Associated Press, Southeast Missourian
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- The Missouri insurance department says it helped consumers locked in disputes with insurance companies recover a record amount of money this past year.

The state agency says its complaint resolution employees helped people receive an additional $21 million from their insurance companies in 2011. The previous record was $14.6 million, set in 2009.

The department says the latest figures include $5.4 million secured for people hit by tornadoes in Joplin, St. Louis and Sedalia.

In all, the department says it handled more than 3,800 formal complaints last year and helped thousands of others through letters and phone calls. The most common complaints stemmed from denial of claims, followed by delays in processing claims.

New bill stirs up debate over classroom lecture recording

By Sam Rourke, The Maneater (MU)
Last month, students at MU received an email with an executive order outlining new rules regarding the recording of classroom lectures. The executive order may be short-lived if a new bill, sponsored by Rep. Paul Curtman, R-Pacific, is approved.

The executive order from interim UM System President Steve Owens stated that students are only allowed to share audio or video recordings of a class with fellow classmates. Any outside sharing currently requires permission from the faculty member and any students recorded.

The executive order was enacted by the UM System in response to edited lecture videos by students at UM-Kansas City and UM-St. Louis to make it look like the instructors were advocating violence, according to the Columbia Daily Tribune. The instructors were later cleared of wrongdoing.

Curtman said some students in his district from the UMSL were concerned with the restrictions and brought the issue to his attention. He agreed to sponsor a bill that would allow students to record lectures and share them freely.

“It’s my understanding this new policy the school has instituted, students can’t record at all,” Curtman said. “This bill is to permit the rights of students to record for their lectures and classes, so they can use those recordings to study for their personal use.”

MU associate journalism professor Charles Davis said he supports the new bill. He said the executive order was a response that far outweighs the problem.

“I think this will return us back to the status quo, in which a student who is paying tuition to attend a taxpayer-funded institution of higher learning is free to videotape anything that takes place in their own classroom and use it any way they see fit, provided they’re not building a business,” Davis said.

Davis said when newsworthy events happen in a classroom, such as allegations of unprofessional conduct during a heated political debate, that information should be distributed.

“I think there is more benefit in that being captured and recorded and passed around in a news ecosystem than there is in forbidding it from being recorded in the first place,” Davis said.

The bill would not override policies protecting copyright or trademark laws, according to the bill.

“There shouldn’t be any problem with the violation of intellectual property rights or copyright laws or anything of that nature,” Curtman said.

Freshman Erin Burris said she agrees with the current policy that students should only be allowed to share recorded info with classmates.

“You’re paying for the class,” Burris said. “If the school looks at it from a business standpoint, you shouldn’t be able to share with someone not enrolled in the class.”

Curtman said you can already copy down class information through note taking, but that recording is just another tool for students.

“Being able to have the ability to record so you can go back and look at the material the professor is talking about, there can be a lot of value in that,” Curtman said. “Personally, I don’t think that it is probably in the best interest of the students to prohibit them from using tools that will help them study.”

Davis said the current executive order also presents some First Amendment issues.

He said the courts have repeatedly been clear that you have a right, as long as you are not breaking laws in obtaining information, to freely use that information any way you see fit.

Curtman said the bill isn’t one of his top priorities, but he said as a representative he felt the concern of his constituents was worth backing.

A representative from the UM System could not be reached for comment on this story.

State budget cuts Missouri higher education 

By Michael Gulledge, The Standard (MSU)

Despite an early loan proposal that possibly could have avoided cuts, higher education across Missouri faces a 12.5 percent cut in state appropriations for fiscal year 2013.

The proposed cuts were announced with Gov. Jay Nixon's budget just before his State of the State address on Jan. 17 and could mean tuition increases for students and no raises for employees at Missouri State.

A mid-December proposal called for five state universities to loan funds to the state to help fund appropriations.

"If the universities had loaned that money then I think it's likely that we would have gotten no cut," MSU Interim President Clif Smart said.

The loan proposal called for around $107 million to be loaned to the state from universities, including MSU. The cuts in higher education appropriations were around $106 million.

"All of the universities were interested in it," Smart said. "We didn't have all the details yet, but we were interested in the concept."

The loan proposal drew criticism from lawmakers such as Sen. Bob Dixon who were concerned that the plan wasn't presented before the legislature.

"I think that issue was framed before it was ready to be framed," Smart said. "It was discussed publicly too soon and as a result of that the Governor's office withdrew."

"We were interested in it because it preserved our core funding," Smart said.

With the loan proposal off the table, MSU and other universities have to face a 12.5 percent cut.

"It's a significant blow to us," Smart said. "It's $10 million. That's on top of $11 million the prior two years so when you think about it we've lost 25 percent of our state funding over the past three years."

Smart said that the budget is around $15 million short for next year.

"About $10 million of that is loss in state appropriations and $5 million is in expenses for next year," Smart said.

The $5 million increase in expenses includes around $3 million for a 2 percent pay and fringe benefit increase for employees throughout the past year, Smart said.

Nixon, in his State of the State address, called "on all our colleges and universities to continue to look for more ways to cut overhead and administrative costs and run smarter, more efficient operations."

However, many cuts and optimization have already been done at MSU during previous budget cycles. An early retirement program was offered in 2010 to faculty members to help lower payroll.

"That's a huge loss that can't be filled just by being more efficient or combining jobs or eliminating small programs," Smart said. "It just can't be done. We have a huge challenge in front of us, but it's not impossible."

Other universities may not be so prepared.

"This cut could put at least one four-year institution under," said Rep. Mike Lair, chairman of the House education appropriations committee. Lair wouldn't name which university was at risk of failure.

Tuition Increases Expected
"One formula that I proposed is consideration that half of that is taken care of by new revenue and the other half is taken care of by expense cuts," Smart said.

Smart said that while tuition isn't the only source of revenue, it's the primary one.

Tuition is expected to increase more than the 3 percent U.S. Consumer Price Index increase this year. The index is used to measure change in the market price of a basket of goods.

MSU would have to apply for a waiver to increase tuition by more than CPI.

Dr. Terrel Gallaway, chair of the Faculty Senate, said that the state trying to keep tuition low while cutting appropriations is "cutting off both legs of funding."

With cut funds, class sizes would increase, corners would be cut and quality would be difficult to maintain, Gallaway said.

"We can raise tuition and still have a good deal," Gallaway said.

MSU isn't alone in needing to raise tuition.

"I think that every university is looking at the same model," Smart said. "I think that it's unrealistic that if the magnitude of the cuts stay the way they are that people can meet their budgets with just a CPI tuition increase.

"I expect 100 percent of the universities will be seeking a waver above CPI," Smart said.

Smart emphasized that tuition increases for MSU have been historically low. The past year brought a 4 percent increase, but the two years before that saw no increase.

"Over the last three years combined, we've raised tuition 4 percent," Smart said. "We are $2,600 less than Mizzou."

MSU would still be one of the most affordable options in Missouri even with a tuition increase above CPI, Smart said. A tuition increase is also necessary to maintain the current state of the university.

"I think that a lot of students would rather us try and preserve quality than eliminate student services, quadruple class sizes, eliminate sections that a class is offered," Smart said.

Smart added that the legislature will ultimately decide the increase in tuition.

"If the legislature brings the cut down, then the tuition increase goes down," Smart said.

Lair said that changes won't come in his committee because it would mean taking money from K-12. The state constitution requires funding for K-12, but not higher education.

However, once it reaches the full budget, funds can open up.

"Then it's possible to open up other departments in the budget, decrease them and increase in higher education," Lair said. "Last year [the Governor] cut 7.5 percent and we were able to knock it down to 5.5 percent."

However, restrictions and line-item vetoes enacted by the governor returned the cuts to around 7 percent, the same amount originally proposed by the governor.

The restrictions were put in place because of questions over revenue from bills in the legislature, said Linda Luebbering, the state budget director.

However, Lair said he believes the restrictions weren't fair.

"Reality says, it looks as if everything we can do will be withheld," Lair said. "[Gov. Nixon] has overstepped his power."

Faculty Impacted
In addition to creating new revenue through tuition raises, cutting costs is another key component to reacting to the shortage.

In Smart's "Clif's Notes" newsletter released Jan. 20, he stated that his recommendation to the Executive Budget Committee was to eliminate the planned 2 percent raise with no hiring freeze.

"How many people have to be terminated for the remainder to get a 2 percent raise?" Smart said. "That's not an acceptable choice to me."

Gallaway agreed that removing the salary increase was the right choice.

"You can't get something for nothing," Gallaway said.

With the current state of the university and the financial situation, Gallaway said it's a choice between a personal raise and having enough people to meet demand.

"You're asking whether to have your pay raise or have people for the department," Gallaway said. "We've lost so many faculty and we can't afford to lose more."

Gallaway said the faculty numbers were about the same as 10 years ago, despite a large increase in enrollment and demand.

Departments are responding to open faculty positions by creating larger classes and turning sections without enough faculty over to per-course instructors instead of hiring faculty, Gallaway said.

"Generally, faculty aren't crazy about this," he said.

While there are a number of high quality per-course instructors, Gallaway said that they don't have to go through the same hiring process as faculty such as having a terminal degree or needing to gain tenure.

However, some positions are still moving forward on a case-by-case basis.

"We don't expect a lot of hiring," he said.

However, some openings in faculty were expected by Lair.

"I think that there are senior faculty members that don't teach much and maybe should be given a couple of freshman classes," Lair said of no particular university.

Smart said that he doesn't feel the need to institute a hiring freeze or approve all hires because cost center heads know what they need to effectively run their department within the budget.

Scholarships Maintain Funding
One key point in Gov. Nixon's State of the State address was that scholarships would stay funded. The A+ program, which gives qualified students access to a two-year degree at a community college in Missouri, maintained full funding.

"If you look at all the numbers you'll see he left scholarships alone," Lair said. "What he has done then is he fully funded scholarships and colleges need to find their own ways to fill in their part."

While the A+ program cannot be used at a four-year institution, many of MSU's students have benefited.

"I am in favor of all of [the scholarship programs] being funded fully," Smart said. Forty-seven percent of students at MSU are transfer students.

Additionally, other schools in the MSU system see benefit from the A+ program such as the West Plains campus where A+ can be used, according to Smart.

While the program works in bringing in students to finish their last two years, it could also draw students away to more affordable options, Gallaway said.

"In net, I think it probably hurts us," Gallaway said. He said that the program drives people to community colleges instead of the specialized institutions developed across the state.

"It undermines the multi-billion dollar investment that Missouri has made in higher education," Gallaway said. "A lot of faculty think it's a disservice to students and taxpayers."

Gallaway said that some improvements could be made to the program such as allowing the money to be used at any state university, possibly by making the scholarship a set monetary amount.

Moving Forward
FY2013 marks the third year of consecutive appropriation decreases. For some, the problem begins and ends at one place.

"The problem is at the state level," Gallaway said. "We're moving from a state support public model to a private model."

Part of the problem, Gallaway said, is that the state is trying to cut off all sources of funding for universities.

"The problem is politicians say to cut funding and hold down tuition," Gallaway said. "Pretending no one will have to pay for it will destroy higher education ultimately."

Lair said on the state level that it's all a balance.

"Every time that we increase something, you have to decrease it," he said. "You're either going to get a huge increase in tuition or your services are going to go down. There has to be a balance."

Sen. Dixon said there are priorities out of line in Jefferson City and that he's working on rolling back regulations to open up funding.

"Education is where entrepreneurs of tomorrow are trained," Dixon said. "We need [Gov. Nixon] to come off of the sidelines and start to roll back regulations."

Another part of the problem is that MSU receives a lot less in appropriations per student than other universities, such as Mizzou, according to Gallaway.

"It happened because we grew exponentially," Smart said. "The funding isn't driven by how many students you have."

Smart said that it's the legislature that would have to correct that and it's extremely unlikely that it can be resolved.

However, Smart did have some hope for FY2014.

"The Governor's office believes this is the last year [of cuts] and FY2014 that money increases," Smart said.

Smart said that while he wasn't completely confident, he does "think that there is some light at the end of the tunnel."

Higher education could lose funding from smaller state funds

By Caroline Bauman, The Maneater (MU)
Although the largest cuts proposed for higher education are a result of a drastic decrease in the general revenue fund, smaller state funds could also allocate less money toward public colleges and universities in Missouri.

The smaller funds, the Guaranty Agency Operating Fund and Clark and Lewis Discovery Fund, are projected to allocate less money toward higher education.

The Missouri Higher Education Loan Authority donated $30 million last year to support scholarships through the Clark and Lewis Discovery Fund. They are no longer able to donate that amount and could only supply $5 million for this year, said Paul Wagner, deputy commissioner for the Department for Higher Education.

The Guaranty Agency Operating Fund is funded through a student loan program in the Department for Higher Education for financial aid activity, Wagner said. The fund is projected to decrease by more than $4 million for 2013.

“Universities will individually have to decide how they are going to survive,” said Rep. Mike Thomson, R-Maryville, chairman of the Higher Education Committee. “There will likely be raises in student tuition and that is putting it on the backs of students.”

The more serious proposed cuts in funding, more than $90 million, would come from the general revenue fund, which is supported by Missouri taxpayers. Federal funding would also be reduced by about $1 million.

Scholarship funding, such as the AP Incentive Grant Fund and the Access Missouri financial assistance program, did not see proposed slashes in funding.

The AP Incentive Grant Fund will still provide $100,000 in scholarships from MOHELA for students who score well on Advanced Placement tests in mathematics and science. The Access Missouri financial assistance program funding is proposed to be the same amount as last year, but instead of the state and MOHELA both contributing $30 million each to the fund, the state will fund the program almost entirely in FY2013, with only $5 million from MOHELA.

“The budget is a really mixed bag, but it is certainly a pleasant surprise to plug the hole in Access Missouri funding,” Wagner said. “We were concerned of a drastic drop in this program that services students with financial need.”

Higher education could see the highest single cut in funding in the history of Missouri if Nixon’s proposed budget for fiscal year 2013 is passed by the state legislature in April, Sen. Kurt Schaefer, R-Columbia, said.

“We have had a 12 percent cut over the past two years and could see a 25 percent cut over a three year period, which would be extremely disappointing,” Thomson said. “It would change things in Missouri higher education and I don’t know if all institutions could handle it.”

Schaefer, a member of the joint Committee on Education, said the Senate and House will likely find money to put back into higher education, but the question will be whether Nixon keeps it there.

“The important thing to keep in mind is that there was an 8 percent cut in higher education this year and we brought it down to 5 percent,” Schaefer said. “But Nixon brought it back up to 8 percent again. The cuts he (Nixon) has made to higher education have been disproportional to any other government agency.”

MU spokesman Christian Basi said in a previous Maneater article it was too early to gage how MU would react to the proposed cuts.

“The budget process is a long one and we are working with state legislators as the process continues,” Basi said.

Rep. Wayne Wallingford, R-Cape Girardeau, vice-chairman of the Higher Education Committee, said legislators are collaborating to find money to reduce the cuts.

“We have a lot of hard work ahead to find ways to do this," Wallingford said. “Hopefully we will get bills going, but bills without money doesn’t work well. We have to find innovative ways to helps schools, because they are the key to our foundation.”

MISSOURINET
Employment discrimination law changes debated in Senate
By Bob Priddy
Lines have been clearly drawn as the state senate starts work on a change in employment discrimination laws that one side says reigns in runaway courts and that the other side thinks will set back civil rights almost half a century.

Northwest Missouri senator Brad Lager says court rulings have taken Missouri’s employment discrimination laws far afield. He wants to limit who can be sued, how much damages can be, tighten the standard of proof and make whistleblowers show that something illegal has happened–not that it might. “This legislation aims at bringing Missouri law back into alignment with the Civil Rights Act of 1964 in the way that employment law has been practiced in this state for over forty years, ” says Lager.

But critics like Maria Chapelle-Nadal think the proposal is, as she puts it, “shameful.” She says it’s a “slap in the face” to apply a 1964 standard to changed conditions in 2012.

The senate wrapped up its first day of debate by arguing whether age should be a “motivating factor” or a “contributing factor” in a discrimination suit. Lager prefers the tougher “motivating factor” standard that opponents say limits workers’ rights.

House Committee to consider changes for circuit courts

By Mike Lear

A new House Committee will look at issues that have been discussed for years about Missouri’s circuit courts. Representative Jason Smith (R-Salem), the chairman of the Special Standing Committee on Judicial Reform has been digging into issues regarding the circuits.

Representative Jason Smith (R-Salem) is the Chairman of the new Special Standing Committee on Judicial Reform.

“You’re looking at 45 different circuits within the state,” Smith says, “and over time we just add additional circuits. As everyone knows, the population has shifted greatly. The average weighted caseload has shifted dramatically and a lot of times we have to transport judges from circuit-to-circuit.” He is looking for ways to more efficiently use the judges in the state.

Under the Constitution the addition, subtraction or redrawing of circuits is up to the legislature, as is the number of circuit and associate circuit judges. There is no criteria in statute for what makes up a circuit. Smith says it has been over 40 years since the state’s circuits, as a whole, have been reorganized.

Smith says the changes could save the state money. “If you look at some of the circuits … judges may drive two-and-a-half hours just to get to one courthouse from the other … whenever there’s a closer judge within 20 to 25 minutes, and I think that’s something we need to look at.”

He says even if circuits become larger he wants them to remain compact based on the milage from courthouse-to-courthouse.

See Missouri’s current circuit courts here.
Maximizing efficiency could include looking at the other positions in each circuit. That might include expanding the powers of, or areas served by, associate judges. “By the Constitution, every (county) has an associate judge. You look at some counties where the population is not nearly as great as others, so there’s a lot of extra time for these associate judges and it would be great if we could utilize their services throughout the circuits that they’re a part of.” Another idea is to give drug, family law and juvenile court commissioners the same status as associate judges. Smith notes the pay for associate judges and those commissioners is already equal.

Smith does not plan on meeting until he has a bill ready or until other legislation is assigned to the Committee. In either case, Smith says, “The sooner the better.”

Lawsuit challenges House district map in Supreme Court
By Jessica Machetta

The State Supreme Court is being asked to throw out the new districts proposed for the House of Representatives. A dozen private citizens — most from Kansas City and St. Louis and their surrounding areas — are challenging the map’s constitutionality. They are both democrats and republicans.

One of them is former legislator Joan Bray of St. Louis County. Bray says her committee, which worked on map proposals to submit to the appellate panel of judges that ultimately drew the final lines, worked hard to follow the constitutional requirements of the newly drawn boundaries. She says the apportionment commission ignored many of those constitutional mandates, violating the constitution.

The suit says “even a cursory glance” at some of the districts shows rivers cut through at least six districts and there are no crossings within one of those districts. That, says the suit, violates the standards that a person should be able to travel from one part of the district to another without leaving the district. The plaintiffs point to one district in which a person must go through four other districts to get to a part of the district cut off by a river.

The lawsuit also says the map has significant population imbalances in neighboring districts and has some districts with “strange shapes” that violate the mandate that districts be “as compact as may be.”

The high court of Missouri has already thrown out the new maps for the state senate and congressional districts, largely due to the same types of constitutional deviations. The requirement that districts be compact was a sticking point for the plaintiffs in those cases, and evidently with the judges who handed down an opinion in the cases.

Bray adds that the House of Representatives map also has more than a standard deviation when it comes to population — some districts with 1,000 or more residents than others. She says that cuts to the very heart of the matter, “one vote for every person.”

The court is asking to expedite the case because the candidate filing period begins Feb. 28, and those running for office need to know which district they’re running for.

BLOG ZONE 

Missouri GOP won’t change its mind

By Dave Helling, Kansas City Star Prime Buzz
Republican Party officials say the non-binding, non-official Feb. 7 primary will go forward -- without a change that could help Mitt Romney.

A party spokesman said the party considers final its October decision to select delegates at a caucus, not through the primary, in order to avoid losing delegates at the convention this summer.

The non-binding results here could still get headlines, particularly since there are caucuses that day as well. After Florida, we'll see if any candidates try to make a play here.

Newt Gingrich isn't on the ballot.

Redistricting lawsuits could delay Missouri's candidate filing
By Jo Mannies, St. Louis Beacon


Missouri Secretary of State Robin Carnahan's office is raising the possibility that candidate filing might be delayed from its scheduled Feb. 28 start because of several lawsuits challenging the new redistricting maps for the General Assembly and for Congress.

In a carefully worded statement issued this afternoon, a spokesman said, "As of today, candidate filing is still set to start on Feb. 28. However, if the courts or the state legislature decides to move the date for the beginning of candidate filing, we will follow their directives."

Such a comment heightens the stakes of the court fights, which deal with maps slated to go into effect with November's elections. The statement from the secretary of state's office, which oversees candidate filing, hints of concern that the suits -- or any court-ordered remedies -- can be completed by Feb. 28.

On Monday, a bipartisan group of former state legislators and current potential candidates filed suit with the state Supreme Court challenging the map for the 163 state House districts.

The new suit challenging the state House map echoes the chief argument in the other court challenges: that the proposed new boundaries fail the state constitution's mandate that districts be as "compact'' as possible. The state House suit also alleges that at least a quarter of the new state House districts fall to comply with constitutional population equality requirements, by having too many or too few residents.

The 12 plaintiffs include several from the St. Louis area: former state Sen. Joan Bray, D-University City (who previously served in the state House); Democrat Bill Otto of St. Charles; Democrat Mary Nichols of St. Louis County; and Kurt Steinmetz, also of St. Louis County, who describes himself as an independent.

The suit concerning House districts is in addition to earlier ones seeking to redraw the boundaries for the state Senate's 34 new districts and the soon-to-be eight U.S. congressional districts from Missouri for the U.S. House.

The suit asks the court to bar the secretary of state, which oversees candidate filing, from using the new state House boundaries established by a judicial panel on Nov. 30. The panel drew the boundaries after the failure of a bipartisan commission set up by Gov. Jay Nixon.

A trial also is set to begin next week on the congressional suit, after the state Supreme Court overruled a lower-court judge who had dismissed the case. The high court has given Judge Dan Green until Feb. 3 to issue a ruling. Green has set aside three days for the trial, beginning Jan. 31.

The high court signaled in its ruling that Green could order the General Assembly to craft a new congressional map, which some legislators say may be impossible to complete by the Feb. 28 filing kickoff.

Nixon's staff also is trying to set up a new bipartisan commission to draw up a new map for the state Senate, after the state Supreme Court last week tossed out two maps proposed by a judicial panel that had taken over the task after the original commission failed last summer.

Reaction from state legislators, members of Congress and candidates has indicated that many share concern about how candidate filing can proceed on time if the boundaries are not set.

Move to designate Missouri 'Great Rivers State' starts flowing
By Jason Rosenbaum, St. Louis Beacon

From barbecue to Branson, Missouri possesses plenty of noteworthy ventures. But a push is underway to showcase one of the state's most scenic features -- its rivers.

State Sen. John Lamping, R-Ladue, plans to introduce a resolution Tuesday in the Missouri Senate to spur the state's Department of Tourism to tout Missouri as the "Great Rivers State."

According to a draft obtained by the Beacon, the resolution will encourage the use of the "Great Rivers State" as a slogan for Missouri. It will also urge the Division of Tourism to recognize and incorporate the slogan in promoting tourism.

"Two of this country's greatest waterways, the Mississippi River on Missouri's eastern border and the Missouri River, which winds across the state, helped Missouri become a supply center for many of the westward-bound settlers of the nation's early years," the resolution states.

In an e-mail, Lamping's aide Jennae Neustadt said the resolution must go through the committee before it receives a vote on the Senate floor. If the Senate passes it, the measure would go to the House -- and through a similar process.

Holly Neill, the executive director of the Missouri Stream Team Watershed Coalition, said the measure isn't meant to supplant the "Show Me State" as a motto. The resolution notes, for example, the state is already called the "Cave State," the "Lead State," the "Bullion State," the "Ozark State," the "Iron Mountain State" and the "Pennsylvania of the West."

Rather, Neill said she's hoping the resolution will provide a bit of incentive for people to explore -- and conserve -- some of the state's waterways.

"It really showcases and allows people to fully embrace the fact that we have such wonderful natural resources in our water and streams and rivers all across the state," Neill said. "It's just something that Missourians really value. And it's just a way to showcase that value and connect us to the water we have in the state."

The resolution comes as "Great Rivers State" license plates are being sold. Once enough plates are snatched up, Neill said they'll become available to the general public.

"It's kind of perfect timing now that we have the Great Rivers State on the specialty plate," Neill said. "It'll be a nice complement."

Hundreds from Missouri join DC anti-abortion rally

By Bill Lambrecht, St. Louis Post-Dispatch Political Fix

WASHINGTON • Buses ferrying the Missouri Pro-Life Caravan endured dense fog early today before passengers arrived to hear politicians say that elections this year could offer light at the end of the tunnel.

"When we get a president who will sign pro-life legislation, we're going to pour it on his desk," Rep. Blaine Luetkemeyer, R-St. Elizabeth, told some 300 Missourians gathered in the congressional visitor's center this morning.

Organizers put the number of Missouri participants at 2,500 for this year's annual march in Washington, taking place on the day after the 39th anniversary of the Supreme Court's Roe v. Wade decision that expanded a woman's right of privacy to include the right to have an abortion.

About a dozen buses departed St. Louis Sunday evening and, after driving through the night, they encountered fog so thick that several made wrong turns. Other buses that left on Friday ran into treacherous ice and some of those travelers said that the trip just from St. Louis to Indianpolis took 12 hours.

After hearing from Missourians in Congress, the delegations trekked to the National Mall to mobilize for the march up Constitution Avenue to the Supreme Court. House Speaker John Boehner, R-Ohio, was among those addressing the crowd, telling them he is one of 12 children and that his anti-abortion views are part of his identity. 

The politics of the day dominated the rally. The GOP-controlled House already includes an anti-abortion majority, and participants heard that a GOP takeover of the White House and Senate could lead to overturning Roe v. Wade.

"If we work hard in this race, we can replace Claire McCaskill, by God's grace," Rep. Todd Akin told the Missourians.

Akin, R-Wildwood, is one of three GOP candidates vying for their party's nomination to challenge Democratic Sen. Claire McCaskill in November.

Sen. Roy Blunt, R-Mo., noted that his post as chair of the Senate Values Caucus lends additional influence for his work on matters related to abortion. He counted the new health insurance law as among those issues.

"Your tax dollars, my tax dollars, everybody's tax dollars will be used for private insurance policies that pay for abortions," Blunt said, adding that the Supreme Court shortly will be hearing a challenge to the health care overhaul.

Blunt warned that the court might not decide as people gathered for today's march desire.

"Just because it's constitutional," he said, pointing to one potential outcome, "it will also be equally constitutional to undo it."

Luetkemeyer asserted that elections this year's have added stakes given that some Supreme Court justices have grown "pretty old and feeble," and the next president might be appointing two new members.

Answering a question from the audience, Luetkemeyer declined to recommend who among the remaining GOP presidential hopefuls would be the"best for the pro-life movement." He observed that all of those seeking the Republicans' presidential nomination have records on abortion issues that would contrast sharply with those of President Barack Obama. 

This afternoon, the Missourians and delegations from Illinois joined tens of thousands of protesters for the "March for Life," held every year since 1974. In drizzle under steel gray skies, they marched from the muddy National Mall past the Capitol to the focus of their march, the Supreme Court.

Many carried signs, among them "Defund Planned Parenthood," "I Vote Pro-Life First" and "He Could Have Been Another Tim Tebow" -- referring to the Denver Broncos quarterback and noted Christian.  Some marchers toted placards bearing the names of Newt Gingrich or Rick Santorum -- GOP presidential hopefuls -- but no Mitt Romney signs were visible immediately in front of the court.

A range of music emanated from the march, from bagpipes to Gregorian chants to refrains of "Obama, Obama, yo mama chose life."

Maggie Bick, of St. Louis, a Missouri delegate to the National Right-to-Life Committee, said she and others had established firm goals for this year, all of them related to the coming elections: "Hold the House, secure the Senate and win the White House." 

Prosecutors Drop Charge Against Marijuana Petitioners
By Paul Friswold, Riverfront Time
Looks like peaceful protest still works. On Saturday morning, St. Charles City Attorney Mike Valenti officially dropped charges against two Show-Me Cannabis Regulation volunteers who were cited by police for "soliciting without a permit" on Sunday, January 15. The two were in fact gathering signatures on a petition in support of a ballot initiation to legalize and regulate the sale of marijuana in Missouri, as we reported here.

The city's move comes on the heels of SMCR returning to North Main Street on Friday night to peacefully gather more signatures, and collectively exercise their First Amendment rights in a lawful and productive manner.

Valenti issued an official statement via email: "The City views this matter as an isolated incident and fully respects citizens' First Amendment right to lawfully collect petition signatures on public sidewalks."
Jotte to make it official that he's challenging Wagner, Martin in the 2nd
By Jo Mannies, St. Louis Beacon

Dr. Randy Jotte contends that his experience as an emergency room physician is just the type of "independent-thinking approach'' that is needed in Congress.

Jotte, a Republican, says that's why he is jumping in now to the already-combative contest for the 2nd District congressional seat, that takes in parts of St,. Louis and St. Charles counties. Two Republicans -- Ann Wagner, a former ambassador and state party chief, and St. Louis lawyer Ed Martin -- have been competing for months.

Jotte, of Webster Groves, is formally announcing his candidacy Tuesday morning at the St. Louis Carousel (perhaps that's a political image he wants to highlight) in Faust Park, in west St. Louis County.

Jotte is a former member of the Webster Groves City Council. He narrowly lost bids for state representative in 2008 and for the St. Louis County Council in 2010.

Jotte is an emergency-room physician at Barnes-Jewish Hospital. He has been highlighting his educational background, which includes degrees from Vanderbilt and Harvard universities, and a tenure as a Fulbright Scholar at Oxford University.

At minimum, Jotte will face financial challenges.  Wagner's last campaign-finance report, filed in October, showed her with more than $850,000 in the bank -- and she is expected to report far more when congressional reports are filed next week.

At the moment, the only Democrat officially declaring an interest in the GOP-leaning 2nd is St. Louis School Board member Bill Haas. U.S. Rep. Russ Carnahan, D-St. Louis, has been encouraged by party leaders to consider a bid -- but he appears to be looking elsewhere.
Missourians fight fog, ice to protest abortions in annual march

By Robert Koenig, St. Louis Beacon
WASHINGTON - Joining hundreds of other demonstrators from the St. Louis area, Tom Lacey endured an all-night bus ride through fog and over icy roads to take part in Monday's annual "March for Life" in the nation's capital to protest abortion.

An anti-abortion demonstrator hands U.S. Sen. Roy Blunt, R-Mo., paper flowers during the annual "March for Life."

It was the 36th consecutive annual march to Washington for Lacey, 86, of St. Charles County -- who started making the trek in the year following the first march, held in 1974 to protest the U.S. Supreme Court's Roe vs. Wade decision.

"I'm encouraged to see so many young people taking part in the march," Lacey said. "I really think the mood of the country is changing, with more people against abortions."

Lacey was among about 2,500 Missourians who traveled by bus in the "Missouri Life Caravan" or by other modes of transportation to take part in the march from the National Mall to the Supreme Court on a cool and hazy day. They ranged from kids to octogenarians, including many from local church groups.

About 300 of the Missouri marchers gathered Monday morning in an auditorium at the U.S. Capitol Visitors Center, where U.S. Sen. Roy Blunt, R-Mo., four U.S. House members and staffers representing two other lawmakers spoke to the group.

"It makes a difference when you come to Washington every year -- whether this is your first year or your 25th year," said Blunt, who began work Monday in the Senate GOP's fifth-ranking leadership post. He also co-chairs the "Values Action Team," which holds talks with conservative leaders on abortion, adoption and other social issues.

"I'm the only chairman of the Values Action Team ever to sit at the Senate leadership table," Blunt told the anti-abortion gathering. "Pray for me that it will make a difference."

The group gave standing ovations to both Blunt and Rep. Todd Akin, R-Wildwood, who compared abortion to slavery. "Abortion one day in America will go on the dust heap, in the garbage can of history -- just as slavery did . . . The only question is when."

Maggie Bick of St. Louis County, a co-coordinator of the "Missouri Life Caravan," said seven buses from the St. Louis region made the drive on Sunday and early Monday. Fog and icy conditions along the route delayed some Missouri buses, and many of the marchers had trouble finding the Capitol auditorium where the lawmakers spoke.

The gathering was overtly political at times, with Bick saying that the marchers' top goal was to replace President Barack Obama, who reiterated his support of abortion rights in a statement this weekend, and to elect more anti-abortion senators. The majority of the U.S. House already votes for measures limiting abortions.

Bick expressed the group's political motto this way: "Hold the House, secure the Senate, and win the White House."

Akin, one of three Republicans vying to be the GOP nominee to face the U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill, D-Mo., in the November election, told the crowd that unseating the incumbent should be a priority. "If we work hard in this race, we can replace Claire McCaskill, by God's grace," he said.

While Akin and others at the rally described McCaskill as being "pro-abortion," a spokesman for the senator, John LaBombard, said her position is more nuanced.

McCaskill "thinks early-term abortions should be rare, but safe and legal," said LaBombard. "She is most concerned with the radical anti-abortion movement that is seeking to make birth control illegal, even denying the opportunity of rape victims to access the morning-after pill."

All of the lawmakers who spoke to the Missouri gathering in the Capitol were Republicans, including Reps. Blaine Luetkemeyer, R-St. Elizabeth; Billy Long, R-Springfield; and Vicky Hartzler, R-Harrisonville. Staffers for Reps. JoAnn Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, and Sam Graves, R-Tarkio, also addressed the crowd.

As the Beacon's Jo Mannies reported this weekend, a national anti-abortion group -- Americans United for Life -- lists Missouri as No. 6 in its Top 10 ranking the most successful states in restricting the procedure or in adopting related measures.

Bick said that the number of abortions performed in Missouri decreased by more than 9 percent last year, to 9,796, a decline which she interpreted as showing declining support for abortions in the state. That compares to almost 11,000 in 2009 -- and more than 21,000 in 1980, the peak year for abortions in Missouri. The Missouri Department of Health has not yet confirmed the 2010 abortion statistic.

While it appears unlikely that this year's march will have much of an impact on federal abortion policy, Bick said marchers held out high hopes for next year -- after the November election. "This is the longest-running peaceful protest in the United States," said Bick. "And we're going to keep going."

EDITORIALS … & Letters to the Editor
Bootstraps in a world of learning

By Ken Newton, St. Joseph News-Press

So few shoes today have bootstraps. Footwear makers should get a sense of the times and fix that. 

Our nation holds dear those stories where people “pull themselves up by their bootstraps,” stories of self-reliant striving in the face of obstacles. 

Look at their shoes, though. No bootstraps to match the metaphor. 

Even if Americans valued the concept, the jobs would be outsourced to the Pacific Rim. 

Too bad. Bootstraps have become a growth industry in these days of tightened public budgets. 

Last week, Gov. Jay Nixon told the state he would cut $89 million in public money from Missouri’s four-year colleges and universities. 

This 12.5 percent cut has roots at least 137 years old. 

The Missouri Constitution of 1875 insisted the governor’s budget put its estimated revenues and proposed expenditures in agreement, and that provision survives in the current document, last refashioned in 1945. 

Of course, Mr. Nixon could cut from other areas ... his obligation rests with the bottom line. But with an economy still sluggish and revenues balky, he made a hard choice among an array of hard choices. 

In our heads, we recognize that. Yet in university towns of Missouri, higher education advocates feel a headache building, one of those behind-the-eyes pains that have become familiar in recent years. 

Colleges have become the go-to institution for budget balancing. Perceived fat always seems to exist in the academy, some suspected efficiencies that have yet to be explored. 

St. Joseph’s own Missouri Western State University has long felt itself a lesser light when state money gets handed out. The latest news must appear on Downs Drive as a diet plan suggested for Dickens characters. 

Consider some numbers. According to the state Department of Higher Education, the full-time equivalent enrollment at Missouri Western grew by about 700 students between 2001 and 2010. 

During the same period, the full-time faculty there grew by seven. 

From 2002 to the current fiscal year, the state operating appropriation for Missouri Western decreased by nearly 9 percent. 

The sob story told in this university town can be heard in various forms throughout Missouri. No institutions of higher learning have escaped, and the argument of which one got the most raw deal seems empty. 

If higher education gets reduced to a public expenditure rather than a civic investment, the debate has been hijacked. 

Those who deal in the arena of “human capital” cite studies that demonstrate an economic value in college graduates. Over the course of a career, a person with a bachelor’s degree nets $800,000 more than someone with only a high school diploma. As an extension of this, other research reveals, college graduates will generate 38 percent more in sales taxes. 

Despite the payback potential, Missouri lags in taking a long view on higher education. In fiscal 2010, Missouri ranked 47th among states in per capita appropriations for its colleges and universities. 

The bootstraps crowd might celebrate this. Others who feel the state has an active role in preparing its work force for an economic future might muscle up for a legislative struggle to grab available dollars. 

No kinship exists among institutions pushed toward fiscal duress. New revenues won’t materialize, and the best lawmakers work the best deals. 


When the going gets tough, the tough throw elbows.
Editorial: Don't leave voters out of toll road discussion 

By the Editorial Board, St. Louis Post-Dispatch

Missouri voters have not always been kind to the Missouri Department of Transportation.

For more than four decades, the people who build and maintain roads and highways in the state have wanted the authority to charge tolls.

It's not hard to figure out why. With tolling, the principal users pay the costs of roads, and, as long as they keep driving, money keeps flowing. There is no reason to build political consensus around road funding because the flow of money remains constant as long as the toll lasts on a road or bridge.

Twice, in 1970 and 1992, voters said no to amending the state's constitution to allow tolls. In the last decade, the Missouri Legislature fought back several more attempts to return the issue to voters.

Meanwhile, Interstate 70 is crumbling. Federal highway money, paid for by fuel taxes, no longer can be counted on to grow every year. Cars get better mileage. Taxophobic state lawmakers of both parties have abandoned their responsibility to pay for essential services of government, including roads, health care and schools.

So MoDOT, which is managed by the quasi-independent Missouri Highways and Transportation Commission, has a new plan: Sell I-70 to the highest bidder.

The department plans to ask the Legislature for a new law, modeled after one passed in 2006 related to the now-under-construction Mississippi River bridge, that would give the department the authority to enter a public-private partnership to rebuild I-70.

Such legislation would allow the private entity the ability to charge and collect tolls, thus finessing the constitutional prohibition against the state collecting such fees.

The state then would sign a long-term lease agreement with a coalition of private investors and grant that group the ability to sell tax-free bonds to finance road construction.

The project would cost $2 billion to $4 billion, depending on how ambitious the state and its private partners decide to be.

For all practical purposes, over the 20- to 30-year life of the bonds, private investors would own the rights to Missouri's primary cross-state artery, a road for which taxpayers already paid over the past several decades.

Tolls would rise as investors saw the need for additional profits. Voters would have no say on anything.

This is not good government. It's a fundamental abdication of government's responsibility to the people, and it is sought by investors who have learned how to milk a cash cow.

The tragedy is that Missouri lawmakers of all political stripes used to agree about the importance of good roads and the need to pay for them.

As recently as 2007, the Republican leaders of transportation committees in the Missouri House and the Missouri Senate had competing proposals for tax increases to raise billions of dollars to rebuild interstates 70 and 44.

Before that, in the 2000 governor's race, a principal dispute between Democrat Bob Holden and Republican Jim Talent was the size of their bonding proposals for new roads.

Now, however, we live in the era of "no new taxes." From the Republicans who control the Missouri Legislature to Gov. Jay Nixon, a Democrat, nobody in power has any reasonable proposals for new roads unless the money comes from tolls paid by motorists.

We're not opposed to tolls as part of the public policy discussion in Missouri. But don't lock the voters out of the car before 

The Star’s editorial | Spending caps won’t improve things in Missouri

By Kansas City Star
House legislators in Jefferson City wasted no time giving a thumbs up to a proposed constitutional amendment that would lock in Missouri’s standing as a pathologically cheap state that fails to invest in its institutions and people. The Senate should shelve this bad idea. 

Missouri already has a constitutional spending restraint, the Hancock Amendment. State spending as a percentage of the economy has not increased since the 1980s. Now some lawmakers want to limit spending even further to the annual rates of inflation and population change, plus 1.5 percent of the revenue collected by the state in the previous year. 

Lawmakers who voted for the amendment say they want to build up the state’s reserve funds and guard against wild swings of spending and cutting. Those are reasonable objectives. But the rigid proposed cap would prevent state leaders from setting healthy priorities and making up lost ground.

Missouri’s per capita spending on higher education, for instance, is near the bottom of the 50 states — 45th by a recent estimate.

And an advocacy group, Trust for America’s Health, calculated that Missouri spent $9.26 per person on public health in the 2008-09 fiscal year. The national average among the states was $28.92 per person. As a result, Missouri has shockingly high rates of obesity and high blood pressure. Life expectancy rates for women are declining in more than one-fourth of the state’s counties.

Spending caps are political winners, but Missouri’s lawmakers and governor should be talking about raising revenues for a state that is falling behind.

Guest commentary: Less is more 

By Andrew Wilson, St. Louis Post-Dispatch
Missouri Gov. Jay Nixon wants to be known as the Energizer Bunny of job creation. At taxpayer expense, he goes hopping about our state — and, indeed, the world — banging his trusty drums and promising to broker deals that will secure more jobs for Missouri.

In his State of the State address last week, Nixon mentioned jobs no fewer than 39 times.

By way of comparison, former President Ronald Reagan mentioned jobs only six times in his first State of the Union address in 1982 — when the U.S. economy was reeling from the effects of a downturn of comparable magnitude to the 2008-2009 recession.

In his 1983 State of the Union, Reagan mentioned jobs eight times, and then just five times each in his 1984 and 1985 addresses — delivered in the midst of the most robust economic recovery of the post-World War II era, a two-year span in which the United States added 7.3 million jobs.

So perhaps the governor (and the current occupant of the White House) could take a less-is-more cue from the late president in thinking and talking about job creation.

There is much to be learned from the sparingly few remarks that Ronald Reagan made about jobs in his State of the Union speeches.

With unemployment at 9 percent and headed to a peak of 10.8 percent, Reagan spoke in his first State of the Union of the need to unleash the private sector through lower tax rates and reduced federal spending: "Raising taxes will slow economic growth, reduce production and destroy future jobs. So, I will not ask you to try to balance the budget on the backs of the American taxpayers."

In 1983, he noted that "We're witnessing an upsurge in productivity and impressive evidence that American industry will once again become competitive in markets at home and abroad, ensuring more jobs and better incomes for the nation's workforce. "

In 1984, as the economy was beginning to boom, Reagan delivered one of the most quoted lines of his presidency: "The problems we're overcoming are not the heritage of one person, party or even one generation. It's just the tendency of government to grow, for practices and programs to become the nearest thing to eternal life we'll ever see on this earth."

In his fourth State of the Union — delivered Feb. 6, 1985 — Reagan reiterated the principal themes from his earlier addresses, saying, "Every dollar the federal government does not take from us, every decision it does not make for us will make our economy stronger, our lives more abundant, our future more free."

In contrast to Reagan's extraordinary success in boosting employment following a major downturn, employment in Missouri continues to lag about 150,000 jobs behind where it was before the onset of the 2008-09 recession.

To his credit, Nixon did talk about the need for balancing the state budget, holding the line on taxes and "making government smaller, smarter and more efficient" — worthy goals, all of them. Without giving specifics, he also spoke of the need for "comprehensive tax credit reform."

Unlike the late President Reagan, however, Nixon speaks of the private sector as if it were a willing but slow student, putting himself (and government) front and center in the role of providing much needed direction and encouragement to the dim-witted pupil.

Missouri Rep. Tim Jones, R-Eureka, who serves as majority floor leader, made a similar mistake in the Republican response to the governor's address.

"A true leader fights for every job, every time," Jones said.

If that were the case, we still would be "fighting" to preserve jobs in the buggy-whip industry.

The fact is, at both the state and national levels, jobs are continually created and destroyed and politicians and government leaders have no way of knowing from where the jobs of the future will be coming.

The real key to our future prosperity is freedom — the right of every individual to control his own labor and property. People are able to find their own way when freed from the shackles of overreaching and overbearing government.

Letters to the editor, January 24 

Failing institutions
Education reform doctoral fellows Michael Q. McShane and James V. Shul, authors of "A to-do list for legislators," (Jan. 19), may need to retake Public Education 101. While there is agreement that "all children deserve a world-class education," the route they suggest is full of potholes. Rather than expanding failing charter schools outside Kansas City and St. Louis or providing tax credits so that families can flee public schools, perhaps a return to neighborhood schools would afford those parents who truly want to be involved in their child's education an opportunity to do so. Vouchers, tax credits, scholarships or other tactics that remove money from local schools guarantees that those students who stay will have even fewer resources available.

Their understanding of school finances also is flawed. You can't multiply the average amount spent per student times the number of students in a classroom and conclude that those funds are available for each classroom. Special-needs students, support services, supplies and materials and maintenance and operations all vary among classrooms and schools.

The major institution that is failing is the family. As long as there is poverty and few role models, a lack of parental education and involvement, poor student health and nutrition or the loss of neighborhood schools and watchful neighbors, children will struggle to thrive. When we can ensure that children are born healthy, grow up in a healthy and nurturing environment, learn in safe and accountable schools, have support systems in place before and after school and show students a true road to success, there will be hope, a desire to achieve and academic success.

Ric Stephenson • Edwardsville
Higher ed in the back seat
The editorial, "Contented inertia" (Jan. 19) raised some very important issues regarding higher education in Missouri. If the Missouri Legislature goes along with Gov. Jay Nixon's 12.5 percent cut to the higher education budget, our state probably will be dead last in per-capita funding.

After more than a decade of seeing the higher education budget slashed, all of our state colleges and universities need more support from the state. Where will that money come from? Based on history, not from the state. Regrettably, increasing tuition appears to be the only way to offset this chronic shortage.

If these cuts remain, the University of Missouri system will receive less state funding than it did in 1997, even though enrollment at the University of Missouri's four campuses has grown by more than 20,000 students since then. In addition, faculty salaries have not increased in years, and many of the university's buildings are in desperate need of repair, maintenance and renovation. Moreover, the University of Missouri provides more than $23 million in unreimbursed health care each year to Missouri citizens.

Higher education in Missouri has taken a back seat for decades; our state universities (and our students) are suffering from the consequences. When will our elected officials understand this and do something about it? I am scared that they never will.

W. Dudley McCarter • Creve Coeur
Quality and evaluation
The rationale the leader of the National Education Association uses in a desperate attempt to ward off attempts to end teacher tenure is as laughable as it is ludicrous ("Teacher tenure is under increased attack," Jan. 20). Dennis Van Roekel, president of the 3.2 million-member union, argues that tighter training and certification ("quality at the front door") would end or ease the need to fire teachers for poor performance.

The truth is that the teacher unions and other special interests exert heavy influence on government-controlled teacher certification to ensure that shallow courses in process count far more than demonstrated mastery of academic content and the ability to convey it to students. Several studies have shown that Teach for America corps members — bright, liberally educated college graduates placed in schools independently of the certification mill — produce greater gains in student achievement than do conventionally licensed teachers.

Yes, there should be tougher entrance standards for teachers, which, ideally, would resemble Teach for America far more than NEA-favored process. However, even higher quality at the front door would not lessen the need for close evaluation to ensure continued delivery of solid instruction.

Robert Holland • Chicago
Senior Fellow for Education Policy, The Heartland Institute
Ending tenure is wrong
Regarding "Lawyer seeks an end to tenure for teachers" (Jan. 18): Ending teacher tenure is wrong. It is not necessary. Job security will become too political, and we all know how well that works. It would be better if school districts did a better job of screening teacher applicants and quit hiring relatives and friends.

New teachers will like ending seniority and think that it's fair — until they become the older teachers.

Parent support was not mentioned. Could that be the difference between school success and failure?

Don Davinroy • Collinsville
The big picture
Gov. Jay Nixon has proposed cuts to higher education and calls it 'smarter and more efficient" ("Tuition hikes on horizon," Jan. 19). Our nation is losing the battle to succeed at business in a global market. How can it possibly be considered 'smarter" to cut funding of higher education? Education always pays.

If we do not educate every young person who wants a higher education, we will be the ones paying those disillusioned, frustrated people with food stamps, welfare, aid to families with dependent children, housing and utility subsidies, prison cells (ironically costing as much as college), crime fighting, etc.

Our political leaders are supposed to see the big picture. The big picture shows how terrible cuts to education will be to our future.

U.S. corporations have to search outside the United States to find the scientists and engineers that they need because we aren't educating enough of them. Increasing funding to higher education may be the outside-the-box answer that will pull us out of this recession.

Patricia Presti • South St. Louis County
Respecting marriage
Newt Gingrich had admitted carrying on extramarital affairs twice while married. More important, he was carrying on one while leading the call for an impeachment against then-President Bill Clinton for essentially the same thing.

He has signed pledges of marital fidelity, and he has put himself forward as a "family values" Christian. In addition, he has vehemently voiced opposition to equal marriage rights for gay and lesbian citizens.

He now is lashing out at the media for making inquiries about claims from an ex-wife that he asked her for an open marriage ("A marital scandal for Gingrich," Jan. 20). Although evangelicals apparently care about the affairs themselves, many of us instead care about the staggering hypocrisy.

Someone who can't defend his own marriages (or affairs) has no business denying others the right to something that he obviously has failed at more than once and doesn't treat with respect.

Donald C. Miller • Richmond Heights
This is intelligent analysis?
Maureen Dowd's column "Hunting, Dear Sir? Delighted" (Jan. 19) was juvenile. She used fake familiarity to slam the candidates. She used demeaning names ("Poppy," "Mittens"), fictional accounts ("It's easy to picture Poppy and Mitt sitting in a wood-paneled room....") and snarky comments, cheap shots and low blows. Is this supposed to pass for intelligent analysis?

Dan Jestic • O'Fallon, Mo.
