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Lawyers favor Gov. Jay Nixon in donations 

BY WALKER MOSKOP wmoskop@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8325 | Posted: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 12:05 am
Lawyers aren't hesitating to pull out their checkbooks for Gov. Jay Nixon.

When Gray, Ritter & Graham, a St. Louis personal injury and commercial litigation firm, contributed $100,000 to Nixon's re-election campaign on Jan. 27, it became the third member of the legal community to write a $100,000 check to the governor during this election cycle.

Yet that six-figure contribution accounted for only 5 percent of the money attorneys and law firms have given Nixon since October 2010.

A Post-Dispatch analysis of campaign contributions from that period found that roughly one of every three dollars Nixon raised — about $2 million of $6.28 million — came from lawyers.

On average, lawyers have made larger donations than others have. Even when all $100,000 donations are excluded, the average donation from an attorney or firm is $2,446. The average of the rest of the donations is $1,349.

It's not unusual for trial lawyers to donate to a Democratic governor — particularly one who served four terms as Missouri's attorney general — and they've been generous to Nixon. Twelve firms that handle civil litigation have donated at least $50,000 each.

Don Downing, a partner at Gray, Ritter & Graham, was a former top deputy to Nixon during his time as attorney general, and the governor appointed him to the University of Missouri Board of Curators in 2009.

Tim Dollar is a partner at Dollar, Burns & Becker, a Kansas City personal injury firm that has donated $112,500 to Nixon since October 2010.

"We donate to any candidate that we perceive is supportive of access to the courts and supports the constitution," Dollar said. "The constitution gives every person the right to a jury trial."

He was quick to point out that his firm also donates to Republicans, albeit on a lesser scale than it does to Nixon. "He's the chief executive of the state," Dollar said.

In an email, Nixon's campaign manager, Oren Shur, said that considering Nixon's "long record of standing up for seniors and consumers," the governor's support from the legal community was unsurprising.

And Nixon is part of the legal community, having graduated from the University of Missouri-Columbia law school.

Donors to the campaign, Shur said, include thousands of contributions "from a wide range of Missourians — Democrats and Republicans — who believe the governor has shown remarkably strong leadership for our state during challenging times."

Several firms that have been spending heavily on Nixon have been competing to represent Missouri in a lawsuit against the makers of a diabetes drug linked to increased risk of heart disease.

For example, Carey, Danis & Lowe of St. Louis and Simmons Attorneys at Law, which has offices in Missouri, Illinois and California, have each contributed more than $100,000 to Nixon, and have also donated to Missouri Attorney General Chris Koster, a Republican.

The firm chosen to represent Missouri in the case would be entitled to a share of the settlement, which could be hundreds of millions of dollars.

The contributions also come at a time when the Republican-controlled Legislature has been pushing bills that would change workplace laws to limit the number of lawsuits brought against employers.

Last week, the Senate and House both passed versions of legislation that makes it harder for workers to bring employment discrimination suits by requiring that workers prove discrimination was a "motivating factor," rather than a "contributing factor," in an employer's action. The bills would also place caps on punitive damages in discrimination cases based on the size of the employer, with a maximum of $300,000.

The House and the Senate must reconcile the two bills before sending the legislation to the governor. Nixon vetoed a similar bill in 2011, saying that it would have undone decades of civil rights progress.

Sara Schuett, the executive director of the Missouri Association of Trial Attorneys, said the bill would make it easier for employers to discriminate.

"My members are the ones representing people who've been fired because of their race or age or gender," she said. "They're on the front lines of some of those fights."

Another bill being considered in the Senate would absolve co-workers of liability for employee injuries resulting from negligence. It also would keep disputes over diseases caused by workplace conditions from going to court by making them exclusively covered under the state's workers' compensation laws.

Rich AuBuchon, general counsel for the Missouri Chamber of Commerce, which supports both bills, said current Missouri laws favor plaintiffs.

Changing discrimination laws to align them with federal standards, limiting punitive damages and preventing employees who are receiving workers' compensation benefits from also bringing lawsuits, AuBuchon said, would help businesses save on litigation costs and focus resources on growth.

David Kimball, associate professor of political science at the University of Missouri at St. Louis, wasn't surprised to hear that attorneys were donating heavily to Nixon. "Given the history in Missouri of disputes over workers rights and product liability cases," he said, "it's pretty clear that Republicans are not on the side of trial lawyers."

Dave Spence, who is seeking the Republican nomination for governor, has raised $2.51 million, though $2 million came out of his own pocket. St. Louis businessmen Bill Koman and Robert O'Brien each gave $100,000 to Spence's campaign.

As of January, Nixon had raised roughly $8.15 million during this election cycle, and his campaign had slightly more than $5 million in cash on hand, according to the latest report filed with the Missouri Ethics Commission.
Missouri Senate approves measure to review state rules and regulations

Measure aims to get rid of obsolete rules to help businesses

Springfield News-Leader
The Missouri Senate gave initial approval Monday to a bill sponsored by Sen. Bob Dixon, R-Springfield, that creates a review process for all administrative rules and regulations.

The measure, Senate Bill 469, is one of several pieces of legislation that Senate leaders identified as a way to improve Missouri’s business climate.

Dixon’s bill creates a process to examine the more than 6,500 rules and regulations created by various state agencies and departments. Some of those requirements have been in the books for decades and are obsolete, Dixon said.

“I want to give small business owners a means to get something off the books,” he said.

The bill passed Monday is a compromise measure that removed an original requirement that all rules and regulations be subject to a 10-year sunset. After the sunset occurred, each agency was to decide whether to re-issue a rule or let it expire.

Instead, the compromise measure creates a five-year review process for rules created by a state department or agency. Responsibility for that review process falls to the Joint Committee on Administrative Rules, which includes members of both the House and Senate.

Each department is required to submit a report to the committee that examines the merits of each rule, whether it conflicts with another federal or state requirement and the impact on small businesses.

The bill Monday was approved with little debate. It will need to be voted upon one more time in the Senate before it goes it is sent to the House for consideration.
Under proposal for I-70 tolls in Missouri, payments would be cashless

BY KEN LEISER • kleiser@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8215 | Posted: Monday, February 13, 2012 12:05 am
For the past year, drivers on a stretch of Florida's Turnpike have paid their tolls electronically — without having to slow their cars to a stop.

The conversion to electronic collections in Miami-Dade County reflects a growing trend among U.S. toll road operators toward open-road — or cashless — collections. It's a model that toll-road proponents want to follow on a stretch of Interstate 70 through mid-Missouri.

Instead of rolling up to a toll booth and reaching for a wallet, drivers on these toll ways pass beneath a gantry that may be outfitted with cameras, lasers and devices that read transponders or tags inside the passing vehicles.

"The trend is toward cashless toll roads," said Neil Gray of the International Bridge, Tunnel and Turnpike Association.

Missouri state Sen. Mike Kehoe, R-Jefferson City, last week introduced a public-private partnership bill that would turn I-70 into a toll road whose operator could "use any method for collecting and enforcing user fees."

Those measures, according to Senate Bill 752, may include billing accounts, commuter passes, and electronic recording or identification devices.

Missouri Department of Transportation officials say the conversion of I-70 to a toll road would allow the state to add lanes to a nearly 200-mile stretch of the highway at a cost of $1.5 billion to $4 billion. The project would be undertaken by a private consortium. Private companies would finance, rebuild and operate the highway.

MoDOT Director Kevin Keith and others have stressed that the toll road would use an open-road toll system rather than toll booths, which cause traffic to stop.

"If you can get that part of it through to people, they go from totally hating it to just disliking it," quipped Kehoe, a former state highway commissioner and vice chairman of the Senate Transportation Committee.

Missouri first envisioned electronic toll collections in 2001 as part of an environmental study of rebuilding I-70. Under one of the scenarios, MoDOT considered building a parallel toll road next to the interstate.

It would have used traditional toll plazas but set aside exclusive lanes for drivers whose cars were outfitted with transponders so drivers could be billed.

Under the latest proposal, all of the lanes of rebuilt I-70 would likely pass beneath toll gantries equipped with devices that communicate with tags in passing cars or take pictures of license plates to bill registered owners.

The gantries, Kehoe said, would be "literally invisible to the traveling public."

Last February, Florida's Turnpike Enterprise converted a stretch of that state's turnpike into an all-electronic toll system.

Florida transportation leaders viewed it as a safety improvement. Traffic backs up at the traditional toll plazas while others using the Sun Pass system had their own lane and did not stop. The potential for accidents is greater with the toll plazas.

So far on the all-electronic segment, there has been a 76 percent drop in accidents, said Sonyha Rodriguez-Miller, a spokeswoman for the Florida enterprise.

In North Carolina, the state opened a new toll road in December that uses electronic tolling. Drivers on the Triangle Expressway in the Raleigh-Durham area can set up a Quick Pass account to pay their tolls electronically.

If not, the registered owner of the car is mailed a bill but — as with other electronic toll systems — the owner is charged more to cover the cost.

The North Carolina Turnpike Authority hoped to sell 2,400 Quick Pass transponders by June and has already sold 13,000, said Reid Simons, a spokeswoman for the turnpike authority.

The North Texas Toll way Authority converted the Dallas North Toll way to cashless tolling in December 2010. The state touted the move as a way to alleviate congestion, improve safety and boost air quality by reducing vehicle idling.

But convenience store owners along I-70 in Missouri worry drivers will avoid their businesses if the electronic toll plazas are located near their exits, said Ron Leone, Executive Director of the Missouri Petroleum Marketers & Convenience Store Association.

Statistics show a bloc of drivers — at least 10 percent — will divert to free highways to avoid a toll road and that would be a blow to businesses, Leone said.

"There are a dozen reasons we think this is a bad idea," he added.

Opponents of using tolls to rebuild I-70 say the concept should go to a public vote.

Kehoe's bill has no provision for a statewide vote. Missouri transportation officials and others contend that under the narrow circumstances of forming a public-private partnership to rebuild I-70, a public vote does not appear to be required.

Proponents add that the Legislature previously passed a bill that would have enabled the state to enter into a public-private partnership to build a new Mississippi River bridge using tolls. That bill also was signed by the governor.

But in a potential blow to those hopes, the Missouri House last week passed a bill proposing to bar the construction and operation of future toll roads. The bill's sponsor, state Rep. Thomas Long, R-Battlefield, did not return a phone call seeking comment.
Mo. report suggests new mandates on business aid 
By DAVID A. LIEB 
Associated Press

JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Public officials and bond professionals could face new due diligence mandates under the recommendations of a Missouri House panel that has been investigating the financial collapse of an artificial sweetener factory.

A report prepared for a special House committee suggests new laws requiring state economic development officials to more thoroughly vet companies seeking state incentives and to share information with local communities competing to attract those businesses.

The report, obtained by The Associated Press, also suggests legislation requiring insurance for municipal bonds and mandating that private-sector bond professionals investigate the viability of the business projects, not merely the ability of a local government to make its bond payments. Another recommendation would put all municipal bonds on the ballot.

The report is the culmination of House hearings into the financial collapse of Mamtek U.S. Inc., which had promised to build an artificial sweetener factor in Moberly that Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon had said could create 612 jobs. Construction of the factory halted last fall after Mamtek missed a payment toward $39 million of bonds issued by Moberly, which has since said it will default. Although the state offered up to $17 million of incentives, nothing was paid, because the deal fell apart before Mamtek could trigger the aid.

The report, which was being circulated Monday among members of the House Committee on Government Oversight and Accountability, concludes the Department of Economic Development should have forwarded to Moberly officials an email it had received from its consultant in China raising questions about whether Mamtek actually was producing any artificial sweetener there.

"Had the department shared those emails, it is likely that the bonds would never have been issued and this catastrophe would have been averted," the House committee report states.

Even then, the project might have been scuttled if private-sector bond consultants had more thoroughly investigated Mamtek, the report says. It cites the failure of firms serving as the bond underwriter and bond counsel to review the operations and financial condition of Mamtek and an "A-" credit rating from Standard & Poor's that the committee report said did not take into account Mamtek's viability while determining whether Moberly could pay its debt.

"What the committee found was that the Mamtek failure was the result of a toxic combination of inadequate government oversight by the Department of Economic Development and the abrogation of professional duty by America's bond industry," said committee chairman, Rep. Jay Barnes, R-Jefferson City.

Department spokesman John Fougere said Monday that he hadn't seen the report but stressed that "not a single dollar from the state" went to the Mamtek project "due to existing safeguards in our economic incentive programs."

During committee testimony late last year, department officials defended their review of Mamtek and stressed that it would be a waste of taxpayer money - and potentially harmful to Missouri's business environment - to more thoroughly screen the companies seeking state aid.

The committee report suggests legislation should be passed to require the department to seek third-party verification of financial information submitted by businesses applying for state incentives. It also suggests legislation requiring companies to submit contact information for vendors about whom they claim to have pre-sold their products and to require key officers in startup companies to pay for criminal, personal and financial background checks.

In addition to requiring the state to share any information it has obtained with local economic development officials, the committee report also suggests a law requiring local officials to tell the state about negative information they receive about a company.

The report recommends a delay before cities could issue municipal bonds, either by adopting time standards for bond procedures or amending the state Sunshine Law to require longer periods of public notice before votes on bond issuances. Alternatively, the report suggests a prohibition on municipalities issuing bonds without first holding an election.

The report also takes a dig at Nixon's practice of billing the Department of Economic Development for flights on the state airplane. It cites the gubernatorial travel while suggesting the department should also have room in its budget to pay consultants in foreign countries to travel for due-diligence investigations of companies seeking state incentives.

Mo. senator pushes for religious exception 
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- A debate is starting to build at the Missouri Capitol over birth control.

A Senate committee scheduled a hearing Tuesday on legislation allowing employers to refuse to provide insurance coverage for birth control, abortions or sterilization procedures, if doing so would go against the employer's religious beliefs.

Sponsoring Sen. John Lamping, a St. Louis County Republican, says health insurance is a benefit and that employers should decide how it is structured.

Representatives from Planned Parenthood of Missouri spoke out against the Senate bill Monday, as did several Democratic lawmakers. They say the Senate proposal would essentially allow employers to deny their employees necessary medical care, even if the employees don't share their religious beliefs.

Mo. Senate endorses measure on yellow light length 
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- The Missouri Senate has given initial approval to legislation making the length of yellow traffic lights more uniform across the state.

The bill endorsed Monday would have the state Department of Transportation establish standard times for yellow lights based on federal guidelines. The Federal Highway Administration says a yellow light should last three to six seconds, depending on the speed of traffic at an intersection.

Sponsoring Sen. Jim Lembke, a St. Louis County Republican, says that under current law, cities with red-light cameras could shorten yellow lights to increase red-light violations and bring in more revenue from tickets. He says shorter yellow lights make roads more dangerous.

The measure must be approved once more before it goes to the House.

House committee prepares Mamtek report
Missouri News Horizon
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. — A Missouri House committee looking into the collapse of a state-facilitated business deal in Moberly, Mo. is looking at legislation designed to ensure more through vetting of companies moving into the state.

The House Special Standing Committee on Government Oversight and Accountability is drafting a report on its findings in an investigation into the collapse of the Mamtek deal with the city of Moberly.

The company – passing itself off as a Chinese-based manufacturer of artificial sweetener – defaulted on bond payments for the funding of a $60 million factory, leaving Moberly on the hook to pay back the loan. The proposed factory was to have employed more than 600 local residents, but those jobs never came to fruition. To help the company locate within the city, Moberly financed about $40 million in bonds to build and equip the factory where Mamtek was to set up shop.

The company’s principal investor began having money trouble shortly after construction commenced in summer of 2010. By the fall of 2011, Bruce Cole had defaulted on promised bond payments, and filed for bankruptcy.

The committee, in a draft report made public at a hearing Monday at the State Capitol sighted lax background checks on the company by the state Department of Economic Development and by bonding companies. The reports say the entities missed “obvious red flags” in the businesses background, including financial instability.

At the hearing, committee chair, Rep. Jay Barnes, R-Jefferson City, said members would draft legislation to ensure that the department and bonding companies do a better job of looking into companies wanting to establish themselves in Missouri. Barnes said communities, such as Moberly, rely on the advice of these “third party” advisors to help craft deals to bring in businesses.

“Looking at a city like Moberly, with 14,000 people, how are they possibly going to do the due diligence on a project like this?” said Barnes. “They’ve got to rely on D.E.D. and they’ve got to rely on professionals that they pay to do this.”

The legislation will put more of a burden on bond companies to investigate start-up businesses like Mamtek before entering into contracts with cities. The other piece of legislation will require more and better communication between the department and cities working on business set-up projects.

Barnes admits that the committee must be careful not to cross the line between due diligence and business impediment.

“Companies ought to be willing to go through some processes to make sure that they’re legitimate,” said Barnes. “We can’t expect government or bond professionals to do the job on the cheap, because when we do that is when we find ourselves in situations where you have a legislative committee wondering what the heck happened in Moberly Missouri.”

Missouri House Speaker refuses to raise taxes to fix veterans’ homes funding crisis

Missouri News Horizon
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. – Saying that taking care of Missouri veterans is his top priority, Speaker of the House Steve Tilley said he has entered into talks with Gov. Jay Nixon on ways to increase funding for veterans.

“There’s nothing more important than taking care of our veterans and our veterans’ homes,” Tilley told reporters on Monday.

But the Speaker said he would not support an increase in casino entrance fees, and idea that’s been bandied about and is the subject of a bill under consideration in the House’s Veterans Committee.

“That’s a tax…we’re not going to increase taxes to fund (veterans programs),” Tilley said.

Other ideas include a special lottery, and the capping of casino admission proceeds at current levels, with any increase in admissions going to veterans programs.

“We’d like to develop a funding source that’s consistent, and a way to build up new revenue to try and build new veterans homes to reduce some of the waiting list of the existing homes,” the speaker said.

There are about 1,700 veterans in Missouri waiting to get into the state’s seven veterans homes. There are more veterans on the waiting lists than in the homes themselves.

Funding for veterans programs comes through admission fees to the state’s casinos. Those admissions are shared with early childhood programs. In recent years, veterans’ costs have risen while gaming proceeds have not kept pace. The veterans’ commission trust fund is now insolvent. It’s estimated the commission needs an increase of $13 to $14 million in state funds to continue services at their current level.

“I wanted the governor’s input into which ideas he thought made sense and which did not,” said Tilley. “I’m hopeful that we can have a plan to come forward with, hopefully this week.”

More for Less collects more than 6,000 letters, heads to Jefferson City

MSA and ASUM’s campaign against Gov. Jay Nixon’s proposed budget cuts will deliver the letters to the governor’s office Tuesday. 

By Molly Duffy, The Maneater 

Closing its five-day letter writing campaign Friday, "More for Less" walked away with 1,000 more letters than expected.

The letters, opposing the proposed budget cuts to higher education, were all signed by MU students and addressed to Missouri legislators.

“We bought 6,000 envelopes,” Missouri Students Association President Xavier Billingsley said. “We ran out of them.”

MSA and the Associated Students of the University of Missouri have been the backbone of the campaign. They are heading to Jefferson City to present the letters to the office of Gov. Jay Nixon on Tuesday.

MSA Director of Communications and former Maneater staffer Zach Toombs said the letter writing campaign greatly exceeded his expectations.

“Originally, the resolution (and) the whole idea started very modestly,” Toombs said. “We put the resolution before Senate just to put an official statement out there opposing the cuts, but the resolution also commissioned the letter writing campaign.”

Toombs said he originally only expected to gather a few hundred letters in the campaign, but "More For Less" has more than 6,000 letters to show legislators.

“I was actually very pleasantly surprised with the response that we saw from students,” he said. “Not only were a lot of students educated on the issue, they were very willing to take a few minutes and actually find their legislator. We (saw) such a good response we actually had people ask if they could come and work the table for us, just random people, not even MSA senators.”

Toombs, Billingsley, MSA Academic Affairs chairman Ben Levin, Chief of Staff and former Maneater staffer Steven Dickherber and ASUM representative Rachel Herndon are heading to the capital to hand deliver the letters as well as meet with several legislators.

"More for Less" will speak in support of Chancellor Brady Deaton, who is speaking on student funding at the Higher Education Committee hearing Tuesday.

"More for Less" organizers will also be delivering letters to Nixon’s office, though they are not meeting with Nixon. Toombs said they hope to meet with him March 6, the annual student lobby day. They are also speaking with Nixon's education liaison Michael Nietzel, Rep. Chris Kelly, Sen. Kurt Schaefer, Rep. Mary Still and House Speaker Steven Tilley.

“What we hope they get out of this is a sense of, 'OK, these people are really furious about this, and they real want to make a difference,'" Billingsley said.

Although the effort started small, Toombs said "More for Less" student support has given the movement some momentum.

“These are letters students have written to their legislators,” he said. “Legislators listen to their constituents more than anyone, and we have at least one letter for every state legislator in Missouri, every senator, every representative, so everyone is going to be getting some mail from students this week, telling them students think this is unacceptable, you need to stand up against this.”

If anything, Toombs said the campaign has highlighted issues with tuition and funding, as well as given students a way to be heard on those issues.

“I think students realized that, yes, the curators decide what our tuition is, but it starts at the state level," he said. "It starts with the amount of state funding the university receives.”

Ex-director gets new job in Mo. economic agency 
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- An appointee who couldn't win Senate confirmation as Missouri's economic development director has received a new job in the department.

Senate Republicans recently refused to confirm Jason Hall as department director - a position to which he had been appointed by Democratic Gov. Jay Nixon in late December. Nixon said at the time that Hall would continue to have a role in his administration.

Nixon's office now confirms that Hall is serving as deputy director of the Department of Economic Development. That position does not require Senate confirmation.

Before his short-lived tenure as director, Hall had served as executive director of the Missouri Technology Corp. - a state-created nonprofit organization that aids technology- and science-based businesses.

Some senators claimed Hall lacked enough private-sector experience to direct the department.

Mo. Lt. Gov. Kinder gives up state vehicle 
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Missouri Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder says he is giving up his state vehicle as part of an effort to cut costs in his office.

Kinder's office said Monday that it is returning the vehicle to the state fleet with a suggestion that the car be sold and the proceeds be put into the state's general revenues.

The lieutenant governor's office has been assigned a 2005 Mercury Grand Marquis. But Kinder said he has driven it only rarely since 2007, and his staff also uses it infrequently.

In the past, Kinder had used his state vehicle for personal and political trips, but had reimbursed the state for the cost.

At least 16 counties in Missouri don't have E-911 

by Jim Whitfield, KHQA-DT/Hannibal
HANNIBAL, MO. -- When you're dialing 911, it should start the process of sending emergency responders to your location.

But what if you can't tell them where you are? Enhanced 911 systems do that for you,

Unlike most of the state, there are four counties in Northeast Missouri that still don't have E-911 capabilities.

Emergency dispatchers answer basic 911 calls, but with enhanced 911 calls, all of your pertinent information and even your location is displayed on a screen for the dispatcher to see. There are still 16 counties in the State of Missouri, that don't have that option. Clark County is one of them.

Cinda James, executive director of the Clark County Ambulance Service, said if there was E-911 in Clark County it would make a difference.

"Because we can install a computer screen in out units that that address can immediately pop up and places a marker, so that they can see who to drive there day or night and we know we're getting to the right address, so we don't have to rely on verbal directions," she said.

So if you call for an emergency in Clark, Scotland, Schuyler or Knox counties, you have to be able to give an exact location for either police, fire or ambulance services. But you better hope the emergency personnel know where you live or know the address where you're calling from.

"Right now we deal with going a lot with directions and trying to find addresses through word of mouth and memory and just being experienced with the area," Clark County Sheriff Paul Gaudette said. "An E-911 system is very useful in that is has signs on all county roads, which we don't have. I've talked to the county commissioners about that and it’s too costly to initiate and maintain that at the local level."

There has been talk of trying to place a 50-cent surcharge on monthly cell phones bills, but currently that doesn't seem to be at the top of the priority list for legislators. So for now, when you dial 911, officials say it's key to provide as much information as you can to dispatchers.

Coming up in part two of this special report, we will talk to the director of one 911 center in Northeast Missouri to hear about what it would cost to start up an enhanced 911 system.

We will also take a look at the legislative options to install E-911 in Northeast Missouri.
Authorities back measure to keep graphic crime photos private

CAPE GIRARDEAU, MO (KFVS) - 

When we cover a murder case, we often hold back from showing certain video clips or photographs out of respect to you the viewer, and the victims' family.

But, in this age of 24-hour, online, instant gratification, that standard is often thrown out the window.

Now, authorities across Missouri are trying to do something about it.

"That's another homicide," Cape Girardeau County Coroner John Clifton tells me as he slides a photocopied image across the table we're seated at to show me. 

Clifton has a professional obligation to see often very graphic images of violent death.

"Here's one," Clifton shows me "A very brutal homicide." 

"The question as you lay these out," I say, "is who would want to see these?"

"That's exactly right," he responds. "Who would want to see these, unless you're a sick, warped individual. There's no reason for it. Or, unless you're some shock journalist that makes a living selling these to some of the tabloids."

And that's just what happened to Clifton, when he says the National Enquirer came calling many years ago, looking for photos of a murder victim.

"I said no, I'm not going to give them to you," he recalls. "And the reporter said, well then we'll sue you. You have to give them to us."

It turns out, that reporter was right. Under Missouri's Sunshine Law, Clifton is compelled to release them. 

But now, he's part of a growing effort to take these graphic images off the table. 

House Bill 1127 would prohibit the release of crime scene photos or video that depict mutilation, dismemberment, or a victim's genitalia.

Sikeston DPS Chief Drew Juden joins Clifton in supporting the measure.

"In the society we live in now," Juden tells me, "It's now. Everybody wants it now. And if somebody can get their hands on those photos, obviously it's going to become viral."

Juden recalls a brutal murder case he handled back in 2006 where a woman's body was put in a drainage ditch. Clifton shows me one of the crime scene photos from that case. 

I blocked out most of the image in my on-air report.

"These are the types of images that we don't want families to be victimized a second time," Juden adds.

This is actually the second time the crime scene photo bill has come before the Missouri House.

Cape Girardeau County Sheriff John Jordan testified alongside Clifton and Juden in Jefferson City recently, representing the support of Missouri's Coroner, Sheriff, and Police Chief Associations.

"We're not trying to tread on anyone's Constitutional rights," Clifton says. "You know, there are some things that are right and some things that are wrong. And that's just plain wrong to do that." 

One provision in HB 1127 allows the release of all photos and video with the family's consent.

Another allows reporters to see the images, just not copy them.
City boards OK big land sale to McKee

BY TIM LOGAN • tlogan@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8291 | Posted: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 12:00 am
ST. LOUIS • It took less than 90 minutes - with a 20-minute break - for the city on Monday to sell off 162 acres of land it had spent decades accumulating.

In a series of unanimous votes, three city panels agreed to sell developer Paul McKee 1,233 pieces of land, and an option to buy the massive former Pruitt-Igoe site, for $3.2 million and promises that his stalled NorthSide Regeneration project will start to move forward.

Altogether, the purchases will more than double McKee's holdings on the city's near north side, where he has been working for eight years to assemble land for a project he says could transform some of St. Louis' most battered neighborhoods. Taking on hundreds of city-owned parcels, most of which have long sat vacant, will enable him to market larger sites - in some cases whole blocks - to potential tenants, McKee said. That should make more deals feasible, he said.

Largely unmentioned was the ongoing lawsuit that has slowed the project. It has been nearly two years since a city judge tossed out $390 million in tax increment financing, which has stalled road and sewer work in the area. An Appeals Court heard oral arguments in the case earlier this month; a decision is expected soon.

In the meantime, McKee keeps talking with prospective tenants, and he shared more details Monday.

Grace Hill Health Centers is planning a clinic in the project area, he said, and Sunshine Ministries is preparing to move into 40,000 square feet of new space. A biotech company McKee wouldn't name is interested in a project near the old Carr School, and various office and retail users are looking at sites.

"We have had interest (from tenants) all over the project area," he said.

While McKee already owns about 103 acres of the project's 1,500-acre footprint, it was always clear that he would need more land. He has been talking with the city about buying its property for years.

But the agreement was only announced on Friday, when agendas were posted for special meetings of the three city agencies that own the land. The meetings themselves had all the markings of a done deal, with a few questions by board members but no real debate, and unanimous votes all around.

While about a dozen of McKee's consultants and lawyers showed up, no neighborhood residents or McKee critics attended the mid-afternoon meeting at the St. Louis Development Corp. offices downtown. The only skeptical note was sounded by Alderman Marlene Davis, who represents a small part of the project area. She asked that 31 parcels in her ward be held out of the sale for other development, which the city permitted.

"If I were sitting in your chair I probably wouldn't do this," she told the three members of the Land Reutilization Authority (LRA). "But it's not my call."

Rodney Crim, Mayor Francis Slay's top development official, said the agreement was a good one. It moves more than one-tenth of all city-owned property off the books, adding $100,000 to the tax rolls and saving the cost of mowing and maintenance. Some of the $3.2 million proceeds will pay to demolish more crumbling city-owned buildings across north St. Louis, freeing up more land for redevelopment. And much of the ground has been up for sale for decades, with no credible buyers, until McKee.

"The market hasn't addressed this issue," Crim said. "Now we have a developer who plans to address the whole area and is ready to move forward."

The agreement requires that McKee create more than 160 jobs and get his first wave of projects well underway by 2016. But the developer said he's moving on a much faster timeframe.

"I need this to happen tomorrow," he said.

It won't take long to be official. Monday's votes were the only public action required for the sales. Now McKee's lawyers and city officials will iron out details. They plan to close by the end of February.

Then McKee will have two years to find something to do with Pruitt-Igoe. The infamous former housing complex sits at Jefferson and Cass Avenue, the heart of his project area, and is a key piece of ground. But it's also likely polluted ground, with unknown debris from the demolition of its high-rise apartment towers in the 1970s. McKee bought a two-year option on the site for $100,000, to buy time while he looks for cleanup funding and markets the site to tenants. Taking control for good will cost him an additional $900,000.

Crim said the prices were determined through LRA's standard appraisal process, which is based on comparable property nearby and other factors. The city included Pruitt-Igoe in the deal, Crim said, because it wants a comprehensive approach to the area.

"It has to fit in. It can't be an individual use," Crim said. "And this developer has a lot of business ties that will help him to market the site."

TERMS OF THE DEAL
· Three city agencies agreed to sell 1,233 parcels of land - totaling 162 acres - to Paul McKee's NorthSide Regeneration LLC, for $3.2 million. 

· The deal includes $100,000 a two-year option for the 33-acre Pruitt-Igoe site. To close the sale, NorthSide must pay an additional $900,000. 

· NorthSide must demolish 200 buildings by the end of 2013 and rehab 75 buildings. 

· NorthSide must perform regular maintenance and mowing, hold job fairs and offer training to local residents. 

· NorthSide must complete three-fourths of its first round of projects and create 168 jobs by 2016. The second round must be half-complete by 2020. 

· Failure to meet terms means the city can buy back the land at the purchase price. 

County officials back bill restricting access to photos of deceased

Tuesday, February 14, 2012
By Patrick T. Sullivan ~ Southeast Missourian 

Two top Cape Girardeau County officials are pushing a bill that would restrict access to photographs and videos from crime scenes and autopsies that depict dead people. 

House Bill 1127 was read for the first time in the House of Representatives last month and, if passed, would bar the public from obtaining photographs and videos from crime scenes that "depict or describe a deceased person in a state of dismemberment, decapitation, or similar mutilation including, without limitation, where the deceased person's genitalia are exposed." 

Under Missouri's current Open Meetings and Records Law, photos and videos from crime scenes are available to the public once a case is closed. The bill would make such items available only to victims' families. Victims' next of kin and, in certain cases, circuit judges can release the photos and videos at their own discretion. 

The bill also calls for the Department of Public Safety to make rules regarding "credentialed journalists" viewing any footage. 

Cape Girardeau County Sheriff John Jordan and coroner John Clifton went to Jefferson City last week to testify before the House of Representatives' Crime Prevention and Public Safety Committee regarding the bill and were met with positive reception from committee members, Clifton said. 

"There was no opposition," he said. "We gave our views on why we should not give up these photos." 

Clifton is the president of the Missouri Coroners Association, while Jordan is president of the Missouri Sheriffs' Association. Drew Juden, director of the Sikeston Department of Public Safety, also testified before the committee. 

The bill is based on a Georgia law that was enacted two years ago. 

Georgia quickly passed a similar bill in 2010 after a Hustler magazine reporter filed an open records request to obtain photos taken during Meredith Emerson's autopsy and at the crime scene shortly after her death. 

On Jan. 1, 2008, Emerson, 24, was hiking with her dog on Blood Mountain in northern Georgia when Gary Hilton attempted to steal her debit card. When Emerson resisted, Hilton kidnapped her, held her for three days and decapitated her. Hilton confessed to the crime and is serving a life sentence in a Georgia prison. 

In February 2010, Hustler filed a request for Emerson's autopsy photos for a story it was going to publish. The Georgia Bureau of Investigation denied the request, calling it "indecent." 

Lawmakers quickly drafted a bill that would prevent photos of the deceased from being open to the public once a case is closed. The bill was first read on March 8, 2010, and went into effect May 20, 2010. 

Clifton said he does not foresee anything like Emerson's case occurring in Southeast Missouri, but a bill should be in place to prevent any potential requests. 

"It is not a problem in our area at this time," Clifton said. "People in our area are very responsible journalists and that wouldn't happen, but there could always be a wild-card journalist that could come in and request photos like that." 

Jean Maneke, the Missouri Press Association's attorney, said she has never heard of a case where autopsy photos were obtained and disseminated in Missouri. While she understands the reasoning, Maneke said she is skeptical of the proposed bill. 

"I am always opposed to anything that closes something that would be a public record," said Maneke, who was present for the hearing regarding the bill last week. 

She also took exception to the term "credentialed journalist" and asked the bill's sponsor, Scott Largent, to reconsider the wording of that section of the bill. 

Rep. Wayne Wallingford, R-Cape Girardeau, said the bill adequately balances Missourians' First Amendment rights and the privacy of victims' families. 

"This is probably a good compromise in that it does not prohibit anybody's right to view the photos," Wallingford said. 

Mo. Supreme Court to consider school transfer case 
By HEATHER HOLLINGSWORTH 
Associated Press

KANSAS CITY, Mo. (AP) -- A lawsuit filed by a family seeking to transfer their teen daughter from the struggling St. Louis School District to the better-performing suburban Webster Groves School District goes before the Missouri Supreme Court on Wednesday.

Filed on behalf of Jordan Danielle King-Willmann, the suit is one of at least four stemming from a state law requiring unaccredited districts to pay tuition and transportation to send students living within their boundaries to accredited schools in the same or an adjoining county. Accredited districts surrounding unaccredited school systems in St. Louis and Kansas City have so far been keeping out students seeking to use the law to transfer while the litigation continues and the Legislature debates changes to the law.

The Webster Groves suit was filed in August 2010, one month after the Missouri Supreme Court partially sided with a group of families living in the St. Louis School District and paying to send their children to the suburban Clayton School District. After the St. Louis district lost its accreditation in 2007, the families asked the Clayton district to forward their tuition bills to the unaccredited district and sued when the request was denied.

In ruling in June that King-Willmann should be admitted into Webster Groves High School, St. Louis County Circuit Judge Barbara Wallace cited the judges' ruling in the Clayton case that students living in unaccredited districts are owed free transfers and that accredited schools must take the students. The Supreme Court, however, said the parents weren't owed reimbursement for the tuition they'd already paid because they had signed tuition agreements. The Clayton case was sent back to St. Louis County Circuit Court, where a trial is scheduled for March to discuss several issues, including a claim by the accredited schools that it's impossible to comply.

Wallace also ruled in the King-Willmann case that Webster Groves didn't successfully make its case that being forced to accept the teen violates the Hancock Amendment to the Missouri Constitution, which bars unfunded mandates.

Despite the ruling, the Webster Groves district refused to admit King-Willmann and appealed on several grounds, including that the St. Louis School District should be a party in the lawsuit because it would be required to pay tuition and transportation costs. The district also argued it is impossible to comply, saying that "a large influx of City School District students could, virtually overnight, require the School District to find additional classroom space, increase class size, require hiring of new teachers and other staff, and incur numerous other expenses and costs associated with increased enrollment."

Douglas Copeland, attorney for Webster Groves schools, said it was important to resolve the issues because many students want to transfer. A study conducted as part of the Clayton litigation found that nearly one-third of St. Louis students would change schools if they were allowed to take advantage of the transfer law.

"That's our concern not that you have to take one child but that you have to take them all," Copeland said. "And there are quite a few who want to come so that's why we want to pursue it."

King-Willmann did not file a responsive brief, but the state will argue the case in place of the student. In pretrial briefs, the state contends that the district can't use the Hancock Amendment as a defense because that ability is limited to taxpayers. The state also noted in its brief that the case addresses the admission one student - not many - and said that it suspects the costs of accepting King-Willmann would be "minimal."

Also in the St. Louis area, the transfer law prompted members of the St. Louis Fire Department to file a lawsuit last month after they were denied admission to three suburban school districts. The plaintiff firefighters are required to live in the city for their jobs and have been paying to send their children to parochial schools.

On the other side of the state, five suburban districts have sued the recently unaccredited Kansas City School District over its plan for handling transfers of students to accredited school systems. One issue is that the Kansas City district wants to pay tuition in monthly installments, while the surrounding districts want the money upfront.

Campus recordings raise concerns for Missouri State faculty

Springfield News-Leader
After a video of a class lecture in Kansas City created a stir and prompted a bill in Jefferson City, faculty at Missouri State University are pondering what to do with audio and video recordings of their classes.

The university has no policy to restrict use, and professors typically are fine with being recorded, said Terrel Gallaway, chair of the Faculty Senate.

Some students need to record the lectures to help them study, and professors understand that, Gallaway said.

But it is the distribution of those recordings in the age of smartphones and YouTube that has raised concerns, Gallaway said.

“What is important is that the professors want to be able to talk freely and be able to talk about controversial issues without being taken out of context,” Gallaway said. “Students need to have their privacy protected, and they need to be able to express themselves.

“It’s hard enough to get students to speak freely,” Gallaway said, noting students might be less likely to speak if they are worried what they say could end up on YouTube.

Last year, an edited video of a labor studies lecture at the University of Missouri-Kansas City campus was posted online. The video suggested the professor advocated union violence.

As a response, the University of Missouri adopted a new rule, requiring students who want to distribute lecture recordings outside the class to obtain “the express permission of the faculty member and of any students who are recorded.”

Students who violate the rule are subject to discipline.

To counter the university’s new policy, Rep. Paul Curtman, R.-Pacific, has introduced HB 1229, which allows students at any state-funded college to record public classroom lectures if they do not disseminate the recordings for compensation.

Penni Groves, MSU’s interim general counsel, said she is unaware of any efforts by MSU to lobby for or against the Curtman proposal.

At a Faculty Senate meeting last week, she fielded questions from professors over the issue and suggested her office provide the faculty with recommended language to be included in the course syllabus.

She said she is likely to recommend a student obtain consent from the teacher and fellow students before he or she can share the recordings publicly.

George Connor, head of the political science department, said his department is not concerned over lecture recordings because there has not been any issue with them.

“Any time anything is taken out of context, it can cause a problem,” Connor said, questioning if a blanket ban — as the one implemented by the University of Missouri — should be the solution.

New UM president revives debate over business vs. academic credentials
By Dale Singer, Beacon staff 

Posted 3:17 pm Mon., 2.13.12 

When Timothy Wolfe officially arrives in Columbia this week to take his place as president of the University of Missouri system, it won't be his first association with the Mizzou campus, and he will hardly be a stranger to the city, where he grew up and was a star high school quarterback.

But, like his predecessor, Gary Forsee, Wolfe will take over the four-campus system with no prior experience working in higher education. While starting at the top in a field like academia may seem strange, those involved in the presidential search say Wolfe has just the attributes the system needs. And those who are familiar with how such searches have been going in recent years say he represents a growing trend.

"It varies by state," said Jan Greenwood, whose search firm, Greenwood/Asher & Associates, was hired to help the University of Missouri find a president last year. "It's not one size fits all. But as you look at it state by state, this is how it plays out more often than not.

"People who come in from outside higher education do best when they have a pre-existing relationship with the university or the state. If you look at those who were not successful, almost to a person, it was in situations where the person went into the state and did not have that pre-existing relationship."

Warren Erdman of Kansas City, who was president of the university's Board of Curators last year as the search process went forward, said that the qualities that Wolfe brings to lead the system are different from those that would be needed if he were going to be the chancellor in charge of a campus.

"We want innovation and academic performance driven at the campus level," Erdman said. "So when you think of it like that, you start thinking of a system president as someone who will be a good listener, who will respect the autonomy of the campuses, who will work with the chancellors to help them achieve their goals and be the collective university's representative before the legislature.

"So really, a candidate from either an academic background or a business background can achieve those things. It's more important that the person have respect for the campuses, and knowledge and a commitment to the state and loyalty to Missouri, to help the campuses and chancellors achieve their objectives."

And, Wolfe himself adds, having grown up with two parents who were university professors is a big plus when it comes to having a strong sense of what academic life is all about.

"I don't see my lack of academic experience as a drawback at all," he said in an email message, "partially because of our great campus leadership and partially because I am the product of two higher education professors.

"I spent many evenings around the dinner table growing up learning and listening to issues and concerns that impact faculty, and many of those still resonate with me today."

Second businessman in a row

When the university conducted its previous presidential search, which led to Forsee taking over the top job in February 2008, curators found a businessman who had been born in Kansas City, graduated from the university's Rolla campus, then had a career of more than 30 years in the telephone industry.

During that period, he was active with his alma mater and was the co-chair of a group known as the Missouri 100, which advised the UM system president. When Elson Floyd announced in December 2006 he would be leaving that post and the hunt for his successor began, Forsee's career was at a turning point: He resigned under pressure from his job as head of Sprint in the wake of weak earnings and a rough transition to the merger with Nextel.

He soon surfaced as one of the leading candidates for the UM job and got the job after the university's top choice, businessman Terry Sutter, turned them down.

Forsee resigned early last year to help care for his wife, Sherry, who was stricken with cancer, forcing the university to begin another search. Forsee declined to answer questions for this article but pointed to comments he made in a Columbia Missourian story marking his first year in office.

Asked then about how his business background had helped him handle the demands of the university -- and worries that his lack of academic experience made him a questionable choice for the job -- Forsee responded:

"Some people may think that the agenda now is how do we turn this into business. Well, that is not the case at all. It's all about supporting our faculty, staff and students. That's our strength as an institution. It's all about enhancing our mission of teaching, research service and economic development. Our people are what make the university strong."

To achieve those goals, he added, a background in business comes in very handy.

"My job is how can I support the institution and certainly use principles, practices and processes that aren't just used in corporations," Forsee said. "They're used in any situation as tools to make things better."

New search, similar parameters

That outlook guided the search for Forsee's successor, according to Erdman, whose year as head of the Board of Curators was capped by the introduction of Wolfe in December. Wolfe too was a businessman between jobs; he lost his position with Novell when the company was taken over last year.

Erdman said that right up until the field was winnowed down to a few finalists, candidates with backgrounds in business and in academia were in the running.

To make their final choice, he told the Beacon, the curators hewed very closely to a list of criteria that was drawn up after a series of listening sessions held throughout the state, asking the university's various constituencies what qualities they thought were vital for the next president.

"In the end," he told the Beacon, "I really don't think that was the determining factor. I believe the determining factor had more to do with the candidate who met the criteria best -- someone who was familiar with Missouri, with Missouri culture, with Missouri political realities, with the Missouri legislative process, someone who was part of the University of Missouri family and someone who had all of the management experience on top of it."

In terms of desired personal qualities, Erdman listed listening, leadership, open-mindedness, respect for the academy and an understanding of the way academia works. Those attributes could be found in someone from either background, he said, as evidenced by their final choice of Wolfe.

And he emphasized the difference between the role of the head of the university system and the role of the chancellors who lead each of the four campuses.

"I would point out that the university is blessed with a number of leaders with an academic background," Erdman said. "The chancellors, the provosts, the deans, the senior vice president of academic affairs at the system level; the university is very rich in the depth of its bench with people who have spent their career in academia.

"Part of the criteria for the president was to find someone who would respect the autonomy of the academic leadership at each of the campuses. One thing we didn't want was someone who would come in and attempt to undo the academic leadership that we have on each of the campuses. We wanted someone who would respect and really support and enable that academic leadership.

"We were really looking for someone who would be an enabler and a supporter and bring skills to the table to support the campuses, as opposed to someone who might try to push down a single approach from the system to the campus."

View from Columbia and nationwide

Someone who can address those issues from a dual perspective -- from the president's office in Columbia and as the head of a nationwide organization of public universities -- is C. Peter Magrath. He served as president of the University of Missouri from 1985 to 1991, when he became head of the National Association of State Universities and Land Grant Colleges.

Magrath, who also has been president of the University of Minnesota and headed several other campuses, including two stints at the University of Binghamton in New York, said the person who heads a university needs to be "a damn good multitasker" ready to work 24/7.

"Most of us don't come out of the womb with the resume you need," he told the Beacon. "You acquire it over time. The university president is a different breed of cat. You have to be comfortable working with governors, faculty, business types; successful presidents have to function in all sorts of worlds.

"My view is that you have to be an ultimate CEO. The ultimate CEO at the University of Missouri doesn't have a football team and doesn't have a faculty, but he's got four campuses that report to him. I don't think that person has to be an academic, but that person is the CEO of a major, very good, complex university system. He's going to have to understand the culture, even though he may not be directly involved with the St. Louis campus or Kansas City or Rolla or Columbia."

Like Erdman, Magrath stressed the need for cooperation and collaboration between the system president and the academic leaders at the campus level. He cited what he called a "disastrous choice" at the University of West Virginia, who he said was "nontraditional, and he was a total bust," partly because he did not understand how to work with the academics around him.

"I think a person coming out business can be a very successful and effective president," he said. "However, they are not going to be effective unless they have someone who comes from inside the woodwork and knows the culture.

"The only way you can survive is to have entrepreneurial deals that generate income. You have to have president types that have a business mentality. And this is not a job for political virgins. I'm an educational politician, and I make no apology for it. If you can't work with the political interests in the state -- the governor, the legislature, the government NGOs -- you can't be successful."

A need for diversity

Greenwood -- who said she has been the head of two campuses herself as well as a tenured professor and a licensed psychologist -- was not involved in the search for Forsee but did help select Wolfe. She said that she noticed in the listening sessions held across Missouri that the system's first president with a business background helped pave the way for the second.

"In those sessions," she said, "it was very clear that (Forsee) was viewed as highly successful and he opened the door for other people from business to come in and be accepted."

That receptiveness, Greenwood said, is particularly crucial because as the leaders of colleges and universities approach retirement age, there is a shortage of traditional candidates available to take their place.

"There is a huge pipeline issue in higher education right now," she said. "That being said, we've had clients over the years asking if they bring in someone with no higher ed experience but business experience, what does it take to staff them up to get them up to speed.

"It's probably a little bit of, we've tried this, now we should try that. There are numbers of business people who have come in to work in higher education who have done a good job and caught on to higher education quickly. Take the perception that if someone has been in business, they don't know how to raise money. But if someone has been in politics you have to ask: Did they raise the money themselves, or did their fund raiser raise the money."

Another reason business people increasingly have been seen as candidates for higher education posts is a general move toward diversity, Greenwood said, including more than just race and gender to include people from business, government, overseas and K-12 education.

"The key thing that has been driving this," she said, "has been the whole issue with the economy. As higher education loses more state funding, people wonder whether leaders who have come up through business, with a different kind of mindset, might be the people with the skill set that is better able to serve higher education."

And in the case of the University of Missouri, the final choice came from a pool that is the frequent source of non-traditional presidents.

"Any time we are working with a group that says they want to look at people outside of higher education," Greenwood said, "we say let's look at your alumni list, people who have been involved with the university and the state and let's consult key leaders of the state. That seems to work best."

So Wolfe, the son of two university professors and the high school hometown football hero, seems to fit that bill well. Add that background to his business experience, and he says he's ready to face the challenge that awaits when he takes office on Wednesday.

"The University of Missouri System is not unlike other large organizations I have had the pleasure of being part of and leading in my 30 years of business experience," he said in his email to the Beacon. "We have a vast number of constituencies, a seemingly constant challenge of diminishing resources, and high demand for the quality services and products we offer. There have been similar dynamics at other organizations I've been with previously.

"At the same time, I have never been part of an organization with the potential to be so creative in its thought, that has a more noble mission and purpose, or that is collectively advancing Missouri in every county -- every day -- as the University of Missouri System. To be able to help tackle challenges and seize opportunities surrounded by some of the greatest minds and innovators, for a cause we all love, is a dream come true, and I am confident I can make a difference."

New University of Missouri president starts job 
COLUMBIA, Mo. (AP) -- The University of Missouri's new president returns to his alma mater on Wednesday to officially begin work.

Fifty-three-year-old Tim Wolfe is a former software company executive and 1980 Missouri graduate hired in December. He has spent the past two months visiting the system's four campuses and working with his predecessor, interim president Steve Owens.

Wolfe is no stranger to Columbia. He's a graduate of Rock Bridge High School and led the Columbia powerhouse to a state football championship. His father is a retired professor at university's flagship Columbia campus

A public welcoming reception for Wolfe and his family is planned for Monday, Feb. 20 from 4-6 p.m. at Stotler Lounge in Memorial Union.
Spence brings campaign for governor to Callaway

Candidate meets with county leaders

The Fulton Sun
Dave Spence, Republican candidate for Missouri governor, said Monday Gov. Jay Nixon is failing to create a climate for job growth in Missouri and should be replaced.

“The main problem in Missouri,” Spence said, “is a lack of leadership by Nixon, our current governor. He has been on the government payroll for 25 years. About 70 percent of Nixon’s campaign contributions come from lawyers and unions. He is beholden to them and that is the crux of the problem of why Missouri is failing to develop a climate for job creation.”

Spence met with Callaway County Republican leaders during a campaign luncheon Monday in Fulton. He has been traveling the state to get an early jump on his campaign for governor.

The luncheon included Rep. Jeanie Riddle, R-Mokane, and Sen. Mike Kehoe, who currently represents Callaway County in the Missouri Senate. Under a current Senate redistricting plan, Kehoe would not represent Callaway County next year. Riddle has said she intends to file for this November to the newly created Senate district that stretches from Callaway County eastward to the eastern border of Missouri. 

Others attending the event at Bek’s Restaurant in Fulton included Republican Committee Chairman Dean Powell and Bill Frame of Fulton, who is treasurer of Spence’s statewide campaign for governor.

Spence said he is confident he knows how to create jobs in the state because he built a small Missouri company with 15 workers to 800 employees. 
Tom Carnahan steps down as Wind Capital chairman

BY JEFFREY TOMICH • jtomich@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8320 | Posted: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 12:15 am
Seven years after founding St. Louis-based Wind Capital Group LLC, Tom Carnahan said Monday that he has resigned as the company's chairman.

Carnahan, who turned 43 last month, left Wind Capital in late January — a year after stepping aside as from his role as chief executive. He said he maintains a passive, minority interest in the company, which has been majority owned since 2008 by Ireland-based renewable energy investors NTR Plc.

Wind Capital, which employs 60 people, including 20 in St. Louis, will maintain its Washington Avenue headquarters, the company said in an emailed statement. It also has satellite offices in Chicago and Madison, Wis.

The youngest member of one of the state's most prominent political families, Carnahan gave up his law practice in 2005 to become an entrepreneur. Now, he's evaluating new opportunities, but declined to be more specific.

"I'm looking at a number of different enterprises, including some in renewable energy," he said in an interview. "I've been in discussions with a number of different parties about new platforms and new ideas. I'm very interested in being part of the advanced energy economy of this country and expect that I will continue to do so."

Whatever he pursues next will probably involve the wind energy business, but he isn't limiting himself to that, he said.

When Carnahan gave up practicing law, he didn't know specifically what kind of company he would start. But he had a strong interest in renewable energy and saw opportunity for wind projects in his home state, which had been passed over by other wind developers.

Today, more than 450 megawatts of wind energy have been developed in Missouri, more than two thirds of which was built by Wind Capital.

Overall, the company has developed 900 megawatts of wind power throughout the Upper Midwest, including wind farms in Minnesota and Iowa that were sold.

Wind Capital currently has projects in various stages of development in 13 other states, according to the company's website.

Carnahan didn't have energy industry experience when he started Wind Capital. But he did have a last name that was recognizable to Missourians.

But his family's political clout cuts both ways, and his company became a target of GOP attacks in 2010 at a time when his brother Russ Carnahan was seeking re-election to Congress.

And Tom Carnahan hasn't shied away from politics since then, hosting President Barack Obama at a $25,000-a-person fundraising dinner at his St. Louis home last fall.

While Carnahan is leaving his wind energy company, he remains actively involved in helping promote the wind industry.

This spring, he takes over as chairman of the American Wind Energy Association at a time when the renewable energy industry is pushing Congress to extend the federal production tax credit, which expires in December.

The subsidy, which provides an income tax credit of 2.2 cents per kilowatt-hour for large-scale wind projects, is "an immediate concern because the wind industry really needs to have that so it can continue to grow jobs that have been created over the last couple of years," Carnahan said.

But the tax credits are only part of a broader agenda, according to Carnahan.

"I want to be part of a discussion of how we do energy policy better in this country," he said. "And I think wind has shown that it has a rightful place in our energy mix."
Obama's new budget plan a lightning rod for criticism, praise
By Robert Koenig, Beacon Washington correspondent 

Updated 7:21 pm Mon., 2.13.12 

WASHINGTON - President Barack Obama's election-year budget-- which calls for more spending to boost infrastructure and economic growth as well as higher taxes for the very wealthy -- ran into heavy flak from Republicans who complained Monday that it does not do nearly enough to shrink the trillion-dollar budget deficit. 

While U.S. Sen. Roy Blunt, R-Mo., denounced the budget plan as "a campaign document" stuffed with "reckless spending," most congressional Democrats rallied behind the proposal as important to foster a slowly recovering economy.

"This is a budget that understands that the road to recovery and debt reduction requires investing intelligently in America's workers and creating new business opportunities," said Sen. Dick Durbin, D-Ill. He said the plan "takes a balanced approach ... by reducing our debt while sustaining the economic recovery and creating jobs."

The Obama administration's $3.8 trillion budget proposal, released Monday, is a mere blueprint, not likely to be adopted in either house of Congress this year. It calls for the "Buffett Rule" minimum tax on millionaires that Obama outlined last month and proposes $800 billion for job creation and infrastructure, including billions of dollars for roads, railways and schools across the country.

The White House projected that annual budget deficit to be about $1.33 trillion in fiscal 2012. That would represent about 8.5 percent of the nation's gross domestic product, but the deficit would fall to about 5.5 percent of GDP the following fiscal year.

Sen. Claire McCaskill, D-Mo., whose political opponents are trying to tie her to the Obama budget (see below), sought to distance herself from the plan on Monday. In a statement, she said the White House's proposed deficit levels were "unacceptable" and she called for a bipartisan compromise in Congress this year on budget issues.

"The president has submitted his ideas, but what we really need is for Congress to come together to forge a bipartisan compromise that cuts at least $4 trillion out of our national debt," McCaskill said. "Unfortunately, this budget still includes unacceptable deficit levels, and I'm ready to work with Democrats and Republicans alike to tackle this problem."

plan denounced by congressional Republicans

In a speech Monday in Annandale, Virginia, Obama said, "The main idea in the budget is this: At a time when our economy is growing and creating jobs at a faster clip, we've got to do everything in our power to keep this recovery on track."

While Republicans accused him of worsening the deficit, Obama asserted that "if Congress adopts this budget, then along with the cuts that we've already made, we'll be able to reduce our deficit by $4 trillion by the year 2022.... I'm proposing some difficult cuts that, frankly, I wouldn't normally make if they weren't absolutely necessary."

But Blunt, the fifth-ranking Senate Republican, joined his GOP leadership colleages in blasting Obama's budget at a news conference Monday in the Capitol.

"Instead of working with Congress to pass a real budget that meets the nation's needs and reins in out-of-control spending, President Obama sent a proposal that includes the highest tax hike in American history and more of the same reckless spending that has forced our nation's record debt to skyrocket," said Blunt.

Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, D-Nev., has said the Senate will not vote on a budget this year -- having approved a spending blueprint as part of last summer's deficit-reduction law. Blunt criticized the White House for failing to insist on a Senate vote.

"The president's budget proposal is bad for job creation, bad for seniors, and will make the economy worse," Blunt contended in a statement. "People in Missouri and across America deserve better."

Taking the opposite view was Durbin, the second-ranking Senate Democrat. He said Obama's budget makes some tough choices but also invests in three key areas -- education, innovation and infrastructure -- in an effort to create jobs and strengthen the U.S. role in the global economy.

Durbin said the White House budget plan, coupled with the discretionary spending caps included in last summer's Budget Control Act, would reduce the deficit by $4 trillion over 10 years. That includes nearly $600 billion in savings in mandatory spending over the next decade, Durbin said, with much of that coming from health savings that build on the Affordable Care Act. Another $1.5 billion in savings would come from tax reform that lowers rates, reduces deductions and loopholes and bolsters economic growth.

Calling for greater fairness and "shared responsibilities," Obama told the Virginia crowd on Monday that Congress should approve his "Buffett rule" proposal for a minimum 30 percent tax on millionaires. He said that would replace the current alternative minimum tax, which now hits many middle-income taxpayers.

Reaction from region's delegation follows party lines

Among members of Missouri's congressional delegation, reaction to Obama's budget tended, as usual, to fall along party lines.

Rep. William Lacy Clay, D-St. Louis, said the budget "strikes a common sense balance by cutting $4 trillion in wasteful spending over the next decade while still making critical investments in job creation, worker retraining, community health care, access to higher education and stabilizing neighborhoods."

Clay said Obama's call for $50 billion for infrastructure projects -- as part of a new six-year $476 billion surface transportation reauthorization bill -- "would create thousands of skilled construction jobs in the St. Louis area and across Missouri." He also said Obama's budget would protect Medicare, Social Security and Pell grants for students.

Rep. Russ Carnahan, D-St. Louis, also praised Obama's focus on rebuilding the nation's infrastructure and manufacturing sector. "The president's deficit-reduction proposals, together with growth-focused investments in transportation infrastructure and manufacturing, are a blueprint for building an economy where hard work pays off and responsibility is rewarded," Carnahan said.

Calling on Congress to approve more investment in transportation infrastructure, Carnahan said Obama's budget "recognizes the significant long-term investment we must make to rebuild our nation's crumbling infrastructure and create millions of jobs."

But Rep. Todd Akin, R-Wildwood, accused Obama of sending Congress an "irresponsible" budget. "With this budget, President Obama continues his reckless deficit spending -- buying political favor today by borrowing from future generations," said Akin, a member of the House Budget Committee.

"Simultaneously, the president is walking away from one of the primary jobs of the federal government: keeping our country secure," said Akin, a member of the House Armed Services Committee. "The president talks about focusing on Asia while cutting Navy shipbuilding by 25 percent. The president talks about a more flexible military while cutting about a hundred airlift aircraft."

Rep. Blaine Luetkemeyer, R-St. Elizabeth, said he was "extremely disappointed that the president's proposed budget contains more spending we can't afford and increases taxes on hard-working Americans at a time when people need more money in their pockets."

While Obama "asks our military to continue to do more with less," Luetkemeyer asserted, "the president's proposed budget continues to enlarge the federal government and tax Americans more, and does nothing to spur job creation or economic growth."

Rep. Jerry Costello, D-Belleville, said he had "some concerns with individual pieces of the president's budget proposal," but in general he supports Obama's "continued emphasis on making targeted investments -- particularly in transportation infrastructure -- while cutting the deficit significantly over the long term."

Added Costello in a statement: "The president understands that improving our roads, bridges, airports and waterways not only puts people to work immediately, but it makes our economy more efficient now and for decades into the future." He said "maintaining Social Security, Medicare and an adequate social safety net also makes sense."

Universities praise commitment to research

While the White House budget asks for only about a 1 percent overall increase in federal research funding, some universities and research institutes said that is better than a cut.

"The president's budget recognizes the importance of funding for the kinds of basic scientific research that is carried out at great American research universities," said Mark S. Wrighton, chancellor of Washington University in St. Louis. He said Monday that Obama's budget request reflected the importance of continued investment in scientific research at universities and institutes around the country.

"Especially in the midst of a challenging fiscal environment, I appreciate that the president has chosen to maintain our nation's investment in scientific research." Wrighton said in a statement

In the last fiscal year, WU scientists, medical researchers and other scholars were awarded more than $600 million in research funding, of which about $450 million came from federal sources such as the National Institutes of Health, the National Science Foundation, the Department of Energy and the National Aeronautics and Space Administration.

Under the budget proposal, the National Science Foundation would get a 5 percent budget boost; the National Institute of Standards and Technology would get more than 10 percent higher funding; and the Energy Department's science office would get an increase of about 2.5 percent.

U.S. Senate GOP candidates bash budget

All three of the Republicans who are vying for the nomination to run against McCaskill in November issued statements Monday bashing the White House budget and seeking to tie the senator to it.

Calling Obama's budget plan "fiscally irresponsible and outrageous," Sarah Steelman said that "McCaskill and Obama, along with the rest of the Senate Democrats, sat and watched as our credit rating dropped last summer because of our debt outlook. And what do they do? Spend more money that we don't have."

GOP Senate hopeful John Brunner charged that Obama's budget "fails America. Rather than providing the leadership required to honestly attack our country's continually increasing annual deficits and unsustainable national debt, President Obama's 2013 budget uses trickery and sleight-of-hand to fudge the numbers." He contended that the $4 trillion savings over the next decade that the White House claims is "simply an illusion. In reality, the president's proposed 2013 budget only contains approximately $300 billion in actual deficit reductions over the next ten years."

Added Brunner: "Between the inability of Claire McCaskill and Senate Democrats to pass a budget for three straight years and President Obama's refusal to lead on economic policy, it is clear that Democratic leadership is failing."

In addition to comments quoted above, Akin's campaign issued a statement asserting that, "Today America is threatened with a clear and present danger from within -- creeping socialism. The Obama/McCaskill Team has America on the brink of insolvency and yet their only solution is more spending."
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 Senate starts workers’ comp debate today

February 14, 2012 By Bob Priddy 

A rewriting of the state’s workers’ compensation law begins today at the state capitol.

The House and the Senate reached a compromise agreement on changes to workers’ comp last year but didn’t have time to pass the bill. Senator Tom Dempsey of St. Peters is starting this year with that compromise bill. 

It says occupational diseases are exclusively covered by workers’ compensation laws. It defines toxic exposure and says workers who sue employers and win judgments after getting workers’ comp payments will not have to give those payments back to the employer.

The bill says employees not legally authorized to work in this country are not covered by the workers’ comp program

Dempsey expects robust debate but nothing like the debate on changing employment discrimination laws.
Birth control mandate drawing fire from republicans, Planned Parenthood firing back

February 13, 2012 By Jessica Machetta 

The battle over birth control continues at the state and federal level. Meanwhile women’s advocacy groups say reproductive rights are at stake.

Republican Senators John Lamping (St. Louis County) and Scott Rupp (Wentzville) have filed legislation that would undo the federal healthcare mandate that employers provide insurance that pays for birth control. Lamping’s bill will be heard today. Lobbyist Michelle Trupiano says Planned Parenthood will be there to oppose the legislation.

And at the federal level, republican Senator Roy Blunt is working to tack an amendment to a federal transportation bill that would effectively block the mandate. He tells his colleagues protecting religious freedom is at the very heart of the first amendment, quoting George Washington and Thomas Jefferson.

Opponents of the measure say it’s an attempt to block women from healthcare.

Nebraska Senator Ben Nelson cosponsored the amendment with Blunt, who attempted to tack the amendment to a transportation bill, but it was blocked by Democrat Senator Harry Reid.
House Committee completes its report on Mamtek project

February 13, 2012 By Mike Lear 

The House Committee that was assigned to look into the failure of a project to bring a Mamtek sucralose plant to Moberly has compiled its report, and is preparing to release it.

The chairman of the Committee on Government Oversight and Accountability, Jefferson City representative Jay Barnes (R), says there are no new details revealed in the report beyond what came out in the hearing. The report recaps that information and offers six recommendations for changes that he says could prevent more similar failures.

Barnes says chief among those recommendations is that communication by the Department of Economic Development and local economic development officials must improve. “In this case, the Department of Economic Development had information from their own consultant in China that Mamtek had a similar lease-purchase agreement with a local government in China to the exact same deal they pitched to Moberly that went belly up in China, and that exact details of that information from China were never shared with people from Moberly or the third-party professionals involved.”

The other key recommendation, Barnes says, is that how due diligence is done in a municipal bond appropriation deal must be reassessed. “(The Committee was) told by professional after professional that Mamtek itself didn’t matter in the calculation. Well, we have no evidence to conclude that they’re wrong, legally, but that’s not the way it ought to be.”

With its report filed, the Committee can now take up legislation related to economic development and specifically, the Mamtek situation. Some bills have already been filed that deal with issues related to what happened with Mamtek. Barnes points to House Bill 1304 and House Joint Resolution 58 both sponsored by Committee member, Representative Chris Kelly (D-Columbia). Barnes says he is also working on legislation.

Economic development officials note that time is of the essence in some deals that have states competing with one another. Barnes says most of what is recommended in the report should not put Missouri at a disadvantage in trying to land projects. He offers the example of the financial statement Mamtek offered saying it had $7.2 million in cash or cash equivalent. Barnes says that was never verified by a third-party, and should have been. “That’s not something that takes any amount of time. It’s not something that any legitimate business looking to operate and receive tax incentives in our state should balk at.”

Barnes notes, based on the testimony the Committee heard from economic development officials, countless deals are administered just like the Mamtek project all the time. “If standard operating procedure gets the deal done most of the time, well why would we change our standard operating procedure? But, the fact that something hasn’t failed dramatically in the past isn’t necessarily indicative that the process weeds out all potential failures, as we’ve seen in this case.”

The report signals the end of the fact-finding investigation by the House Committee without the input of two key players. Mamtek CEO Bruce Cole and bond counsel Tom Cunningham both refused to testify. Asked whether he is satisfied moving forward without Cole’s testimony, Barnes says, “We wanted to get the report out. We’re running against time constraint here.” Barnes says in the scope of the Committee’s work, nothing was lost by not hearing from Cole.
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In midst of re-election bid, Kinder returning his official car
By Jo Mannies, Beacon political reporter 

Updated 4:51 pm Mon., 2.13.12 

Missouri Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder has announced today that he is returning his official state car "as part of his continuing efforts to cut costs" in his office.

Kinder, a Republican, is seeking a third term this fall and has several Republican and Democratic rivals.

A spokesman said this afternoon that Kinder's action had nothing to do with his re-election bid, and more to do with his view that "every office should do with less every year."

In a move to highlight his frugal finances, the lieutenant governor notes that his 2013 budget request made last week "calls for no increase in funding."

Since 2009, Kinder said, his office budget has declined 9.7 percent, from $451,361 to $407,557

“In spite of those decreases, I am happy to point out that during that span I still returned an average of 7.5 percent in unspent state funds to the state, highlighted by the almost 10 percent I returned last year,” Kinder said.

“This is a trend I started when I was elected President Pro Tem of the Missouri Senate in 2001 and trimmed the Senate budget the following year by almost 10 percent,” Kinder said. “While my office budget has been cut each year, I’ve continued to return unspent funds to the state.”

As for his car, Kinder said he is asking "that the car be sold, and the proceeds be put in the state’s General Revenue fund."

UPDATE: Kinder's action may not be much of a sacrifice. A spokesman said that the lieutenant governor did not use the state-issued Mercury Marquis, and that it had been used -- rarely -- by the office staff. Kinder currently drives his campaign car around the state, and does not charge the state for his mileage, said spokesman Jay Eastlick.

"Giving the car back is in line with his budget request,'' Eastlick said.

One of Kinder's Republican rivals, real estate lawyer Mike Carter of St. Charles, lauded Kinder for exhibiting a "Ron-Paul-like approach to government."

"It has long been my opinion that the office of Lt. Governor is overpaid and underworked. I am glad to see that my opponent has realized the dire state of our economy and is finally taking at least some limited action to end unnecessary government spending," Carter said. "I believe that all government officials should stop taking advantage of their constituents. I applaud Kinder for taking this small step."

Carter did add a slight jab, noting that "Kinder has had the car since 2005."

(End of update)
Kinder also doesn't mention the controversy last spring, when news outlets disclosed that he had spent more than any other statewide officeholder on hotel lodgings at taxpayer expense. Kinder maintained that all of his stays were for official business, although some coincided with his political activities as well.

He ended up repaying the state for those hotel stays.
Judge says Rex Sinquefield misconstrued his words

BY ELISA CROUCH • ecrouch@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8119 | Posted: Monday, February 13, 2012 3:45 pm
Retired Judge Ralph Voss wants to set the record straight.

He never wrote that public education was a Ku Klux Klan conspiracy to suppress African-Americans, he said. And when he saw that retired investor Rex Sinquefield last week named one his columns in the Unterrified Democrat as the source of such a claim, Voss got on his computer and pulled up the 2007 article Sinquefield was referring to.

"I hope the Post-Dispatch will consider running my column," Voss wrote.

He attached a copy of the column Sinquefield had cited during a policy speech Thursday at Lindenwood University in St. Charles. It begins with a fictional account of a KKK grand dragon in the 1960s trying to cobble together a plan to suppress African-Americans. The Klansman met with members of a Washington think tank who advised him to put liberals in charge of school districts. The liberals, according to this fictional account, would do the Klan's work, and public schools would deteriorate.

Sinquefield angered the Missouri National Education Association when he linked public education with the white supremacy group. This is what he said:

"There was a column written and I hope I don't offend anyone," he said. "There was a published column by a man named Ralph Voss, who was a former judge in Missouri. He now owns and writes for a newspaper in Central Missouri called the Unterrified Democrat -- what a name -- and it's in Osage County, Missouri, and he starts off and it's something like this, he said, ‘A long time ago, decades ago, the Ku Klux Klan got together and said how can we really hurt the African-American children permanently? How can we ruin their lives? And what they designed was the public school system.'"

The following day, Sinquefield apologized for his comments, calling them "ill-timed and inappropriate."

"I apologize for my reference to a quote from Ralph Voss of the Unterrified Democrat," he said in a statement. "It is my sincere hope that this does not distract us from the important mission of helping all children access a high-quality education."

Voss in an interview wouldn't comment on Sinquefield's remarks at Lindenwood, or the apology that followed. But his words were misconstrued, he said. "I said nothing of the sort."
Author of column cited by Sinquefield says it was meant as satire
By Jason Rosenbaum, special to the Beacon 

Posted 3:51 pm Mon., 2.13.12 

In remarks that have since gone viral, retired businessman Rex Sinquefield referenced a column in a central Missouri newspaper that seemed to suggest that the Ku Klux Klan created public education to harm black children.

But the author of that column said the piece was meant to be satire and dark humor to make a broader point about the need for school vouchers and was not meant to be taken literally.

The 2007 column "speaks for itself,'' said author Ralph Voss, a former judge and a Republican, in a telephone interview. "I could elaborate, but I couldn’t make it any more clear."

Voss' column has attracted statewide attention since Sinquefield quoted an excerpt during a lecture last Thursday at Lindenwood University in St. Charles.

Sinquefield spent most of his address discussing his push to replace the state’s income tax with an increased sales tax. Sinquefield – one of the state’s most prolific political donors – has contributed millions of dollars toward an effort to get the proposal on a ballot later this year.

But during a question-and-answer period, Sinquefield was asked about a separate initiative to change teacher tenure and evaluation. He eventually referred to the column by Voss, who's now retired and resides in Osage County. Sinquefield has an estate in the county.

Said Sinquefield about the column: "He starts off – and it’s something like this – he said a long time ago, decades ago, the Ku Klux Klan got together and said how we can really hurt the African-American children permanently? How can we ruin their lives And what they designed was the public school system."

That comment has sparked a flurry of condemnations from Democratic lawmakers and education groups. For instance, the Missouri School Boards Association called on all politicians to return their donations from Sinquefield. And Rep. Margo McNeil, D-Florissant, said she was "flabbergasted" by Sinquefield’s comments.

Sinquefield released a written apology on Friday for "my reference to a quote from Ralph Voss of the Unterrified Democrat."

And in a statement released today, Lindenwood University President James D. Evans said he categorically repudiated "Voss's derogatory statements and proudly stand with Missouri's dedicated and effective K-12 educators, many of whom we have graduated."

Evans did not criticize Sinquefield.

In the telephone interview, Voss said the column was not meant to be taken literally. Voss was a Republican associate circuit judge in the state’s 20th Judicial Circuit for 23 years. He retired from the bench in 2002.

The piece was posted in full on the Joplin-based blog, The Turner Report and MissouriNet.

Voss said it was making a point that the institutions have become so poorly run that they may as well be run by the white supremacist group. Voss added on Monday that he thought his column "speaks for itself."

Voss pointed out that he explicitly wrote in the piece that the Klan did not start public education.

Part of a paragraph near the end of the column states: "The unfortunate thing for Missouri and most other states is that the above plan was put into action. The Klan had nothing to do with it. But the fact remains liberals were placed in charge and the results are what we see unfolding in front of us. The public schools in St. Louis -- with 32,000 students -- are no longer accredited. Kansas City schools are about as bad."

Voss then wrote that Missouri needs "a voucher system. Without this the problem will only get worse and we will be taking more and more money away from other schools."

He added in the interview, MissouriNet news director "Bob Priddy called it a satire, and I just don’t see how you could put it any better than that."

"That’s exactly what it was. A friend of mine who read it a few days later referred to it as dark humor," Voss continued. "Whatever you want to call it – that’s it. I feel very strongly that we’re making a terrible mess out of our public schools and that comes from the heart."
JIM TALENT – LOBBYIST 


Last week, Mitt Romney’s top strategist Stuart Stevens, told a reporter “I just don’t think it’s a time when people are looking to Washington to solve problems with Washington.” But two days later, Romney’s campaign held what the New York Times today called “an elaborate ‘policy round table’ fund-raiser at a Washington hotel, featuring panel discussions run by lobbyists and former cabinet officials or members of Congress.” Among them: former Missouri senator Jim Talent ,who now heads a DC lobbying firm called Mercury Public Affairs. Talent “represents one of the largest coal producers in the country, Peabody Energy. That connection is not disclosed in a commentary that Mr. Talent contributed to Mr. Romney’s energy platform, which calls for increasing production of coal and oil and amending the Clean Air Act to exclude carbon dioxide from environmental regulation,” says the Times’ Nicholas Confessore.
Blunt leading opponents of White House contraception 'compromise'

BY BILL LAMBRECHT • blambrecht@post-dispatch.com > 202-298-6880 | Posted: Monday, February 13, 2012 1:30 pm
WASHINGTON • If the Obama administration thought that backtracking on its contraception mandate would quiet the furor, somebody in the White House political unit needs a refresher course in culture warfare.

Parishioners in many Roman Catholic churches heard the administration's revised mandate condemned on Sunday and White House officials who were dispatched to Sunday news programs to trumpet the president's budget instead found themselves talking about the rights of religious institutions.

Today, Sen. Roy Blunt, who has spearheaded opposition in Congress, signaled that the issue will remain high on the list of GOP talking points despite White House efforts to quell the storm.

"I think this will continue to be part of the debate unless the president totally changes his position...The more you look at the second statement, the weaker it becomes as it relates to really changing," Blunt, R-Mo., said in a noon-time speech at the conservative Heritage Foundation in Washington.

Blunt is being viewed by conservative leaders as prescient given that he introduced a piece of legislation last August called the Respect for Rights of Conscience Act, a proposal that grew out of his concern about the reach of the new health insurance law. His bill, which aims to nullify rules like the contraception regulation, has drawn 36 co-sponsors; only one, Ben Nelson, of Nebraska, is a Democrat.

Similar legislation might well win passage in the House but prospects are bleak in the Democratic-run Senate.

The pitched debate stemmed from the administration's efforts to implement the health-care law by including contraception services in the basic package of services that must be covered by insurers and employers who offer insurance.

The administration exempted churches, but not institutions affiliated with the church, triggering the backlash that has continued despite the White House assertion on Friday that institutions, too, would be exempt from coverage or paying for the coverage. That obligation would instead fall to insurance companies.

Last week, Blunt sought a Senate vote on his legislation but was denied by Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, D-Nev., who advised that participants in the debate need to "calm down."

Blunt said in his speech today that "Americans don't need to calm down. This is a debate that is as fundamental as the First Amendment to the Constitution."

Given the weighty issues pending in Congress including yet another threat of a government shutdown, it is uncertain whether the contraception mandate will continue to spark passionate debate in Washington. Polls show that Catholics themselves differ overwhelmingly with their bishops on birth control.

Nonetheless, the issue returned social issues to the forefront in an election year, a prospect the White House apparently did not envision or perhaps miscalculated.

An underlying problem -- even for some supporters of the president -- is that the rule defined "religious" so narrowly that it overlooked Christian charity and community outreach.

"These institutions have traditionally reflected a worldview that is distinctive, it is part of why they exist," is how Blunt put it.

For the immediate future, Blunt promises to speak out frequently while trying to persuade people that this is about religious freedom and matters other than contraception, some of them much larger than any government rule.

"This is about who we are going to be as a nation," Blunt said in his speech. "The president, I think, seems to look at this and other issues like America is like everybody else."

Brunner Says President Obama’s Budget “Fails America”

Micheal Mahoney
Missouri Republican Senate candidate John Brunner blasted President Obama’s new budget today.
In a campaign news release he said, " President Obama’s 2013 budget uses trickery and sleight-of-hand to fudge the numbers. The $4 trillion savings over the next decade that President Obama claims in his proposed 2013 budget are simply an illusion."

Brunner also repeated his frequent campaign theme that Washington needs fewer politicians and
More career business people who know how to balance budgets and create jobs.

Missouri Democrats have been challenging that premise lately.

Last week they pointed out Brunner took a hefty salary in 2011 even as his St. Louis company laid off some workers.

Akin Takes a Shot at Obama’s Budget, “He Doesn’t Shoot Straight With the American People”

Micheal Mahoney
Missouri Republican Senate candidate, Rep. Todd Akin says President Obama’s proposed budget shows "he doesn’t get it".

His Senate campaign spokesman Ryan Hite issued a statement on his behalf today.
"This is another indicator that Obama doesn’t know how the economy and government work. He continues to talk about everyone ‘paying their fair share’ and ‘pitching in.’ He uses these phrases to pit Americans against each other and ignore Washington’s spending addiction."

Cleaver: Budget's 'a nervous breakdown on paper'
By: MJ Lee, The Politico
February 13, 2012 09:37 AM EST 

Rep. Emanuel Cleaver (D-Mo.), the chairman of the Congressional Black Caucus, warned Monday that the federal government should be wary of slashing spending too drastically as he called President Barack Obama’ expected budget proposal a “nervous breakdown on paper.”

“This budget is a nervous breakdown on paper,” Cleaver said on CNN.

While the president has put together a plan that addresses important issues such as education and job training, the Missouri congressman cautioned, “We are still in a recession. We’re still struggling. Unemployment is still too high in every major city in the country. People are struggling.”

Cleaver suggested that “for the federal government to turn the spigot off completely” could push the country into a deeper economic recession.

Still, the congressman emphasized that the most serious challenge for Obama’s budget will be withstanding a “dysfunctional” Congress.

“It’s going to probably have some difficulties over in the Senate. And it’s probably dead on arrival over at the House. But that’s because of Congress is dysfunctional,” Cleaver said. “The danger here is that we’re going to struggle around without addressing the major problems.”

He added, “The president is getting a lot of criticism. I don’t think it’s deserved that, he has create all these problems. We do have a serious ailment as a nation and certainly as Congress, we suffer from Spendigitis, but President Obama is not the one who spread this disease. It was there when he was inaugurated.”

Obama will announced his budget plan for the 2013 fiscal year on Monday.
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Phill Brooks, columnist: Nixon's stand-off approach to Legislature noticed

By Phill Brooks 
Globe Columnist 

JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. — During the past few weeks, there have been increasing complaints from state legislators about the governor’s relationship with the Missouri General Assembly.

Even Democrats, privately and sometimes not so privately, are voicing frustrations about Gov. Jay Nixon’s stand-off approach with the Legislature and individual legislators.

It’s not unusual for governors to have problems with the Legislature, regardless whether the governor’s own party controls the Legislature or not. There is almost an institutional rivalry between the legislative and executive branches.

What is unusual about Nixon’s relationship is his near-complete visible absence from the legislative process. He rarely is seen on the Legislature’s third floor of the Capitol where the Senate and House chambers are located, just one flight of stairs up from his own office.

The past two times I caught the governor on the legislative floor during the last special session, he was barricaded behind an army of aides and security detail. Those two times involved short visits to legislative leaders’ offices.

Top legislators complain they rarely talk to or see the governor. One top legislative leader had to ask his secretary to check his appointment calendar for the last time he had met with Nixon. Another remembered briefly talking with the governor at the start of the fall’s special session.

That is quite a difference from the first governor I covered, Warren Hearnes.

He had been the House majority leader and clearly enjoyed interactions with legislators. He would spend hours in Rep. Tom Walsh’s office. It was just across the hallway from the chamber, making it easy for members to drop by to talk and negotiate. Walsh’s office sometimes seemed like a secondary office for Hearnes.

But on the Senate side of the building, Hearnes’ relations in his final years as governor were among the worst I’ve seen. I sensed that Senate Democrats never forgave Hearnes for creating a budget crisis that forced them to pass an income tax increase.

Hearnes’ successor, Republican Kit Bond, initially also had problems with Senate members of his own party.

The Senate was dominated by conservatives who resisted his progressive agenda, including the state’s first open meetings law, campaign finance disclosure requirements and a sweeping package of consumer protection measures.

The aggressiveness of his staff in pushing that agenda led Senate Republican Richard Webster to coin the term “kiddie corps” to ridicule the young age of both Bond (the state’s youngest governor) and his relatively young staff.

Bond had not served in the Legislature, and I often wondered if that was a factor.

But when the Mexico Republican returned for his second term, it was almost a complete reversal of relations with the Senate. He developed close, personal relationships with Senate members from both parties.

Weekly, Bond would visit a senator’s office for an evening session of laid-back discussion and socializing that was fueled, legislators confessed to me, by goodly quantities of drinks. A couple of the senators reported Bond was so gracious that he would remember their favorite brand of scotch or beer.
The Columbia Tribune’s Statehouse reporter remembers Bond’s successor, John Ashcroft, who was not known as a partying person, as having a playful wrestling match with the House speaker during one late-night negotiating session on a major higher education bill.

Democrat Mel Carnahan had an equally successful relationship with the legislature.

Like Hearnes, Carnahan had served as a House majority leader. Like Hearnes, he understood how to make things happen in the General Assembly.

But his approach was quite different from his predecessors. Rather than pushing a detailed agenda or extensive socializing with lawmakers, Carnahan played the role of a facilitator.

He would identify broad policy issues he wanted passed. Then, he would get personally involved in sometimes lengthy sessions with legislators to get the lawmakers themselves to work out the details.

What makes Nixon’s legislative detachment perplexing is that he shares some of the attributes of these past governors who had such successful and close legislative interactions.

Like Hearnes and Carnahan, Nixon served in the Legislature. Although he never rose to a top leadership position in the Senate, he worked on a number of legislative issues as a four-term attorney general.

He knows the process. He knows the issues. He has an ease of conversation on complicated and controversial policy issues that would fit well with lawmakers and their environment.

Yet, for whatever reason, lawmakers find almost a complete detachment from Jay Nixon, just one flight of stairs below their legislative chambers.
House speaker rules out higher Missouri casino fee

BY VIRGINIA YOUNG • vyoung@post-dispatch.com > 573-635-6178 | Posted: Monday, February 13, 2012 4:00 pm
JEFFERSON CITY • Missouri House Speaker Steve Tilley is siding with the gambling industry in firm opposition to Gov. Jay Nixon's proposal to increase casino entrance fees.

"It's a tax," Tilley, R-Perryville, told reporters today. "We're not going to increase taxes to fund" veterans homes.

But Tilley, R-Perryville, said he is exploring an alternative that would earmark, among other possible sources, future growth in casino fee revenue -- money that would be generated from increased admissions.

Tilley said he floated his ideas in a meeting with the Democratic governor and hopes to come up with a bipartisan proposal by later this week or next week.

The Missouri Veterans Commission has been using its trust fund to help cover the state's share of operating expenses at the seven nursing homes for veterans. But that fund is expected to run dry next year.

Nixon's proposed budget for the coming fiscal year relies on a $1-per-patron increase in casino admission fees to generate $50 million a year for the homes.

The casino entrance fee is currently $2, with half going to the state and half to the home-dock city or county. Gamblers aren't charged the fee; casinos absorb it.

The Missouri Gaming Association, which represents casinos, has testified that the proposal would take $53 million out of companies' coffers each year and could prompt cuts in marketing, capital projects and staffing at the state's 12 casinos.

Tilley said that while he opposes raising casino fees, establishing a stable funding source for veterans homes is one of "the big issues we need to tackle" this year.

One alternative the House may debate soon would set up a new Missouri Lottery ticket, with proceeds earmarked for veterans.

Tilley said other ideas include using the growth in casino fee revenue or the money that will come from fees paid by a new casino that is getting ready to open in Cape Girardeau, Mo.

Under a compromise passed by the Legislature in 1998, preschools share some of the casino admission fee revenue.

Asked whether preschools would lose out if all growth in the fees went to veterans, Tilley said: "We think we can provide more money for veterans and not affect early childhood in a detrimental way."

In addition to providing operating funds for veterans homes, legislators want to generate money to build another veterans home and reduce the waiting list. The current homes include one in Bellefontaine Neighbors in St. Louis County.
Bill gives educators border duty
Ken Newton, St. Joseph News-Press
The topic of education turns up the lettered instincts of constitutional authors. 

Missouri got its first Constitution in 1820, a year before statehood and 16 years before the Platte Purchase brought the jagged northwestern counties within the boundaries. 

Article VI of that document had good things to say about frontier learning. 

“Schools, and the means of education, shall forever be encouraged in this state ... and one school, or more, shall be established in each township as soon as practicable and necessary, where the poor shall be taught gratis,” it read, in part. 

A number of constitutions later, the most recent adopted in 1945, the current document includes language carried forward from 1875. 

The opening words regarding education, Section 1(a), read: “A general diffusion of knowledge and intelligence being essential to the preservation of the rights and liberties of the people, the general assembly shall establish and maintain free public schools for the gratuitous instruction of all persons in this state ...” 

They don’t write them like that any more. 

Broad strokes leave no doubt about constitutional intent. 

Some would claim the devil rests in the details of implementing such a guiding principle, but Beelzebub surely has bigger mischief at work. 

A piece of legislation known has SB 590 has been given a “do pass” status by the General Laws Committee of the Missouri Senate. That is, it stands ready for passage by the full body. 

In the words of its sponsor, Sen. Will Kraus, a Lee’s Summit Republican, the measure “asks our public schools and the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education to specifically determine the cost of illegal immigration on our public schools,” among other things. 

That makes it sound like a civics-class project. What the proposed law actually says is that public schools, at the time of student enrollment, “shall determine whether the student enrolling was born outside the jurisdiction of the United States.” 

As context, consider this. Some studies say about 11 million illegal immigrants live in this country. Others put the number at closer to 12 million. 

Which is to say, nobody knows. With its unlimited resources, the federal government can’t measure the problem. 

But an overworked school secretary, trying to reconcile attendance reports and with a feverish student in the office waiting to see the nurse, would get the duty of sorting out immigration questions. 

Nicely played, senator. 

In a way, this follows a trend. As society has changed, educators have been forced to carry out more than traditional classroom functions. 

They have become de facto social workers as family units have splintered. They have become de facto health overseers as students find themselves on more behavior medicines. They have become de facto bureaucrats in following test protocols and filling out reports. 

So, the thinking goes, why not co-opt schools as watchdog agencies in the fight to protect the borders? (And at a state cost, according to the measure’s fiscal note, of $242,000 over the next three years.) 

Presidential candidates want to eliminate the U.S. Department of Education. No Republican in Congress addresses education reform without three provisos: local control, local control, local control. 

This measure puts local schools in the middle of what is rightly a federal fight. 

Writers of the Missouri Constitution did better in word and aim.
Editorial: Sinquefield sets public school debate ablaze with KKK talk 

By the Editorial Board | Posted: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 12:15 am
When St. Louisan Rex Sinquefield starts a fire, he uses a flame-thrower.

Mr. Sinquefield is a retired investor and philanthropist who has spent millions of dollars trying to convince lawmakers to let individuals divert taxpayer dollars from public schools to help them pay for private education. Last week, he poured gasoline on the combustible public education debate. Then he tossed a very big match.

In a speech at Lindenwood University, the founder of the libertarian Show-Me Institute think-tank said this, quoting from a column in an Osage County newspaper about the alleged beginnings of the public school system:

"... he said a long time ago, decades ago, the Ku Klux Klan got together and said how can we really hurt the African-American children permanently? How can we ruin their lives? And what they designed was the public school system."

The column Mr. Sinquefield quoted actually pointed out the story was contrived to make a larger point.

Mr. Sinquefield didn't mention that, and this is not, unfortunately, one of those instances in which the context makes things any better. Mr. Sinquefield prefaced his remarks by disparaging public school teachers. In arguing against tenure, he said that all the good teachers leave the profession, and the bad ones stay.

Simply bringing the KKK into any discussion that involves public schools, particularly struggling urban schools in St. Louis and Kansas City that serve primarily black populations, is monumentally absurd.

In trying to blow out the fire, Mr. Sinquefield issued a statement calling his words "ill-timed."

Ill-timed? When would be a good time?

Of all people, Mr. Sinquefield should know the damage that can be done by vilifying and demonizing one's political opponents. Some of those who've found themselves on the other side of Mr. Sinquefield's have said some pretty nasty things about him.

Extremist rhetoric creates an atmosphere in which compromise, or even discussion, is next to impossible.

Mr. Sinquefield has many bad ideas, but they aren't all bad. We appreciate, for instance, that he's willing to be mostly transparent about how he spends his money pushing political causes, unlike plenty of others. We agree with him that the St. Louis Police Department should be under local control. We agree that students in unaccredited school districts should be accepted by neighboring public school districts, and that a compromise to the current stalemate on that issue must be reached.

But his attacks on teachers are reprehensible. His KKK reference will forever color his positions in the school debate.

Here's the problem: Mr. Sinquefield isn't going anywhere, and there are plenty of others who share his views. His weak apology was correct when it noted, "The public discourse on these issues is too critical," for KKK references.

If Mr. Sinquefield wants to make amends, he will call off the school voucher dogs during the existing legislative session. He will focus on the very real problem of providing a fair, equal and adequate education to thousands of inner-city schoolchildren who now lack that opportunity. Remember, this debate isn't about Mr. Sinquefield or the teachers he demeans.

It's about the children.
The Star’s editorial | Keep criminal probes going

Since the financial collapse of 2008, the government has pursued fraud charges and civil regulatory actions against several Wall Street banks, recouping hundreds of millions in settlement proceeds. But criminal cases against individuals have been rare, which is why it’s worth noting a recent indictment against three former bond traders.

The trio is accused of artificially inflating the value of complex mortgage bond packages in a bid to boost pay and year-end bonuses. The case shows that federal prosecutors, despite the length of time needed to develop such cases, are rightly determined to proceed against those who engaged in illegal self-dealing in the housing bubble.

David Higgs and Salmaan Siddiqui, then employed by Credit Suisse, have pleaded guilty to overstating the value of complex mortgage-backed bond securities to meet profitability targets and increase their pay.

They implicated their former boss, London-based Kareem Serageldin, a U.S. citizen charged with conspiracy, falsification of records and wire fraud.

The quest for justice is important at the state level as well. 

Missouri Attorney General Chris Koster last week announced that a Boone County grand jury handed down a 135-count indictment against Docx LLC and founder Lorraine Brown. The grand jury found that a person forged signatures on multiple notarized housing documents.

While in Kansas City to announce Missouri’s participation in a massive settlement with banks that had engaged in fraudulent “robo-signing” practices, Koster emphasized that the settlement doesn’t preclude criminal prosecutions.

And it shouldn’t. Many factors contributed to the financial collapse — bank executives who didn’t fully understand the risks, misguided public policy and the failure of the rating agencies to recognize the low quality of the loans backing the bonds they blithely stamped triple-A. Outright criminality was another factor, and prosecutors at all levels should pursue those cases.
Wyatt moves beyond politics in Steele case

By Ken Dusold

Assistant Editor

While Newt Gingrich is running his mouth about the problem of "judicial supremacy" and suggesting federal judges be arrested for their court decisions, Rep. Zach Wyatt, R-2, is aiming his concern at the possibility of corruption within the chambers of a single Missouri state judge. 

The articles of impeachment against Missouri Circuit Judge Russell Steele, introduced by Wyatt during late January, might seem political — Russell Steele is a Democrat while Wyatt is Republican — the facts suggest politics play a minor role in this particular case. Rather, the truth resides in the facts. 

Steele argued the attempt to remove him from the bench "appears to be purely political," according to a written statement released to the press last week. He refuses to refute the individual allegations leveled against him in the articles of impeachment, choosing instead to cite the findings of a bipartisan commission during 2006, which discharged Steele of wrongdoing. Steele might want to start refuting those claims.

Wyatt has leveled some serious allegations against him. Included among them are perjury in a federal court, witness tampering, patronage to former law partners and campaign contributors and inappropriate relations with an employee. Wyatt has stated these allegations are supported by "new evidence" in an effort to head-off Steele's argument that it's all "yesterday's news." Whether he thinks Wyatt's argument is true or not, Steele should be worried.

This attempt by Wyatt — a freshman member of the state legislature — to remove a judge from the state circuit courts who has served for 15 years is risky business for the young state representative. If an impeachment trial were to find Steele not guilty of the more serious charges pointed at him, Wyatt looks ridiculous just as he begins running for re-election. That's a gutsy move few politicians would make.

However, if the information that apparently was not available during 2006 when the Commission on Retirement, Removal and Discipline of Judges investigated Steele proves substantive, Steele could be found guilty. If Steele were found guilty, Republicans in Adair, Knox and Lewis counties would not be rewarded with a conservative replacement for Steele on the bench. Last time I checked, Gov. Jay Nixon sits slightly to the left on the political spectrum — so everyone can assume a Democrat replaces Steele. So, Wyatt couldn't claim this as a political win for his party. 

To be fair to Steele, Wyatt isn't ignorant of potential political gains. If Steele were found guilty of the accusations of misconduct and illegal activity, Wyatt would be able to tout his success in protecting his constituents from a corrupt government official. Because voters have been known to dislike corruption, this could only help Wyatt during November. The second district representative likely is aware of this.

Usually, I despise the use of impeachment or recalls in modern American politics. They are tools intended to be used only when elected or appointed government officials have violated their oath of office (i.e. broken the law). Too often today, it seems like politicians and disgruntled citizens use them as ways to remove leaders with whom they simply disagree. It's disgusting.

Let's be honest: This isn't Steele's first time under the microscope in Jefferson City. I can't help but wonder if his honor is at all familiar with the phrase, "fool me once, shame on you … fool me twice, shame on me." Well, this is the second time these allegations have been attached to Steele's name. Apparently, elected leaders in Missouri consider there to be enough here to dare him to a rematch. And Steele's visit to Wyatt's district office, during which Wyatt claims the judge "threatened" him, doesn't help Steele's cause. It would be stupid to pretend these claims were "purely political."

The most honorable action Steele could take at this point might be to just let the process of impeachment continue. If he has done nothing wrong, he will be acquitted … again. If he is fearful of what could be discovered during the process, then his removal might be in the best interest of the people of Northeastern Missouri. 
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Missouri's scenic byways under threat in federal transportation bill
The Transportation Enhancements program is not the only program of interest to the historic preservation community that is under threat of elimination as Congress debates the reauthorization of federal transportation programs. From Route 66 to the Blue Ridge Parkway, America's Scenic Byways also are under urgent threat.

The state of Missouri currently has 10 state scenic byways, two of which are currently designated as National Scenic Byways — Little Dixie between Clarksville and Louisiana in Pike County and Crowley's Ridge in the Bootheel. These special roads seek to preserve the unique scenic and historic qualities through which they pass. Further, byways communities are eligible for historic preservation funding. For example, Bloomfield in Stoddard County recently received a $200,000 National Scenic Byways grant to help restore the Civil War-era Miller House along the Stars and Stripes Byway.

Unfortunately, the House version completely eliminates the National Scenic Byways program. The Senate version also is a huge setback. Although it would reauthorize the program, it eliminates dedicated funding for byways projects and eliminates funding for a technical assistance program, America's Byways Resource Center, for local byways leaders. These bills are being debated in both houses and a vote may take place this week.

For more information on the legislation, an action alert is available on the National Scenic Byways Foundation home page at nsbfoundation.com. 

John Regenbogen • St. Louis
Executive Director, Scenic Missouri
Distasteful cartoon
The Feb. 9 Matson's View political cartoon was insulting to Catholic women! They are not reaching out for those things. Look at the polls and see the hundreds of thousands of women who are pro-life, and not only Catholic women. The fight going on today is for religious freedom and liberty for all citizens. It is not a Catholic issue; it is an issue that involves all citizens of this country. It is beginning with the Catholics and those of like-minded moral values, but it will affect every citizen.

Freedom of religion is for everyone, not only Catholics. Again, that cartoon was in great distaste. It was highly insulting and not appreciated.

Sister Mary Catherine • St. Louis
Less-than-noble motives
Thanks for the editorial "Mixed messages" (Feb. 9), indicating that the Obama administration has not been clear about the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act of 2010. It is actually quite clear that no one is required to have an abortion or use contraceptives or any form of birth control.

The point is that those who want any of these services should have protection under their insurance plans. The Matson's View cartoon indicates from where the impetus for the opposition to these reasonable services comes. Catholic women are the victims of the narrow thinking of the Catholic Church's hierarchy. Others with a determination to do anything that will harm the Obama administration are following along with very much less-than-noble motives.

Martha Alderson • Kirkwood
Unitive but not procreative
Because, according to a Harris Poll taken as recently as 2005, 90 percent of U.S. Catholics support the use of birth control, even though it is proscribed in the encyclical Humane Vitae issued by Pope Paul VI in 1968 (in direct contradiction, by the way, to the recommendations of the Papal Birth Control Commission set up by Pope John XXIII during Vatican II), I propose a compromise on the issue of mandated payment for birth control in future health insurance. Why don't we agree that "conception control" (the pill, diaphragms, spermicide, condoms, etc.) will be covered, and that IUDs, "morning-after pills" and other possible abortifacients that attack fertilized eggs will not?

It seems reasonable to ask "poor women" to be responsible for conception control before fertilization, but that after, if their moral and religious beliefs allow for further action, certain religious institutions that absolutely object need not provide insurance that covers those services. Of course, it would be nice if the Catholic hierarchy would finally get in touch with its theologians and faithful and allow or bless sexual activity that is unitive but not necessarily procreative. This won't happen, but politically, I believe, laypeople could agree on this plan.

Michael Bartz • St. Louis
Follow same standards
The Obama administration made the right call when it decided to protect access to affordable birth control for millions of women. This is a common-sense issue that anti-birth control, politically motivated talking heads have wrongly spun to misinform the American people.

The Department of Health and Human Services decided that birth control must be included as a preventive health care benefit because it is fundamental to improving women's health. It saves lives, helps prevent unintended pregnancies and reduces abortion.

The current benefit also includes an expansive religious exemption, allowing more than 300,000 churches and houses of worship the right to deny this benefit to their employees. This is not about them; this is about the hospitals and universities that serve and employ the broader public, which includes people of all faiths. If religiously affiliated hospitals and universities want to be a part of the business community, they have to follow the same standards as other businesses, including providing insurance coverage for preventive health care without costly co-pays.

People don't want employers cherry-picking what is covered by their health insurance. This health care benefit does not require that anyone dispense or use birth control, despite what some people want to believe. It is simply a benefit that ensures that women have adequate health insurance coverage that includes access to preventive health care. Nothing more, nothing less.

Tom Barry • St. Louis
Secular bias
The editors of the Post-Dispatch openly have displayed their secular bias in the editorial "Mixed messages: (Feb. 9) and the accompanying editorial cartoon.

The cartoon's implication is that the church's teaching is somehow invalid because many Catholics disregard it. Of course it is not. As Arthur Schlesinger noted, anti-Catholicism "is the deepest held bias in the history of the American people." Apparently it is alive and well at the Post-Dispatch.

The editorial promulgates the falsehood that the new health care rules do not "cover medications that cause abortions." Not true. Although the statute prohibits the inclusion of abortion in federally mandated "essential health benefits," the birth control mandate is based on a provision of the law that allows the government to require all health plans cover "preventive services." Thus, Secretary Kathleen Sebelius mandated that Catholic-affiliated institutions such as hospitals and universities must allow for insurance coverage providing birth control, including the IUD and certain high-estrogen pills that can prevent a fertilized egg from attaching to the uterine wall. Because human life is created at the moment the egg is fertilized, those devices cause abortions.

President Barack Obama caved in to political pressure and reversed his requirement that religious institutions that provide health insurance for employees to include these morally objectionable provisions because he miscalculated the political uproar his action would cause in an election year. However, you can bet that if he is reelected, this disregard of religious liberty will turn out to be only a preview of the unconstitutional intolerance to come from his administration.

John Wiltrakis • Ballwin
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Fixing KC Public Schools

There is turmoil about what to do with Kansas City Public Schools.

Yet another farcical round of failure, blame and embarrassment has led some radical thinking about ways of making it better.

It seems logical that to fix it we have to know what went wrong.

Why did we have some 24 administrators in 28 years? How do we manage to spend $2 billion without showing much for it? Why doesn’t the money fix it or at least make it better?

The failures are inextricably intertwined with the high murder rate among black youths in this city and general black-on-black crime.

Fixing the school district is important for the health of the community. 

We have to figure out what not to do. What caused so many administrators to fail? When you lose that many in that short a period of time, it cannot just be bad administrators.

When the problems have continued over the ouster and replacement of boards and members of boards, it cannot be particular persons or even a particular board, either, can it? 

In short, in order to fix it, we need to know what went wrong. 

James B. Jackson

Kansas City

Christian Science health

Thank you for the thoughtful Feb. 8 editorial “Birth control rule goes too far.” Health and religious freedom are important and not mutually exclusive.

One comment in the editorial needs clarification: The Christian Science church does not prohibit members from “blood infusion,” or for that matter any form of health care treatment that the individual members think best meet their needs.

As a Christian Scientist I am free to make my own decisions when it comes to health, and I would never hesitate to obtain quick and effective health care solutions for my family and me. 

My family and I have found prayer as taught in Christian Science to be effective in meeting our health needs.

David Corbitt

Spokesperson

Christian Science

in Missouri

Ballwin, Mo.

Women’s health issue

The Star has taken the wrong side of this debate (2-8, Editorial, ”Birth control rule goes too far”). This is an important and vital issue for women’s health.

Churches are exempt, but once their institutions such as hospitals and universities move into the public sector, provide a non-religious product, hire and serve non-member citizens, receive taxpayer dollars and compete with other public institutions, they should be required to follow the same rules.

I’m curious as to how many of these male-dominated institutions provide erectile dysfunction drugs.

Betty Smith

Lee’s Summit

Turn KC homeless camp into ‘Occupiers’

Why don’t the homeless people in a camp overlooking the West Bottoms near downtown Kansas City change their name to “Occupiers?” Then they could remain.

Dick Shirley

Fairway

Valentine’s Day treat

How many men detest this deplorable so-called “holiday” of Valentine’s Day? You have things to do.

You don’t have the time to spend an entire day with the woman you love.

So go out right now and acquire a brand new U-Bot 3000. This clever robot will do absolutely anything you tell it. 

So while the new U-Bot 3000 is out charming your sweetheart, you will have all the time in the world to do all the manly things on your agenda such as playing golf or reading the newspaper.

Yes, those grueling days of having to treat the apple of your eye like a princess for one day are finally over. Have fun.

Tanner Hottle

Lenexa

Sad end to Border War

Whether you’re wearing crimson and blue or you painted your face black and gold, I think we can all agree that the end to the Border War is the biggest mistake KU and MU could ever make. 

And let’s face it — Mizzou has made quite a few.

Rock Chalk Jayhawk!

Megan Schilling

Overland Park

Conceal, carry gun laws

In reference to a Jan. 21 letter about guns, first, and foremost, the U. S. Supreme Court’s Second Amendment decision does not allow “virtually anyone to carry a gun everywhere.”

Their decision merely prohibits states from denying their law-abiding citizens the unalienable right to own a gun, whether for personal protection, hunting, sport shooting or to protect themselves from an overreaching government.

The carry laws are governed by the states, and very few allow concealed carry without an extensive background check and completion of several hours of training and qualification. 

I do not know of any state that allows a concealed carry permit holder to carry a gun “everywhere.”

The letter writer’s irrational comparison of permit holders to “homegrown handgun terrorists” is ludicrous, asinine and inexcusable. 

It is not the legal permit holders that the letter writer should fear — it is the unlawful ones who disregard the “gun-free zones,” especially because there are no permit holders to protect him.

Additionally, his “non-infringed right to carry a gun” is one of the most infringed rights that we have, with more than 2,000 laws and regulation to infringe us.

David Otto

Gladstone

Israel no bully

In response to those who consider Israel to be the bully in the Middle East, perhaps you need to review your history. Israel’s only “sin” is existing.

Israel has been mistreated for thousands of years.

Has any other nation been persecuted to the extent that Israel has?

Finally, Israelis manage to find a home where they may live in peace, and before the ink dries on the documents they are attacked by their Arab neighbors and stabbed in the back by their so-called friends. They were attacked in 1948, 1956, 1967 and again in 1973.

They are the only true democracy in the Middle East, and the only true friend to the United States.

Any other nation would be allowed to keep any land won in a defensive war — but not Israel.

All the land within Israel’s borders belongs to Israel, and it should be allowed to do anything it wants with the land. Israel is virtually alone in the world, and struggling just to survive. So who is the real bully?

Duane Fields

Lee’s Summit

Wealth inequity protest

The critics of the Occupy Wall Street movement who see it as an indictment of capitalism and free enterprise are missing its true point. Occupy Wall Street is about the control the wealthy (the 1 percent) have over our political system, rigging it against the 99 percent.

The tax code is rigged to favor the rich, as with Mitt Romney’s 14 percent effective tax rate. No oversight of corporate governance leads to CEOs earning hundreds of millions in compensation regardless of performance.

Few Wall Street executives have been charged with any crimes by the Obama administration despite the obvious fraud that was committed in the mortgage markets. Members of Congress are amassing personal fortunes using inside information that regular citizens would be prosecuted for.

Occupy Wall Street doesn’t favor Rep. Nancy Pelosi over House Speaker John Boehner. Remember, the anti-Occupy Wall Street Kool-Aid some of the 99 percent of us are drinking was mixed by the 1 percent. 

Terry Putney

Prairie Village

Government quagmire

Centralized government in Washington, D.C., decides that certain businesses and banks will receive taxpayers’ money, while others won’t. 

It gives free tax dollars to favored companies like Solyndra but not to those out of favor. 

It dictates where Boeing can build a plant employing thousands and where it can’t.

The feds prevent the phone companies from coming to an economic deal. 

The Department of Energy wastes billions of dollars in more than 40 years of failing to make America independent of foreign oil while the Obama administration stops oil companies from opening new sources and building a pipeline to carry them.

For no better excuse than protecting corporate copyrights, the administration seeks to censor the Internet. 

When and how did this government achieve such a stranglehold on American business? On what basis is the administration making such detailed economic decisions affecting free Americans?

Who is doing all this, and why?

Whatever malady we may charitably believe this administration is trying to remedy, I think its dogmatic and dictatorial cure is far worse than any ills free Americans might suffer.

Sam Gill

Kansas City
