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Nixon's Bills Support Youth and Foster Care Providers

Posted: Jun 29, 2012 11:16 PM by Jessi Turnure, KOMU-DT/Columbia 
Updated: Jun 29, 2012 11:17 PM 

WEBSTER GROVES - Gov. Jay Nixon signed three bills Monday to support foster care parents and children, and to help support agencies that provide residential care and treatment for Missouri youth. The Governor signed House Bills 1172, 1576 and 1577 at Epworth Children and Family Services in Webster Groves.

House Bill 1172 will extend and expand a program allowing tax credits for residential treatment agencies and also establish a tax credit program for those who donate to such facilities.

"Tax credit programs are instrumental in helping agencies be as successful as they are and hopefully continue to be successful in developing new avenues of funding with donors," Coyote Hill Site Director Bill Atherton said.

Atherton said funding is also essential for giving Coyote Hill's children the best opportunities.

"Most of the time before they come here, kids have just been trying to survive the day," Atherton said. "We want to help them create dreams for what their future might be five, ten, 20 years out as a parent, as an adult and as a member of society."

The other two bills provide help to foster care situations. House Bill 1576 allows various specialized state-licensed foster care parents to purchase the same state health insurance as state employees. House Bill 1577 provides criteria for school districts to help foster care children succeed academically.

"It's wonderful that Gov. Nixon realizes what these people sacrifice when they take a child into their home and support them as a foster child," Boys and Girls Town of Missouri Director of Advancement Julie Dorn said. "Kids also will not be punished, so to say, for being in a foster home."

Dorn said many foster care children have to switch from school to school as they do the same with homes. Before HB 1577, many class credits would not transfer from school to school so students would have to go back a semester or year in school. Now all of the credits will transfer from school to school so students can maintain the same level of schooling.

The bills will go into effect Aug. 28, 2012.
Missouri legislative leaders saying no to Medicaid expansion 

BY ELIZABETH CRISP ecrisp@post-dispatch.com 573-635-6178 | Posted: Sunday, July 1, 2012 12:15 am
JEFFERSON CITY • If conservative Republicans who control the Missouri Legislature follow through on plans to reject an expansion of the Medicaid health care program for the poor, they will be turning down an estimated $8.4 billion windfall from the federal government.

The problem, Republican leaders say, is that to get that money, the state would have to pony up $431 million of its own — money they say Missouri doesn't have.

"I just don't see any way we will be expanding Medicaid at the expense of things like education and public safety," said House Budget Committee Chairman Ryan Silvey, R-Kansas City.

Political observers say mounting pressure for Republicans to distance themselves from President Barack Obama's health care overhaul in an election year also could be a driving factor.

While it upheld much of the Affordable Care Act, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled Thursday that the federal government cannot force states to expand income eligibility for Medicaid, the joint state and federal health care program for the poor.

That leaves it up to state legislators to decide whether the program should be expanded to cover 308,000 more Missourians, according to an estimate from the Kaiser Commission on Medicaid and the Uninsured, a nonpartisan, nonprofit research group.

Missouri would receive nearly $19.50 for every dollar it spends on the expanded program between 2014 and 2019, but Silvey said the state would only be able to afford the expansion through a tax increase.

"This General Assembly simply isn't raising taxes," he said.

If the state does decide to expand Medicaid, the federal government would cover 100 percent of the expansion for the first three years. Missouri would see no expense until 2017 — when states slowly take over some of the costs. Starting in 2020, the state would be responsible for 10 percent of the tab.

"The federal government will pay a very high share of new Medicaid costs in all states," the Kaiser Commission's report concludes.

Under that scenario, Missouri would begin with a $100 million expense in 2017, Silvey said. By 2020, the cost would grow to at least $150 million a year with a $1.5 billion federal match.

Missouri leaders have joined the chorus of conservatives across the country who say the expansion isn't worth it.

"You can still go broke shopping at Sam's," Silvey said.

Republican Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder, calling the expansion a "break-the-bank" scenario, said the Legislature is unlikely to approve it.

"Our position in the General Assembly and, speaking for me, personally, is clear," he said.

Republicans criticized
Gov. Jay Nixon, a Democrat, has been mostly silent about whether he will try to push for the expansion. He released a brief statement about the Supreme Court's ruling Thursday, but he did not state a position on the Medicaid expansion and his office has not answered questions about whether he supports it.

Sen. Maria Chappelle-Nadal, D-University City, said it's unfortunate that Republicans appear to already be closing the door on the expansion.

"People who have not been covered by any health care currently will be covered," she said. "I don't think many people truly within our General Assembly have studied (the health care law) as much as they need to."

Alan Abramowitz, political scientist at Emory University in Atlanta, said Republican leaders in Missouri and elsewhere will face immense pressure to display ideological purity by refusing to participate in Obama's health care expansion.

"It's another reflection of this ideological divide," said Abramowitz. "It will be common in 'red' states ... to talk about just leaving the money on the table."

Abramowitz noted that the health care debate is "one of the most polarizing issues in American politics today," with Republicans under heavy in-party pressure to oppose any actions that could be construed as helping the other side. That pressure is especially intense during primary seasons like the one in Missouri now.

At the same time, Abramowitz said, there's not much danger of backlash from constituents who want expanded health care or Medicaid because Republicans probably weren't getting those votes anyway. "Most of the folks who would benefit (from expansion) are Democrats or nonvoters."

Adding fuel to the political fire: The court ruled that the health care overhaul is essentially a tax.

"The people who voted for this law voted for the largest tax increase in the history of the United States," Kinder said. "We're going to have that debate for the very first time."

Kinder, who has been one of Missouri's most vocal critics of the health care law, filed a lawsuit two years ago challenging the provision that would require most people to obtain insurance or pay penalties.

The federal health care law has been a political football for Missouri officials since its passage in 2010.

Missouri voters passed Proposition C — an attempt to exempt the state from the insurance mandate — with a 71 percent majority in 2010, and provisions of the Affordable Care Act have been debated repeatedly during Legislative sessions since.

This year, the state House approved a bill that would have made it illegal to enforce the health care law here, but the measure did not come up in the Senate.

Legislators also have balked at some of the less-controversial aspects of the health care law, such as creating a health insurance exchange, which would give people an online portal for comparative insurance shopping. Voters will be asked this fall whether the governor should be barred from setting up an exchange on his own.

Contrast with Illinois
Missouri's open question about whether to expand Medicaid stands in sharp contrast to its blue-state neighbor, Illinois.

"The state of Illinois is going forward ... to expand (health care coverage), using Medicaid," Democratic Gov. Pat Quinn told reporters following the Supreme Court ruling. "We will be getting large amounts of money from Washington ... to carry out the mission of covering people in our state with health insurance."

Quinn has a Democratic-controlled Legislature that largely agrees with him, but Republicans are expected to at least put up a fight.

Some critics have argued that the expansion could spur an influx of people to Medicaid who are already eligible but not currently in the program — packing on additional costs to states.

Illinois' comptroller, Judy Baar Topinka, a Republican, estimates the expansion could cost the state as much as $2.4 billion over the next six years.

Missouri's Silvey said the estimates in his state also do not account for the steady growth in the existing Medicaid program.

"Every year, the costs go up," he said. "That's just to continue the program as it is."

A report from the Center for Budget and Policy Priorities, a left-leaning think tank, argues that critics are neglecting the net result of the total health care law. It says the expansion and other provisions will lead to reduced spending on other services for the uninsured, such as mental health services.

Pressure from health care lobby?
More than 835,000 Missouri residents are uninsured — about 14 percent of the population, according to census figures.

The current Medicaid program covers about 900,000 low-income Missourians, most of them children and pregnant women, as well as certain parents and the elderly and disabled.

Under the expansion, the program would cover anyone under age 65 who makes less than 133 percent of the federal poverty level, or less than $25,389 for a family of three.

The change was expected to largely address childless adults and working parents who make more than the state's current income cap.

Originally, the health care law would have forced states to expand by allowing the government to pull all Medicaid funding for states that didn't.

Medicaid, which was created in 1965, remains a voluntary program. But all states participate, and Medicaid spending accounts for over 20 percent of the average state's total budget, according to the Supreme Court ruling. The federal government covers more than 60 percent of the cost in Missouri.

In the majority opinion, Chief Justice John Roberts wrote that the federal government's ability to withhold Medicaid funds would be like "a gun to the head" for states, essentially coercing them to participate.

But states could still start to feel pressure, particularly from the health care lobby.

Missouri Hospital Association spokesman Dave Dillon said Missouri hospitals will suffer a large financial hit if the Legislature refuses to expand Medicaid. The Obama reforms cut the amount hospitals receive from the federal government for treating the uninsured. Medicare payments were also limited.

The idea was that hospitals would make up for the cuts because all or nearly all their patients would have insurance, Dillon said. But those in the expansion gap may not be able to afford coverage if the Legislature refuses to expand Medicaid.

"We're still going to be stuck with the cuts," he said.

Dillon said a familiar scenario could arise: Many of the uninsured Missourians will go to emergency rooms. When they can't pay, their cost will be passed on to patients with insurance. Part of those higher insurance costs will be paid by their employers.

The result equals a "health care tax to employers," he said.

The Missouri State Medical Association hasn't taken a position on the Medicaid question. Tom Holloway, executive vice president, said it appeared unlikely that the Legislature would expand Medicaid as the Obama plan envisions.

"I don't see the General Assembly having much appetite for that," he said.
Missouri wins waiver from No Child Left Behind rules

By Dale Singer, Beacon staff 

10:46 am on Fri, 06.29.12

Updated at 3:46 pm on Fri, 06.29.12

Missouri will be freed from the mandates of the No Child Left Behind, the federal Department of Education announced Friday.

By having its application for a waiver be one of five accepted by Washington, Missouri will be able to use its own system of accountability for public schools to identify which ones need help instead of using the often criticized standards that were put into place during the administration of George W. Bush.

Congress has been unable to come to any agreement on how to reauthorize and change those provisions, in an effort now known as the Elementary and Secondary Education Act, so the Obama administration offered waivers to states that could show their methods of gauging school progress would reach the same goal.

What changes can Missouri families expect as a result of the waiver?

Margie Vandeven, assistant commissioner for the office of quality schools, said that instead of the sometimes confusing array of reports gauging the progress of districts across the state, education officials will be issuing only one -- the annual performance report.

She noted that that report at times has conflicted with the adequate yearly progress report that had been mandated by No Child Left Behind. Scores on MAP tests will still be part of the performance report, but it will also include other measures such as attendance and how well students are being prepared for college or careers.

Vandeven also noted that because of the waiver, federal funds that had been distributed on a fairly rigid basis determined by Washington will now be doled out to districts on a more flexible basis. She said the resources will be focused on fewer schools, those demonstrating the greatest need, so they should be more effective in improving academic achievement.

"This isn't about sanctions," Vandeven said. "This is about providing support that will help."

The federal waiver program concentrated on three areas:

· Expectations for all students to graduate ready for college or a career

· Accountability and support from the state to bolster student achievement

· Support for effective leadership and instruction

"We are celebrating the approval of Missouri's ESEA waiver, and we greatly appreciate the hard work and feedback of all those who were involved," said Missouri Commissioner of Education Chris L. Nicastro in a statement.

"While this is the culmination of the application process, the real effort is just beginning. Our goal is to ensure that all students graduate from high school college- and career-ready and for Missouri to become one of the top 10 states in education by the year 2020."

The waiver will go into effect immediately for the 2012-13 school year, although there will be some implementation and phase in throughout the year.

In a letter to Nicastro, Education Secretary Arne Duncan cited a number of reasons that the Missouri waiver was granted:

In particular, it said, "Missouri has: (1) demonstrated that it has college- and career-ready expectations for all students; (2) developed, and has a high-quality plan to implement, a system of differentiated recognition, accountability, and support for all Title I districts and schools in the State; (3) committed to developing, adopting, piloting, and implementing teacher and principal evaluation and support systems that support student achievement; and (4) provided an assurance that it will evaluate and, based on that evaluation, revise its administrative requirements to reduce duplication and unnecessary burden on districts and schools.

"Our decision is also based on Missouri’s assurance that it will meet these four principles by implementing the high-quality plans and other elements described in its request and in accordance with the required timelines."

Duncan congratulated Nicastro “on submitting a request that demonstrates Missouri’s commitment to improving academic achievement and the quality of instruction for all of the State’s elementary and secondary school students."

In a conference call with reporters, Duncan and Carmel Martin, assistant secretary for planning, evaluation and policy development at the Department of Education, emphasized that the whole purpose of the waiver program is to shift the emphasis for education policy from Washington to the states.

"There is a much better chance of success than if policy is mandated from Washington," Duncan said.

The result, he added, will be a more comprehensive and honest assessment of how students and states are performing.

Even though the waivers will put responsibility on the states, they added, federal officials will be keeping close track to make sure the promises made by the waiver applications are met. If they aren't, Duncan said, the waivers can be revoked.

"We will be working closely with them" Martin said, "to make sure they carry through with what they promise in these plans and also be a resource for them."

Missouri’s application emphasizes high academic standards, a single system of accountability throughout the state, more flexibility for schools with a high percentage of students from poor families, a focus on school improvement and an improved teacher evaluation system.

To press for acceptance of the Missouri application, Nicastro made a quick trip to Washington last month. She said that the fifth version of the Missouri School Improvement Plan is just the kind of home-grown evaluation system that Washington has been looking for to replace the one-size-fits-all system of No Child Left Behind that too often has made good schools look like failures in the eyes of the public.

Earlier this week, during his visit to Vashon High School, Duncan had said he was encouraged by Missouri’s strong application for a waiver and he expected an announcement on its acceptance to come soon.

Missouri was one of five states to receive approval today in round two of the waiver request, along with Arkansas, South Dakota, Utah and Virginia. A waiver application from Illinois is still pending.

In all, 11 states received waivers in the first round of requests, announced earlier this year. In the second round, 26 more states and the District of Columbia requested relief from the dictates of No Child Left Behind; out of that group, eight acceptances were announced last month.
Missouri schools free of No Child Left Behind
Kansas City Star
Goodbye, No Child Left Behind.

Missouri on Friday became one of 24 states that have earned waivers from the federal education law when the U.S. Department of Education approved the state's proposed accountability system to push schools to high performance.

Kansas has also applied for a waiver, but its request is still pending.

The No Child Left Behind Act was becoming an overbearing standard for schools because of its most notable requirement that all students in all ethnic, socio-economic and special education subgroups be performing at proficient or advanced levels by 2014. Nearly nine out of 10 Missouri schools were no longer meeting the federal standard.

While efforts to retool the law continue in Congress, the Obama administration began giving states the option to propose their own accountability systems, with the demand that they demonstrate plans to make all students career- or college-ready, focus resources on the neediest schools and students, and strengthen teaching and leadership.

States were pleading for relief from the federal law's sanctions, while claiming they could establish more effective ways to measure and improve schools.

"Our goal was to get out of the way," said U.S. Education Secretary Arne Duncan in a conference call with reporters.

Missouri has been monitoring and grading its schools through its Missouri School Improvement Program, which has been increasing its standards in cycles since the 1990s. The state was developing its fifth cycle of standards and incorporated that into its waiver request, along with its pilot Missouri Educator Evaluation System.

They are major components of the state's Top 10 by 20 campaign that aims to place Missouri in the Top 10 in the nation in major education performance measures by 2020.

"While this is the culmination of the application process," Missouri Education Commissioner Chris Nicastro said in a statement Friday, "the real effort is just beginning."

One major concern among many advocacy groups has been that states might ease off the attention that the federal law forced schools to give to students in minority and special-needs subgroups. But Duncan believes that states earning waivers, including Missouri, are increasing their accountability to these students.

"We feel very good about the direction these states are taking," he said.

In many Missouri schools, student performances in subgroups weren't separated out because for statistical and privacy reasons, a subgroup had to have at least 30 students to be counted. Missouri's waiver will combine subgroups that have historically performed below the state total to create a "Student Gap Group" that will weigh into a school's performance score.

Under the current law, about 85 percent of the state's schools have reportable subgroups, the state reports. Under its waiver, Missouri will be combining groups and using three years of data to report subgroups in 98 percent of its schools.

The schools and districts will no longer face federal sanctions when their subgroups fall short of the performance benchmarks, but the state will continue to gather and publish the test data.

"It's not about sanctions," said Margie Vandeven, the assistant Missouri education commissioner in the office of quality schools. "It's about supporting rigorous programs ... The public needs to understand how schools are performing. Not by labeling them, but by reporting (their performance data)."

While Missouri will publish the test performance and graduation rates of all subgroups, the plan to combine subgroups in the overall accountability score troubles some advocates.

Schools may not have the same incentive to address the different needs between groups such as low-income students and English language learners, or between black students and Hispanic students, said Daria Hall, director of K-12 policy development for the Washington, D.C.-based Education Trust.

One of the strengths of No Child Left Behind, Hall said, was that "it created the expectation that if you were to be considered a high-achieving school, you had to assure that all students were achieving. You were not able to mask achievement gaps."

"It's absolutely important that educators, advocates and families keep holding states' feet to the fire," she said.

While the state will be free of No Child Left Behind immediately, it will phase in its new plan over the next three years.

In the meantime, school districts will continue to be scored under the current Missouri School Improvement Program and the 14 standards that school districts see measured in their annual performance reports. The state performance tests in the Missouri Assessment Program -- or MAP -- will carry on as before.

That means little change for Kansas City Public Schools' joint effort with the state to regain its accreditation. The district has until June 2014 to regain its status before the state could take over its board, and its targets remain the same.

Once the new Missouri School Improvement Program is in place, districts will be scored on a 150-point scale, with a possible 64 points for test performance, 16 for subgroup performance, 30 for college and career-readiness measures, 10 for attendance rates and 30 for graduation rates.

Districts scoring 135 or better would earn accreditation with distinction. A score of 105 earns full accreditation. A district would have to score at least 75 to be provisionally accredited.

Most districts, 89 percent, would be fully accredited based on 2011 data, a preliminary impact study showed. Nearly 10 percent would be provisionally accredited and 1.4 percent would be unaccredited.

The state promises that the new standards will be steeper, and area superintendents say they welcome the higher state bar.

It will serve as an effective measure of public schools without No Child Left Behind's labels and sanctions, said Raytown Superintendent Allan Markley.

"No Child Left Behind was a punitive device," he said. "We're still going to have accountability ... that's fair and consistent."

Some of the penalties that created alternative education options for families will go away because of the waiver.

Under the old law, schools that had failed to make adequate yearly progress for two or more years had to give families the option to transfer to other schools in the same district.

A spokeswoman for the state said students who have previously transferred under the law will be allowed to remain in their new school, but districts no longer will have to provide transportation.

Schools under sanctions also will no longer be required to spend part of their federal Title I dollars on outside supplemental after-school education programs. Districts will have more discretion in deciding where to focus those funds.

Now school districts will be able to better manage resources and see less duplication of programs, said Grandview Superintendent Ralph Teran.

"No Child Left Behind had a lot of great intentions," Teran said. "But it was time to reset and repair things."
Mo. gets waiver from No Child Left Behind 

BY JESSICA BOCK — jbock@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8228 | Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 12:05 am
When state test scores are made public later this summer in Missouri, the information will be missing a label used to judge schools here and across the country for nearly a decade.

Missouri education officials are moving ahead with changes to how they keep schools accountable after Friday's announcement that the state had won a waiver from the federal No Child Left Behind law, which requires all students to be proficient in reading and math by the year 2014.

What is known as "adequate yearly progress" will disappear from Missouri's test score results, and instead, schools will be held to a single state-developed accountability system. As part of the waiver, Missouri agreed, for the first time, to evaluate teachers partly on the performance of their students and give priority to the state's worst schools.

"Our system will focus on improvement, not just labeling," said Margie Vandeven, assistant commissioner at the Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education. For parents, it means a "more accurate report on the success of their school," she said.

The state department said that hundreds of parents and students gave input on the state's application, and that teachers helped develop a pilot program for the new evaluation system that will begin this fall. This past school year, 174 districts tested and gave feedback on parts of the pilot system.

Last September, U.S. Secretary of Education Arne Duncan let states apply for a waiver that would give them flexibility from some accountability measures in No Child Left Behind. States seeking waivers are required to focus on improving schools that score in the lowest 5 percent and those with the widest achievement gaps.

Under No Child Left Behind, a school was rated based not only on test score averages, but on the performance of several groups of students, broken out by race, poverty and whether they are learning English as a second language. So while a school or district may have had good overall scores, the federal standard meant it was failing if all categories of children did not pass. It resulted in a system some thought confusing because it did not distinguish between schools that were consistently low-achieving and those failing in a few areas.

The consequences of those categories meant that schools that failed to make yearly progress under the law had to pay outside companies for reading and math tutoring for students. The waiver gives Missouri and other states more flexibility in the spending of that money.

In a conference call with reporters on Friday afternoon, Duncan said the accountability systems approved consider multiple factors — including a student's academic gains over time and college acceptance rates — rather than just one set of scores to determine if a school is failing its students. Last year, less than 18 percent of districts in Missouri met the required yearly goals.

"We absolutely agreed that No Child Left Behind was too focused on one test," Duncan said.

Missouri will continue to report how schools are succeeding in meeting student needs.

Steady Gaming Revenue Secures Funds for Education and Veterans

Posted: Jun 30, 2012 8:06 AM by Tong Gao, KOMU-DT/Columbia 
Updated: Jun 30, 2012 8:56 PM 
BOONVILLE - While other states have experienced a decline in gaming revenue, Missouri's gaming income has held steady during the past few years.

Of the 21 states that have casinos, one third of them experienced revenue decline in 2011. According to the Missouri Gaming Commission's report, Missouri ranked seventh in consumer spending on commercial casino gaming, with $1.8 billion adjust gross revenue for 2011.

In Missouri, the state makes money from the gaming industry in two ways. The first is from the 21% of tax on gross gaming revenue. This tax revenue goes to education, which has brought the state more than $300 million every year since 2008. The second source of funding is from the patron admission fee that casinos pay $2 for every two hours that a gambler stays on the riverboat.

Missouri Gaming Association Executive Director Mike Winter said although the admission numbers are declining to some extents, the admission fees collected have been steady as people might stay longer on the riverboat. "The amount of revenue generated by those admissions continues to rise or stay pretty consistent as what we've seen in the last couple of years," Winter said.

Missouri Gaming Commission currently regulates the 12 casinos in the state.

Commission Public Information Officer LeAnn McCarthy said, "So far the gaming industry in Missouri has been profitable. It's one of the 7th largest industries in the state. Home dock cities are happy to have casinos in their locations."

This November, Missouri gamblers can expect a new casino, Isle of Capri in Cape Girardeau. This 13th casino will reach the state's license cap.
Poll Shows Franz with Lead in 33rd Senate District 

by Tom Tucker, SEMO Times
Southern Missouri – A new poll released today shows Representative Ward Franz with the lead in the 33rdMissouri State Senate race.

The poll conducted June 29th of 376 likely voters released by Brushfire Polling of Davenport Iowa showed Franz leading with 20.5%, former Representative Mike Cunningham with 16.8%, and Representative Don Wells with 11.7% of the vote. 51% of the respondents were still undecided.

“I am excited about the results of this poll. I am confident that our message of a bright future through the creation of more jobs plus the fact that we must do all we can to protect our state from federal mandates like Obamacare and PETA and HSUS attacks on agriculture is resonating with voters”, said Franz.

Cunningham who is polling 2nd in the race commented, “I am not surprised at there that there are so many undecided voters. It is a large district and it is tough to get everywhere”. Cunningham who lagged far behind his rivals in fundraising on the April 1st Quarter reports with Franz having $161,000.38 on hand and Wells with $79,776.67 was

confident when asked if the report due out July 15th would show a narrowing gap, “If all of our pledges come in I am confident we will be competitive in fundraising. I know we will have enough to run an effective campaign the final few weeks”, he said.

Representative Don Wells did not immediately return calls seeking comment.

The 33rd Missouri Senate district includes Douglas, Howell, Ozark, Ripley, Texas, Webster and Wright counties, and the winner of the August Republican primary will be elected as there is no Democrat on the November ballot.
Many area school districts see boost in state funding under new allocation plans

By Kelsey Ryan 
Globe Staff Writer 

JOPLIN, Mo. — Many area school districts got good news from Jefferson City this year in the form of additional state revenue that some of them are putting toward salary increases.

The Joplin, Carthage, Carl Junction, Webb City and Neosho school districts will see increases in state funding for fiscal 2013 over last year’s levels. The Missouri Department of Elementary and Secondary Education adjusted funding levels for districts across the state based on per-pupil spending and enrollment.

This is the first year that the state department has had authority under the law to adjust the funding rate, said Ron Lankford, deputy commissioner for the department and a former school superintendent in Webb City. There will be some losers in the shift, including the Jasper School District, which will see its state funding decrease by 2.39 percent, or by about $44,000.

Overall, though, many Southwest Missouri school districts are benefiting from the change because the old method for distributing funds gave more weight to districts with higher property levies, and many area school districts have relatively lower levies, Lankford said. Districts across the state with higher levies will not fare as well under the new formula.

“There are a lot of districts getting less,” Lankford said. “More get less than (those) who will get more.”

Gov. Jay Nixon recently signed House Bill 2002, which will invest more than $3 billion in elementary and secondary education for fiscal 2013, which began Sunday.

The final outcome is different from the scenarios foreseen earlier this year, when school officials worried that a sluggish economy would result in even less K-12 funding from the state.

The expected increases in the area range from just under 1 percent for Webb City to nearly 4 percent for Carl Junction.

The Joplin School District will see state funding rise by 3.51 percent, from about $19.4 million in fiscal 2012 to nearly $20.1 million this fiscal year.

‘SPREADING THE PAIN’

The formula state officials use to determine how much school districts receive is in the last year of a seven-year phase-in, although for much of that time it has been underfunded, with state legislators citing loss of tax revenue because of the slow economy.

The Department of Elementary and Secondary Education estimates the amount the formula was underfunded at $108 million for the fiscal year that ended June 30. That gap is projected to more than double to $251 million for the year that just started and to rise to $457 million in fiscal 2014.

In order to keep the funding from becoming even more disparate, the state department agreed to a freeze in statewide per-pupil spending at $6,131, the same as last year’s rate, according to Sarah Potter, communications coordinator with the department.

Although it was working with the same amount of money, this year the department sliced the funding pie differently with a goal of achieving a more equitable distribution for students in poorer areas.

State Rep. Tom Flanigan, R-Carthage, who is on the House Budget Committee, said he has been speaking with area superintendents about school funding options, ranging from fully funding the current formula to coming up with a new plan entirely.

The lawmaker said the state needs “to get it straightened out so that the school districts can have a fairly good estimate of what’s going to happen. All they want is certainty.”

Flanigan said the state constitution requires the Legislature to balance the budget and to fully fund elementary and secondary education.

“We have got ourselves now behind the eight ball of not making that foundation formula work,” he said. “I think the year is coming up where we fish or cut bait on it. We can’t be up at $251 million and have that double — then where are we?”

Blaine Henningsen, Carthage superintendent, said that with the state department “spreading the pain to everybody,” it minimized the harm to districts, as well as any hard feelings that may have arisen under the old plan.

“I think it’s the best overall for everybody, and I appreciate what they’ve done,” he said.

Webb City Superintendent Anthony Rossetti noted that his district is seeing a state funding boost of just under 1 percent, but the new method for distributing money also factors in fall enrollment figures, so there could some adjustments.

He also said the new method is “the fairest that I think anybody can create.”

“We didn’t fare as well as a lot of surrounding school districts, but it’s still better than if some other solution had passed,” Rossetti said. “I’m not displeased at all about choices DESE made in trying to fix disparity in the formula. The bottom line is we are supposedly going to get more than the prior year.”

SALARY INCREASES

Several school districts are considering or have already approved salary increases for teachers as a result of the additional funding. Salary increases were approved last week by the Joplin Board of Education.

“This is the first increase we’ve seen in a while, and it helps us on a number of levels with rebuilding our fund balances and the ability to compensate staff for their work,” said Joplin Superintendent C.J. Huff. “It provides us some breathing room that we’re appreciative of.”

The Joplin district will increase salaries by a total of about $1.5 million, said Paul Barr, chief financial officer. That breaks down to between $1,000 and $1,600 for teachers, and 20 to 60 cents more per hour for classified staff members. Huff noted that the district cannot use money from the recently passed bond issue to pay for the salary increases.

Joplin has held salaries flat in recent years. Huff said he hopes the increases will allow the district to remain competitive in the job market.

A beginning teacher in the Joplin School District with a bachelor’s degree and one year of experience will make $34,472 next year, according to Joplin’s teacher salary schedule.

The Carthage School Board voted last week to give the staff a 2.8 percent salary increase.

“We’ve been able to pass some of the increase to teachers who have really worked with us to keep expenses down,” Henningsen said.

That’s the hope of the Webb City School District as well.

“We need to keep salaries and benefits competitive,” Rossetti said. “We’ve essentially been operating on the same budget for the last four years.”

K-12 funding

District Fiscal 2012 Fiscal 2013 % change

Joplin $19,385,014 $20,066,392 +3.51%

Carthage $17,795,429 $18,260,016 +2.61%

Carl Junction $11,602,404 $12,041,055 +3.78%

Webb City $17,186,052 $17,339,939 +0.89%

Neosho $17,207,250 $17,769,914 +3.27%

Jasper $1,852,632 $1,808,384 -2.39%

NOTE: The figures, provided by the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, are estimated funds from the state foundation formula and do not include local revenue.

Biggest changes

The largest percentage increase a district will receive is in the Iron County School District, where state funding will go up 38.38 percent, from $371,652 to $514,310. The largest cut will be taken in the Bismarck School District, where funding will decrease 4.52 percent, from $2,564,965 to $2,448,977.
Local officials react to Missouri receiving No Child Left Behind waiver

Monday, July 2, 2012
By Erin Ragan ~ Southeast Missourian 

Friday's announcement from the White House that five more states will receive waivers from some requirements of the federal No Child Left Behind Act gave educators in Missouri and elsewhere reason to finally breathe a sigh of relief, but local school officials say accountability for student achievement is still a top priority. 

Missouri will be allowed to use a state-only accountability system known as the Missouri School Improvement Program now that a waiver has been granted, and according to the Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, more accurate reports of student achievement will emerge. Schools were previously held accountable to the Missouri School Improvement Program and federal requirements of No Child Left Behind. 

States were given the opportunity to apply for waivers to the law in 2011, and have been granted by the U.S. Department of Education in two rounds so far. To be granted a waiver, states had to set college and career-ready expectations for all students, have state-developed differentiated recognition and accountability and support for effective instruction and leadership. 

Eighteen percent of Missouri schools met proficiency targets set by No Child Left Behind in 2011. In Southeast Missouri, only five of 18 districts in Bollinger, Cape Girardeau, Perry, Scott and Stoddard counties met all targets for adequate yearly progress in communication arts and math as determined by Missouri Assessment Program testing. 

Since 2002, targets for student achievement rose every year under No Child Left Behind, and so did challenges for educators. Across the country, cheating on standardized tests was revealed as the pressure to do better climbed and more and more schools and districts were hit with government sanctions. School choice was allowed, funds were locked into use for specific purposes and teachers faced accusations of spending too much time "teaching to the test." 

Now, some flexibility. 

"We're excited," said Sherry Copeland, assistant superintendent of the Cape Girardeau School District. "But this definitely doesn't mean we are getting off the hook when it comes to accountability, and we don't want to." 

The state's waiver will take effect in the upcoming school year and implements higher academic standards, creates one accountability system, gives Title I schools more spending flexibility, focus on school improvement and improve evaluation of teachers, according to DESE. 

Missouri is using the fifth cycle of the Missouri School Improvement Program to meet waiver requirements, which is a state-led program that has been in use for more than 20 years and promotes student achievement through various strategies and interventions. 

The waiver won't change Missouri's standards for academics or its approach to making sure all students can meet them, according to DESE. What it will change is the way the state will measure schools' abilities to help students meet the standards. Schools will be asked to identify areas where improvement is needed and focus resources on those areas. Title I schools will be categorized as a "reward, priority or focus" school, based on state-compiled data from the 2011-2012 school year. Designations for individual schools will be released this fall, and strategies to increase achievement will depend on a school's designation. 

Copeland said the effect of the state receiving the waiver will be seen in several Cape Girardeau schools designated as Title I schools, including four of the district's five elementary buildings, the middle school, junior high and high school. Under No Child Left Behind, those schools were restricted to using 20 percent of funding received through Title I for specific services. Those services in Cape Girardeau, Copeland said, weren't producing positive or intended results when reviewing data, however. 

A stigma attached to many schools as "failing" because diverse student populations at some schools weren't consistently meeting federal requirements may also begin to fade, Copeland said. School choice as allowed by sanctions when schools continually failed to meet standards didn't help, she said. 

"If you ask me, all our elementary schools are good, and the same, and always have been," she said. "Not one was ever better than another but people still believed that." 

In Jackson, superintendents said they will be closely examining how the waiver flexibility will affect the district. Superintendent Ron Anderson said he was looking forward to participating in a webinar about the new flexibility hosted by DESE this week. 

Other states that received approval for waivers Friday included Arkansas, South Dakota, Utah and Virginia. The waivers will remain in place for three years. 
About 100 attend transportation meeting in Cape Girardeau

Sunday, July 1, 2012
By Robert Overmann ~ Southeast Missourian 

About 100 local business owners and concerned citizens attended a Blue Ribbon Citizens Committee on Transportation meeting on Missouri's transportation needs Friday at the Show Me Center. The event allowed citizens to speak about both their concerns for Missouri's transportation system as well as offer solutions to a Missouri Department of Transportation funding crisis. 

Organized by Missouri House Speaker Stephen Tilley, R-Perryville, the committee consists of prominent business owners around the state and is headed by former House speaker Rod Jetton and Senate president pro tem Bill McKenna. 

MoDOT director Kevin Keith talked about the substantial funding loss MoDOT has experienced. Keith explained that Missouri transportation needs are financed by fuel taxes, vehicle licensing and sales tax on motor vehicle purchases. Missouri's 17-cent state fuel tax has not changed since 1992, according to Keith, though MoDOT expenses have risen substantially. MoDOT revenue, as a result, has decreased by 2 percent for four years in a row due to more fuel efficient vehicles and people tending to drive less. 

MoDOT's budget is below $700 million, about $500 million less than what it has been in recent years, according to a Missouri House of Representative transportation facts document available at the committee meeting. Five years ago, MoDOT identified statewide transportation needs that would require an additional $20 billion, according to the same document. Keith also spoke about the importance of a well-maintained and efficient transportation system to the economy. 

Concerned citizens, business owners and government employees voiced their suggestions for road improvements and offered solutions to the low funding situation. 

Matt Seiler, assistant district engineer for MoDOT's Southeast district, discussed the importance and high cost of keeping roads in good condition. 

"The stretch of I-55 between Scott City and Fruitland needs to be six-lane," Seiler said. 

Dan Heil, logistics manager at Nestle-Purina pet care near Bloomfield, Mo., emphasized the importance of public awareness about the lack of transportation funding. 

"The General Assembly needs to prioritize highway maintenance. Before trying to pass even a modest fund increase, the public needs to be educated about the problem," Heil said. 

Lester Goodin, a farmer in Mississippi County, spoke about the importance of minor roads to agriculture, an important industry to Southeast Missouri's economy. 

"My suggestion is that, as a farmer, the diesel trucks that cause the most damage to both secondary and major roads should pay more in fuel taxes," Goodin said. 

Goodin argued that an increase in the diesel tax is one of the fairest ways to pay for updates to Missouri's transportation system because diesel vehicles, specifically large trucks, consume the most of what MoDOT provides. 

Brittany Holmes, a Bollinger County teenager, expressed her thanks to MoDOT for their timely and thorough update of dangerous roads in her area. Holmes had a friend who was killed on poorly marked and poorly maintained roads in Bollinger County. Holmes wanted to emphasize the importance of proper signage and thoroughly maintained roads to road safety. 

Committee members allowed each speaker five minutes to speak, after which the committee members asked questions of the speakers. Friday morning's committee meeting was the fourth of seven such meetings around Missouri. The committee meets next July 9 in Columbia, Mo., at the ARC City Activity Center. Two other meetings of the committee are scheduled for July 23 in Hannibal, Mo., and Aug. 6 in Lee's Summit, Mo. 
Burning banned in Missouri conservation areas

Sunday, July 1, 2012
Southeast Missourian 

Effective immediately, the Missouri Department of Conservation has issued a fire ban for all conservation areas, according to a department news release. The fire ban includes any open fires, including campfires and charcoal grills. The ban does permit the use of contained camp stoves and charcoal cooking fires in concrete or metal fire rings. The use of firewood in cooking fires is prohibited under the fire ban. Fireworks are already prohibited in Missouri conservation areas. The department said those who suspect a fire ban violation should immediately call local authorities or Operation Forest Arson at 800-392-1111, and call 911 at the first sign of any fire getting out of control. 
High heat means Mo. power can't be turned off 
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Triple-digit temperatures means Missouri utilities cannot shut off customers' electricity for unpaid bills.

Missouri regulators said Friday that state law ensures consumers cannot have their electricity turned off during extreme heat. The policy kicks in when forecasts call for temperatures above 95 or a heat index above 105 degrees.

Officials reported scattered complaints Thursday about some utilities seeking to disconnect customers' power. The Public Service Commission says it is not aware of anyone whose electricity was turned off.
Doe Run Co. won't build new lead processing plant in Herculaneum 

BY JEFFREY TOMICH • jtomich@post-dispatch.com 314-340-8320 AND LEAH THORSEN • lthorsen@post-dispatch.com 636-937-6249 | Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 12:00 am
HERCULANEUM • The Doe Run Co. said Friday it has dropped plans to build a new lead processing facility in Herculaneum, citing the $100 million project as too financially risky.

The decision doesn't affect the company's plans to shut the existing lead smelter in Jefferson County, an industrial facility frequently cited as one of the state's largest polluters. That plant, which has operated for more than a century and is the lone remaining lead smelter in the United States, will cease operations at the end of next year.

Friday's announcement means Herculaneum will soon lose an industry that defines it. The Doe Run smelter's 278 workers, about a quarter of whom live in Herculaneum and neighboring communities, will be left without jobs. The city and school district will also lose a significant part of their tax base.

"We always thought it would always have a presence," said Bill Haggard, the city's mayor and fire chief as well as president of the Herculaneum Historical Society. "But apparently not."

Other local officials also said they never thought they'd see Doe Run's days in Herculaneum come to a close. They were upbeat about plans for the new plant announced in the spring of 2010 that would use a new, cleaner lead production technology.

Company executives said at the time that the new process was safer and more efficient and would eliminate 99 percent of air, land and water pollution that came with the existing smelter.

The company on Friday said it's still confident the technology works, and may use it for "other mineral resources." But executives still chose to pull the plug on Herculaneum.

"We concluded that building a plant here would generate an unacceptable financial risk to the company," Chief Operating Officer Jerry Pyatt said in a statement.

It was just two weeks ago than Doe Run announced Pyatt will take over as chief executive of the company on Aug. 1. Company spokeswoman Tammy Stankey said the transition has been in the works for months and is unrelated to Friday's announcement.

Doe Run executives declined to be interviewed. Stankey said the company will focus on other aspects of its business, including expanding exploration activities.

The company is looking at alternatives for the lead concentrate it used to process at the Herculaneum smelter, some of which it currently sells to customers outside the United States.

The company will maintain its recycling lead smelter in Dent County that removes lead from lead-acid batteries, spent ammunition, lead-lined picture tubes and computer screens. It also continues to operate its mining and milling division that extracts lead ore, zinc and copper from 1,000 feet below the hills of southeast Missouri.

But that's of little consolation to officials in Herculaneum.

"It's definitely a little bit disheartening that we're going to lose a company that helped build the town and has been here nearly 120 years," said City Administrator Jim Kasten.

"It's business," he said. "Bottom line, they didn't feel like they could show the profit they needed. I don't blame them. I just wish it would have been different."

Not only will the end of the plant mean a financial loss, but Doe Run's civic contributions will also be missed, Kasten said. Company employees frequently volunteered for city projects, and the company donated money to the school's athletic programs and other causes.

"Those things will go away," he said.

Even critics of Doe Run's environmental record had hopes that the new plant and lead production process could succeed.

"We were never convinced" (about the new technology), said Kathleen Logan Smith, executive director of the Missouri Coalition for the Environment. "But there were high hopes that this industry could be clean."

As for Herculaneum, Doe Run's decision won't stop progress on a broader $100 million commercial-industrial development that was to include the new lead plant.

The project is being developed by Riverview Commerce Park LLC, a partnership of Environmental Operations Inc., J.H. Berra Construction Co. and Fred Weber Inc.

"It will not negatively affect our plans," Stacy Hastie, Environmental Operations' chief executive said Friday.

The new Doe Run plant would have used only 30 acres of the 450-acre site, he said.
Grant Will Allow SFD to Hire Nine Firefighters, Staff New Fire Station

Article | June 29, 2012 - 1:32pm | By Matthew Barnes, KSMU/Springfield
The Springfield Fire Department has received a grant that it says will allow it to open another fire station in West Springfield.

The grant, worth roughly $1.25 million dollars, will be used to hire nine additional firefighters to fill Fire Station 13 once it's built. The new station will be on the corner of West Chestnut Expressway and Duke Avenue, according to a release from the City of Springfield.

The fire department says it needs the new station since it is not able to get a unit on-scene within the benchmark six minutes and forty-two seconds of receiving a call in the West Springfield area.

According to the release, placing a fire station in that area will significantly improve response times. While the station is under construction, the nine firefighters will fill positions in other fire stations that cover the West Springfield area.
A fond farewell to Jack Magruder

By Jason Hunsicker 

Kirksville Daily Express
Kirksville, Mo. — Retiring A.T. Still University President Dr. Jack Magruder and his wife Sue were given president emeritus and first lady emerita statuses, respectively, during a ceremony marking their contributions to the medical school Friday afternoon.

Numerous dignitaries spoke and presented Magruder and his wife with proclamations, and Gov. Jay Nixon appeared via pre-recorded video with a special message for the longtime educator, leader and friend to Kirksville and Missouri, commending him on his years of service.

“We live in a better state because of you,” Nixon told Magruder.

With well more than 500 people in attendance, the ceremony marked the unofficial end of Magruder’s presidency – technically, his contract concludes June 30 – and served as a tribute to his legacy.

ATSU Board of Trustees Chairman Dr. Clyde Evans said Magruder answered the call of the university “at a time of crisis” when the board asked him to become president in February 2008.

Already retired from Truman State University, where he had served as president for nine years after a lengthy career in academia, Magruder stepped out of the board room to phone his wife and discuss the offer.

He returned a while later and accepted, a moment Evans likened to “manna from heaven” in reference to the Book of Exodus passage where God provides food to the Israelites fleeing Egypt.

Evans noted the Magruders gave four years of their retirement to ATSU, and the university was better for it.

“Jack has left this university a better place than he found it,” Evans said.
Sue Magruder, who during the ceremony was repeatedly thanked for her sacrifices while her husband led ATSU, said when the university asked for her husband to lead, she gave her blessing easily.

“This is my home and will be, and all I had to do was think, ‘This man I had been married to for quite a while had the wisdom and he had the knowledge and he had the skills to do what needed to be done,’” she said. “The only thing I had to do in order to agree with that was to think, ‘What will that do for the community where I make my home?’

“It was a good thing and it turned out to be a really good thing.”

Magruder gave brief remarks, thanking all those who have supported and worked alongside him during his career. He expressed surprise and gratitude for the president emeritus status, saying it forges a unique link between ATSU and Truman State, where he holds the same recognition.

Retiring A.T. Still University President Dr. Jack Magruder and his wife Sue were given president emeritus and first lady emerita statuses, respectively, during a ceremony marking their contributions to the medical school Friday afternoon.

Numerous dignitaries spoke and presented Magruder and his wife with proclamations, and Gov. Jay Nixon appeared via pre-recorded video with a special message for the longtime educator, leader and friend to Kirksville and Missouri, commending him on his years of service.

“We live in a better state because of you,” Nixon told Magruder.

With well more than 500 people in attendance, the ceremony marked the unofficial end of Magruder’s presidency – technically, his contract concludes June 30 – and served as a tribute to his legacy.

ATSU Board of Trustees Chairman Dr. Clyde Evans said Magruder answered the call of the university “at a time of crisis” when the board asked him to become president in February 2008.

Already retired from Truman State University, where he had served as president for nine years after a lengthy career in academia, Magruder stepped out of the board room to phone his wife and discuss the offer.

He returned a while later and accepted, a moment Evans likened to “manna from heaven” in reference to the Book of Exodus passage where God provides food to the Israelites fleeing Egypt.

Evans noted the Magruders gave four years of their retirement to ATSU, and the university was better for it.

“Jack has left this university a better place than he found it,” Evans said.
Sue Magruder, who during the ceremony was repeatedly thanked for her sacrifices while her husband led ATSU, said when the university asked for her husband to lead, she gave her blessing easily.

“This is my home and will be, and all I had to do was think, ‘This man I had been married to for quite a while had the wisdom and he had the knowledge and he had the skills to do what needed to be done,’” she said. “The only thing I had to do in order to agree with that was to think, ‘What will that do for the community where I make my home?’

“It was a good thing and it turned out to be a really good thing.”

Magruder gave brief remarks, thanking all those who have supported and worked alongside him during his career. He expressed surprise and gratitude for the president emeritus status, saying it forges a unique link between ATSU and Truman State, where he holds the same recognition.

“We can celebrate together, the lifeblood of this community, these two institutions,” he said.

The ceremony was emceed by Dr. Craig Phelps, ATSU’s next president who will succeed Magruder and begin his duties July 1. Phelps wished the Magruders a happy retirement and sent regards to Dr. Heinz Woehlk, ATSU’s vice president for communication and marketing and special assistant to the president, who is also retiring.

Phelps joked he’d been given heavily-weighted good lucks in the weeks leading up to the transition date, saying he’d been told, “Good luck following such a hero, such a giant.”

“He’s a pretty dynamic individual,” Phelps said of Magruder.

Magruder told the audience he was confident the community would “love” Phelps and asked them to “give him the same love and support you’ve given me.”

“And this university will flourish,” Magruder said.

Phelps also read a proclamation sent by Nixon, while Kirksville Mayor Richard Detweiler read a proclamation from the city and Sen. Brian Munzlinger presented a resolution from the Missouri senate. A humor-laden proclamation from Secretary of State Robin Carnahan’s office was also presented, as was a poem from the class of 2015 read by ATSU student Adam Bennett.

Magruder gave his thanks to those students for their work, which he said gives “real meaning in your life.”

“Those youngsters go forth for a career where they are caring for people,” Magruder said. “Kirksville, Mo., is a place where you set forth people, starting with A.T. Still, who do things to make the world a better place.
“It’s the mission that counts.”

Magruder closed his final public remarks as president recalling the heart of that mission in the words of A.T. Still himself.

“He said, ‘All I wanted to do was extend the touch of the soft hand of human kindness to those in need.’ Folks, that’s what everybody associated with this university is doing, by doing their job,” Magruder said. “I’ve been blessed, Sue has been blessed as a result of this relationship.”
Magruder hints at future goals

By Jason Hunsicker
Kirksville Daily Express
Kirksville, Mo. — Though he is ready to join his wife, Sue, mount his horse, Governor, and ride into the retirement sunset, outgoing A.T. Still University President Dr. Jack Magruder indicated he’d like to play a role in improving civil discourse in a deeply divided nation.

Speaking to media members prior to the presentation of numerous awards recognizing his career achievements Friday, Magruder lamented the nation’s poisonous political dialogue and said he’d like to be a part of helping create something more positive and productive.

“I came up in a Christian community where you are supposed to care for people. Help people who are down. I have troubles with talking in ways that are not positive toward one another and I think I’d like to play a part in getting a more civil dialogue going in every way,” Magruder said. “There is a way to disagree with one another and still care for one another. I say, disagree, but let’s love one another. I feel like we need that everywhere. If I could play a little piece in that, I’d be delighted.

“I happen to feel people are worthy. I feel we need to respect one another. We have to encourage differences of opinion and a civil attitude, and that’s the way we get ideas. That’s the way we move forward. Those are the kinds of things I think about.”

The remarks came at the close of a press conference and following Magruder expressing a hope the Kirksville community will continue supporting both ATSU and Truman State University, as well as public education, while understanding that tax dollars can be a tool for a bright future.

“I feel like education is part of the key to our success here,” he said. “I’m going to get political, but we need to pay something for investments, so we get a good return. I’m disappointed when people say they aren’t interested in paying one nickel more for taxes, even if it’s of great value and we return many fold.

“We need to educate some folks to realize taxes are not evil if they are spent appropriately and if they are proper investments that really care for us for the future.”

Magruder did say this is his final retirement, having already been coaxed out to lead ATSU after retiring as president from Truman State. He said he’s come to agree with his wife that the time has arrived.

Though he is ready to join his wife, Sue, mount his horse, Governor, and ride into the retirement sunset, outgoing A.T. Still University President Dr. Jack Magruder indicated he’d like to play a role in improving civil discourse in a deeply divided nation.

Speaking to media members prior to the presentation of numerous awards recognizing his career achievements Friday, Magruder lamented the nation’s poisonous political dialogue and said he’d like to be a part of helping create something more positive and productive.

“I came up in a Christian community where you are supposed to care for people. Help people who are down. I have troubles with talking in ways that are not positive toward one another and I think I’d like to play a part in getting a more civil dialogue going in every way,” Magruder said. “There is a way to disagree with one another and still care for one another. I say, disagree, but let’s love one another. I feel like we need that everywhere. If I could play a little piece in that, I’d be delighted.

“I happen to feel people are worthy. I feel we need to respect one another. We have to encourage differences of opinion and a civil attitude, and that’s the way we get ideas. That’s the way we move forward. Those are the kinds of things I think about.”

The remarks came at the close of a press conference and following Magruder expressing a hope the Kirksville community will continue supporting both ATSU and Truman State University, as well as public education, while understanding that tax dollars can be a tool for a bright future.

“I feel like education is part of the key to our success here,” he said. “I’m going to get political, but we need to pay something for investments, so we get a good return. I’m disappointed when people say they aren’t interested in paying one nickel more for taxes, even if it’s of great value and we return many fold.

“We need to educate some folks to realize taxes are not evil if they are spent appropriately and if they are proper investments that really care for us for the future.”

Magruder did say this is his final retirement, having already been coaxed out to lead ATSU after retiring as president from Truman State. He said he’s come to agree with his wife that the time has arrived.

“She sort of thinks it’s time, and I’ve sort of accepted her counsel for 58 years,” Magruder said. “She’s a wonderful woman. Very talented. Exceptionally patient, I can’t believe it. She’s helped me do everything I’ve done. We’re going to retire together.”

Magruder plans to continue working as chair of the Missouri State Fair Commission and said he and Sue will take a trip to Vermont in October to celebrate retirement.

Aside from that, Magruder said he plans to do some reading, but no more budget assessments or university memos.

“I’m going to start reading some things I don’t have to,” he said.
Magruder retires from second stint as college president 

by John Garlock
KTVO-DT/Kirksville
KIRKSVILLE, MO. -- The man credited with leaving A.T. Still University in much better shape than he found it was honored Friday with a retirement reception.

It was Dr. Jack Magruder's last day on the job as ATSU president.

The university hosted a retirement event Friday afternoon with the theme, "Celebrating an epic career in higher education."

An estimated 700 people came out to wish Magruder and his wife, Sue, a happy, well-deserved retirement.

More than four years ago, Magruder came out of retirement as president of Truman State University to serve as ATSU president.

The crowd got a chance to hear from the woman who's helped make Dr. Magruder the man he is today.

"We have had a wonderful career in Kirksville at Truman, at ATSU, and there have been so many good times, so many good things to do and so many good people," said Sue Magruder.

KTVO had a chance to learn about the Magruders’ plans for their retirement.

Dr. Magruder says he and his wife will be spending 11 days at the Missouri State Fair in August as part of his duties as chairman of the Missouri State Fair Commission.

A little later in the year, they have plans to vacation in New England.

"We have campground reservations for the middle two weeks of October in Vermont, and we're going to do that,” said Magruder, “Other than that, I'm going to start reading some things I don't HAVE to read."

At Friday's retirement event, the ATSU Board appointed Magruder president emeritus of the university.

The board named Sue Magruder first lady emerita of ATSU.
Mark Twain Forest Fire partly contained

THE ASSOCIATED PRESS | Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 3:30 pm
A fire that burned between 550 and 600 acres at Mark Twain National Forest is partly contained.

The forest’s fire management officer, Jody Eberly, said Saturday that crews plan to spend the weekend mopping up around the fire’s perimeter.

Meanwhile, Gov. Jay Nixon flew Saturday over the burned land in southeast Missouri’s Iron County. He says numerous smaller fires are burning across state.

The soaring heat and lack of rain have Nixon, Eberly and others worried that the state could face a long summer of battling fires.

Eberly says fires in Missouri normally stay low to the ground, burning the underbrush. But the Mark Twin blaze was shooting flames up to 70 feet in the air.

She says that almost never happens in Missouri and requires different firefighting strategies.

Earlier story:

Wildfires have burned more than 550 acres at Mark Twain National Forest since Thursday morning, authorities say.

The forest fire was reported by a fire department in the area about 10:15 a.m. Thursday and continued to burn Friday afternoon, said Jody Eberly, fire manager at Mark Twain National Forest in Iron County, Mo. about 100 miles southwest of St. Louis.

Eberly said the fires are burning about six miles east of Bixby, Mo., and spreading to the northeast, but had not caused any injures or damaged any homes Friday. She said the closest homes are about two miles from the fires.

Highway 32, an east-west two-lane highway in Iron County, was shut down between Highway 49 South and Highway A after the blaze spread across the road and toppled several trees onto the road, Eberly said.

Authorities do not yet know what started the fires.

There have been more than 100 fires this year at the 1.5 million-acre national forest, which have damaged about 5,000 acres, Eberly said. The fires, which typically start between February and May and also in the fall, have ranged in size from as small as a half-acre to several thousand at a time. But officials are concerned hot and dry conditions are fueling the blaze and are hazardous to the 30 firefighters on the ground attacking the fires.

“For this time of year in Missouri, it’s a pretty dangerous situation,” she said. “It’s burning a lot faster than you’d expect.”

The Forest Service is sending firefighters from Minnesota, Wisconsin and Michigan to help and relieve firefighters already on the ground in Mark Twain, Eberly said. Helicopters are dousing the flames from the air with water as firefighters are working to stop the line of fire on the ground.

Missouri Gov. Jay Nixon on Friday activated an operations center that coordinates several state agencies responding to the wildfires and provides shelters if homes need to be evacuated. Nixon also ordered the Missouri National Guard to prepare to respond.

The National Forest has been restricting open burning because of dry conditions. Only campfires or pedestal grills in campgrounds are allowed.

Meanwhile, the Missouri Department of Conservation issued a fire ban in all conservation areas. Campfires and other open fires, such as charcoal grills, are included in the ban. Contained camp stoves and charcoal cooking fires in concrete or metal fire rings are allowed.
Franklin County Sees Sharp Spike in Federal Meth Cases

By Ed Pruneau, Missourian Managing Editor | Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 6:32 pm 
About 50 people have been charged in federal indictments in Franklin County methamphetamine cases in the first six months of 2012, a substantial increase over previous years, according to the head of the county’s drug task force.

“Normally we do 50 in one year,” Detective Sgt. Jason Grellner, commander of the Franklin County Narcotics Enforcement Unit, said this week.

Many of the suspects in those cases have pleaded guilty while others have their cases pending in federal court.

In addition to the 50 indictments so far, the task force has “numerous” other case files sitting in the U.S. attorney’s office, Grellner said.

“And we have additional cases we are preparing to file with the U.S. attorney,” he added.

Grellner said in the vast majority of cases, defendants have pleaded guilty to charges and very few have proceeded to trial.

“It’s a great sign when they don’t go to trial,” he said, noting that signifies that the task force has prepared very strong cases against suspects.

“We’ve never lost a case at trial,” Grellner said.

Meth cases taken through the federal court system typically result in suspects receiving longer sentences than through state courts which means defendants have a better chance at rehabilitation, Grellner said.

Cutbacks
Grellner said he learned earlier this month that there would be cuts of 20 to 50 percent in federal grants for narcotics task forces.

“Many task forces will be losing significant personnel as well as vehicles and training dollars,” he remarked. “This will cripple task force efforts in Missouri.”

Grellner said Gov. Jay Nixon had included money in the new state budget to cover part of the shortfall due to cuts in federal grants, but the Legislature “at the last minute,” took that appropriation out of the budget.

He said the Franklin County task force should be able to weather the cuts. “We would’ve lost one position but we’re looking to use federal forfeiture funds to bolster the unit.”

Frustrated
Grellner said he is extremely frustrated with Missouri lawmakers for cutting those funds and for their failure to address the methamphetamine problem and the increasing use of heroin by citizens.

“Here we are, the No. 1 meth state in the nation and they (legislators) cut funding to fight the problem and they fail to pass a prescription mandate,” Grellner remarked.

“They talk about the drug problems, then they do absolutely nothing,” he said. “It’s very frustrating. I don’t get it.”
Fenton says no to prescription law for cold remedies 

By Scott Bandle | Posted: Friday, June 29, 2012 11:15 am
Fenton residents will not need a doctor's prescription to purchase pseudoephedrine products.

In a close vote at Thursday's meeting, the aldermanic board defeated an ordinance that would have required such a prescription. The final vote was 4-3 vote with a surprise abstention by Alderman Joe Maurath.

"This had been a long and vigorous exercise," Maurath said before the vote. "I haven't heard a bad argument on both sides."

Voting against the ordinance were aldermen Paul Seemayer, Daniel Borgard, Gary Fischer, and Jerry Sorge. Aldermen Chris Clauss, Harold Bade and James Mauller voted for it. If the vote had been tied, Mayor Dennis Hancock would have cast the deciding vote.

After the meeting, Maurath said he just couldn't pick one side.

"If I had a personal belief, I would have voted on it," he said. "I think there's just no right or wrong in this case."

The debate had clear sides. One said a prescription ordinance inconveniences law-abiding citizens who use the medication. The aldermen said many of their constituents were against the ordinance.

The other side believed a prescription is the most effective way to limit purchases as a way to fight methamphetamine production.

Pseudoephedrine is the vital ingredient for making methamphetamine or meth. It is used to treat asthmas and nasal congestion and is found in brand-name drugs like Sudafed and Actifed.

The ordinance came up in January because of Fenton's close proximity to Jefferson and Franklin counties, which are two of the top counties for meth production in Missouri. In 2011, three Fenton drugstores were in the top five for sales of pseudoephedrine in Missouri.

"That indicates that people are coming from outside the county to purchase Sudafed," Clauss said. "They're not the kind of people I want here. They shoplift and commit crimes. Will it stop the problem? I don't know, but I want to take out the element that will pay people to buy a box of pseudoephedrine for them."

Seemayer argued that honest citizens were making many of the purchases because of prescription laws in Jefferson and Franklin counties.

"Some of these are law-abiding people who come here to buy this drug," he said. "I don't know how many buy it for meth, but whatever we do here, it's not going to change anything. I've also heard a lot from people in my ward who don't want this."

Fenton itself does not have a meth lab problem because those arrested for meth production are not residents, Fischer said.

"Besides, these stores are selling a legal product to our neighbors," he said.

After the meeting, St. Louis County Police Capt. Jeff Bader, commander of the Fenton Precinct, confirmed that the six arrests this year for meth production were non-Fenton residents. Five were arrested in vehicles or "rolling labs," making small amounts inside large soda bottles. The other was in a hotel room.

For Sgt. Jason Grellner of the Franklin County Narcotics Unit, the vote was "a big disappointment." Grellner has been a major proponent of the prescription law throughout the state. He testified several times on the matter before the Fenton aldermanic board.

"I've given them all of the information to make an educated decision," said Grellner, who was not at the meeting. "I'm disappointed, but they made their decision."

Fenton is the first of 73 Missouri municipalities Grellner has lobbied that has not passed a prescription law, he said.

Jim Gwinner, who represents the Consumer Health Care Productions Association, was pleased with the decision. The association is against prescription laws.

"Meth is a huge problem," he said after the meeting. "(The association) is committed to finding a solution, but prescription laws are not the way."

One solution backed by the association is the use of NPLEx, a nationwide system for monitoring pseudoephedrine sales by drugstores.

Generally, all agreed that the most effective way to fight meth is to make prescription sales a statewide issue.

"The state needs to be involved," Maurath said. "You can't fight this by one city or county at a time."
How one center in Missouri fearlessly flouts child care laws

BY NANCY CAMBRIA • Nancy.Cambria@post-dispatch.com > 314-340-8238 | Posted: Sunday, July 1, 2012 12:00 pm
CASSVILLE, Mo. • In the southwest corner of the Missouri Ozarks, not far from the Arkansas border, lies a haven for accused lawbreakers so brazen, they advertise on the Internet and block investigators at their doors.

Unafraid of punishment, some promote their enterprises with banners and signs. Most are so successful, they've cornered the market in rural Barry County, undermining legitimate competition.

They are child care providers, ignoring state regulations on how many kids they can watch at one time and often enrolling as many as 30 children daily. They are unwilling to become licensed and inspected, as required by Missouri law, despite warnings and repeated threats of legal action. And they know the state is often powerless to stop them.

"I'm not being punished. I'm not being fined. I'm not being closed down. Unless those things start happening, there's no reason to stop," Allyson Maben said recently as she stood on the stoop of her business, Wiggles 'N' Giggles in Cassville, the county seat.

A banner bearing her child care center's name hung on the small ranch house where she runs the business.

Two child care regulators with the Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services stood on the stoop with Maben. They were there to inspect Maben's business, responding to a complaint that she was caring for too many kids without a license.

Before knocking on her door that day in May, the regulators had counted six children entering the day care with their parents prior to 8:30 a.m. — two over the state limit for unlicensed day cares. The regulators were conducting the seventh spot inspection on Maben since October 2011. In all visits but two, records show, Maben was found to be caring for more children than allowed by law. In April, investigators found 18 children there. In January, they found 12, four of them under age 2.

Maben is by no means considered an outlaw here. When she opened in 2011, the area Chamber of Commerce held a ribbon-cutting, and a photograph ran in the local newspaper.

Although unlicensed home day cares with too many kids are not uncommon in Missouri, the issue is striking in Barry County because of the number of facilities relative to its population, and the number of children in the day cares.

Typically, illegal day cares in Missouri are found to harbor about seven children. But in Barry County, with about 35,000 residents, regulators routinely find homes catering to 15, 20 and even 30 kids at a time without a required license.

The state limit for unlicensed child care facilities is no more than four children unrelated to the caregiver.

Regulators visit the homes only after they receive a complaint, and then do an unannounced follow-up inspection for those out of compliance. In Barry County, providers suspected of watching too many children often hold regulators at the door, if they answer the door at all, state reports show.

Even when accompanied by police, the regulators have no legal right to enter the homes without consent. So sometimes they stake out the homes in state cars to count children arriving with parents. In some cases, they use a private detective to count children.

Barry County also highlights the limitations state regulators face. They cannot charge or fine day care providers on their own. Nor do state laws give them the power to shut down an unlicensed child care on the basis of a substantiated complaint of having too many children. County prosecutors have sole power to press charges.

But in Barry County, Prosecutor Johnnie Cox has consistently refused to do so. He plays down the risks to children and says he's confident the unlicensed providers are offering quality care.

"I know lots of these parents," he said. "I've grown up with them, and I know who they are, and they trust these people to take care of these kids."

Many of the parents, he added, are teachers.

"Schoolteachers have children in unlicensed day cares," he said. "Am I supposed to tell a schoolteacher that you don't know what is best for your kids, but I do?"

NUMEROUS VIOLATIONS
A review of substantiated "more than four" complaints kept by child care regulators from the start of last year in Barry County indicated that seven different providers were found a total of 28 times to be overseeing too many children. But those are only day cares where regulators have verified complaints; it's unclear how many others there may be in the county.

On follow-up inspections, regulators repeatedly found the day cares open for business with caregivers freely admitting they had not reduced the number of children in their care and had no plans to do so.

Records kept by the Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services show the providers included people like Angela Klewer, of Cassville, who was found to be caring for 16 and 22 children on two separate inspections last summer.

During one visit, Klewer tore up an enrollment count form being filled out by a state inspector, records show. In the same inspection, records show, a regulator observed five cribs for eight infants. One of the infants was observed sleeping, face in a blanket.

In two other spot inspections last summer, helpers at Klewer's home refused to let regulators or police inside. Klewer said she had consulted a lawyer about her rights, state records show.

Klewer could not be reached through multiple phone numbers and email addresses. She did not respond to a request for an interview left with a parent who uses her day care.

In March of last year, another Cassville resident, Kellie Dickson, admitted to regulators that there were 30 children in her home day care. A man came outside to confront inspectors with a tape recorder, and a woman with him said they had hired an attorney, state records show. They said they planned to sue for harassment if the inspectors didn't stop coming around.

Dickson declined to comment when reached last week.

In March 2011, records show, another unlicensed day care 12 miles from Cassville, in the city of Purdy, was operating out of a mobile home with 14 children.

And, one-fourth mile from Wiggles 'N' Giggles, the state used a private detective in May 2011 to count 15 children in the care of Tina Blisard. Records show she had been found twice before that year caring for 15 or more children without a license. Records also indicate a child had suffered lead exposure in the home.

On the same May day that regulators came to inspect Wiggles 'N' Giggles, Blisard's day care was open for business. Children played loudly in a yard behind a privacy fence. The day care was run out of a house no larger than a two-car garage.

Blisard could not be reached for comment despite numerous attempts.

NO CHARGES
Since 2011, Cox, the county prosecutor, has received 25 letters from the state asking him to take legal action against day care providers. He has acted on none of them.

He said he has a "hard time believing that somehow Barry County — the size it is — is the epicenter of unlicensed day cares in the state of Missouri."

He believes the county is being picked on, and he says parents and providers, including Maben, have personally asked him to leave them alone.

Cox said he would act on allegations that providers have been negligent or abusive. In his tenure, he said, he has seen one instance of a child in jeopardy from lead exposure at a home.

There's another reason why Cox refuses to prosecute: It would be unfair, he said, given "there are other unlicensed day cares that have not been reported."

When Margaret Donnelly, director of the Department of Health and Senior Services, was asked about Barry County, her office responded in a statement: "We refer our findings of illegal child care operations to the local prosecutor. We appreciate the importance of this partnership with law enforcement to help put an end to illegal child care operations in Missouri."

Many parents don't see a problem. Melody Doss said her 4-year-old son has attended Klewer's unlicensed day care since he was 8 months old. Doss, of Cassville, is aware Klewer is unlicensed but says she has full confidence in her.

"A lot of the state license stuff is pretty petty, and I don't think it's necessary," she said. "There's so many (unlicensed day cares) in Cassville. As long as the kids are happy and the parents are happy, I don't see the issue."

But child care advocates argue that such unlicensed day cares are too risky to ignore, and that the job of prosecutors like Cox is to enforce state enrollment laws.

"What looks fine on the surface can be filled with problems that parents simply don't know how to ask about or how to notice, and that's why there are licensing laws and that's why there are standards," said Carol Scott, CEO of Child Care Aware of Missouri. "Without those standards, children will eventually be harmed. Either their physical well-being will be harmed or their developmental well-being will be harmed."

Parents also might have a hard time knowing whether an unlicensed facility is truly safe. That's because the state keeps no detailed public records on dangerous incidents or accidents in unlicensed child care facilities, even when they are found to be illegal.

Recent Post-Dispatch investigations of 56 child care deaths in Missouri from 2007 through July of last year found all but six occurred in unlicensed home day cares that lacked state oversight. In many cases, parents seeking child care had no way of knowing that a child had died in an unlicensed day care or that poor supervision or even violence may have been factors.

Prosecutors also typically declined to take action against accused providers. Some prosecutors said the maximum punishment was inconsequential and on the level of a traffic ticket: a $200 fine.

In response, state lawmakers passed a bill this spring increasing criminal fines for running a rogue day care. If charges are filed, a judge can opt to fine a provider $200 a day, up to $10,000. The bill also gives local courts the right to shut down a day care provider that is under investigation for child abuse. The bill has not yet been signed into law by Gov. Jay Nixon.

"Now at least there are stronger fines that make a difference and make people think twice about caring for too many kids," said Rep. Jill Schupp, D-Creve Coeur, a proponent of the bill.

MARKET FORCES
Barry County has 19 licensed child care facilities in homes and centers, according to Child Care Aware of Missouri. Four more are exempt from licensing but are registered with the state.

Cox said there are not nearly enough licensed facilities for his county.

"How am I supposed to tell 200 sets of parents you have to go to one of these licensed places that is full?" he asked.

Maben, of Wiggles 'N' Giggles, said licensing doesn't work in a mostly rural, low-income county. Maben has tried to get licensed but needs fire code and structural changes in the home she rents from the local school district for her business to comply. To make those fixes and keep within state enrollment standards would require her to raise her rates, which she said most parents cannot afford.

The going rate for an unlicensed provider in Barry County is about $50 a week for full time child care — less than a third of the average Missouri rate for licensed care.

Licensed providers in Barry County were reticent to speak with a reporter. They did not want to criticize or tattle on their neighbors, their church companions and sometimes their friends.

But they acknowledge that unlicensed enterprises are driving down everyone's rates, making it difficult for licensed providers to operate within state guidelines.

One licensed provider said she would likely close her business because state budget cuts had eliminated reimbursements she received for caring for infants and toddlers from needier families. Those subsidies enabled her to charge more than the market rate and make a better wage. Under the local rate, she would earn about $500 a week before expenses — not enough to remain open, she said.

BACK TO BUSINESS
On the front stoop of Wiggles 'N' Giggles last month, Maben was polite but firm with the state inspectors. She said she would not be reducing the number of children in her care. She admitted she was caring for more than four children that May morning.

She knew nothing would happen to her or the others.

The state regulators were upbeat and cordial despite Maben's refusal. They told Maben — once a director of a licensed child care center in Springfield — that they hoped she would eventually follow through on her promise to get licensed. Maben assured them that someday she would.

Then the inspectors asked to look inside the home.

Maben refused.

The inspectors could only warn her that state fines would likely increase. They said goodbye and drove away.

Maben remained open for business. She was expecting 20 children that day.
"Occupy" Members Gather in Columbia

Posted: Jun 29, 2012 3:32 PM by Sophia Petenakis and Alex Dunn KOMU-DT/Columbia
Updated: Jun 30, 2012 12:46 PM 
COLUMBIA - Volunteers from various "Occupy" movements across Missouri will meet in Columbia from Friday through the weekend for the first annual "Show Me Where You Stand" conference and occupation. 

The event will combine Occupy's open meeting structure with more traditional educational training. 

Occupy Columbia protester Mike Diel said the conference is to discuss corporate control of the government. "It's a variety of topics like unfair laws or practices that benefit shareholders statewide. It all stems back to the same thing: the one percent controlling the government for their own profit," Diel said. 

A leader for the Occupy Missouri movement said the goal of the conference is to figure out how to work for better conditions in Missouri and nationwide. 

On Saturday morning, Occupy Missouri will participate in a march in Columbia. 

"It's a long march but we won't spend most of the time marching. Most of the time that's going to be spent is at different stations along the path discussing different issues," said Occupy protester Spencer Vyrostek.

The march will last around seven hours. Major topics will be discussed including nuclear energy and the media's role in government.

Vyrostek says the word "Occupy" has a bad connotation to it.

"The biggest misconception is people looking for a handout, about us feeling entitled to something, like other people's money. That's not what the issue is at all. It's not that we feel entitled to their money, we don't feel they should be entitled to ours," said Vyrostek.

Vyrostek says he hopes the conference will make a difference. The conference is open to the public.

"It's to educate and inform people on two different fronts. We want to educate them about some of the issues that we see going on in the world today, like nuclear power and drones, etc.," said Vyrostek.

One protester said the conference is about more than a protest.

"It's not just so much about us protesting today, it is partly that, but it's mostly that we are getting together so we can talk strategy and talk about what the future of occupy Missouri is going to be," said Midgel Potts.
Texas Gov. Rick Perry stumps for attorney general candidate in Cape Girardeau

Sunday, July 1, 2012
By Robert Overmann ~ Southeast Missourian 

By Robert Overmann 

Southeast Missourian 

A Republican candidate for state attorney general got some help energizing local voters from a former presidential hopeful and an "America's Got Talent" winner at a Cape Girardeau rally Friday. 

The rally for Ed Martin also featured Texas Governor Rick Perry and Neal E. Boyd, 2008 winner of "America's Got Talent" and candidate for the 149th state House district. 

The rally was held at the Arena Building in Cape Girardeau. About 200 people attended, according to Josh Haynes, staff member for Rep. Jo Ann Emerson. 

Martin spoke about fiscal responsibility, his disdain of big government and his Christian values at the rally. 

"The federal government is telling us what energy we should use, what cars we should drive, whether our children can pray to God in school and what health care we should have," Martin said. 

Martin emphasized his Christian faith and what he sees as the religion's role in modern America. 

"You can't lead in America if you leave God behind," Martin said. 

Martin also promised to work to repeal the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act. Martin criticized Missouri Attorney General Chris Koster for his weak stance and inaction against the law. 

The Supreme Court in a 5-4 ruling upheld key provisions of the law Thursday, including the controversial individual health insurance mandate. 

"You're either with Obama, or you're with the side that says freedom and the rule of law matters," Martin said. 

Martin's speech was followed by Perry's stump-style speech endorsing Martin's candidacy. 

"Wouldn't it be great to have an attorney general to fight for you?" Perry asked, referring to Martin. 

Perry stressed the importance of the state's role in helping determine the outcome of the upcoming elections, urging those in attendance to cast ballots for conservative Republican candidates like Martin. 

"You have the opportunity to turn Missouri cardinal red in this upcoming election," Perry said. 

Republican candidate for treasurer Cole McNary also spoke, promising voters to cut waste and protect their checkbooks. 

"My parents hated waste, they taught me all about efficiency. As treasurer, I want to plan for the future and fight waste," McNary said. 

Evangelical pastor David Barton offered a closing prayer. Barton served as the former co-chairman of the Republican party of Texas. 

The rally was well-received by attendants. 

"It was a very nice event. I've seen lots of Ed Martin -- he really knows how to campaign. I enjoyed hearing governor Perry," said Brian Bollmann, local tea party organizer. 

Steve Michael of St. Louis was also impressed. 

"It was a great event and a strong showing for Ed Martin. I think Rick Perry showed clear support for Ed," Michael said. 

Martin was chief of staff for former Missouri governor Matt Blunt. He faces Livingston County prosecutor Adam Warren in the Aug. 7 Republican primary. The primary winner will face incumbent Koster in the Nov. 6 general election. 
Rush Limbaugh comes out in support of Kinder's re-election 

By Jason Rosenbaum, Beacon staff 

12:48 pm on Fri, 06.29.12

Lt. Gov. Peter Kinder is getting some help in his bid for a third term from a familiar voice: conservative radio commentator Rush Limbaugh.

Kinder released a radio advertisement recently that features a ringing endorsement from Limbaugh, who like the two-term statewide officeholder hails from Cape Girardeau.

(Limbaugh endorsed Kinder back in 2004, when he narrowly defeated former Secretary of State Bekki Cook. Cook is also from Cape Girardeau.)

“Peter Kinder grew up with me in Cape Girardeau, Mo., we were lifelong friends,” Limbaugh says in the ad. “Now that proves he has great taste in friends, and his conservative values prove he has good judgment in government.”

After noting his involvement in charities such as March for Dimes, Limbaugh goes onto say that Missouri “will be proud to keep Republican Peter Kinder as our lieutenant governor.”

The ad comes out as Kinder has been under increased attack from state Sen. Brad Lager, a Savannah Republican who lost a bid for state treasurer in 2008. Lager’s television ads have jabbed Kinder for news reports about his travel expenses. And the two-term state senator has also received huge financial contributions this week from David Humphries and Rex Sinquefield, two prominent donors who previously gave big to Kinder.

Kinder has spent this week appearing on a flurry of media outlets across the state reacting to the U.S. Supreme Court's decision on health care. He filed a lawsuit back in 2010 to get the federal health-care law overturned. (Lager, who released a statement yesterday condemning the decision, has noted in his television commercials that he “consistently fought” against the health-care law’s implementation.)

Limbaugh, of course, had his own share of controversy earlier this year when he was inducted into the Hall of Famous Missourians, which sparked widespread criticism from Democrats. The induction came around the time the radio host called a female law student a “slut’’ and a “prostitute’’ because she supported mandated insurance coverage of contraceptives.

Limbaugh ended up speaking at a ceremony in the Missouri House when his bust was unveiled in mid-May.

In addition to Kinder and Lager, Wentzville attorney Michael Carter and St. Louis resident W. Kullmann are seeking the Republican nomination for lieutenant governor. Eight Democrats are seeking the Democratic nod for the office, including former state Auditor Susan Montee, former state Rep. Judy Baker, D-Columbia, state Rep. Sara Lampe, D-Springfield, former state Rep. Fred Kratky, D-St. Louis, St. Louis School Board member Bill Haas, Conservation Commission member Becky Plattner, former state Rep. Jackie Townes McGee, D-Kansas City, and St. Joseph resident Dennis Weisenburger. 

VP Biden to stump for Sen. McCaskill in Kansas City next month

BY KEVIN McDermott > kmcdermott@post-dispatch.com > 217-782-4912 | Posted: Friday, June 29, 2012 2:50 pm
Vice-President Joe Biden will attend a Kansas City fundraiser for Sen. Claire McCaskill, D-Mo., on July 9, McCaskill's campaign announced today.

The appearance may counter Republican claims that McCaskill has been trying to distance herself from the White House, based on her decision not to attend the Democratic National Convention in Charlotte.

"Like me, Vice President Biden has always worked to achieve commonsense, compromise solutions to the challenges we face," McCaskill said in a written statement.

The fundraiser will be held at a private residence.

It comes on the heels of the Supreme Court's ruling Thursday upholding President Barack Obama's health care expansion law. In Missouri, which is leaning more conservative these days, Republicans are expected to continue making that the issue.

“Rather than spending all her time fundraising, Claire McCaskill should explain to Missouri voters as to whether she will continue to standing alongside Barack Obama and his massive tax increase or if she will stand with Missouri voters who overwhelmingly approve of repealing ObamaCare,” Lance Trover of the National Republican Senatorial Committee said in a statement.

McCaskill officially kicks off her re-election campaign Saturday with a week-long RV tour of 24 communities. During the tour, she will open several campaign offices of the Democratic Party Coordinated Campaign.
Sen. McCaskill Silent on Support For President Obama's Healthcare Law

Posted: Jun 29, 2012 5:55 AM by KOMU Staff 
Updated: Jun 29, 2012 3:28 PM 
JEFFERSON CITY - Many political observers say Missouri Democratic Senator Claire McCaskill is in a tough reelection battle.

Following the Supreme Court ruling on President Obama's Healthcare law, KOMU 8 News and NBC contacted Claire McCaskill's office repeatedly throughout the day on Thursday seeking comment on:

--The Supreme Court decision

--Her vote in favor of it

--Whether she still supports the law

--Whether she supports senators being able to try and repeal it

--Whether it should come to a vote in the senate

--Whether she'll support that vote

McCaskill must now decide whether to:

1) Reverse her support for the bill

2) Continue to support the President, or

3) Stay quiet on the issue.

For now, she's chosen the latter option.

A McCaskill spokesperson told KOMU 8 News mid-afternoon on Thursday that they would "try to pin down some time with Claire," but that has not happened as of Friday morning.

On Thursday, McCaskill's office chose to answer no questions about the wide-sweeping health care legislation that she voted for two years ago.

Her office did release this 14-word press release:

"There's only ever been one goal for Claire. Affordable, accessible health care for Missouri."

To add to McCaskill's re-election worries, she was the first moderate Democratic senator nationally to support President Obama's candidacy in 2008.

Currently, McCaskill is polling at about 40 percent while her Republican challenger is not even decided until later this summer.
Even after Supreme Court ruling, questions linger on health care reform

By DIANE STAFFORD and ALAN BAVLEY
The Kansas City Star 

States and businesses that counted on the U.S. Supreme Court to throw out the Affordable Care Act are now behind the eight ball.

The court allowed the law to stand on constitutional grounds. And that left looming deadlines in place for state governments, insurance companies, businesses and health care providers.

Many key implementation rules aren’t yet known, but “for those who’ve already started preparing, stay the course,” advised Jerry Nebbia, a Kansas City partner with Mercer, a health, benefits and financial consulting firm. “If you haven’t yet started, you’d better start.”

His expedient advice fights a political headwind. In many states, including Kansas and Missouri, reform opponents have stymied preparation of the state-based health insurance information exchanges envisioned by the federal law.

And it’s possible, of course, that the November elections could change the course of health care reform.

Given that uncertainty — combined with how little is known about the costs and insurance plan choices on the exchanges — many small businesses, in particular, are at sea about whether they’ll continue to provide employee health benefits or turn their employees over to the exchanges.

“Nobody knows what the premiums will look like,” said insurance broker David Power, a principal with the Power Group Companies.

But the health care industry is rolling ahead on other aspects of reform.

Computerization of patient health records, provider consolidations to cut costs, and emphasis on wellness plans and personal responsibility to improve individual health are well under way.

State exchanges

Kansas Gov. Sam Brownback said he intends to wait until after the November elections before he considers pursuing a state exchange.

That leaves Kansas Insurance Commissioner Sandy Praeger unlikely to certify by the Jan. 1, 2013, deadline that a Kansas exchange would be operational by Jan. 1, 2014, as the law requires.

Similarly in Missouri, the General Assembly has placed on the Nov. 6 ballot a measure that, depending on what voters say, could prohibit establishment of a state exchange.

The vote bumps hard against an even earlier deadline of Nov. 16 this year for states that aren’t preparing their own exchanges to certify that they would participate in an exchange operated jointly with the federal government.

States that don’t meet deadlines for establishing state or state/federal exchanges will be subject to a still-undefined federally operated exchange — a prospect that doesn’t sit well with many politicians or insurers.

“Failing to act means regulatory authority shifting to Washington, D.C., instead of Topeka or Jefferson City, where I think it belongs,” said Tom Bowser, retired chairman of the Blue Cross and Blue Shield Association, who represented 38 Blue companies and about 100 million customers in many planning meetings leading up to the law’s passage.

Medicaid

One of the biggest reform unknowns is who might be eligible for an expanded Medicaid program.

The Supreme Court gave the states unpredicted latitude to opt out of a 2014 expansion designed to pull those with incomes that are 400 percent of the federal poverty level or less into the government-subsidized health care system.

The expansion was estimated to insure about 16 million more low-income people (including nearly 400,000 in Missouri and Kansas), mostly childless adults who currently don’t qualify.

The law would give the states three years of federal subsidies to ramp up their Medicaid programs, but politicians in many states express worries that the programs wouldn’t be affordable and sustainable.

Insurers

Although reform’s biggest piece — mandatory coverage — isn’t effective until 2014, the insurance industry is scrambling to meet demanding timelines to share information and control administrative costs. 

“It’s very burdensome. It’s a tremendous amount of work,” said David Gentile, chief executive of Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Kansas City, which is preparing the required “Summary of Benefits and Coverage” required by the law.

“We wish the regulatory process would be more logical, but it’s running slower than expected.”

The summary, envisioned as a consumer tool to help businesses and individuals make apples-to-apples plan comparisons, “hasn’t been easy on any carrier,” Gentile said. “It’s deep. It’s more information that what the consumer will find useful, in my opinion. … But we’re ready to roll it out later this year.”

Meanwhile, insurance companies are doubtful that the law has enough teeth — as in the relatively modest tax assessment against individuals who shun coverage — to pull more of the healthy uninsured into the system.

Without them, insurers say, it won’t be financially feasible to insure the millions of sick people who currently are denied coverage.

At the same time, insurers are working to meet the law’s demand that at least 80 percent of premium dollars collected from small companies and individuals, and at least 85 percent from large employers, be spent on health costs and not on insurance company administration.

Employers

“Among our clients, for competitive reasons, nobody wants to be the first to jump off the cliff and tell their employees to go find their own insurance on the exchanges,” said Power, an insurance broker. “There are too many unknowns.”

So for the 2013 plan year, “it’s more of the same” for most employers that currently offer health benefits, Power said.

Brian Johnston, a health care attorney at Polsinelli Shughart, said his employer clients are in two camps.

A minority are “head-in-the-sand folks who are sticking with what they have until forced to do otherwise,” he said.

But most businesses are trying to figure out what they’ll be doing two or three years from now. The problem, he said, “is that they want answers we can’t yet give them.”

If and when the exchanges are up and running, some small businesses that currently subsidize health insurance are likely to stop offering it and tell their workers to find coverage on the exchange.

Among large companies, that’s an unlikely scenario.

“Our clients with 50 or more employees are nearly unanimous: They’ll keep their group health plans for competitive or benevolent reasons,” Power said.

The law says that employers with 50 or more full-time-equivalent employees will have to pay a penalty starting at $2,000 per employee in 2014 if they don’t provide an insurance plan that meets minimum quality standards. (The penalty exempts the first 30 employees.)

As with many details left undefined, how “full time” will be calculated is unknown.

Retail associations, which represent stores and restaurants that hire a lot of part-time workers and may not now provide health insurance to them, are particularly leery of what lies ahead.

Still, most human resource surveys indicate that employers at this point plan to continue offering coverage if they do so now.

Those surveys also indicate that the biggest brake on employers is uncertainty — about the future of health reform and the economy in general.

If economic growth continues to be sluggish, if employers are uncertain about rising taxes and if they don’t know whether it’s a better deal to keep offering health insurance, employers won’t do much hiring.

Nearly six in 10 Americans under age 65 have health insurance through employment-based plans, so any lack of employment growth will influence people’s appetite for and use of insurance products purchased on the individual market or though exchanges.

Care providers

With or without the Affordable Care Act, “there will continue always to be the uninsured,” said Sheri Wood, executive director of the Kansas City Free Health Clinic.

They will include people who don’t know how to navigate the health care system to sign up for benefits, undocumented residents who don’t qualify for coverage under the health care law and people who decide to pay the law’s tax rather than buy insurance.

But the free health clinic, which doesn’t now accept reimbursement from Medicaid, Medicare or private insurance, may accept Medicaid if Missouri opts to expand eligibility for that program under the reform law.

John Bluford, chief executive of Truman Medical Centers, also is weighing the possible effects of Medicaid expansion. He estimated that about 10,000 to 15,000 of his hospitals’ uninsured patients would qualify for coverage. If so, his system would gain $20 million to $50 million in revenue over the next seven years, he said.

“I wouldn’t say that it’s make or break (for Truman),” Bluford said, but it would help invest in improvements mandated by the act.

At Swope Community Enterprises in east Kansas City, chief executive Frank Ellis typifies health care providers who were sparked by the law to upgrade patient recordkeeping.

“We installed a $6 million electronic medical records systems that measures and tracks outcomes,” Ellis said. “We would have upgraded our system anyway, but we might not have made that much investment if we didn’t have the meaningful use requirement of the law.”

The law’s “meaningful use” component requires the use of electronic records to improve coordination, security and quality tracking of patient medical records.

Meanwhile, all hospitals are working to get bigger or shift services in order to be stronger bargaining agents with insurers and cope with smaller government reimbursements.

Bob Page, chief executive of University of Kansas Hospital, said his facility has been working for years to meet some of the act’s provisions that kick in this fall. One example is dealing with Medicare payments to the hospital that are pegged on quality indicators, such as how successful they are at reducing patient infections or the number of patients who have to be readmitted soon after they leave the hospital.

To reduce readmissions, the hospital is working to put patients in the most appropriate settings after they are discharged, rather than just releasing them to go home.

Hospitals and physicians alike are considering that the Affordable Care Act could increase demand for medical services if more people are insured. That will make an already existing shortage of doctors, nurses and other professionals even more urgent, Page said.

“At some point, we’ll have to ask, who is going to pay for training more clinicians?” he said.

According to the Physicians Business Network, health care providers can expect the reform act’s creation of “Direct Primary Care Medical Homes,” slated to go live in 2014, to create serious pricing competition.

“Turning the pay-per-service model on its head, Medical Homes charge a monthly subscription fee between $50 and $150 directly to the provider (no insurance middleman),” the network said in published information for physicians. “This one fee covers virtually all office visits, lab tests, radiology and outpatient procedures short of those requiring hospital facilities.”

Architects of the reform law believe that having more insured people will reduce the currently expensive use of emergency rooms by the uninsured.

Will it?

As with many aspect of the stutter-stepping reforms, “the devil’s going to be in the details,” Page said.
Congress acts on highways, student loans and flood insurance in deadline deal

By Robert Koenig, Beacon Washington correspondent 

5:03 pm on Fri, 06.29.12

WASHINGTON – Facing a trio of deadlines and a Fourth of July holiday, Congress approved a compromise Friday to extend surface transportation programs, block an increase in student loan rates, and revamp the troubled flood insurance program.

The measure will “save” or create about 2.8 million jobs by renewing federal highway and transit programs, lawmakers said, and it delayed for a year the doubling of subsidized federal student loan interest rates, scheduled to increase to 6.8 percent on July 1 if Congress had not acted.

In Missouri alone, lawmakers said, the estimated 160,000 student borrowers in the 2012-13 school year and their families would have had to pay some $129 million extra if the interest rate had gone up.

At the last minute, negotiators of the House-Senate compromise on flood insurance dropped a controversial “residual risk” provision – opposed by many in the Metro East and some Missouri communities – that would have mandated flood insurance for homeowners who live behind approved levees. Illinois lawmakers, with Missouri allies, had successfully fought to kill that requirement.

In another significant step, lawmakers removed a problematic House provision to require approval of the Keystone XL pipeline, a mandate opposed by the White House. But they adopted an “accelerated decision-making” section – opposed by environmental groups – that streamlines environmental review of highway projects.

The House voted 373-52, on Friday to pass the highway/student loan/flood insurance conference report, which was supported by every Democrat who voted and all but 52 Republicans. Every U.S. House member from Missouri and southern Illinois voted yes, with the exception of U.S. Rep Todd Akin, R-Wildwood, who did not vote.

“This is the biggest jobs bill we will likely pass all year in this Congress, said U.S. Rep. Russ Carnahan, D-St. Louis. U.S. Rep. Jerry Costello, D-Belleville, conceded that “this has not been a perfect process and this is not a perfect bill.” But he said the final product was an improvement over the House GOP’s version – which would have reduced funding for road and bridge projects – and “is a good bill for Illinois and the nation.”

Shortly after the House acted, the Senate voted 74-19 to approve it. Missouri’s two U.S. senators and U.S. Sen. Dick Durbin, D-Ill, voted yes. U.S. Sen. Mark Kirk, R-Ill., still recovering from a stroke, did not vote. President Barack Obama is expected to sign the bill, which the White House praised for assuring that “millions of American students will avoid a $1,000 debt hike while millions of construction workers will be able to stay on the job.”

U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill, D-Mo., called it “an important and good bill that reflects hard-fought compromise.” Sen. Roy Blunt, R-Mo., said the surface transportation portion – which includes a couple of amendments he pushed – “is completely transparent, streamlines the number of highway spending categories, and reforms the cumbersome environmental review process to prioritize federal spending.”

For his part, Durbin described the compromise as “a good bill for Illinois that sends much needed investment to our highway and mass transit systems and gives major infrastructure projects . . . an opportunity to compete for future federal funding.”

On student loans, most Missouri and Illinois lawmakers agreed that it was important to delay a hike in interest rates – at least until a longer-term funding solution can be found. To help pay for the year-long freeze, the government will begin charging interest on subsidized Stafford loans no more than six years after undergraduates start their college studies.

“Thank goodness the politicians standing in the way of this compromise finally agreed that Missouri's college students shouldn't pay drastically more for the chance at a better education and the job opportunities that come with that opportunity,” McCaskill said.

Missouri, Illinois fare well with surface transport 

The surface transportation part of the bill continues the funding and maintenance of the nation’s federal highways, bridges and rail programs for the next 27 months, with a relatively small increase in funding after this fiscal year.

"It's a jobs bill," said U.S. Sen. Barbara Boxer, D-Calif., the committee chairperson who led Senate negotiations on the highway segment. She says the bill will save about 1.8 million jobs by continuing federal aid for highway and transit construction to states – and will create another 1 million jobs by using federal loan guarantees to leverage private sector investment in infrastructure projects.

While it authorizes more than $100 billion in federal highway and transport spending, the legislation postpones a decision on how to pay for the programs after fiscal 2014. Federal fuel taxes – 18.4 cents a gallon of gasoline and 24.4 cents a gallon of diesel fuel – would stay the same.

Carnahan said the final compromise means that “Missouri gets a bigger piece of the funding pie for transportation projects” than it would have under previous versions. He said the surface transportation provisions would channel more than $900 million a year into Missouri projects, preserving or creating an estimated 100,000 jobs in the state.

Durbin and Costello, in a joint statement, said that Illinois also would do well under the final bill, getting an estimated $4 billion total over three years for highways, including continued funding for the new Mississippi River bridge at St. Louis. The state would also get about $1.5 billion over three years for mass transit.

"After this extension, tens of thousands of folks across Missouri can keep their jobs upgrading and maintaining the roads and bridges we depend on every day," McCaskill said in a statement, adding that she was “disappointed that the bill does not include approval of the Keystone XL pipeline.”

Blunt said Missourians who want more certainty in federal policies should be pleased that “the bipartisan passage of this highway bill provides more of that certainty while allowing the federal government to fulfill its role of maintaining a healthy infrastructure.”

He said the final version includes his “off-system bridge” provision that sets up a dedicated revenue stream for bridges that are not on the federal-aid or nation highway system. More than one-third of Missouri’s off-system bridges are classified as deficient – the seventh highest percentage of problem bridges among states.

Blunt and House allies, including U.S. Reps. Blaine Luetkemeyer, R-St. Elizabeth, and Sam Graves, R-Tarkio, also helped push for a “farm vehicle exemption” that exempts farmers and ranchers from complying with commercial driver’s license requirements if they operate farm vehicles within 150 miles of their farm.

While Blunt and other GOP lawmakers praised the “accelerated decision making” part of the bill – to streamline the process of approving transportation projects – many environmentalists objected. Christy Goldfuss, a public lands expert at the liberal Center for American Progress, said it will curtail “the public’s ability to comment on the impacts of transportation projects for communities, including on water, air and public safety.”

Metro East gets break in flood insurance

Another significant part of the conference report would revamp the troubled national flood insurance program over five years, ending in 2017. As subsidies are phased out, some flood insurance rates are expected to increase.

Critics say that the flood insurance program, now awash in $18 billion in red ink, has become a drain on taxpayers at a time of fiscal austerity.

The original Senate committee version of the bill would have set up a “residual risk” system that would have required communities that live behind even approved levees – such as residences in the American Bottoms areas in Metro East – to buy flood insurance even if they are certified.

This week, Durbin and Costello – both members of the House-Senate conference committee that negotiated the final version – were able to remove that “residual risk” section from the legislation. They had support from Illinois Republicans, including Kirk and U.S. Rep. John Shimkus, R-Collinsville, as well as lawmakers, including McCaskill and Blunt, from other river states.

Working with the bipartisan coalition, Durbin said he and Costello “were able to remove this proposal” from the final version. “We will continue to do everything we can to protect the investment that Metro East families and businesses have made to strengthen their levees and protect against floods.”

A spokesman for Kirk said “eliminating this provision means that Metro East families won't pay twice for flood protection -- first for levees and then again for mandatory flood insurance” -– a reference to the fact that Metro East counties had approved a sales tax that is paying for major improvements in their levee systems.

Opponents of the “residual risk” provision contend that homeowners and businesses living behind flood control structures already are paying for flood protection through infrastructure. Also, a mandatory insurance purchase rule would have ignored investment made by federal, state and local governments in infrastructure and created a disincentive for economic development in levee-protected areas.

McCaskill and Blunt also had urged Senate leaders to drop that section, which would have affected some Missourians living along the Mississippi, Missouri and other rivers. McCaskill said putting the flood insurance program on a better long-term footing was important to the state.

"Without this reauthorization, no one in a flood area could have bought, sold, or built a home, which in a state with so many lakes and rivers is something we couldn't allow to happen," McCaskill said. "That kind of limbo is bad for the economy and for Missouri families.”

While many insurance groups supported the “residual risk” provisions as a way of widening the pool of insured, spokespersons for SmarterSafer.org – a coalition of insurance, environmental and spending-watchdog groups – generally praised the final flood insurance package.

“Congress passing the extension of the national flood insurance program for five years is a momentous step towards better protecting our communities, environment and taxpayers,” said a SmarterSafer statement. “Reforms in the bill will guard lives and property, help ensure flood maps are accurate, phase out expensive subsidies, and allow the program to access private sources of financing.”
McCaskill in town for opening of campaign office 

By Kristin Hoppa | St. Joseph News-Press
With passion and vigor, U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill rallied Northwest Missouri Democrats on Saturday at the launch of a special re-election campaign swing through the state.

Touting her record as a senator capable of compromise, Ms. McCaskill opened the Missouri Democratic Party’s coordinated campaign office in St. Joseph, located at 520 Francis St. Keeping mindful of her election opponents, she thanked volunteers who remained committed to the effort.

“I am a moderate senator who understands Missouri and understands that we can’t say ‘It’s my way or the highway,’” Ms. McCaskill told the crowd of about 100. “We have to say ‘Let’s build highways’ and look at our proudest moments, when we accomplished great things that have all happened around the table of compromise.”

Interrupted several times by applause, the first-term senator presented her campaign as a clear choice for Missouri families. She said she has fought against special interests groups and, at times, her own political party.

“Even my Republican colleagues have asked me if I could work with them over the last five years,” Ms. McCaskill said, noting different items of legislation. “We are working every week to bring down our debt ... and there are some of us who are still working together.”

Congressman Todd Akin, St. Louis businessman John Brunner and former Missouri Treasurer Sarah Steelman will compete in the Republican primary on Aug. 7 to challenge Ms. McCaskill in November. She said the election looks promising.

“We want to make sure everyone knows we passed a farm bill, against the tea party’s objection. We passed the highway bill, which is very important to northern Missouri, over the tea party’s objections. And we’ve passed a lot of legislation, all with the tea party fighting us.

“This is something important for Missourians to know, since all three of my opponents are members of the tea party.”

Sheila Murray, president of the United Democrat Club of Northwest Missouri, joined Ms. McCaskill in encouraging Democratic support from now through November.

“We will be working in this headquarters from morning until night. We will have people making phone calls, pounding the streets, knocking on doors and putting out fliers,” Ms. Murray said.

In closing, Ms. McCaskill re-emphasized her intent not to privatize Medicare and Social Security, and to continue her support of federal student loans. Over the next week, she’ll be touring the state in a recreational vehicle.

“(Missourians) want someone who is independent, and who uses common sense instead of right-wing ideology to get things done,” she said. “I feel that if we get that message out there with all these great people, this is going to be a great election in November.”

Senator Claire McCaskill campaigns in Macon 

by Greg Deffenbaugh, KTVO-DT/Kirksville

MACON, MISSOURI -- In an exclusive interview with KTVO, Missouri Senator Claire McCaskill shared her thoughts on various issues facing her in her bid for re-election, and also Missouri as a whole.

McCaskill announced earlier this week that she would not attend the Democratic Convention later this fall, in order to campaign in Missouri. She shared with us her thoughts on why she made that decision.

"I think it is way more important that I work and campaign in Missouri for that period of time. I think the party convention is kind of a luxury, and I don't think it is a luxury that I can afford this time," said McCaskill.

Currently McCaskill has three challengers in the Missouri Senate race; she feels that her record and her ability to reach across the aisle will appeal to voters in the Heartland.

"Frankly, there is not a lot of difference between the three. They are all against the farm bill. They are all against the highway bill. They all want to privatize Medicare. They all want to privatize social security. So once there is one candidate, we can start getting that information out there. And people comparing the two, moderate independent versus somebody who is pretty extreme, I feel pretty good about where we are," said McCaskill.

"I am independent. I went to Washington and fought my party on earmarks and by the way, I won that battle. I was the only member of the Missouri delegation to fight earmarks, republican or democrat. I went and fought for spending caps. Both of the leading candidates for vice president on the republican side, wanted to work with me on bills. I think this is about working with each other and finding middle ground. It is not about saying we are right and they are wrong. It is about what we can agree on, that is what I want Missourians to know about my record. Yes, I am a democrat. Yes, I support President Obama. But I am not afraid to say "no" to my party. I am not afraid to say "no" to my president. I will do what I think is the right thing for Missouri," said McCaskill.

McCaskill announced at the event that she will be opening a campaign office in Kirksville in the coming weeks, and plans to attend the ribbon cutting ceremony.

Northeast Regional Medical Center reacts to healthcare decision 

by Brandon Smith, KTVO-DT/Kirksville

KIRKSVILLE, MO -- It took three years, but Thursday, the Supreme Court upheld the constitutionality of President Obama's healthcare reform law.

Our cameras got reaction from Northeast Regional Medical Center.

C.E.O. Eric Barber says, he feels like this outcome can be a win-win for patients and the hospital, and he hopes the goal of the bill will be fulfilled.

"I’m hopeful that they accomplish their mission which is expand coverage to all these folks, or have an increased access mainly to preventive healthcare are which is very important," said C.E.O. Eric Barber. First, surprised now, hopeful it accomplishes what it sat out to achieve."

Barber also added, they have anywhere between 10%-15% of their patients come in uninsured.

They have already been implementing changes, with the biggest one being the process called "meaningful use," which is an electronic medical record system that increases portability of patient information.

Analysis: The case that challenged conventional wisdom

By William Freivogel, special to the Beacon 

7:54 am on Fri, 06.29.12

Updated at 10:52 am on Fri, 06.29.12

Surprise. If there is a single theme to the story of “Obamacare,” it is that surprises have lain in wait at every turn.

The biggest surprise may have been Thursday when the U.S. Supreme Court upheld the Affordable Care Act. Most of America expected the court to toss out the law after it had spent three days roughing up Solicitor General Donald Verrilli last spring.

At the time, Jeffrey Toobin, the lawyer and noted legal expert, had rushed breathlessly from the court the microphones to tell the world that the argument had been a "train wreck" for the government.

Not only was Thursday's result a surprise, but so too was the lineup of justices and the reason given by the court for upholding the law.

Normally, if the four more liberal justices appointed by Democratic presidents hope to win a close case, they have to rely on Justice Anthony M. Kennedy. But this time, it was Chief Justice John Roberts who provided the pivotal vote, something he had not done previously.

And the congressional power on which Justice Roberts relied in upholding the law was not Congress' strong right arm of the Commerce Clause, but rather the taxing power. The Obama administration had claimed in its Supreme Court briefs that the individual mandate was justified by the taxing power, but almost none of the six hours of argument had been devoted to the issue.

Penalty vs. tax

For one thing it had seemed like such a stretch. To get the law passed, the Obama administration had claimed that the fee for failing to buy health insurance was a penalty, not a tax.

Then, in the Supreme Court, it had maintained on the first day of legal arguments that the penalty was not a tax and on the second day that it was a tax.

On the first day it said the mandate was not a tax for purposes of the Anti-Injunction Act. Had it been considered a tax under that act, the challenge to the individual mandate would have gone away because a taxpayer can't challenge a tax until the tax has been paid and that would not have been until 2014. The Obama administration, like its opponents, wanted to get a decision on the law this term.

But the second day, when the individual mandate was debated, Verrilli maintained it was a tax because everyone agreed Congress had power to impose the mandate under its taxing power. It was a fall-back argument in case the government's main argument about its commerce clause powers failed. The court paid no attention to the claim at the time. The justices didn't ask about it; the lawyers didn't talk about it. But the case ended up turning on it.

Greg Magarian, a law professor at Washington University, said "the court's main holding, on the taxing power, is very odd. The court first holds that because the government called the mandate payment a penalty rather than a tax, the suit isn't barred under the Anti-Injunction Act. But then the court turns around and says that it can characterize the payment as a tax based on its own independent analysis. That's a very quick shift from formal to substantive reasoning, and while it isn't obviously wrong -- maybe it's just nuanced -- it is odd."

Odd but decisive.

The Medicaid conundrum

Another surprise was that the court limited Congress' power on the sleeper issue in the case, ruling that Congress could not cut off Medicaid money to states that did not go along with the Medicaid expansion crucial to extending health care to 17 million uninsured people.

Never before had the Supreme Court limited Congress' power to spend for the general welfare. But the chief justice said that the threat of losing the Medicaid money was like a "gun to the head" of the states, "dragooning" them into something they might not favor.

That ruling will put the states challenging the law into a difficult position. If they don't go along with the Medicaid expansion, they are leaving billions of federal dollars on the table. In addition, their citizens will be taxed to pay for the Medicaid expansion in states that go ahead, while their own state gets no benefit.

Thomas Greaney, a law professor and co-director of the Center for Health Law Studies at Saint Louis University, explained the situation now facing legislators in states like Missouri. "Should those states calling most loudly for repeal/overrule of the ACA now be true to their convictions and walk away from Medicaid expansion?" he asked in an email.

"To do so would be a remarkable triumph of ideology over their constituents' public interest and economic interest. They would be abandoning a large segment of their most needy citizens AND leaving a lot of money on the table. ...he states standing to benefit the most from Medicaid expansion are by and large red states, so the political dynamic will be interesting," wrote Greaney.

Michael A Wolff, former chief justice of the Missouri Supreme Court and a law professor at Saint Louis University, had a more pointed twist on the same issue. "The limit on the feds' ability to penalize states that do not expand Medicaid puzzles me. But I like the result, if not the reasoning, because it puts a whole bunch of states and their legislatures in the position of leaving billions of dollars on the table for ideological reasons. I say, go ahead guys, if your voters are that dumb, they may be beyond hope."

Unconventional wisdom

From start to finish, the case has challenged conventional wisdom.

Mainstream legal scholars thought at first that there was little doubt but that the court would uphold the mandate as a constitutional exercise of commerce power. After all, the court had upheld the Civil Rights Act under the Commerce Clause. And it had even found that a woman raising marijuana for her own medicinal use was engaged in activity involving interstate commerce -- even if the marijuana never left her house.

But as time passed, the credibility of the challenge under the Commerce Clause grew. Never before had people be forced to engage in commerce, opponents argued. If the government could force people to buy health care they could force them to buy broccoli.

Many legal scholars ridiculed the broccoli argument and were surprised it got traction and even became a major part of the oral arguments. But, in the end it carried the day. The chief justice said that Congress can regulate activity, not inactivity, like failing to buy health insurance. If Congress could regulate inactivity, it could force people to buy vegetables so they would be healthy.

Another conventional belief by legal scholars was that the court's decision was likely to be a monumental legal moment. A day after it was handed down, it's not clear that it was. It wasn't a Brown vs. Board of Education or a Roe vs. Wade moment.

For one thing, there were not five votes for the chief justice's reasoning on the Commerce Clause. As a result, legal scholars such as Magarian, Wolff and Dave Roland, director of litigation for the libertarian Freedom Center of Missouri, agree that the chief justice's words amount to nothing more than "dicta." Dicta means that the words are not part of a ruling of the court and therefore lose impact. That can't be cited as controlling in lower court cases.

The first-time limitation on Congress' spending power could turn out to be important, but lawyers could not think of example of other programs where so much money was involved and where the hand of the federal government would be seen as so coercive.

Update begins: "Where we expected a bang we got a whimper," said Roland. "Honestly, for as much as I think we all expected a blockbuster decision of sweeping importance, I think this has to rank as a letdown.

"While the justices offered a window into their thinking on the Commerce Clause and the Necessary and Proper clause, they produced no binding precedent on those issues. While the opinion clearly expands Congress' taxing power ... Justice Roberts strained to justify his argument that the ACA imposes a tax for the purposes of constitutional analysis, but not for the purposes of the Anti-Tax Injunction Act, and the result was not especially persuasive.

"The one truly resounding conclusion from this case is that Congress has to be careful when threatening to withdraw federal funds from the states, because if it crosses a certain line ... courts might determine that Congress has violated the Constitution. This unquestionably marks an important limit ... but the opinions that determined the Medicaid expansion was unconstitutional provided no real guidance as to how Congress and the courts are supposed to figure out the limits of the legislature's power."

End update: The most important result may be the improvement of the court's image and reinforcement of its legitimacy as a body that can make decisions based on the law and not politics.

Wolff put it this way: “The biggest impact is on the 'political capital' of the court as an institution. In our society, more than most, courts are respected and obeyed. Prior to Bush vs. Gore the 'approval rating' of the court was way ahead of the other institutions of government, the executive and legislative branches. The recent New York Times poll put the court's approval rating at 44 percent, low but nowhere near the disastrous rating for Congress. If the decision had been 5-4 on 'party lines' striking down a major legislative achievement of a Democratic President, Roberts as (chief justice) and the court in general would be perceived for a generation or two as a partisan, political arm of government."

Mo. lt. gov candidate time-and-temp number for politics

By KEVIN MCDERMOTT | Posted: Monday, July 2, 2012 12:05 am
When Pamela Stanfield's home phone rang on Saturday, she thought it was strange that the caller identification said it was from "Time and Temperature."

"But then I thought, 'We're in a heat wave, maybe it's some kind of alert.' So I answered it."

What she heard got her steamed. But not about the weather.

"This is Mike Carter for lieutenant governor, inviting you to MikeCarter.com," said the recorded message. "I'm a Ron Paul-style candidate. Check that out at MikeCarter.com. Paid for by MikeCarter.com. And you can opt out of any future calls at MikeCarter.com."

Carter, one of four candidates for the Republican nomination for lieutenant governor, is defending the robocall campaign that he began Saturday, reaching out to some 300,000 Missourians.

About 360 of them have since gone to his website and signed up for his self-imposed political no-call list. Others are complaining that the "time-and-temperature" identification was a bait-and-switch tactic that got them to answer.

Carter — who is facing three opponents, including incumbent Peter Kinder, in the August primary — says he's merely making the most of what he's got.

"I own it (the time-and-temperature announcement system) ... and the equipment allows me to make a lot of calls for next to nothing," Carter said Sunday. "I'm a low-funded candidate. I said I wouldn't raise one penny for the primaries. I don't want to owe anybody anything."

Carter has been a vocal advocate for the creation of a political no-call list, which would be similar to the no-call lists that currently cover only commercial interests.

He said his use of robocalling — now, and in his 2008 lieutenant governor's campaign — isn't inconsistent with that stance, since his website gives viewers the option to sign up for his own political no-call list.

"I'm going to do five or 10 of these" robocall bursts, said Carter.

He said the fact that the message comes up as "time and temperature" on some telephone exchanges is merely a technical aspect of the system that he can't change, and not a deliberate attempt to fool people into answering a call they'd otherwise ignore.

Stanfield, who complained to the Post-Dispatch about the robocall, wasn't impressed with that explanation. "One sure way not to get my vote is to do one of those automated calls," she said. "It's irritating. "

Liz Harth of Chesterfield also has complained — to the Missouri Attorney General's Office.

Harth is on the no-call list that bars commercial entities from calling her home. Political campaigns aren't bound by that list, but Harth maintains that, since Carter's call came in on a line identified with a private commercial venture rather than a political campaign, the call violated the no-call regulations.

Harth said she went to Carter's site and signed up for the political no-call list, but is angry that she had to do that.

"You're asking me to take a step that I shouldn't have to take just to get you to stop bothering me," she said.

Carter argued that since the content of his message on the robocall is political rather than commercial, it's not barred by the standard commercial no-call list, even if the number itself is affiliated with a commercial entity. He said the Missouri Attorney General's Office gave his methods a clean legal bill of health when he did the same thing four years ago.

The number affiliated with the robocall is 314-321-2522. If you call into the number, rather than receiving a call, the message says:

"You've reached St. Louis time and temperature. This is Mike Carter. You know I run this service. But you may not know I'm running for lieutenant governor. I'd like to invite you to MikeCarter.com, because I'm going to be sending out a lot of robocalls in the next month and if you'd like to be off the list, go to MikeCarter.com." It then proceeds to give the time and temperature.
McCaskill Visits Columbia, Speaks Out on Healthcare Reform

Posted: Jul 1, 2012 7:08 PM by Stacey Welsh KOMU-DT/Columbia
Updated: Jul 1, 2012 11:25 PM 
COLUMBIA - U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill, D-Missouri, did not hide her support for the Affordable Care Act during her "In Our Town, On Our Side" statewide tour Sunday. Supporters gathered at 300 E. Broadway in Columbia to hear McCaskill speak. McCaskill also spoke to reporters regarding her support for the healthcare measure and other topics.

"Obviously I was pleased that one of the most conservative chief justices in the history of our country held up what I think was an important step forward to make sure that any Missourian can always get accessible and affordable health care," McCaskill said of her reaction upon learning the U.S. Supreme Court's decision to uphold the measure Thursday.

"Most Missourians, once they understand what's really in this bill and not the lies that are being told about it, they are going to like it," McCaskill said. "For the first time, we're telling insurance companies that they need to spend the money they get on health care and not just on denying health care... I think it's going to be a big step forward if people will get through all the distortions being said about the bill and get to the actual implementation, they are going to be pleasantly surprised."

McCaskill also said she expects the ultimate impact of the measure to be the country will have a "number of private insurance companies that will be able to offer affordable insurance to those people who don't get insurance at work."

On the opposite end of the spectrum, McCaskill said Republicans want to "privatize Medicare." She feels Missourians should be more concerned about privatizing Medicare than any provisions of the Affordable Care act.

Regarding her decision to not attend the Democratic National Convention, McCaskill said she is in a "really tough race" this year and wants to focus on her campaign in Missouri rather than attend "parties" at a convention.

"If you were me and you had this race this year, would you go hang out with a bunch of lobbyists... in North Carolina, or would you stay in Missouri talking to Missourians... If I want to win this race, I need to stay right here in Missouri where my work is," McCaskill said.

In addition to this, McCaskill commented on student loans. She said her opponents want private competition for student loans. This means the federal government would not provide them.
Susan Redden: Region attracts U.S. Senate incumbent, challengers

By Susan Redden 
Globe Staff Writer 

JOPLIN, Mo. — The three principal Republican candidates for a U.S. Senate seat from Missouri have made frequent stops in the region in recent weeks, most recently St. Louis businessman John Brunner, who met with a group of area residents a week ago.

U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill, the Democratic incumbent the three are vying to challenge, will make two area stops today.

McCaskill will meet with supporters at 5:30 p.m. in Nevada, then at 7:20 p.m. in Joplin.

The Nevada stop will be at the White Grill, 200 N. Commercial St. McCaskill’s appearance in Joplin will mark the opening of Joplin’s coordinated campaign office, 509 S. Wall Ave., Suite A.

McCaskill will address volunteers and supporters, and talk about efforts “to fight for Missouri’s middle-class families,” according to a campaign release. She also will discuss what she says is “a clear choice” between her campaign and those of her Republican opponents.

In Joplin a week ago, Brunner was drawing contrasts between himself and his opponents in the August primary. He didn’t name opponents Todd Akin, currently a U.S. congressman, and Sarah Steelman, a former state treasurer, except to describe them as career politicians.

Brunner toured Tri-State Motor Transit and met with officials of the trucking company before addressing a gathering of about 30 people at Granny Shaffer’s Restaurant.

He emphasized his business background and his role as a political outsider, saying “real world” experience is needed in Washington.

Brunner said he would favor the temporary suspension of some regulations, especially those on the environmental front, to help jump-start the economy. His campaign stop came before the U.S. Supreme Court on Thursday upheld most of federal health care reform law, but he said imposing those changes would hit the economy “like a tornado.”

“Businesses would be hiring and expanding, but they can’t stand any more regulatory hits,” he said.

Brunner said the regulatory environment hurts small businesses and small farms, to the benefit of their larger counterparts, adding, “They’re the ones who can afford the lawyers.”

He also touted his endorsements by organizations, including some linked to agriculture like the Missouri Pork Association and the Missouri Soybean Association PAC.

“Agriculture is business, and they appreciate my business background,” he said. “It will make me a better advocate.

To questions, Brunner said he is a defender of the Second Amendment and a proponent of immigration “by those who enter the country legally.” Others, he said, “need to get to the back of the line.”

Brunner released the results of a poll that showed him with a significant lead over Akin and Steelman.

Don and Carolyn Hinze picked up a Brunner sign to put in their yard. Don Hinze said the candidate, if he made it to Washington, “would stand up for himself. I’ve been disappointed with others that have folded once they got there.”

Brunner, who is the third generation of his family to run Vi-Jon, a personal care products manufacturer, has spent more than $2 million in personal funds on his campaign and has advertised extensively in TV commercials that have run in the region. Early commercials attacked McCaskill, linking her with President Barack Obama. More recently, his commercials have zeroed in on the records of Akin, in Congress, and Steelman, when she was in the Missouri Senate.
Mo. candidates try to turn court ruling into cash 
By CHRIS BLANK 
Associated Press
JEFFERSON CITY, Mo. (AP) -- Several Missouri candidates have tried to turn the U.S. Supreme Court's health care ruling into campaign cash, asking potential donors to support efforts to "throw out Obamacare" or stand with a congressman whose "vital voice and courageous vote" helped make the law possible.

Appeals for donations started within hours of the high court's decision upholding the individual insurance mandate in President Barack Obama's signature health care overhaul and came from Missouri candidates for the U.S. Senate, Congress, governor and attorney general.

Last week's pivotal court ruling on the health care law provided momentum for campaigns making last-minute requests for cash before the Saturday cutoff on reporting fundraising activities during the past quarter. Health care themes were particularly common in requests from Republican critics of the federal law given the passage two years ago of a Missouri proposition that bars the government from requiring people to have health insurance.

Republicans competing to challenge Democratic U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill called for repealing the health care law and suggested that donating money would signal support for replacing both her and the federal health care overhaul.

"Help us throw out ObamaCare by making a donation today of $10 for every Supreme Court Justice you wish was more conservative," said a plea from U.S. Rep. Todd Akin.

St. Louis businessman John Brunner asked: "Will you donate $25 or more to my campaign today and help me send a clear message to Senator McCaskill that her blind support for the President's tax-raising, health care policy is unacceptable?"

Former Missouri Treasurer Sarah Steelman said the overhaul creates a "fundamentally socialist healthcare system" and promised to support repealing it. An Internet link for supporters to make donations was placed on a picture of Obama and McCaskill with the caption: "McCaskill stands with Obama and ObamaCare - NOT Missouri."

McCaskill campaign spokeswoman Caitlin Legacki said the health care overhaul offers significant tax cuts for people and businesses who buy insurance and Republicans are trying to scare voters.

"The only people who will ever have to pay a penalty tax are those who irresponsibly refuse to seek insurance and try to make everyone else pay for their visits to the emergency room," Legacki said.

Republican candidates seeking state government posts also talked about health care in their fundraising pitches. Gubernatorial candidate Dave Spence and attorney general hopeful Ed Martin promised to fight federal mandates such as the health care measure and criticized Democratic incumbents.

"I cannot fight Obamacare if I'm not elected Attorney General and I cannot be elected Attorney General without your help," Martin wrote to supporters. He added: "I promise that the first day I am elected Attorney General, I will work to end Obamacare in Missouri."

Meanwhile, Democratic U.S. Rep. Russ Carnahan's campaign trumpeted his support for the law and asked for help in the Democratic primary against U.S. Rep. William Lacy Clay. Redistricting threw the two together in a new district covering the St. Louis area.

"That important bill became law in the first place because of Congressman Carnahan's vital voice and courageous vote, allowing all Americans to have access to quality and affordable health care," Carnahan's campaign wrote.

Appeals to help grow campaign bank accounts also came from outside Missouri. The Republican Governors Association said giving money to elect more Republican governors would "help ensure we have a firewall against the Obama agenda in the states."

Obama's campaign also asked for money and sent a message stating that "Mitt Romney and the Republicans in Congress just can't take yes for an answer." Romney's campaign, meanwhile, suggested supporters hold Obama accountable and donate $10 to make him a one-term president.

Even if the pleas for contributions do not attract bundles of money, the fundraising requests can help Missouri candidates by reminding voters about the federal health care law.

"For the mass mailing, the goal is of course fundraising, but that's not its only purpose. You are reinforcing a message," said George Connor, the head of the political science department at Missouri State University.

Occupiers camp out in Columbia for statewide conference

By Lindsey Armentrout Columbia Missourian
COLUMBIA ​— The amphitheater next to the Boone County Courthouse hosted a handful of Occupy Missouri participants this weekend. Campers set up tents, cots and mats on the courthouse grounds for three days of open meetings, demonstrations and story-swapping, drawing occupiers from across the state.

A few demonstrators braving the heat Sunday morning said that while there was a basic agenda to follow, the atmosphere was friendly, a laid-back social gathering with food, music and plenty of water. Like the Occupy movement nationwide, the conference seemed to mean different things to different demonstrators, the bonding element being the desire for change: locally, nationally, globally.

David Dollens, a Vietnam veteran and retiree from Columbia, said he joined Occupy COMO last year and was in front of the city building every day. He said he began demonstrating to "wake people up and make them aware," but at the same time meet new faces around town.

He said it's been refreshing to get out and communicate with others, something he said has been difficult to do in what he views as an increasingly impersonal American society.

“It’s unreal how nice everyone has been,” Dollens said.

Occupier Mike Diel, of Macon, said there were 30 to 40 participants throughout the blistering hot weekend, but that plenty of people are using social media to spread the movement. 
A property manager, Diel said he sees financial inequality firsthand when his tenants can barely afford rent. His experiences with rental properties motivated him to enlist in the Occupy cause, no matter the weather.

To keep the demonstrators hydrated, Nestor MacKno provided water from his personal well for his fellow occupiers.

"Hydration in this heat is the most important concern," MacKno said.

The Boone County Government Building also lent a helping hand, leaving the doors unlocked so protestors could use the restrooms and cool off in the air conditioning, Dollens said.

For some of the occupants, utilizing the campgrounds was just as important as the cause.

Glenn Seaman, of Columbia, joined the group Saturday night. He said he's been homeless since February 2012.

As he packed up his few belongings Sunday morning, a backpack, a bicycle with a basket jerry-rigged above the back tire and a small red tent, he said he was glad to have a legal place to make camp.

“I don’t usually have a place to stay,” Seaman said. “Since they have a permit, I just decided to stay too.”

The rest of the campsite will be cleared by Sunday evening, and Dollens said a few from the group plan to load up a van and attend another Occupy demonstration in Philadelphia where they expect anywhere from 10,000 to 15,000 people in attendance, numbers far larger than Occupy Missouri's conference this weekend.

Occupier D.R. Menard has visited occupy movements on the East Coast, in the South and around the Midwest.

"As you travel you find it's not numbers, but the quality of conversation that's important," Menard said.

Funds at risk: Once known as food stamps, SNAP provides food to poor

Sunday, July 1, 2012
By Melissa Miller ~ Southeast Missourian 

She used to work two jobs and made good money. 

Now a health condition keeps her from working full-time. So a 32-year-old Cape Girardeau single mom depends on the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program, formerly known as food stamps, to help her take care of her 3-year-old son. 

The $342 a month the woman, who asked not to be named, receives from the SNAP program could be cut as part of a plan to save taxpayer dollars and reduce fraud under the 2012 Farm Bill approved in June by the U.S. Senate. 

The bill, known as the Agriculture Reform, Food and Jobs Act, provides subsidies to farmers and funds the USDA's nutrition assistance programs for low-income Americans. 

The five-year bill includes a $4.5 billion cut to the SNAP program, expected to cause about 500,000 households to lose an estimated $90 per month in benefits. The entire farm bill passed by the Senate on June 21 includes $23 billion in spending reductions across several USDA programs. 

Missouri's 8th congressional district has more SNAP recipients than any other in the state, with 44,858 households receiving assistance in 2010, according to the USDA Food and Nutrition Service. Statewide, 260,735 households, comprised of more than 900,000 people, received $1.4 billion in food benefits through SNAP in 2010. Missouri has a higher SNAP participation rate than two-thirds of the rest of the United States. 

Because SNAP benefits are administered by each individual state, it's not clear how many Missouri recipients will be affected by the proposed cuts, but local agencies who work with those in need say this couldn't come at a worse time. 

"Cutting nutrition programs that serve vulnerable, low-income families, children and seniors will undoubtedly increase hunger in Southeast Missouri and drive more people to food pantries that we serve at a time when we are already stretched," said Karen Green, executive director of the Southeast Missouri Food Bank in Cape Girardeau. "We simply cannot make up the difference." 

Cuts to SNAP will target people who have no recourse to help themselves, said John McGowan, CEO of Love INC, a faith-based not-for-profit organization that works with local churches to help those in need. 

"You're targeting the most needy that are already making decisions about whether to pay their light bill or buy their medication. This will push them from the brink of poverty to nearly destitution," he said. "The only help they have will be to turn to the community." 

Community food pantries, including the Jackson Ministerial Alliance Food Pantry in Jackson and FISH Food Pantry and Christ Episcopal Church in Cape Girardeau are seeing record numbers of people coming for assistance and are already having to limit how many times people may come for help, McGowan said. 

The Farm Bill does include a $10 million increase in funds for the Emergency Food Assistance Program, which assists food banks. While Green is thankful to see this bump up in funds, she says it will have a minimal impact due to the increasing number of people coming to food banks for assistance. 

In 2010 the SEMO Food Bank served 40,000 people monthly, but last year that number increased to 55,000 people each month in the 16 Southeast Missouri counties it serves. 

Supporters of the Farm Bill say the legislation will crack down on food stamp fraud, including the practice of selling one's SNAP benefits for cash, known as trafficking. 

The most recent analysis from 2006 to 2008 indicated that trafficking diverted one cent of each benefit dollar, or about $330 million annually. The amount of benefits trafficked has been cut in half compared to 1998 when $660 million in SNAP benefits were estimated to be sold for cash. 

"The role of the Farm Bill is to advocate for American producers and markets for U.S. agriculture so we can continue to enjoy the most abundant, affordable food supply in the world. It's also an important opportunity to re-evaluate nutrition programs and to make necessary changes to eliminate any waste, fraud and abuse. Congress must ensure these supplemental benefits go to those who truly need the assistance. Ensuring the integrity of our nation's nutrition programs will be an important priority for the House Agriculture Committee as they begin debating their bill," said Rep. Jo-Ann Emerson, R-Cape Girardeau, in a statement via email. 

The Senate version of the Farm Bill also prevents lottery winners from receiving SNAP benefits and limits SNAP eligibility for college students. 

The house is expected to take up the Farm Bill when members of congress return to Washington, D.C., after the Independence Day holiday break. According to Feeding America, a network of food banks that includes SEMO Food Bank, the House's version of the Farm Bill contains even deeper cuts to SNAP and reductions in other nutrition spending totaling $14 billion. 

This includes a proposed cut to the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program, which several schools in Southeast Missouri participate in to provide students the opportunity to try fresh fruit and vegetables funded by USDA during the school day, Green said. 

"Investing in hunger relief makes sense fiscally and is a cost-effective use of taxpayer dollars and an investment in our nation's future. Hunger increases health care costs, lowers worker productivity, harms children's development and diminishes their educational performance. These are costs that we cannot afford," she said. 

Legislators are balancing the good work that a few rural farmers are doing against the huge demand of rural people who don't have the income possibilities that exist in urban centers, McGowan said. 

Missouri Senators Claire McCaskill and Roy Blunt did not respond to requests for comments about the proposed SNAP benefit reductions. 

MISSOURINET 

Nixon gets bird’s eye view of Iron County fire
June 30, 2012 By Bob Priddy 

Governor Nixon says he’s confident the Iron County wildfire is being brought under control. Nixon took a flying tour of the 600-acre blaze in the Mark Twain National Forest this morning and met with reporters afterwards.
State leaves NCLB behind
July 2, 2012 By Bob Priddy 

State education officials say parents and students should have a better idea of how well children are being educated now that the federal government has let the state out from under the No Child Left Behind law.

State education leaders throughout the country have complained that the No Child Left Behind law was a one-size fits all program from Washington that did not give states the flexibility they need to really educate children. The Obama administration has started letting states with better ideas get waivers from the federal law. Missouri is in the latest crop of states who have a chance to prove the state knows better than Washington does.

Assistant state education commissioner Margie Vandeven says the waiver will let parents have a more accurate gauge of their children’s education.

She says the goal is to have every student graduate from high school ready for a career or for college and to have Missouri one of the top ten performing states by 2020. The department thinks its evaluation system is better for reaching that goal than the No Child Left Behind law.
BLOG ZONE
Biden slated to campaign for McCaskill, highlighting her ties with White House

By Jo Mannies, Beacon political reporter 

2:20 pm on Fri, 06.29.12

Vice President Joe Biden will be headlining a fundraising event for U.S. Sen. Claire McCaskill in Kansas City on July 9 – an event that could quell talk about strains between her and the White House.

McCaskill, D-Mo., has been under fire all week after she went public with her decision to skip the Democratic presidential convention in September and her general silence over Thursday’s Supreme Court decision upholding the Affordable Care Act.

In fact, her statement about Biden’s appearance was far more detailed than her campaign’s comments this week about the health-care measure.

“It's always a pleasure to welcome Vice President Joe Biden to the great state of Missouri, and I am humbled by his support for my re-election campaign,” said McCaskill. “Whether it was during our time together in the Senate or over the past four years, Vice President Biden has been a good friend and a strong advocate for middle-class families across America.”

“Like me, Vice President Biden has always worked to achieve commonsense, compromise solutions to the challenges we face and it's an honor that he's willing to come to Kansas City and help my campaign,” she added.

McCaskill noted that Biden’s appearance, at a private home, will mark the first time he has joined her at a campaign event. 

McCaskill is kicking off her re-election bid Saturday when she launches a lengthy RV trip around the state -- a replay of her campaign for the U.S. Senate in 2006.

President Barack Obama has headlined several campaign events for McCaskill before and after his election. He drew a huge crowd at a St. Louis campaign event for her in 2005, and she was a prominent congressional surrogate during his 2008 campaign.

But their relationship has, at least publicly, been more distant in recent years. McCaskill has acknowledged some policy differences while Republicans contend that she has sought to distance herself in the wake of the continued controversy over the health-care law and other measures – such as the stimulus packages – that she did support.

McCaskill’s three chief Republican opponents – businessman John Brunner, former state Treasurer Sarah Steelman and U.S. Rep. Todd Akin of Wildwood – have repeated attacked her votes on such measures.

McCaskill’s campaign said that Biden “will be able to help present the choice Missourians have in November between a senator, like Claire, who has fought tirelessly for Missouri's middle-class families and the three extreme Republican candidates who are competing to be a rubberstamp vote for special interests in Washington.”

On MSNBC this week, McCaskill repeated her frequent assertion to reporters that she has asked Obama to come to Missouri to campaign for her before the November election.

Still, any photos of her with Biden will likely prompt fewer attacks from Republicans and allied groups.
Steve Kraske | On health care reform, Nixon didn’t mandate clarity

By STEVE KRASKE
The Kansas City Star 

Sometimes being governor is pure heck. Every word you utter matters. Every phrase could be a land mine.

Here’s betting that Missouri Gov. Jay Nixon wishes he could put six words he said Monday in St. Louis back in the holster. Talking about the Affordable Care Act, Nixon said: “I think I’ve been pretty clear … that the health insurance mandate is not something that I think is a good thing.”

What sent Republicans and pundits into hyperdrive were the six words “I think I’ve been pretty clear …”

The problem is Nixon wasn’t all that clear, particularly when the national health care law was being written and even afterward when Missourians passed judgment on a key provision in August 2010. That lack of clarity put the spotlight back on one of the biggest criticisms of the governor — his occasional tendency to hotfoot it away from the fieriest issues.

That reticence drives lawmakers from both parties nuts. And it reinforces an old dictum about the governor — that first and foremost he’s all about Jay.

It’s true that in recent months, when public sentiment for and against the law became settled, Nixon let it be known that he opposed the individual mandate.

In fact, he revealed his stand to The Star’s editorial board in February. But that wasn’t the focus of the day’s conversation, and the remark didn’t receive much play.

But health care was a big issue in 2010 when Missourians overwhelmingly approved Proposition C, a first-in-the-nation ballot measure aimed at blocking the federal government from requiring people to buy health insurance.

In other words, it was an up or down vote on the individual mandate.

Nixon was anything but forthcoming in the weeks leading up to that vote. The New York Times reported in July that year that a spokesman for Nixon “declined to reveal” how the governor would vote. The month the vote was taken, Talking Points Memo reported that a Nixon spokesman said the Democratic governor “hasn’t waded into the fray.”

In a column two months later, I reported that Nixon never took a stand on Prop C.

One of his Republican opponents, Dave Spence, whacked away this week, saying, “Jay Nixon refused to join the lawsuits against Obamacare, he caved to pressure from the Obama administration and refused to sign letters … expressing concerns about Obamacare.”

On Wednesday, when Nixon was in Kansas City, he was asked about how he voted on Prop C. Nixon declined to answer yes or no. He said he had made his opposition to the individual mandate clear “over a number of months to a number of folks.”

Then he said, “The individual action I took was consistent with that position.”

So much for being “pretty clear.”
EDITORIALS … & Letters to the Editor
The Star’s editorial | Unhealthy leadership in Kansas, Missouri

Republican officeholders in Missouri and Kansas are vowing to stall progress on the Affordable Care Act, despite the U.S. Supreme Court ruling that upholds its constitutionality. Their intransigence will shortchange citizens and economies.

Both states are far behind on creating insurance exchanges.

In Kansas, Gov. Sam Brownback foolishly gave back $32 million in federal money aimed at starting a computer infrastructure. 

Missouri has also passed up start-up money, and lawmakers actually authorized a statewide vote in November to prohibit the governor from moving forward on an exchange without legislative approval.

Unless leaders in both states quickly come to their senses, they’re likely to have the “dreaded” federal government design exchanges for them. 

And even if the Affordable Care Act is dismantled politically, what’s not to like about an on-line marketplace where consumers can easily learn what kinds of insurance policies are available and at what price? The reluctance to get started is folly.

Hesitation about raising state Medicaid eligibility limits is more understandable.

Though the new law requires states to include families making up to 133 percent of the federal poverty level in their Medicaid programs, the Supreme Court said states can’t be coerced into doing so.

Washington would pay for 100 percent of the expanded coverage for three years, and not less than 90 percent after that. But states will ultimately pay more in Medicaid costs. 

In Missouri, which currently cuts off Medicaid eligibility at a deplorable 19 percent of the poverty level, or $4,104 a year for a family of four, complying with the new law would add about 300,000 persons to the Medicaid program. Estimates put the additional annual cost to the state at $100 million a year or up.

That obligation would be offset, however, by the economic benefits of compliance. Missouri would receive about $8 billion in federal Medicaid funds in the first five years of the law’s implementation. 

The expanded coverage would create thousands of jobs for medical providers, suppliers and others. Hospitals would be less burdened. Employers might see insurance costs level off.

Affordable health care is good public policy. Missouri and Kansas will pay a heavy price for the refusal of Republican leaders to acknowledge that reality.

Editorial Short Take: Hey DNC, wishing you were meeting in St. Louis? 

By the Editorial Board | Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 12:15 am
You might have heard that the Democratic National Committee is having a bit of troublewith its big national convention planned for September in Charlotte, N.C.

It starts with the words "Charlotte, N.C." A city and a state that aren't friendly to unions. In case you haven't heard it on Fox News, unions tend to like Democrats.

Then North Carolina passed a draconian anti-gay marriage amendment, angering another key Democratic constituency. Then fund-raising dried up (see "unions" above). This month, the DNC moved a pre-convention event from a Charlotte speedway to some downtown streets to save money. Now the Democratic incumbent in the most closely watched Senate race in the nation, Sen. Claire McCaskill of Missouri, has decided to wash her hair instead of attending the convention.

Charlotte, you'll recall, was chosen over St. Louis. We had the "excitement," said the national political folks. We had the hotel rooms, the convention space, the union support, even fund-raising from deep-pocketed Republicans who care more about their city than partisanship.

Charlotte has big banks. We have big beer.

We hope the Dems get it figured out.

But four years from now, look toward the Arch.
Why Do They Run?

Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 3:00 pm Washington Missourian
We have a primary election in Missouri coming up soon. The date is Tuesday, Aug. 7. A look at the ballot that was published in

Wednesday’s Missourian is somewhat normal — a large number of candidates for some offices and no competition in others.

Again, as usual, there are a host of no-names, people who don’t have name recognition and many of whom have no chance of winning. Some of them don’t even campaign. Why do they file?

For lieutenant governor on the Democratic ticket there are eight candidates. Several have minor name recognition, such as Susan Montee, Jefferson City, Judy Baker, Columbia, and Sara Lampe, Springfield. The rest could be called complete unknowns.

For U.S senator on the Republican ticket there are eight candidates who want the nomination and would like to unseat incumbent Claire McCaskill, a Democrat. The race really is between three of the candidates. They are Sarah Steelman, former state treasurer, Rep. Todd Akin, St. Louis County, and John Brunner, St. Louis businessman. The remaining five are unknowns statewide. One of the candidates is from Sullivan, Hector Maldonado, who really isn’t known in his home county. The realistic three-way race is gaining the most attention of any of the races statewide.

The two most prominent Democratic candidates are incumbents McCaskill and Gov. Jay Nixon. McCaskill has no primary opposition. Nixon has two opponents who are complete unknowns and who don’t have a chance of winning. On the Republican ticket for governor, there are four candidates who want to take on Nixon in the general election. The race will come down to a match between Dave Spence, St. Louis businessman, and Bill Randles, of the Kansas City area, who has tea party support. The other two candidates are Fred Sauer, St. Louis, and John D. Weiler, Pevely, two relative unknowns.

There’s some interest in the race for lieutenant governor on the Republican ticket. Peter Kinder, Cape Girardeau, is seeking re-election and is being opposed in the primary by Brad Lager, Savannah, Charles W. Kullmann, St. Louis, and Mike Carter, St. Peters. Lager is expected to pose the most challenge to Kinder.

The public notice on the primary with the listing of all candidates, federal, state and county, was in Wednesday’s Missourian. The candidates as they will appear on the ballot will be published prior to the primary.

We don’t know what motivates some people to file for public offices, especially on the state level, when they are unknown and don’t have the financial resources to mount a campaign. Why do they run? Just to see their names on ballots? We have had perennial candidates who have never won an election. They know they don’t have a chance to win if they are honest with themselves. 

We all like to see participation in our democratic process, and if requirements are met, it’s encouraging to see the interest in filing for office even if candidates’ chances are slim or none. But the question of why some people file lingers.
Best Plan: Prevent elderly fraud
St. Joseph News-Press
The threats to the financial security of our senior citizens apparently will only get worse.

We can see this as we observe the aging of the baby boomers, which is swelling the ranks of the elderly.

We can see this also with the rise of computer literacy, which over time will expose even the last holdouts to electronic scams.

The nonprofit Investor Protection Trust labels elder financial abuse “a national epidemic.” It gets no argument from the nonprofit Elder Financial Protection Network, whose director calls the current situation “a jungle out there.”

Advocates for the elderly need a broad-based approach; no single protective measure can be relied on to save all senior citizens from financial harm.

Nationally, the government’s Consumer Financial Protection Bureau wants to hear from the public about the best ways to select legitimate financial advisers, wants to know whether the elderly and their caregivers would benefit from improved financial counseling, and wants feedback on whether a consumer guide would help.

At the state level, Missouri lawmakers this spring voted to expand current law to criminalize the use of “undue influence” to financially exploit an elderly or disabled person.

If there is a downside, it means people who agree to exercise fiduciary responsibilities for another — whether with a power of attorney or as a guardian or conservator — would face higher expectations under the law.

The bill awaiting Gov. Jay Nixon’s signature would increase penalties and link them to the amount of money involved. The worst offenses would carry a possible sentence of 10 years to life in prison.

Reminders never hurt: Do not give out personal information to people you do not know or do business with. “Free” and low-cost offers, particularly on the Internet, through e-mails and over the phone, should raise immediate suspicions. Hang up, walk away, sign off — you have no obligation to provide information or money to someone you don’t know and trust.

The main thing to remember is no criminal penalty will be able to fully restore an elderly person’s sense of well-being once they have been victimized. Stopping the crime before it happens always is the best approach.

Your Views: Urge Nixon to sign 'religious liberty' bill


The Joplin Globe 

— Urge Nixon to sign bill

It appears that much of the local media has not studied in detail the provisions of Senate Bill 749, the religious liberty bill currently being considered by Gov. Jay Nixon. The bill ensures that the moral and religious beliefs of consumers are respected in the insurance market. This means protecting the free exercise of the rights of conscience for all individuals, not just official religious institutions.

First, SB 749 requires insurance companies to provide clear and conspicuous notice as to whether a proposed plan will cover abortions or contraceptives. Right now, consumers are often unaware of whether their plan will cover these items.

Second, if the customer objects on moral or religious grounds to paying for abortions or contraceptives, the insurance company must write a policy that excludes these items. Presently, a company can refuse to write such a policy. 

Third, SB 749 ensures continued access to contraceptives for those who want insurance coverage for them. For example, if an employer opts out of including contraceptives in the company’s health plan, an employee has a legal right to purchase the contraceptive coverage directly from the insurer.

Fourth, SB 749 addresses a concern that has emerged recently where insurers “bundle” elective (surgical) abortions into their “family planning” coverage. Consumers may not know that they or their employers are paying for abortions. SB 749 makes consumers aware of this issue and allows them to exclude and not pay for this coverage if they have moral or religious objections. 

Much of the media mistakenly claim that SB 749 is no more than “a slap at President Obama’s Affordable Care Act and a bow to anti-abortion rights groups.” Among those most active in public policy in Missouri, on both sides of the issue, they truly stand alone if they hold this opinion. In fact, as explained above, SB 749 defends freedom of choice and conscience for all Missourians, and this protection will be needed regardless of the United States Supreme Court’s ruling on the constitutionality of the Affordable Care Act.

I urge all Missourians to call Gov. Jay Nixon’s office (573-751-3222) and urge him to sign SB 749. No citizen should be forced to carry insurance coverage on any issue one finds morally objectionable.

Jackie Schmidt

Province director

U.S. National Council of Catholic Women

Double speak

In response to Ed Goebel’s letter, “Where are our patriots?” (Globe, June 21), we are still here.

Mr. Goebel needs to read the book titled “Lies the Government Told You” by Judge Andrew P. Napolitano. He states in his book that both parties haven’t been following the constitution. When President Obama took office he swore on the Bible to uphold the laws of the land and Constitution. He has done neither. What part of illegal immigrants does he not understand?

One of my best friends in high school and his family from Mexico came to America on green cards and became citizens. They came the legal way. Both parties have failed in this area. America was founded on immigration — legal immigration.

We are the melting pot of the world, but the decisive leadership of President Obama wants to divide and conquer poor against the rich, race against race.

Some of the things President Obama was against as a senator, he now favors. I find all of this double speak troubling.

Before you judge me as a Republican attacking the Democrats, sorry to say but I am a registered Democrat. I haven’t left the party, they left me.

We need to shrink the federal government, rewrite tax code to flat tax and get rid of loopholes. Even the IRS doesn’t understand the tax code now. Get rid of Obamacare. What is he going to mandate to us next?

Gene Franklin

Neosho

Approve contract

It is truly amazing how far Joplin has come back from last year’s tornado. People nationwide are favorably comparing our town with New Orleans after Katrina and Tuscaloosa after its tornado as an example of how a community can come together and rebuild. But, a trip east along 26th and 20th streets tells us all that there is still a lot to be done.

With adversity comes opportunity. Many have been quoted that we will rebuild Joplin bigger and better. We have that opportunity. As part of the process of deciding Joplin’s future, we had a number of public meetings where residents suggested ways and projects for rebuilding.

Those ideas were collected, and through a competitive process Joplin’s city management has selected a master developer — Wallace Bajjali Development Partners — to be the coordinator for the rebuild projects. Wallace Bajjali has an initial list of 19 projects and has identified $800 million that can be put toward these projects. This is our opportunity to rebuild Joplin bigger and better.

There will be some who worry about putting Joplin’s future in the hands of a commercial developer — but, I believe the city has managed that well and will remain in control through its ability to approve or disapprove the individual projects as Wallace Bajjali proceeds.

On Monday night, Joplin can choose to continue down the path of being an example to the world of how a community can remake itself after disaster better than it was before. The final approval for the Wallace Bajjali contract is to go before the Joplin City Council at the council’s meeting. I have every confidence our council members will vote to approve the measure. After all, who would vote against rebuilding Joplin unless he has a better plan for the rebuild himself? Nevertheless, I encourage everyone to either communicate your support “for” the master developer contract to your City Council member or come to the meeting to voice your support in person.

Randy A. Moore

Joplin
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Posted: Saturday, June 30, 2012 12:00 am, St. Louis Post-Dispatch
We live and die with consequences of letting others make decisions
"The care quandary" (June 24), an article about the burdens of end-of-life care for the frail elderly, raises two vitally important issues: the out-of-pocket expense of delaying death and the decision-making process that determines what medical and other procedures will be provided. These issues are extremely important for everyone — young and old, sick and healthy.

The article focused directly on the costs of end-of-life care for the elderly and the traps that make those costs seemingly unavoidable. These costs include the amounts paid by public and private insurance, but the economic, emotional and physical burdens on family members and other care providers who provide uncompensated assistance. Somehow, we have become sucked into a way of thinking that demands that we preserve life no matter the cost and no matter how poor the quality.

Each competent adult can assign health care power of attorney and sign an advance medical directive that specifies the treatment he or she wants. By completing easily obtainable forms — available from lawyers, health care providers and on the websites of the Missouri Bar and the Missouri attorney general — and communicating their wishes to family members, friends and doctors, people can avoid useless and burdensome treatment that serves only to prolong the suffering and delay the dying process. Every effort is made to relieve pain and discomfort to the patient, often through palliative care and hospice services.

Without advance directives and health care surrogates, the dying person, his family and the professional care providers are swept into a whirlpool of increasingly burdensome and fruitless hospital procedures, robbing the dying person of any semblance of dignity.

Somehow, we have become so accustomed to having others — doctors, hospitals, insurance companies, the government evaluate our quality of life and control our care, we have lost the incentives and ability to make decisions for ourselves, and we live and die with the consequences.

David S. Purcell • St. Louis County
Estate planning and elder law lawyer, Purcell and Amen

Talk to children about bullying
We've heard recently of the misbehavior of students directed to people in areas of authority or in places of respect. I've been a public school teacher for 20 years. Student misconduct directed toward people or places of authority should be addressed in schools and in homes.

Not every student needs thorough training. Many students do need to be given direction in how to express thoughts or feelings in a respectful and appropriate ways. Many students know how to articulate themselves with those around them.

In the past 20 years, I have experienced students being disrespectful in both actions and deeds throughout the day of instruction. Whether the disrespect is directed toward me or another student in the classroom, it never should be tolerated. Nor, should the disrespect be blown out of proportion by the adult in charge. One of the most common excuses uttered by students when being questioned concerning disrespect verbalized in the classroom is "I wasn't talking to you!" Many students believe that if a comment is not directed toward the teacher in the room, it is not the teacher's business.

Many students and adults have a difficult time bridling their tongues when 'silence is golden" or possibly a 'softer word" would best serve the situation. Too many of our teachers also suffer in silence when it comes to disciplining students in the classroom. Teachers, whether new or veteran, have a difficult time receiving support from administration and parents when a student speaks or acts out in class. Many parents and administration inevitably say, "My child student would never say/do anything like that!"

Now, I am sure you are hoping to read a stunning final paragraph that will sum up the woes of our educational system and include a profound answer that will leave everyone with some insightful thoughts. But each person in each situation is different. Still, these recent stories brought to mind something I heard recently: "Everyone you meet is just another version of you."

Robert Swingler • Collinsville
Cold facts for the flock
The overheated rhetoric of Catholic Bishops regarding religious freedom might be tamped down by cold facts. First, the greatest threat to the freedom of institutional Catholicism comes from the bishops themselves. Because of their mishandling of the sex abuse crisis, dioceses that have had to declare bankruptcy have given up their freedom to spend money without the oversight and permission of the court. The diocese of Kansas City, where the bishop is under indictment for failure to report child sexual abuse, has been ordered into arbitration with victims to determine if it has violated its own policies regarding sexual abuse, another instance of loss of freedom to administer and control church policy.

Second, St. Louis Archbishop Robert Carlson and others should familiarize themselves with the Missouri Supreme Court 2007 decision in Saint Louis University vs. The Masonic Temple Association of St. Louis. The court decision, upholding St. Louis University's right to public money to help finance the construction of its arena, notes that fewer than 35 of St. Louis University's 1,275 faculty and staff members are Jesuits and less than half of the student body identifies as Catholic. The opinion quotes the Rev. Lawrence Biondi as saying, "... SLU has a tradition that aspires to Jesuit philosophies and ideals, but in no way requires that employees or students aspire to those ideals." St. Louis University and other major Catholic institutions cannot on the one hand claim that they do not require employees or students to aspire to certain ideals, and then deny coverage for a class of prescription drugs because such coverage would not be in keeping with those ideals.

Third, the claims of non-partisanship would be more credible if there was greater acknowledgement of threats to religious freedom from the right. In the document, "Our First, Most Cherished Liberty," the bishops do describe such threats in the form of state immigration laws that seek to prevent religious organizations from ministering to illegal and undocumented immigrants. Unfortunately, most of the public statements by the bishops focus only on federally mandated contraception coverage in health insurance plans, without mentioning that the majority of states have similar requirements.

To whom does this crusade for religious freedom apply?Apparently not to nuns, Girl Scouts, gays, the majority of Catholics who have not accepted the prohibition on contraception, non-Catholics working in Catholic institutions, people participating in the Susan G. Komen Race for the Cure, theologians and, for some bishops, those who support the Democratic Party generally and the Obama administration specifically.

Cold facts rather than heated rhetoric might save the bishops from further embarrassing themselves and their flock.

James F. Gilsinan • Webster Groves
Hypocrisy on Obama's immigration order
Charles Krauthammer took President Barack Obama to task recently in "Naked lawlessness" (June 24). Mr. Krauthammer quoted the president as saying on March, 28, 2011: "With respect to the notion that I can just suspend deportations [of immigrants brought here illegally as children] through executive order, that's just not the case, because there are laws on the books that Congress has passed."

Mr. Krauthammer then accused the president of acting illegally by suspending such deportations, in violation of the Constitution. But Mr. Krauthammer conveniently ignored what Mr. Obama went on to say: "That does not mean, though, that we can't make decisions, for example, to emphasize enforcement on those who've engaged in criminal activity. It also doesn't mean that we can't strongly advocate and propose legislation [the DREAM Act] that would change the law in order to make it more fair, more just, and ultimately would help young people who are here trying to do the right thing and whose talents we want to embrace in order to succeed as a country."

So Mr. Obama is not acting illegally, as Mr. Krauthammer loudly proclaims. Sen. Lindsey Graham, R-S.C., commenting after Mr. Obama's recent public announcement of a change in policy, said in an interview, "He promised immigration reform in his first year and he did nothing." Sen. John McCain, R-Ariz., on "Meet the Press," said, "He had overwhelming majorities in both Houses of Congress. Nothing was done."

In fact, the DREAM Act would have allowed such individuals to stay in this country legally if it hadn't been defeated primarily by Republican opposition.

This kind of hypocrisy does nothing to reassure voters that Republicans should be in charge.

Martin Pion • Ferguson
Getting your way
Reading the editorial "Missouri's copper kings" (June 28): It struck me again that complaining that the issue in Citizens United case — campaign contributions — causes corruption is based on a misunderstanding or simple disregard of how our government works.Condemnation of the U.S. Supreme Court for finding that current law does not forbid corporations' contributing to political action committees or, in some cases, directly to candidates is misplaced.

Set aside the subjective judgment of whether the corporations' money is more corrupting than the trial lawyers'. That corruption is in the eye of the beholder is reason enough for caution in restricting speech.

The proper receptacle for the paper's ire is Congress; it makes the laws that are interpreted by the courts. The courts (or the president) cannot create law out of whole cloth even if it's the "right thing to do." If one is unhappy with the current law surrounding campaign contributions, then it is the law that must be changed, either by electing legislators or by pursuing a referendum.

I hear the "congressmen are bought and paid for" objections already. The answer is to find and encourage candidates who will steel themselves to temptation and faithfully execute their duties. By the sound of it, that's no more difficult now than it was in 19th-century Montana. Regardless of which side of today's political dog fight you're on, though, caution is crucial in dealing with fundamental rights like speech.

These are issues that should be deliberated and directed by the people rather than the courts. Getting your way today may give your opponent his way next year. But then, in matters of speech, getting one's way misses the point entirely, doesn't it?

Tim Keeney • Webster Groves
Prairie State should be sent to the showers
Peabody Energy promised communities long-term low electricity prices beginning on day one of Prairie State. The official financial documents attest to this promise. Subsequently, municipalities across the Midwest committed their communities to purchasing this plant's output.

Now the cost of electricity from Peabody's coal plant is 41 percent higher than promised, and far above the market price. From all indications, these high prices will last for almost a decade. During this time, the plant never will produce power at the original promised price. Does this sound like the "competitive prices" mentioned in a recent letter from Peabody Energy?

Peabody is living in another era. It says the plant will become profitable, but communities that bought into Peabody's power plant are stuck with this expensive boondoggle for the long haul despite Peabody's promises of cheap electricity. Peabody has not released any 30-year financial plans for Prairie State for public scrutiny. Why should we believe its newest empty promise that plant finances will turn around over time?

Times have changed, yet Peabody officials repeat the same tired half-truths about coal. Meanwhile, Midwest communities are paying for electricity that they have not received, and they will pay extraordinarily high prices once electricity is turned on.

To continue the baseball analogy: This plant and Peabody Energy should be sent to the showers before they do more damage. It is the first inning of the year's first game, and communities already have an injured coal plant. Don't worry, though, Peabody and its investors are ahead by millions.

Arielle Klagsbrun • St. Louis
Missourians Organizing for Reform and Empowerment
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Posted: Sunday, July 1, 2012 12:00 am, St. Louis Post-Dispatch
Doctors, patients, families must talk about palliative care
Regarding "The care quandary" (June 24): These stories unfortunately are common. Extensive analyses have been published in medical, nursing and public policy journals. Reporter Jim Doyle put a very personal face on the multiple quandaries faced by the Williams family.

Physicians are not always trained nor do they have the time to have the necessary discussions earlier in the course of a chronic illness to allow decision-making about end-of-life care in a more humane fashion. Unfortunately, the attempt by Medicare to pay physicians to have discussions about decision-making and options of care during a chronic illness with a patient and/or family members was politicized.

Good physicians continue to talk with many of their patients even though they aren't separately compensated. Outstanding palliative care programs are spreading in St. Louis hospitals and across the country because it is the right thing to do to effectively communicate with patients. The decisions that are made are the patients, often with the help of family members.

As individuals within a society, we have an obligation to express our wishes regarding end-of-life medical and nursing care. As health care providers we want to use our medications and technology to provide the best care and yet respect patients' and family wishes.

Gary Ratkin • St. Louis County
Palliative Care program, Missouri Baptist Medical Center
Healthy living, honest conversations
"The care quandary" (June 24), which focused on the high cost of medical care for the elderly, is in some ways just the tip of the iceberg when it comes to medical costs in the United States. Hospitals treat many patients half the age of Althee Williams already suffering from multiple chronic diseases. Obesity, diabetes, hypertension, coronary artery disease, end stage renal disease and emphysema are increasingly common in younger Americans. Many of these patients are permanently disabled and covered under Medicare. Change the case study to someone who is 45 and critically ill with little chance of ever living a healthy life, and how would you feel about withdrawing care?

If Americans don't take steps to improve their health, we'll be faced with the above scenario in overwhelming numbers. For those of us working on the front lines of health care, it's obvious what living an unhealthy lifestyle will do to a person's quality of life. I see 90-year-old patients living healthy, active and productive lives free of disease and 45-year-olds suffering with multiple chronic illnesses, unable to live independently.

The task at hand for all Americans is two-fold: We need to make living a healthy lifestyle a high priority and have honest conversations with our family about how we want to die when a healthy life no longer is possible.

Beth Wuesthoff • St. Louis County
Hospice offers an alternative
"The care quandary" (June 24) told important stories but omitted a major alternative to the high costs of dying. Hospice care focuses on patient comfort and is significantly less costly than hospital treatment. Hospice care allows patients to live the final months of their lives in their own homes. As reporter Jim Doyle points out, "most elderly Americans would prefer to die at home."

Hospice care includes in-home visits by nurses and home health aides, plus the counsel of social workers and chaplains. While hospice care is centered on the patient, family members and other caregivers also benefit from hospice services.

Had the family featured in the story been aware of and chosen hospice care, the mother probably would have been more comfortable during the last months of her life. Additionally, the cost to Medicare would have been much less than the $1.16 million figure quoted in the article.

We all need to learn about and understand the role of hospice care in the end-of-life treatment, whether we are elderly citizens, adult children of elderly parents or members of the medical community.

While the costs of hospice care versus in-patient hospital treatment should continue to be a part of our national health care discussion, we also believe that hospice care provides a better alternative for many dying patients for other reasons. With pain management as a top priority and home-based care as a preferred choice, hospice care delivers treatment that is an important part of America's health care picture.

Laura Bilbrey • Ballwin
Vice-President, Hope Hospice

Health care reform ruling: For whom do our hearts bleed?
The outcry against the individual mandate to purchase health insurance is astonishing to me. Is this really the group for whom our hearts bleed — the people who can afford health insurance but refuse to buy it? Where is the concern for the millions of people who either cannot afford private health insurance or are not covered by their employers, or the people who cannot afford the large premiums to include their families?

These groups are among the many groups of people who will benefit from the Affordable Health Care Act. Small businesses will get help so that they can provide benefits. The lack of health insurance can have tragic consequences for many people who simply do not go to the doctor. Emergency rooms are a costly and ineffective solution for long-term health. Why would anyone oppose a solution that at least takes a significant step toward a healthier population?

Mary K. Brown • Chesterfield
Labored in vain
Our Founding Fathers, all the statesmen, all the soldiers who fought for America labored in vain. On June 28, the United States of America became a socialist country.

Gene Rincker • Marine, Ill.
Inevitable defeat
The Supreme Court decision on President Barack Obama's health care law is being reported as a big win for him. And it is a big battle that he has won.

But in the big picture, it is a big win for former Massachusetts Gov. Mitt Romney, the presumptive Republican nominee for president, and the Republicans.

Mr. Obama was already in deep trouble and probably headed for defeat in November. With this ruling coming on the heels of his new immigration initiative, his defeat is inevitable.

The Republican base, independents, libertarians and conservatives who were unsure about Mr. Romney now will be doubly energized for the election.

And if Mr. Romney selects U.S. Sen. Marco Rubio, R-Fla., as his running mate, it may blunt whatever advantage Mr. Obama has with Hispanics, and it could be a landslide.

For the sake of our country, let's hope so.

Thomas O'Toole • Eureka
Slickly produced half-truths
Regarding "Missouri's swing-state luster dims" (June 24): The news that Missouri no longer is a swing state is music to my ears and a joy to my eyes. Most political ads are nothing but slickly produced half-truths and emotional appeals designed to make one guy look like he has superpowers and the other poor sap appear to be either a moron at best or a quasi-crook and liar at worst. And I'm talking about both sides here. So this voter won't miss them one dang bit. Besides, do any but a handful of people really not know for whom they will vote this fall?

The key to winning elections nowadays seems to be not to change minds but to make sure that those who do support their guy or gal get the heck out there and tap that screen in their favor.

So, as you cast your vote, Missourians, be thankful that our swinging days are over.

At least this time around.

Tom Anselm • Florissant
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Supreme Court ruling is a victory for current and future retirees
Last week was historic for Americans of all ages with the affirmation of a law that helps children, workers and retirees obtain affordable health care. Americans now can live more securely knowing that their health and well-being no longer are tied to the whims and greed of the big insurance companies.

It now is time to lay to rest the myths that seniors will be hurt by this health care reform law. No longer can opponents use scare tactics and outright lies to keep seniors from embracing the new law that does so much for them as a group.

The new health care law provides seniors under Medicare a free yearly medical checkup and free preventive screenings for diseases such as diabetes, heart disease and cancer. Mammograms, bone-mass measurements and colonoscopies also are covered with no co-pays. There is a light at the end of the tunnel for seniors falling prey to that horrendous doughnut hole (Medicare Part D), forced to pay 100 percent of the price for prescription drugs. Under the new health care law, seniors will receive a 50 percent discount on brand-name prescription drugs and subsidies toward generic drugs. That the law will gradually close the doughnut is nothing but a win for seniors.

Now is the time for seniors to stand and deliver a victory by electing a president and Congress with the courage to stand up for the middle class. Make a note to watch for the repeal vote in the U.S. House, scheduled the week of July 9. It will give the American people an opportunity to see first hand where their lawmakers stand.

Earline Jones • St. Louis
President, Alliance for Retired Americans Education Fund

Appreciating the Constitution
Many people were shocked that the Supreme Court upheld the mandatory insurance provision of the health care law. They were equally shocked that the court did not uphold a law to keep people from pretending to be military heroes. I'm afraid that a lot of us who consider abortion to be the taking of a human life look to the U.S. Constitution to uphold our beliefs and make people behave properly.

In my opinion, Americans in general and pro-life folks specifically never really have understood and appreciated the Constitution and the role of the Supreme Court. For instance, my own Catholic Church has 2,000 years of experience dealing with emperors and kings and dictators, but it never has adjusted well to dealing with something as new as the American government, which was designed intentionally to be too "weak" to make people behave properly.

If pro-lifers were shocked that Chief Justice John Roberts did not strike down the health care law, I only can imagine what their consternation would be to discover that their darling, Justice Antonin Scalia, publicly has declared that he could not uphold a law that gives constitutional rights to the unborn.

This Fourth of July, let's learn to understand and appreciate this limited and ingenious Constitution for what it is worth. It can't always make people behave properly. But, thank God, it does make it possible for me to influence people and help them to decide freely to behave.

The Rev. J. Edward Vogler • St. Louis
Wrong criticism
The Post-Dispatch's criticism of the Supreme Court's ruling in Citizens United might be more persuasive if the editorial writer correctly identified the decision being criticized ("Missouri copper kings," June 28). The idea that corporations have First Amendment rights should not be controversial. The Post-Dispatch is owned by a corporation; if it has no such rights, the government can close the Post-Dispatch if it disagrees with the paper's editorial philosophy. The leading Supreme Court case in protecting the media from libel suits involved a corporation. It was The New York Times Company v. Sullivan.

The paper criticizes Citizens United for holding that independent corporate expenditures do not create corruption or an appearance of corruption. The source of that holding is the court's 1976 opinion in Buckley v. Valeo. The vote in Buckley was 7-to-1, and the majority included such liberal icons as William Brennan, Harry Blackmun and Thurgood Marshall.

Mark G. Arnold • Ladue
Supreme Court got it right
The paper's criticism of Citizens United v. FEC shows just how unfair the attacks on that decision have become ("Missouri copper kings," June 28). The paper complains about large contributions to candidates, but Citizens United said nothing about such contributions; it concerned only independent spending. Further, the contributions the paper identifies as a symptom of our "post-Citizens United world," are almost all from individuals—not corporations—and all already were legal in Missouri, which repealed its contribution limits nearly two years before Citizens United was decided.

The rule in Citizens United — that corporations and unions may spend freely on political speech — also already was the rule in a majority of states before that case was decided. The Supreme Court was correct in Citizens United to extend that protection for speech to the rest of the country, and correct again in rejecting the recent Montana challenge to that ruling.

Paul Sherman • Arlington, Va.
Lawyer, Institute for Justice

Support federal workers
As a retired federal worker with 38 years of service at the U.S. Postal Service, the Fourth of July is an important day for me. Since the dawn of our nation, federal workers have played a significant role in America's achievements.

The contributions of federal workers will be very much in evidence this week as Americans prepare to celebrate our nation's birthday. Millions of Americans will check a weather report prepared by the National Weather Service, grill meat inspected by the U.S. Department of Agriculture and fly in skies kept safe by the Federal Aviation Administration and the Transportation Security Administration. Others will enjoy time outdoors in our national parks, travel with children protected by car seats inspected by the Consumer Product Safety Commission and visit U.S. Post Offices to mail letters and packages to loved ones serving in the military. And numerous other services from our government keep us safe and secure.

My fellow federal workers and I are proud of the jobs we've done for America for the last 236 years. We wish you, and the nation we love, a happy Independence Day.

Jean Klaus • St. Louis
Former Manager Post Office Operations, Gateway District
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Restoring America

Big cuts in government spending never created jobs in the past, so why now? 

What the middle class needs is purchasing power and economic fairness, which are not in Mitt Romney’s vocabulary. 

By endorsing the Ryan plan and refusing to take seriously the Buffett rule, Romney adds to the evidence that he is a reactionary.

Harry Truman defined a reactionary as a person “who has a calculating machine where his heart ought to be.” 

Romney boasts about his success as a leader of Bain Capital, which bought and sold stock in a way that has been described as “creative destruction” because there was a net gain, especially for Romney’s bank account. 

But ask the laid-off workers of Armco Steel how they feel about Romney’s faulted ability to create jobs.

Bain Capital’s objective was never to create jobs as such but to do whatever was needed to fatten its bottom line and reward its executives and shareholders. 

It is a fable that we can reduce federal deficits without increasing revenues along with enacting prudent and timely spending cuts.

Restoring the tax structure of the later 1990s and reviving the Glass-Steagall Act would be important first steps.

Niel M. Johnson

Independence

Wrong side of history

During the 1960s, conservatives opposed civil rights for all. Earlier in history, they opposed child labor laws and the minimum wage.

They opposed Social Security and Medicare. Now they oppose the new health care law, which will keep most, if not all, Americans from being forced into bankruptcy by medical bills.

As President Franklin D. Roosevelt once said, “A conservative is a man (or woman) with two perfectly good legs who, however, has never learned how to walk forward.” 

What a shame to be on the wrong side of history time after time after time.

Jeff Bell

Shawnee

Kobach and immigration

Besides further embarrassing himself and the state of Kansas for being unable to draft legislation that passes judicial scrutiny, isn’t it time for Kansas Secretary of State Kris Kobach to cease and desist from drafting futile legislation (6-26, A1, “Arizona’s immigration law gets split decision”)? 

Until such time as he learns how to draft constitutional laws, it seems to me to be malpractice per se for him to continue to accept money for such shoddy work.

Robert Lewis

Independence

Hunters benefit state

The spring turkey season wrapped up in May, reminding me that it is not just hunters who benefit during hunting season.

Whether they bag their birds or not, hunters patronize many local businesses, spending money on food, gas and lodging.

Hunters do a lot for Missouri, and they don’t get much credit. Not only do they contribute to our conservation efforts, but they also contribute to our economy.

According to Hunting Works for Missouri, a new organization highlighting the positive effect hunters have on the economy, Missouri hunters spend more than $1 billion each year.

This spending translates into support for more than 24,000 jobs.

This is felt at many businesses across Missouri, not just hunting stores. Convenience stores, gas stations, hotels, motels and many other businesses see increases in business when hunting season rolls around.

Looking at these numbers, it’s obvious that hunters play an important role in our economy. Their spending supports businesses and creates jobs across the state.

I hope every Missourian will appreciate how much hunters do for our state and its businesses.

Kathy Peisert

Liberty

All-Star shuttle needed

To my knowledge, there is absolutely no public transportation or shuttle service from Johnson County direct to Kauffman Stadium for the All-Star Game and its preliminary events. 

This is a major problem for many Johnson County residents and especially for out-of-town visitors staying in Johnson County hotels.

Shuttle service is available from downtown Kansas City, but this would require driving to downtown, parking and then catching a shuttle to the stadium, or taking a bus from Johnson County to downtown and then catching the shuttle.

It seems that bus or shuttle service could easily be set up from several pickup points in Johnson County for direct transportation to the Kauffman Stadium. But there is none.

The Chiefs do it. Why not the Royals?

Of course, one could take a taxi or limousine, but this would be cost-prohibitive for most individuals. The question of availability would be another concern. 

This doesn’t say much for any coordination by the Kansas City Royals and the areawide Kansas City transportation system.

Paul Warner

Leawood

Tougher KU admissions

Although as a teacher in a community college my instructional experience may not be exactly like that of a university faculty member, my preparation and commitment are probably similar. So it will not be surprising that I reacted negatively to the June 24 letter writer who disparaged the University of Kansas’ faculty and administration as “overpaid, underqualified” and “uncaring.”

All this invective seems to be the result of KU’s announcement that it is raising the minimum requirements for admission, which, in my estimation after reviewing them, will still be minimum.

One of my composition students has just submitted a well-researched essay on the cost to the state of students who enter college, then discover too late that they are unprepared to succeed and either flunk out or drop out.

So I say “bravo” to the KU policymakers who are guaranteeing a better educational experience for the students who have paid their academic dues to deserve college admission, and “shame on you” to the letter writer for his blanket insult to educators and administrators who recognize that being accepted by a college should be an honor, not just the next step in growing up.

Janelle Lazzo

Roeland Park

Skewed MU priorities

On A5 of the June 27 Star, we find an article, “University slashes budget,” in which University of Missouri President Tim Wolfe laments the serious lack of state funding to higher education and notes that the university “will cut programs and eliminate jobs to balance its budget.”

How can we, or the state legislature, possibly take his comments seriously when we turn to the sports section of the same day’s paper and find another article, “MU plan gets its backing,” which discusses a $30 million pledge toward the university’s $200 million plan to upgrade its sports facilities? 

Is increasing the size of the football stadium really more important than maintaining academic programs, providing equipment for science labs and hiring and retaining quality faculty?

The University of Kansas recently announced that it is increasing entrance requirements to maintain the integrity of its academic programs. MU seems to headed in the opposite direction.

The members of the Coordinating Board of Higher Education must be scratching their heads, too.

William S. Eickhorst

Kansas City

MU focus on academics

The Star’s June 28 editorial, “Education gets in line behind athletics at MU,” is out of line. At the recent Board of Curators meeting, curators approved the university’s FY13 budget and announced plans to invest $26 million — accumulated through cost-saving measures — in initiatives applicable to our academic mission: recruitment and retention of faculty; increased student scholarships; and student success and degree completion, among others.

Why? Because we know that our priority is to educate the people of Missouri and that our success, in large measure, determines our state’s success. It’s an obligation — and frankly a responsibility — we take seriously.

The Star’s editorial contends that we made a choice of athletics over academics — and that recent difficult decisions like the phase out of the University of Missouri Press — were its victims. Nothing could be further from the truth. MU intercollegiate athletics pays for itself through revenues from ticket sales, gifts and media contracts. In fact, it provides more than $7 million in scholarships that make higher education accessible and affordable for a large number of student athletes. 

The truth is that education is at the head of the line when it comes to our priorities. None of our actions prove otherwise.

Timothy M. Wolfe

President

University of Missouri

System

David Bradley

Chairman

Board of Curators

Columbia
