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Mo. bill allows quicker intervention in schools 

By CHRIS BLANK - Associated Press

 JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- State education officials could set a timeline for intervening in failing Missouri school districts instead of waiting for a two-year grace period under legislation considered Wednesday by a House education committee.

The push to allow quicker state involvement in districts comes shortly after Kansas City schools lost state accreditation. One area that could be particularly affected is Kansas City, which currently has through June 2014 to improve before facing a state takeover. Two other Missouri school districts also are unaccredited - St. Louis Public Schools and the Riverview Gardens School District in St. Louis County - but each lost accreditation in 2007.

Waiting a couple years before allowing direct state intervention is too long for some state lawmakers. Sponsoring Rep. Mike Lair, who had been a teacher, said students entering high school in Kansas City would be juniors before state officials could act and might graduate before meaningful changes take root.

"If you find a man lying in the street, you don't say I'll be back in six hours to help you," said Lair, R-Chillicothe.

Legislation presented to the House Elementary and Secondary Education Committee would allow the State Board of Education to set a schedule for state involvement and approve an alternative system for governing unaccredited school districts. State officials could set a way for existing local school boards to continue operating their districts.

Alternatives developed by state officials would need to include the rationale for that choice and a system for accepting public comment. Expectations would need to be set for boosting academic performance, including a goal for when the schools would regain state accreditation. The state Board of Education would need to review and certify the alternative oversight structure every three years for districts that have not yet regained accreditation. The Legislature and governor would receive annual reports about districts' progress.

Current law allows state education officials to appoint a special administrative board to govern unaccredited districts, merge them with a nearby district or split unaccredited districts into several new school systems. Those options remain under the legislation.

Missouri Education Commissioner Chris Nicastro, who previously has urged the Legislature to consider eliminating the two-year wait, supported the legislation Wednesday. She said current law does not provide flexibility to deal with the specific needs of individual districts and that the two-year waiting period is wrong.

"For us to sit back and allow a system that has proven to be dysfunctional for literally decades to wait for two more years before we are able to provide more direct support and intervention is in fact unconscionable," Nicastro said.

Several school superintendents, a teachers union and the Missouri School Boards' Association also backed the legislation. No one publicly opposed the measure during the House hearing.

The legislation does not delve into specifics for unaccredited school districts should be governed. Different proposals have been suggested this year for how to handle Kansas City's schools, including an idea from Kansas City Mayor Sly James that would permit mayoral control.

Rep. Jason Holsman, whose legislative district includes three school districts that could receive students transferring from Kansas City, said delaying state action is not productive. He said there seems to be agreement quick action is needed but consensus has not yet been reached about what to do.

"The quickest path to regain student achievement is always preferable," said Holsman, D-Kansas City. "If removing this two-year requirement will spur action either legislatively of from (the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education), then someone better have a pretty darn good reason as to why we should wait."

State intervention is HB1174
Mo. Democrats speak against discrimination bill 

By WES DUPLANTIER - Associated Press

 JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Democrats in the Missouri Senate argued Wednesday that a Republican bill to change the state's workplace discrimination laws would reverse decades of progress in civil rights.

Among other things, the legislation would require workers who bring wrongful termination lawsuits to prove discrimination was a "motivating factor" - not simply a contributing factor - in the employer's action. The legislation would also apply to other wrongful discrimination actions, such as the denial of promotions.

In cases where employers were found to have wrongfully discriminated, punitive damages would be tied to the number of employees the company has, with a maximum of $300,000, under the bill.

Senators debated the measure for about five hours total Wednesday as Democrats tried to delay a vote.

The stalling efforts were primarily the work of Sens. Maria Chappelle-Nadal and Robin Wright-Jones, of the St. Louis area, and Sen. Kiki Curls, of Kansas City. They said the bill's changes would make it more difficult for workers to prove they had been victims of discrimination and that employers would have less incentive to prevent discrimination in the workplace.

"This bill is about trying to protect corporations," Chappelle-Nadal said during the Senate debate. "What this bill does is make everyone outside this chamber unequal."

Republicans contend the legislation would merely bring Missouri in line with federal job discrimination standards and make the state more appealing to businesses.

"The Missouri courts have reshaped the traditional handling of employment law," sponsoring Sen. Brad Lager, R-Savannah, said earlier in the week. "We are now the worst place in that respect."

Voting along party lines, the Senate rejected an amendment Wednesday that would have excluded age discrimination from the higher legal standard proposed under the bill. Senators did approve an amendment that would allow courts to use a more lenient standard in some cases involving people with disabilities.

Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon vetoed similar legislation last year. This year's version keeps many provisions from last year's intact but makes changes to sections that deal with summary judgment decisions in court. Summary judgment allows cases to be decided before they go to a trial, if all of the parties can agree on the facts of the case.

In the 2011 bill, lawmakers said the courts should find two Supreme Court decisions to be "highly persuasive" when ruling on motions of summary judgment.

This year's legislation is more direct, telling courts plainly how to handle motions for summary judgment. It begins the sections related to summary judgment by stating that "it is the duty of the judicial branch to reduce the cost of litigation and end disputes timely."

The Senate legislation says that if an employee provides "direct evidence" of discrimination, then the employer must prove it would have taken the same action regardless of the plaintiff's evidence. If the court finds that the employer would have taken the action regardless of the employee's evidence, the court is instructed to rule in favor of the employer.

Lager said earlier this week that Nixon was "playing politics" and had been absent from negotiations about the bill. But Senate President Pro Tem Rob Mayer, R-Dexter, said he had been able to talk to the governor.

"I've had discussions with the governor last week and I know this is a difficult bill for him to find areas of compromise that he can accept, but he did not rule out the possibility that we could find some compromise position," Mayer said Monday.

The governor's office declined to comment Wednesday on Nixon's stance on the Senate bill.

House Majority Leader Tim Jones said a similar workplace discrimination measure could be considered in the House next week.

"We hope the governor will sign that bill, because that will return a lot of stability to Missouri's small businesses that are currently lacking," said Jones, R-Eureka. "Businesses are very fearful of the litigation climate currently in this state. We have a system of laws that really seeks to punish the employer these days, and that's not what you need in the middle of a fiscal depression that we are experiencing."

Workplace discrimination is SB592

Bill in legislature would allow quicker state intervention in KC schools

By JASON HANCOCK - The Star’s Jefferson City correspondent

JEFFERSON CITY -- Missouri education officials would be able to intervene in failing school districts immediately instead of having to wait two years under a bill being considered by lawmakers.

If passed, the legislation could result in the school board of the unaccredited Kansas City district being dissolved and replaced by a new governing structure developed by the Missouri Department of Education.

“This is not about state takeover,” said Republican Rep. Mike Lair of Chillicothe, the bill’s sponsor. “I can assure you that no one in this building and no one on the state school board wants to take over or take local control away from the people of Kansas City.”

Lair said his bill is simply about giving the state flexibility to deal with problems and opens the door for the state to begin making changes in failing districts sooner rather than later. Under current law, a school district has two years after losing its accreditation to turn its performance around or face the potential of a state takeover.

“If we wait two years, a child that began the ninth grade in Kansas City last September will be a junior before any changes can take place, and out of school before any meaningful changes take hold,” Lair said.

In September, the Missouri Board of Education voted to revoke the accreditation of the Kansas City school district because it failed to reach state performance standards, the second time in 11 years that the district has lost accreditation. The district had slipped to achieving only three out of 14 standards on the state’s annual performance report, a decline from four in the previous year.

Two months later, Missouri Education Commissioner Chris Nicastro asked the Kansas City school board to consider voluntarily turning control of the district over to a not-yet-created special administrative board. Board members rejected the suggestion, arguing that the state needed to present a more concrete plan before any discussion of dissolving the school board could take place.

At a legislative hearing Wednesday, Nicastro said current law does not give the state flexibility to deal with specific needs of school districts.

“Allowing a system that has proven to be dysfunctional for decades to continue on for two years is unconscionable,” Nicastro said.

There are a lot of options available to the state once it’s allowed to intervene, Lair said, and his bill does “nothing to endorse or preclude any plans.”

“It simply speeds up the process for 17,000 school children in Kansas City who depend on us to supervise their education,” he said.

Lair pointed to the improved performance of the St. Louis school district, which saw its elected board replaced with a state-imposed one after losing accreditation in June 2007. The district’s superintendent recently reported that the system is close to meeting state requirements to become provisionally accredited.

“Right now, we have an incomplete tool box for how we fix broken schools,” Lair said. “If you find a man lying in the street, you don’t say ‘I’ll be back in 6 hours.’ ” 

During the roughly one-hour hearing, no one testified in opposition. In addition to Nicastro, the Missouri National Education Association and the Missouri School Boards’ Association spoke out in support of Lair’s bill.

House Minority Leader Mike Talboy, a Kansas City Democrat, said he also would support Lair’s bill and expects it to be greeted warmly by the rest of the city’s legislative delegation.

Lair said he’s hopeful the legislation won’t get bogged down by other, more controversial education issues that are being discussed around the Missouri Capitol.

Lawmakers are feeling increasing pressure to deal with a state law allowing students in unaccredited districts to transfer to districts in the same county or adjacent counties, at the home district’s expense, a situation that threatens to bankrupt urban districts and overcrowd classrooms in suburban areas.

There is also a need to make alterations to the state’s school funding formula to avoid a potential shift of hundreds of millions of dollars between school districts in the coming years.

House Speaker Steve Tilley, a Republican from Perryville, has said any plan to address those issues should also include other measures that have had difficulty finding legislative success over the years. Those include expanding charter schools, eliminating teacher tenure, basing teacher pay on student achievement and offering tax-credit vouchers to parents who want send children to private schools.

A bill that would allow Kansas City Mayor Sly James to take on leadership of the school district and another that would change the law governing how districts could absorb portions of their unaccredited neighbors have also been introduced.

“I hope my bill can pass cleanly,” Lair said. “I don’t want to see this get wrapped up in all those other things.”

Lair’s bill includes an emergency clause allowing it to go into effect immediately upon being signed by the governor. A similar bill was introduced in the state senate by Republican David Pearce of Warrensburg, the chairman of the Senate Education Committee.
Mo. House approves bill on state regulations 

By CHRIS BLANK- Associated Press
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Seeking to help the state's small businesses, the Missouri House voted Wednesday to require periodic reviews of certain state regulations.

State agencies would need to evaluate whether a new administrative rule is necessary, obsolete, duplicative and could be more narrowly tailored while accomplishing the same purpose. Existing rules would expire on a rolling schedule that starts in 2015, and a similar calculus would be required if a state agency wants to renew its expiring regulations. Every state administrative rule would need to be examined at least once per decade.

In addition, state agencies now be required to respond within 60 days when someone requests a rule be adopted, altered or repealed. State departments would have to explain how the rule complies with the new requirements.

Administrative rules are developed by state agencies to implement laws approved by the Legislature and signed by the governor.

Sponsoring Rep. Jason Smith said the measure could help make Missouri more attractive for small businesses. He said the state's tax credit programs and laws already have automatic expiration dates and legislators face term limits, so a similar policy for regulations makes sense.

"Rules that are made by bureaucrats stay on the books forever," said Smith, R-Salem. "There's 6,281 different rules. It's time that we look at them and make sure that they're just not left on the shelf that someday a bureaucrat might think, `Hey, I'm going to dust this off, and I'm going to go after this business and enforce this rule that hasn't been enforced for 30 years.'"

The House on Wednesday approved the administrative rules legislation 102-57, on a party line vote. It now moves to the state Senate.

Democrats said the legislation could create uncertainty in Missouri's rulemaking process and be expensive to implement. Legislative staff said in a cost estimate that several state agencies reported the measure eventually could cost those departments more than $100,000.

Rep. Sara Lampe said examining the state's current administrative rules is a good idea, but that the legislation could create uncertainty for small businesses by creating the potential for debate about every administrative rule.

"It doesn't improve the structure and the process by which those rules are looked at. But it just sets off a bomb in that rulemaking process," said Lampe. D-Springfield.

Brad Jones, the state director for the National Federation of Independent Business, said administrative rules are less visible than state laws but also can add to the costs and requirements for businesses. He said regulations developed by state and federal agencies are a top concern and that knocking out a few overlapping rules developed by different governmental bodies would help.

"It is just good government for the state of Missouri to take stock of the 6,000-some odd rules that affect the lives of small business people every day," Jones said.
Missouri, Stifel agree to $1.1 million settlement 

The Joplin Globe 
ST. LOUIS — Stifel Nicolaus & Co. will pay $1.1 million to settle allegations by the state of Missouri that the St. Louis-based investment brokerage inadequately supervised a stockbroker who defrauded clients through a pyramid scheme.

Secretary of State Robin Carnahan said the settlement calls for Stifel to pay restitution and interest of $531,385 to 10 investors from Missouri and three other states. It also requires the company to pay $500,000 to the Missouri Investor Education and Protection Fund, and $70,000 for the cost of the investigation by the Missouri Securities Division.

“Missouri investors deserve to know their savings are being handled properly, regardless of whether they use a nationally known firm or a local broker,” Carnahan said in a statement. “Every firm has a duty to supervise and to take steps to detect fraudulent activity by its agent, and this action reinforces that investors should always exercise caution when looking at potential investments.”

Stifel noted the events occurred more than five years ago.

“We welcome the opportunity to put this matter behind us,” the company said in a statement Wednesday.

Kenneth Neely worked for Stifel’s branch office in the St. Louis-area town of St. Peters from October 2002 until he resigned in January 2007. He then worked at AXA Advisors in St. Louis County from December 2007 to July 2009.

He was convicted of federal mail fraud charges in February 2010, and is serving a 37-month sentence at a prison in Indiana.

The state investigation began after a complaint from an investor. Carnahan said Neely sold shares in a fraudulent real estate investment trust. The sales were not through Stifel, although the transactions were made while he was employed at Stifel and AXA Advisors.

The statement from Stifel noted that Neely’s illegal activities “occurred outside the scope of his employment with Stifel.”

Still, the state Securities Division concluded after a two-year investigation that Stifel failed to detect and respond to Neely’s questionable activities — outside business ventures, private security transactions, client account distributions, and customer concerns about their accounts.

The state said Stifel also failed to produce records sought during the investigation in a timely matter, and failed to properly maintain required documents.

The consent order said Stifel agreed to the facts in the case but neither admitted to nor denied the allegations.
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Governor-backed auto industry incentives introduced

January 26, 2012 
By Mike Lear 
The automotive industry incentive component of the Governor’s job creation strategy has found its backers in the House and Senate, and they come from both sides of the political aisle.

In his State of the State Address and stops around the state, Governor Jay Nixon has promoted his Missouri Works plan. It would expand on the provisions of the Missouri Manufacturing Jobs act of 2010, which helped promote expansion at Ford’s Claycomo Plant in Kansas City and General Motors’ plant in Wentzville. Legislation introduced this week basically targets those incentives at manufactures in the automotive industry.

The House version, HB 1455, will be carried by Representative Chuck Gatschenberger (R-Lake St. Louis). He says, “Those manufacturers of vehicles … they need brakes, they need windshields, they need trim, they need engines … and not all of those are built right there on that spot.”

Parts makers qualify under the proposal if the products they make are used by an automaker. Companies with at least half of their sales coming from parts used to modify vehicles can also qualify for incentives.

Gatschenberger says it offers two options to those companies. “One is if you employee five employees, you’re gonna get the same benefits with withholding the taxes that you pay from the state for the benefit of the company. The other aspect of it … there’s a lot of companies in this state that are not going to be able to employ five people but they can employ two people. If they do two people and $100,000 of investment in their business, they can fall under the same guidelines.”

Gatschenberger says it also includes some clawback provisions.  ”Let’s say they have those two people but they lay two other people off. Then they lose the benefit. It’s not the specific people that they hire, it’s the total number of people.”

See the Governor’s Office’s release on the introduction of the legislation.

The package increases the standard incentive period to five years, from the three found in the 2010 language. Companies would get a tax break equaling 5 percent of their new payroll if wages are at the average for the county, 5.5 percent for wages that are 120 percent of that average and 6 percent for wages at least 140 percent of the county average.

Gatschenberger notes the package opens up incentives to all auto manufacturers, not just Ford and General Motors, “So if Nissan thinks, ‘Hmm, we might want to put a plant somewhere but where are we going to put a plant,’ it’s making the carrot bigger and jucier.”

The Governor’s Office says the package boasts a lengthy list of bipartisan supporters. Also in the House are Speaker Steven Tilley (R-Perryville), Majority Floor Leader Tim Jones (R-Eureka), Jerry Nolte (R-Gladstone), Minority Leader Mike Talboy (D-Kansas City), Assistant Minority Floor Leader Tishaura Jones (D-St. Louis), Minority Whip Mike Colona (D-St. Louis), Representative Stephen Webber (D-Columbia) and Representative Bert Atkins (D-Florrisant). Senator Kevin Engler (R-Farmington) is sponsoring the Senate version, SB 691 with Minority Floor Leader Senator Victor Callahan (D-Independence) a co-sponsor.
Court says “not yet” to House district challenge

January 26, 2012 
By Bob Priddy 
The state supreme court has refused to hear a challenge to the way new districts have been drawn for the Missouri House.

The court says the challenge has been filed in the wrong court and until it goes through a circuit court proceeding, the court cannot take up the case.

The ruling means the 12 people challenging the 163 new House districts must file their suit in circuit court in Jefferson City and have a judge issue an order saying the new map cannot go into effect for the 2012 elections.  That action creates a court record that can be appealed. The order from the supreme court says it will expedite the case once an appeal is filed.

The issue adds another time crunch to candidate filing which begins February 28th.  Congressional districts and state senate districts already have been thrown out by the supreme court.  New committees will have to be picked to redraw those lines—which could be challenged in court, too. 

But until new maps are drawn, many candidates won’t know what district they’ll run in. Some candidates don’t know whether they’re going to have to move….or cancel plans to move.

Columbia attorney Paul Wilson, who has filed the suit, says a new suit will be filed in circuit court “as soon as possible.”
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Dems delay vote on bill limiting discrimination lawsuits 

 KC Star – PRIME BUZZ, by Jason Hancock
JEFFERSON CITY – A group of Democratic senators stalled a vote Wednesday on legislation they say would roll back decades of progress in protecting civil rights, although the bill’s sponsor says the delay is only temporary. 

The legislation would require workers who claim discrimination in wrongful termination lawsuits to prove that bias was a “motivating” factor. The current standard requires them to prove only that it was a “contributing” factor. The change would make state law mirror the federal Civil Rights Act.

It also lowers the amount of punitive damages that can be awarded in an employment discrimination case and changes Missouri’s whistleblower law to ensure protections only apply to employees who call attention to wrongdoing that is illegal, rather than allegations of wrongdoing where no law was broken.

A nearly identical bill cleared the legislature last year and was vetoed by Gov. Jay Nixon

Democratic Sens. Maria Chappelle-Nadal of University City, Robin Wright-Jones of St. Louis and Kiki Curls of Kansas City blocked a vote on the measure by holding the senate floor for most of the day.

Chappelle-Nadal said she could not allow “the will of the majority party to once again screw my constituents,” and vowed to continue blocking the legislation until a compromise could be struck. 

“As long as I’m standing, I won’t let this bill come to a vote,” she said after the senate adjourned. 

The bill's sponsor, Republican Sen. Brad Lager of Savannah, said he was not surprised by the Democrats’ actions. He will sit down with any senators who have an issue with the bill to see if something can be worked out, but “there are just some things we’ll never agree on.”

Eventually, the majority in the chamber will step in and stop the delay tactics, Lager said. 

“If anyone is going to use a procedural tool to be obstructionists, there are tools available to stop them,” he said. “If you’re in the minority within the chamber, you won’t get what you want all the time.” 

Senate leadership could opt to end a filibuster by using a procedure known as “moving the previous question.” Even though it only takes a simple majority, the senate rarely ever uses that method to end debate, and Lager said he doesn’t anticipate it being necessary. 

“We passed basically this same legislation last year, we’ll pass it again this year,” Lager said.

The Senate is scheduled to reconvene Thursday morning at 10 a.m. 
McCaskill: Arlington Cemetery improved but work remains in tracking graves

St. Louis Post-Dispatch – Political Fix, by Bill Lambrecht

Updated: On Jan. 26, Arlington National Cemetery issued a statement saying that the $12 million discussed in the hearing has been "fully accounted for" and was part of $26.8 million "obligated but not disbursed." 

WASHINGTON • Army officials said this afternoon that relatives of those buried at Arlington National Cemetery soon will be able to locate graves using smart phones, a dramatic improvement since problems were discovered in 2010.

Nonetheless, the cemetery still is working to confirm information for 62,000 burial sites, officials testified at a Senate hearing.

Also, the Army is recalculating the true number of people interred at Arlington, which is more than 400,000 rather than 330,000, the estimate used over the years.

In addition, officials acknowledged that they remain mystified as to the whereabouts of $12 million appropriated to Arlington in recent years, among accounting problems the Army discovered.

Nonetheless, Sen. Claire McCaskill, who chaired the Senate hearing, said she believes that significant strides have been made since revelations of gross mismanagement of a cemetery that is hallowed ground to many Americans.

"We've made a lot of progress in the last 18 months. We're not there yet," she said.

McCaskill, D-Mo., became the Senate's main watchdog over the cemetery after disclosure that hundreds of graves there were unmarked, wrongly identified or mislabeled on maps. She engineered legislation requiring reports to Congress, and the hearing Wednesday by her Senate Subcommittee on Contracting Oversight was another in a series examining progress.

Kathryn Condon, executive director of the Army National Cemeteries Program, said Arlington is able now to confidently identify information for 210,076 graves for veterans and family members and that cross-checking is underway elsewhere at the 624-acre cemetery in northern Virginia.

A significant problem identified in 2010 was the lack of a computerized grave-tracking system despite expenditures of as much as $8 million to technology companies.

In coming months, Condon said, relatives will be able to find graves via GPS on computers or smart phones and obtain maps printed at kiosks in the cemetery.

"Arlington has made monumental changes the last 19 months and we continue to move forward each and every day, capturing our progress with repeatable processes and predictable results," she said.

Sen. Jon Tester, D-Mont., told the officials that "rebuilding the trust is going to be a tall task."

McCaskill outlined several key steps that remain, principally documenting information for the 62,000, making information available to the public and establishing better oversight of outside contracts.

McCaskill said she would continue pressing for an accounting of the missing $12 million, part of discrepancies in a recent audit.

"I don't think there has been any indication of people walking away with money. It was just incompetence," she said.

EDITORIALS … & Letters to the Editor

Our Opinion: Proposed pairing does not benefit Missourians
By Jefferson City News Tribune

When evaluating proposed legislation, a relevant question is: How would this advance the interest of Missourians?

Two state senators have proposed constitutional amendments to require the governor and lieutenant governor to seek election as a pair.

We await reasons why this would benefit the residents of Missouri.

The governor and lieutenant governor now run for office separately, unlike the pairing of president and vice president at the federal level.

Missouri voters have not established a pattern, based on recent history. In the past 10 elections, voters in five contests have elected a governor and lieutenant governor from different political parties.

The existing duo pairs Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon with Republican Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder.

Among the two proposed constitutional amendments:

• Sen. John Lamping, R-St. Louis County, would require a candidate for governor to select a running mate before the party primaries.

• Sen. Jason Crowell, R-Cape Girardeau, would permit the gubernatorial candidate to name a running mate after the primaries.

Crowell referenced past squabbles between executives from opposing parties. He said if governors must temporarily relinquish authority, they should not “have to worry about their lieutenant governor making unbelievable appointments to different things that the governor may not agree with.”

The use of the possessive, their, in that statement is troublesome.

The lieutenant governor now serves the people of Missouri, not the governor.

The forced pairing proposed in the amendments would benefit the governor, but how would it benefit the people?

Missourians deserve a persuasive answer because they must approve a constitutional change in a statewide vote.

For now, file these proposals under government self-indulgence that does not merit popular support.
Respect Those Who Respect Life

Washington Missourian

Thousands of people of all ages marched in the national pro-life parade in Washington, D.C., Monday. Among them were students and adults from this area.

There has been little progress on the governmental and judicial levels to end the murder of the unborn in this country. Ever since the U.S. Supreme Court ruled in 1973 that abortions were legal, we’ve had 39 years of abortion on demand. The number of abortions that have been performed is the shame of America.

Rep. Blaine Luetkemeyer reported on how our federal government is promoting the murder of the unborn. He said Planned Parenthood Federation of America received $487.4 million in tax dollars from July 1, 2009, to June 30, 2010, and during that period it performed 329,455 abortions. That’s in just one year by one abortion provider. In the 39 years that abortions have been legal, hundreds of thousands of abortions have been performed.

The day will come when Roe v. Wade will be overturned. In the meantime, abortions have been on the decline so the pro-life groups are having some success.

We have the highest respect for the Americans who year after year protest the killing of the unborn by taking part in the demonstration in Washington, D.C. For many, it is a sacrifice to make the trip. For every one of them, it is an inconvenience to disrupt their regular routines.

They respect life and for that we all owe them gratitude. The pro-life movement will never give up until there is sanctity of life in America.
The Star’s editorial | Red faces over KC police red-light camera report

In preparing a new report on the effectiveness of red-light cameras, the Kansas City Police Department barreled through a great big caution signal and crashed head-on with a public relations disaster

The sloppy study that came out this week has embarrassed the agency, and deservedly so.

Now the department needs to regroup and help prepare what the public deserves and the police board expects to see next month: a professionally done report with a comprehensive look at a complicated issue and conclusions supported by accurate data.

In preparing its report, the police should have been more cautious and collaborated with city engineers and the private company that runs the camera program. That would have improved the accuracy of the report’s data. The police also could have tested their theories about what the study’s figures actually meant regarding motorists’ safety.

Instead, the police released a draft version of the report that media outlets used Tuesday to trumpet the conclusion that the cameras haven’t made the streets any safer. That’s because injury accidents at red-light camera intersections appear to have increased from two years ago.

Then came the police board meeting later Tuesday, at which problems with the study were acknowledged.

American Traffic Solutions, the operator, found factual errors. Police board president Pat McInerney, Mayor Sly James and others properly noted that important factors about the operation of red-light cameras were not in the study. Police Chief Darryl Forté joined in, asking his own questions.

The board members and chief want to make sure a revised report on accidents takes crucial information into account, such as the effect of weather and impaired drivers.

Other concerns worth investigation:

• Did any changes in the amount of traffic on Highway 71 lead to the large increase in reported accidents that occurred at three intersections on the roadway? 

• Did the reported increase in rear-end accidents occur because of the cameras, and does any increase undermine the use of the cameras?

• Should the city continue to hand out tickets to drivers who turn right on red without stopping? About half the red-light violations occur because of that violation, although it’s unclear whether it leads to more accidents.

• Do the cameras save money for the Police Department, which does not have to monitor red-light intersections?

• Finally, if the cameras were shut off, how would that affect safety in the future?

It is encouraging to know that, based on tickets issued, the city knows red-light running has gone down at intersections with the cameras in the last two years. It also appears that the more life-threatening, right-angle accidents between cars inside intersections have fallen slightly.

Still, Kansas Citians need to know a lot more details about how red-light cameras are affecting traffic safety. This week’s report from the Police Department didn’t answer that essential question.


