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The League of Women Voters Kansas City 

-Jackson/Clay/Platte Counties 

Website:  www.lwvkc.org – email- lwvkcjcp@yahoo.com 
 

VOTER – January 2016 
 
 
 

PLEASE ATTEND – Meeting 
SATURDAY; January 16, 2016 

TOPIC: Money in Politics Amendment  
Consensus Questions LWVUS National Study 

SOCIAL TIME: 9:30 am PROGRAM BEGINS 10:00 am  

4550 Warwick Blvd– Oak Hall – Oak Room 2 
  
 

NOTE: CHANGE IN MEETING LOCATION 
 

Thanks to league member, Evelyn Maddox we can use the Oak Room at Oak 

Hall, the apartment building that faces the park where they to the summer 

Shakespeare in the Park.  The address is 4550 Warwick Blvd (roughly 1 block east of Main 

Street), Kansas City, MO 64111.  There is a parking lot on the north side of the front of the building.  

Thanks Evelyn for securing this space with the last minute notification from CCC that we could not use 

their building on our regular meeting date in January. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

BACKGROUND FOR MONEY AND POLITICS CONSENSUS SESSION 
You will find information in this issue of The Voter 

Please bring this information to SATURDAY’S Meeting 

http://www.lwvkc.org/
mailto:lwvkcjcp@yahoo.com
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Co-President’s Message -New Year’s Resolutions 
Linda Smith/Donna Hoch 

 

As we roll into a new calendar year, many of us invariably think, at least for a few seconds, about making 
a personal resolution or two.  Typically, these are about such things as going to the gym more regularly, 
losing that five pounds we put on over the past year, eating a healthier diet, spending more time with the 
grandchildren, and more.  Since this is an election year, it is a good time to consider making some 
resolutions that will help our democracy work better.  Surely, there is no argument that there is room for 
improvement.   
 

We have some suggestions for you--- 

 Resolve to be the most informed voter you can be by coming to LWV meetings; reading The 

Voter, other LWV communications and the newspaper.  Let your family, friends and 

acquaintances know that there are important issues on the ballot and that their votes count and 

that voting is one way to make a difference.  

 Resolve to encourage your family members and friends to go vote. 

 Resolve to find out whether friends and acquaintances need a ride to the polls and, if necessary, 

help them find a ride (comment:  we will be identifying people who are willing to take people to the 

polls). 

 Resolve to speak (formally and informally) to groups to which you belong (e.g., your church, your 

bridge club, your coffee group) about getting out to vote. 

 

The foregoing suggestions are made against the background of a deplorable voter turnout in the greater 
Kansas City area.  In the April 2015 KCMO election for Mayor, 12.03 % of registered voters did so.  In 
the November 2012 Presidential election, 61% of registered voters in Jackson County voted.  In the 
August 2012 Presidential primary election which decided which candidates would be on the November 
ballot, 17.68% of registered voters did so.  Our community must do better! 
 

Our League has initiated work to improve voter turnout.  Member Sandy Eades and others had an initial 
meeting with representatives of the Kansas City Royals to discuss how that team could stimulate interest 
in voting.  Several of our League members have met with the Kansas City Election Board to learn more 
about the system and process in Kansas City and to begin to work toward some solutions to obstacles to 
voting that may exist (see separate article on this subject). Our voter registration team, so ably led by 
Sue Scholl with strong support from Delores Blaser and others, continues to do a terrific job of helping 
people register to vote. 
 

It is clear that we need a multi-pronged strategy that will mobilize our community not only to register 
people to vote but to get them to go to the polls, as educated voters, and cast their ballots.  You too can 
be part of this effort.  Let’s all resolve to work on this together. 
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Spring Fund Raiser at Quality Hill Playhouse-March 14, 2016 

Join us on Monday March 14, 2016 at 7:30 p.m. for a fun night at the Quality Hill Play House 333 

W 10th Street, KCMO.  By doing so, you will not only support the LWV but enjoy some great music.   

We are doing a fun fund-raiser for the League.  The program is called “Sing Out Sister,” a musical 

toast to talented women in song – composers and singers like Betty Comden, Dorothy Fields, Carole 

King and Carly Simon.   

Tickets are just $20 each and, thanks to the generosity of the Quality Hill Play House, all of the 

money from the tickets we sell will to support the LWV.  We have been allotted 50 tickets.  Thus far, 16 of 

these have been sold.  Get your tickets while you can. 

Please send a check of $20 for each ticket, made out to the LWVKC/J/C/P, to Sue Scholl: 

 

Education Fund   Donna Hoch/Linda Smith, Co-Presidents 

In the November-December “Voter” we let you know how our money in the Missouri League of 

Women Voters Education Fund had been used in 2015.  This relatively modest amount of money 

facilitated our hosting of candidate forums (e.g., the KCMO Mayoral Candidate Forum), our Women’s 

Equality Week event and more.  Thanks to several donations we now have a balance of $712.63 in the 

fund.  Needless to say, we can always use more so that we don’t run completely through this valuable 

resource. 

We are continuing to grow our visibility by offering public education events and participating with 

coalitions.  Being visible, involved and educating our community takes money. 

Please consider making a tax deductible contribution to the LWV MO Education Fund.  Make 

your check out the LWV Education Fund MO and write “Kansas City” on the memo line 

Send it to our treasurer: Caroline Arnold 

416 W 88th Street 

Kansas City, MO  64114 

 

Membership Report  

Thank you to three membership renewals: Janet Archer, Carol Bachhuber and Annie DeSimone; and, a 

warm welcome to new members Elizabeth Johnson, who recently moved here from New Jersey, and 

Evelyn Maddox. We are happy to have them join us for this busy year of issues and elections. Elizabeth 

lives in Lee's Summit and Evelyn lives in Kansas City near the Plaza.  Several others have indicated 

interest in joining our League, attracted by the many opportunities for study of issues, voter services, 

forums on issues and of candidates, and fun events (e.g., our participation in the Brookside St. Patrick's 

Day parade -- see separate article. 

 

We hope that as many members as possible will be at the January 16 meeting when we will make 

decisions on the consensus questions on Money in Politics.  We encourage you to bring friends with you.  

This subject is of major concern during this election year.  This meeting is a good time to show how our 

process works 
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Member Interviews      Carolyn Weeks 
WELCOME to the following new members: 

 

Carol Winterowd  Carol became a prospective member when she observed the League's early stand on 
the sales tax proposal for medical research--when other organizations were struggling with how to respond.  
Her experience as a social worker at Research Medical Center provided her the certainty that the the 
League's position was correct and vital.  On the job at Research she assisted with discharge planning of 
patients with special needs and providing counseling as needed. 
 

As a member she plans to give voice to other pursuits of interest; such as, urban planning from the 

neighborhood prospective and environmental issues within the League's positions. 
 

Carol hails from West Allis, Wisconsin, a suburb of Milwaukee.  She continued her education at Valparaiso 

University in Indiana and University of Kansas School of Social Work. 
 

Although she says she is "experiencing" aging (80 next year), her active hobbies of visiting garage sales and 

taking on sewing projects belie her claim.  The League is looking forward to sharing and utilizing some of her 

skilled energy!   
 

Evelyn Maddox Evelyn is an active member of the local Grandparents Against Gun Violence.  She'll 
find many Leaguers who share her deep concern about the deadly effects of our gun culture.  Another 
common concern is her awareness of the failure of eligible voters to get to the polls on Election Day and how 
this inaction skews election results.  Keeping informed about these and other important issues drew her to 
membership in an organization that will help her to be an even more informed participant in the democratic 
process.    
 

Evelyn grew up on a farm in Pratt County, Kansas until age 14, and then lived in Wichita, Kansas until she left 
there to work in Houston, Texas.  She attained a Bachelor of Business Administration and Master of Science 
in Business Administration from Wichita State University. She is retired from a career in Human Resource 
Management, where she earned the Senior Professional in Human Resources certification.  She worked in 
both the private and public sectors in Houston, Topeka and Kansas City.  For the last ten years previous to 
retirement she was self-employed as an HRM consultant to small businesses.  After retirement she served as 
a Certified Medicare Consultant for the Missouri State Health Insurance Program and AmeriCorps for three 
years. 
 

She' says she has displaced traditional hobbies with volunteerism throughout her adult life.  Traveling and 
visiting local museums is her current hobby.  Her residence in the Plaza area provides her many pleasurable 
activities; one of which is membership of All Souls Unitarian Universalist Church which is well known for its 
focus on social justice programs. 
 

Evelyn, congratulation on your new membership with the LWV.  Your active participation in League programs 
will be met with open arms.  
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Barriers to Voting Project 
Committee: Caroline Arnold, Cheryl Barnes, Delores Blaser, Margie Richcreek, Sue Scholl 

 
Low voter turnout for local, city council, school board elections are of concern. Why are people 

not voting? This question led to visits with the KCEB (Kansas City Election Board) to elicit information 
about voter turnout at polling sites, location of polling sites, availability of polling sites to bus lines, 
handicap accessibility at polling sites, plus how and when absentee and provisional ballots are included 
in election results.  The Election Board has provided us with a wealth of information on previous 
elections.  
 

Inquiry into handicapped accessibility revealed that all polling sites are required to be 
handicapped accessible. Signage outside polls and communication as to how to access poll judges is 
not readily available at polling sites. A list of handicapped persons is maintained by the KCEB. Those 
persons are automatically sent absentee ballots. However, there is no concerted effort to communicate 
information to those who may be temporarily handicapped.  
 

Election results reported by the media are not final. Final elections results are certified within 
fourteen days of the election. Absentee ballots are counted on Election Day. Provisional ballots that have 
been deemed correct for voter registration, address and ward are then included in the final count.  
 

The Election Board has provided us with the list of polling sites used during 2015. Our plan is to 
look at polling sites used by citizens who have to rely primarily on public transportation.  Our next step is 
to compare the polling site addresses with KCTA bus stops to determine how accessible these sites are 
to people living:  (1) On the east side in an area bordering Troost to 435 and Cliff Drive to 75 th Street 
and (2) On the west side in an area bordering 12th to 31st street and Broadway to State Line. 
 

The Election Board is proposing to reduce and/or consolidate polling sites used during 2015. The 
proposed sites will also be compared with the KCTA bus routes. Considering the effect of reduced polling 
sites on the persons living in the identified corridors will be an essential part of this project.  

 

Addressing Gun Violence 
 
Several groups are communicating about how to take visible action to illustrate the importance of 
reducing gun violence through safe use of fire arms and through background checks.  The plan is to 
gather at local gun shows to stand silently, holding appropriately worded signs (e.g. “Background Checks 
Matter,” “Gun Safety Matters.”  Upcoming shows include the following: 

 Kansas Gun and Knife Show, KCI Expo Center – February 13-14 

 Missouri Gun and Knife Show, KCI Expo Center -  April 2-3 

Further information will be provided as plans progress.  Contact Alice Kitchen, if you want to join in and 
have questions.  Phone:  816 753-4424, inthekitchenak@gmail.com 

 

LWVKC/J/C/P Speakers’ Bureau 
We would like to establish a Speakers’ Bureau for our League.  In recent years, several of us have 
spoken at a variety of venues (churches, YMCAs, luncheon groups) and on television and radio on such 
topics as ballot issues, money and politics, the League and its important role in sustaining democracy, 
etc. 
 
If you are interested in becoming part of our Speaker’s Bureau, please send a message to Linda Smith 
at:  email lindaavogel@me.com  or telephone:  816 741-6110. 

 
  

mailto:inthekitchenak@gmail.com
mailto:lindaavogel@me.com
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LWVMO Legislative Priorities 2016 
 

The League of Women Voter of Missouri supports: 
 

 Voting laws that encourage and protect all citizens’ fundamental right to vote 

 Comprehensive health care and mental health 

 Funding of safe transportation; roads, bridges, and public transportation 

 Legislative actions that promote ethical and responsible government. 

Tax Policies that provide stability and adequate funding for all state services 
 

Pre-filed Bills of Interest to LWVKC/J/C/P 
There are hundreds of pre-filed bills that will be disposed of in some way during the forthcoming 
legislative session.  Some will be assigned to committees, while others will not.  Some will be voted upon 
by the general assembly.  These bills range from such things as management of feral hogs in Missouri, 
naming of highways and bridges to honor designated persons to issues of life and death.  Some of the 
issues are ones that the League is tracking and others are ones in which our members have shown a 
special interest.  The following pre-filed bills are from among the hundreds listed.  For complete bills go 
to www.senate.mo.gov   or  www.house.mo.gov website. 
 

Education  An issue which our League (and locally, Delores Blaser) has been following 

 SB 633 – Sifton.  Similar to HB 42 from 2015 which passed, vetoed by governor, not over ridden in 
special  Sept. session.  This act modifies several provisions to MO elementary and secondary 
education.  Some of the modifications deal with student transfer from unaccredited and provisionally 
accredited school districts to accredited neighboring school districts.   

 

Repeals the requirement that a two-year private or vocational or technical school be a member of 
the North Central Assc. to be a charter school sponsor. 

 

“MO Charter Public School Commission” is hereby created with the authority to sponsor high-
quality charter schools throughout the state of Missouri. 

 

 SB 571 – Pearce.   Modifies provisions relating to elementary and secondary education: graduation 

rate determined by the annual performance report required by the MO School Improvement program, 

school district accreditation: accredited with distinction, accredited, provisional, unaccredited .  MO 

state board of education accreditation powers to classify the public schools of the state including 

charter and virtual (online) public schools. 

 HJR 64 – Dohrman.  Proposed a constitutional amendment requiring members of the MO State 

Board of Education to be elected by the voters instead of being appointed by the governor. 

 HB 1438 – Mims.  MO public higher education institutions to adapt policies to prevent student 

favoritism. (Comment:  A reading of the text of this bill suggests it is directed toward limiting 

favoritism on grades, class assignments, etc. to enable a student to participate in extracurricular 

activities – e.g. sports teams.) 

 HB 1580 – McNeil.  DESE would implement a grant program to extend instructional time in 

underperforming districts including early childhood education 

 SB 604– Curls.  Requires Dept. of Corrections to enhance educational programs offered by the 

department to increase the number of offenders who earn GED’s, provide job and life skills training, 

work with schools and employers to offer a variety of training programs that provide occupational 

certification or licensure and ensure offender transitioning from incarceration will have a copy of any 

certification or license they earned. 

 SB 589 – Dixson.  Removes current ban on carrying concealed firearms in higher education 

institutions. 

http://www.house.mo.gov/
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 HB 1943 – Wood.  In the school year 2017-18 and subsequent years, no minimum number of school 

days shall be required, and each school define, for itself, the term “school day” or minimum school 

day”. 

 Underperforming districts including early childhood education. 

 SB 827 – Sifton.  Creates the Legislative Task Force on Dyslexia and requires DESE to employ a 

dyslexia specialist and develop professional development programs for schools. 

 HB 1583 – Allen. Changes the laws regarding bullying in schools and establishes specific 

components that a district must include. 

Civil Rights: 

 HB 2040 McCaherty, John   Would provide that certain religious organizations or persons are not 

required to participate in any part of a marriage or celebration of a marriage if it would violate a 

sincerely held religious belief. 

Death Penalty: 

 HB  1420  Kirkland, Jeanne    Would abolish the death penalty and specify that any person so 

sentenced before August 38, 2016 be re-sentenced to life imprisonment without parole 

 HB 1647 Kelley, Mike  Would require the Missouri Supreme Court to conduct a review of all death 

penalty cases within 30 days and to set a date for execution to occur within 60 days of its review 

being completed. 

Ethics and Officials: 

 HB 1395 McCreery, Tracy  would change the laws regarding lobbying 

 HB 1572  Rowden, Caleb   would impose a ban on all lobbyist gifts for state and local elected officials 

 HB 1574  Rowden, Caleb  Would require a one-year rule for lobbying for former members of the 

general assembly and of former statewide elected officials 

 HB 1575  Rowden, Caleb   Would require officials to make timely disclosure of dining and travel 

expenses incurred by the official, the official’s spouse, the official’s family that are paid by a third 

person. 

 HB 1983  Dogan, Shamed  Specified that no statewide elected official or member of the General 

Assembly shall serve as a paid political consultant 

Gun Violence 

 HB 1397  Newman, Stacey   Would establish guidelines a person must follow to purchase a firearm 

in the state of Missouri 

 HB 1578 Higdon, Galen  would allow members of the National Guard to carry concealed weapons at 

any time  

 HB 1597  Newman, Stacey   Would establish gun violence restraining orders and gun violence 

seizure warrants, and prohibit certain persons involved in domestic violence from possessing a 

firearm 

 HB 1746 Brattin, Rick  Would authorize a tax exemption for firearms and ammunition  

 HB  1596  Newman, Stacey  Would require that all sales or transfers of firearms be processed 

through a licensed firearms dealer 

 HB 1764 Cornejo, Pat  Requires a church or other place of worship to provide explicit notice that 

concealed firearms are not allowed on the property 

 HB 1825 McGaugh, Joe Don  Would establish the offense of unlawful discharge of a firearm across a 

property line 

 HB 1899  Taylor, Jared  Would remove the current ban on carrying concealed firearms in higher 

education institutions 

 HB 1901  Taylor, Jered  Would authorize a sales tax holiday for a new firearm purchased on the 

Saturday following July fourth 
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Health/public health: 

 HB 1714 Hubrecht, Tila   Would establish the Unborn Child Protection from Dismemberment Abortion 

Act  

 HB 1794  Moon, Mike  Would establish the “All Lives Matter Act” which would change the laws 

regarding the finding that life begins at conception. 

 HB 1953 Swan, Kathryn  Would change the laws regarding abortion, including donation of fetal 

tissue, tissue reports, physician privileges and ambulatory surgical center licensing and inspections. 

 HB 1370 Miller/Rocky   Would modify motorcycle helmet law 

 HB 1463 Burlison, Eric  Would  exempt motorcyclists 21 years of age or older from wearing a helmet 

when operating a motorcycle if they have the appropriate health insurance coverage 

 HB 1537  Adams, Joe   Would establish the Missouri Universal Health Assurance Program to provide 

a publicly financed, statewide insurance program for all residents of the state 

 HB 1376 Miller/Rocky   Would change the definition of “small employer” with regard to the Affordable 

Care Act to include businesses who employ up to 100 employees 

 HB  1689  Chipman, Jason.  Would create the offense of smoking in a motor vehicle if there is a 

person under the age of eighteen present in the motor vehicle 

 HB 1905 Newman, Stacey  Would establish programs and services to increase preventive health 

care services in the state 

Note: Several initiative petitions for a constitutional amendment to raise the tax on cigarettes are 

being circulated 

Marijuana and Hemp: 

 HB 1390 King, Nick  Would change the laws regarding hemp extract 

 HJR 57  Ellington, Brandon   proposes a constitutional amendment legalizing marijuana for persons 

21 years of age or older. 

Note: at least 3 initiative petitions for constitutional amendments regarding marijuana and hemp 
are being circulated 

 

Minimum Wage: 

 HB 1453  Butler, Michael   Would change the laws regarding the minimum wage 

 HB 1517  Ellington, Brandon   Would change the state minimum wage to $10.25 per hour 

 

Payday Loans 

 HB 1881 Gosen, Don  Would change laws regarding unsecured loans of $750 or less, commonly 

known as payday loans 

 HB 1942 Dunn, Randy  Would cap payday loans at a 36% interest rate 

Public Safety: 

 HB 1377  English, Keith   Would prohibit anyone from sending, reading, or writing a text message 

while operating a motor vehicle. 

 HB 1423  Walker, Nate  Would prohibit texting by all person operating a moving vehicle upon the 

highways of Missouri 

 HB  1516  Ellington, Brandon   Would require uniformed law enforcement office to wear a video 

camera while on duty to record any interaction between a law enforcement officer and a member of 

the public 

 HB  1457  Butler, Michael   Would establish the Quality Policing Act that would establish reporting 

and conduct guidelines for law enforcement agencies. 

“Right to Work” 

 HB 1407 White, Bill   Specifies that a person cannot be required to become or refrain from becoming 

a member or paying dues to a labor organization as a condition of continuation of employment. 
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Taxes: 

 HB 1381  English, Keith  Would increase the tax imposed on motor fuel from 17 cents per gallon to 

19 centers per gallon 

 HB 1798 Zerr, Anne  Would prohibit any tax imposed on internet access or the use of internet access 

 HB 1809 English, Keith   Would repeal the earnings tax in the cities of Kansas City and St. Louis on 

December 31, 2017 

Voting and Political Processes 

 HB  1379 English, Keith  Would require election authorities to make available at least one electronic 

voting machine per polling location for blind or visually  impaired voters at an election in order to 

comply with federal law. 

 HB 1631 Alferman, Justin  Would require a person to submit a specified form of photo ID in order to 

vote in a public election with specified exemptions 

 HB 1677  Dunn, Randy  also HB 1719 McCann, Gail   Would require the secretary of state to 

establish a system for automatic voter registration 

 HB 1771  Dogan, Shamed  Would allow a candidate to file for candidacy in more than one political 

party primary 

 HB 1826  McGaugh, Joe Don   Would authorize an election authority to accept voter registration 

applications with electronic signatures under certain circumstances 

 HB 1835  McGaugh, Joe Don  Would change laws regarding voter eligibility 

 HB 1959 Dugger, Tony   Would adopt an agreement to elect the president by national popular vote 

 HRJ 63 Otto, Bill proposes a constitutional amendment establishing nonpartisan procedures for 

apportioning the state into state senatorial and legislative districts on the basis of population 

 
MARCH 12, 2016 BROOKSIDE WARM UP ST PATRICKS PARADE 
 

 

SAVE THE DATE 
 

Join other League members and walk in the 
Brookside Warm-up St. Patrick’s Parade. 
 
We will gather about 1:30 pm near 68th & 
Brookside Road.  We will walk to celebrate 
women getting the vote in 1920.  Some will 
wear white and others will wear modern 
clothing.  We will be working on getting a car in 
the event you can’t make the 1 mile walk.  
Details to follow.   
 
Contact Sue Scholl  816-444-2623 or  
  usafscholl@aol.com for details. 

 

  

mailto:usafscholl@aol.com


10 

Upcoming Dates Related to Voting 
Each year one gets confused about what election is on which date.  Hope this is helpful. 

Disclaimer:  The following is based on best available information. 
 

February 1  Iowa Presidential Caucuses 

February 2  (State/Local) - In-person absentee voting begins 

         Mail-in absentee voter applications mailed to permanently disabled 

February 9  New Hampshire Presidential Primary 

February 17  (State/Local) Last day to register before March election 

February 20 – June (National)  States across the country hold presidential primary elections on dates 

they have selected.  Voters indicate preference for nominees for President directly by vote or 

indirectly through choice of delegates to the presidential  nominating convention of their political 

party 

March 1  Super Tuesday.  Presidential primaries or caucuses will be held in 13 states. 

March 15    Missouri Presidential Preference Primary – the primary in which voters indicate 

preference for nominees for president for their political party 

July 18-21  Republican Party Nominating Convention, Cleveland 

July 25-28  Democrat Party Nominating Convention, Philadelphia 

August 2   (State) Missouri State Primary election 

August 4-7  Green Party Presidential Nominating Convention, Houston 

November 8   (National) General Election 

 
 

SCHEDULED PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATE DEBATES (subject to change) 
 
Republican Candidates: 

 January 14  Fox Business Network, Charleston, South Carolina 

 January 28  Fox News Channel 

 March 10  CNN in Miami 

 
Democratic Candidates: 

 January 17  NBC, Charleston South, Carolina 

 February 11  PBS, Wisconsin 

 March 9  Univision, Miami Dade College 
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Money in Politics Consensus Background Info  
Money in Politics Committee 

The Money in Politics Study is an update on LWV Campaign Finance Position which was adopted in 1974.  The goal 
is to enhance member understanding of the new schemes and structures used to influence elections and erode 
protection against corruption in our political process.  The current Position on Campaign Finance (Revised 1982):  

 The LWVUS believes that the methods of financing political campaigns should ensure the 
 public’s right to know, combat corruption and undue influence, enable candidates to compete 
 more equitably for public office and allow maximum citizen participation in the political process. 

 
The local League has prepared its members for this consensus with the following information: 
 Nov, 2014 meeting where President Linda Smith presented the power point presentation on MIP from the 
Massachusetts LWV; updated presentation can be found at http://forum.lwv.org/member-
resources/article/money-politics-mip-powerpoint-presentation-and-script  
 Sept., 2015 when Attorney Bill Raney’s presented on the 1st Amendment-“Money is Speech” which is 
available on our web page www.lwvkc.org  under studies with a link to you tube presentation. 
 Our web page also has articles you can read to prepare yourself 
 In your Jul/August Missouri State Voter a summary article on “Background about Money in Elections” 
(You can review this again on www.lwvmissouri.org  
 You may view the presentation on MIP at the June LWVUS Council Meeting go to 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5ZFUuPTZ8bk  
  Please come to the January 16, 2016 meeting prepared to participate in the consensus meeting for our 
Money in Politics.  This is how the grassroots of our organization has input into our national position update. 
         
 

MONEY  IN POLITICS CONSENSUS QUESTIONS 

For January 16, 2016 Meeting 

This update on Money In Politics builds on the League’s current position on campaign finance.  The consensus 

questions in Part I address the goals of campaign finance regulation in terms of democratic values.  The questions 

in Part II relate to the extent to which First Amendment protections like free speech and freedom of the press 

should apply to various speakers and activities in the campaign finance context.  Part III asks about methods of 

campaign finance regulation. You are asked to respond to the questions without regard for the Supreme 

Court’s current views on the First Amendment. In responding to each question, please interpret the words in 

their most general sense. Keep in mind that the LWV intentionally words positions that are derived from member 

study in the broadest possible way so that our positions have relevance for many years. Future national Boards will 

determine when and how to apply our positions.  

An optional comment section is included at the end of each of the three parts. Please note that while comments will 

be read and considered, only responses to questions can be tabulated. 

 

PART I  QUESTIONS: Democratic Values and Interests with Respect to Financing 

Political Campaigns  

1. What should be the goals and purposes of campaign finance regulation?   

(Please respond to each item in Question 1.) 

a.  Seek political equality for all citizens. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 

http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-mip-powerpoint-presentation-and-script
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-mip-powerpoint-presentation-and-script
http://www.lwvkc.org/
http://www.lwvmissouri.org/
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5ZFUuPTZ8bk
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b.  Protect representative democracy from being distorted by big spending in election campaigns. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

c.  Enable candidates to compete equitably for public office. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

d.  Ensure that candidates have sufficient funds to communicate their messages to the public. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

e.  Ensure that economic and corporate interests are part of election dialogue. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

f.  Provide voters sufficient information about candidates and campaign issues to make informed choices. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

g.  Ensure the public’s right to know who is using money to influence elections.    

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

h.  Combat corruption and undue influence in government. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

2. Evaluate whether the following activities are types of political corruption: 

(Please respond to each item in Question 2.) 

a. A candidate or officeholder agrees to vote or work in favor of a donor’s interests in exchange for a 

campaign contribution. 

    Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

     b.   An officeholder or her/his staff gives greater access to donors. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 c.   An officeholder votes or works to support policies that reflect the preferences of individuals or 

organizations in order to attract contributions from them. 
     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

d.  An office holder seeks political contributions implying that there will be retribution unless a donation is 

given. 

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 e.   The results of the political process consistently favor the interests of significant campaign contributors.  

     Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

OPTIONAL COM MENTS (250 word limit):  

_________________________ 

PART II QUESTIONS:   First Amendment Protections for Speakers and Activities in 

Political Campaigns 
 

This set of questions is designed to determine the extent to which the First Amendment protections of free 

speech and freedom of the press should apply to different speakers or activities in the regulation of campaign 

finance.  Free speech and free press provide essentially the same protections to speakers, writers, publishers 

and advertising, whether or not they are part of the institutional press, and largely regardless of the medium.  

Essentially, these protections extend to any conduct that is expressive.   Many of the options below would be 

found unconstitutional by the current Supreme Court, but we are seeking your League’s views, not those of 
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the Court.  These are broad, overarching questions about spending to influence an election, including 

independent spending, contributions to candidates, broadcast news and other communication expenditures.     

1. Many different individuals and organizations use a variety of methods to communicate their views to 

voters in candidate elections.  Should spending to influence an election by any of the following be 

limited? 

(Please respond to each item in Question 1.) 

a.  Individual citizens, including wealthy individuals like George Soros and the Koch  Brothers. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

b.  Political Action Committees, sponsored by an organization, such as the League of Conservation Voters, 

Chevron, the American Bankers Association, and the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 

(IBEW), whose campaign spending comes from contributions by individuals associated with the 

sponsoring organization, such as employees, stockholders, members and volunteers. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

c.  For-profit organizations, like Exxon, Ben and Jerry’s, General Motors, and Starbucks, from their 

corporate treasury funds. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

d.  Trade associations, like the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the American Wind Energy Association, and 

the American Petroleum Institute, from the association’s general treasury funds. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

e.  Labor unions, like the United Autoworkers and Service Employees International, from the union’s 

general treasury funds. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

f.  Non-profit organizations, like the Sierra Club, Wisconsin Right to Life, Coalition to Stop Gun Violence, 

American Crossroads, and Priorities USA, from the organization’s general treasury funds. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

g.  Non-partisan voter registration and GOTV (get out the vote) organizations and activities, like the LWV 

and Nonprofit Vote. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

h.  Political parties, like the Republicans, Libertarians, and Democrats. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

i.  Candidates for public office spending money the candidate has raised from contributors. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

j.  Candidates for public office spending their own money. 
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

 

2.  The press plays a major role in candidate elections through editorial endorsements, news coverage, and 

other communications directly to the public that are often important to the outcome.  Should such spending 

to influence an election by any of the following be limited? 

(Please respond to each item in Question 2.) 

a.  Newspapers, like the New York Times and the Wall Street Journal.  
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

b.   Television and other electronic media, like Fox News, CNN. MSNBC and CBS.  
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending      No consensus 

c.   Internet communications, like Huffington Post, Breitbart, Daily Kos, and individual bloggers.  
  Spending banned     Some spending limits     Unlimited spending     No consensus 

OPTIONAL COMMENTS (250 word limit):  

PART III QUESTIONS:   Methods for Regulating Campaign Finance to Protect the 

Democratic Process 

1. In order to achieve the goals for campaign finance regulation, should the League support?  

(Please respond to each item in Question 1 a and b.) 

 a.   Abolishing SuperPACs and spending coordinated or directed by candidates, other than a candidate’s 

own single campaign committee.  
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      Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 b.   Restrictions on direct donations and bundling by lobbyists? (Restrictions may include monetary limits 

as well as other regulations.) 
      Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 c.   Public funding for candidates?   Should the League support:  

(You may respond to more than one item in Question 1 c.) 

i.   Voluntary public financing of elections where candidates who choose to participate must also 

abide by reasonable spending limits? 

     δ Agree      δ Disagree      δ No consensus 

ii.   Mandatory public financing of elections where candidates must participate and abide by 

reasonable spending limits? 
      Agree       Disagree       No consensus 

 iii.   Public financing without spending limits on candidates?   

     δ Agree      δ Disagree      δ No consensus 

2. How should campaign finance regulations be administered and enforced? 

(You may choose more than one response for Question 2.) 
  a.  By an even-numbered commission with equal representation by the two major political  parties to ensure 

partisan fairness (current Federal Election Commission [FEC] structure)? 

 b.  By an odd-numbered commission with at least one independent or nonpartisan commissioner to ensure decisions 

can be made in case of partisan deadlock? 

 c. By structural and budget changes to the FEC (e.g., commission appointments, staffing, security, budget, decision 

making process) that would allow the agency to function effectively and meet its legislative and regulatory mandates. 

  d.  No consensus. 

OPTIONAL  COMMENTS  (250 word limit):  

 

BACKGROUND FOR MONEY AND POLITICS CONSENSUS SESSION 
 

Democratic Values and Interests with Respect to Financing Political Campaigns 

Summary of LWVUS 5 Articles 

 

Money in politics matters because the goal of campaigning is to convince voters, either for or against a 

candidate or issue.  Money allows the funding of modern communications, which is used to reach & inform voters. 

Litigation has recently dramatically changed the political landscape and created massive problems.  A campaign 

finance system is intended to control and limit the money spent on election campaigns. Its goals is to protect the 

right of voters to know who is spending money to influence their vote; to prevent corruption; to prevent corruption 

of representative government by downplaying the role of voters and allowing for unfair competition, leading to 

lower voter turnout.  

There has been a shift in the Supreme Court’s opinion about money in politics.  Before 1970, campaign 

finance regulation was weak and ineffective and the Supreme Court infrequently heard cases on it.  In 1971, the 

Federal Election Campaign Act (FECA) was enacted, but it was easily evaded and rarely enforced—it prohibited 

campaign contributions by corporations and required quarterly disclosure of contributions in excess of $100 to 

multi-state candidate committees.  The FECA was amended extensively in 1974.  It limited contributions and 

expenditures, imposed spending caps, created the Federal Elections Commission and established the Presidential 

Public Financing System.  In 1976, in Buckley v. Valeo the Supreme Court upheld FECA’s limitations on 

contributions, public financing and disclosure provisions.  Preventing “corruption or the appearance of corruption” 

is a governmental interest that justifies some limitations on 1
st
 Amendment freedoms; however, it struck down 

limitations on self-funding. It was in this case that the notion that “money is speech” came about. 
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The Supreme Court decisions that have done the most damage to the campaign finance regulatory scheme 

have struck down the regulation of uncoordinated independent expenditures by corporations, especially non-profit 

corporations. 

The court’s decisions have revolved around 3 questions: 

1. How does the 1
st
 Amendment apply to the action in questions? 

2. Is the speaker entitled to 1
st
 Amendment protection, and what level of scrutiny ought to apply to the 

regulation of the speech? 

3. What compelling government interests are implicated by campaign finance? 

 

When the Supreme Court issues an opinion, it is binding on the litigants, is enforced by the U.S. 

government and serves as precedent for future cases.  It is the “law of the land”. 

 

 There are 2 fundamental ways that Supreme Court decisions can and have been directly overturned: 

1. by changes in the membership and/or philosophical outlook of the Court itself 

2. by direct constitutional amendment. 

 

 Indirectly, Supreme Court decisions may also be implicitly overturned by contesting new cases at the 

margins in order to bend the implementation and interpretation of the original decision. 

 

Over the course of Franklin Roosevelt’s presidency, he appointed 8 Supreme Court justices that endorsed 

an expansive federal government role in economic regulation and the application of the Bill of Rights to states 

through incorporation into the 14 Amendment’s guarantee of due process of law.  A concerted effort to return the 

Court to a more conservative jurisprudence began in the 1970’s.  A more conservative Court promoted small-

government, states’ rights, and traditional morality.  Politicians openly campaigned for a program of changing 

American law by appointing only judges who shared their conservative judicial philosophy.  Since the 

implementation of a program of strategically appointing ideologically committed judges and justices, the Supreme 

Court has become polarized along partisan and ideological lines.  

Very few Constitutional Amendments have been enacted to reverse Supreme Court decisions. 

(Constitutional Amendment 14-guaranteed birthright citizenship for African Americans despite Dred Scott v 

Sanford; amendment 16 authorizing an income tax, which overruled Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co; and 

amendment 18 prohibiting the sale or transportation of intoxicating liquors.)  

Research on whether money in politics has had impact on election outcomes and legislative actions is 

extensive.  The data collected since 2000 in public opinion surveys, recent experience of participants in the political 

process and scholarly research in the political science literature reveals that 84 % of the respondents in a public 

opinion survey (conducted by the New York Times & CBS) believe that money has too much influence in politics 

(80% Republicans, 90% Democrats and 84% independents.).  No studies were found that reported a high level of 

satisfaction with the current state of campaign financing. 

Candidates report three major findings about the impact of independent spending on their campaigns: 

1.  Increasing pressure for fundraising because of the uncertainty about whether a campaign would be 

targeted for attention by outside groups, coupled with shifting preferences by donors to give to Super PACS rather 

than directly to candidates or state and local political parties. 

2.  Candidates and campaign staff complained that they often lost control of their message when a high 

number of independently funded ads dominated communication channels to voters. 

3.  The issue of coordination between campaigns and independent groups is murky—explicit coordination 

violates FEC regulations; however the respondents believed that candidates “do engage in cooperation through a 

tapestry of signals that allow them to pursue their electoral goals in concert. 

 One primary impact is the implied and sometimes explicit threats made to incumbents that independent 

spending will target them in the next election if they do not support a particular position of the donor. A second 

primary effect involves agenda setting and less time available for legislative and constituent work. 

Academic research finds that you are not likely to win unless you spend a significant amount of money.  

The most significant factor that has been correlated with who wins elections is incumbency, but this advantage has 

been declining in the House of Representatives over the 2004-2014 periods.  Because these elections have become 

more highly partisan and “nationalized” The Supreme Court and most scholars agree that quid pro quo corruption 
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related specifically to campaign contributions is relatively rare or rarely discovered.  There are not enough cases for 

empirical research. 

Strong evidence supports the view that legislators are more responsive to the interests of the upper-income 

segments of society.  The top 0.01% of citizens contributes over 40% of campaign contributions. It is logical that 

legislators will be aware of wealthy donors’ interests and how these interests will be affected by legislative 

proposals. Gilens & Page recently published book which shows that average citizens and broad-based interest 

groups (such as AARP, Christian Coalition & Veterans of Foreign Wars) have little independent influence on US 

government policy.  By contrast, economic elites and interest groups representing business and the professions have 

substantial independent influence on public policy. 

Concern about political corruption has been a fundamental justification for campaign finance regulation for 

over 100 years.  The Founders used the word corruption over 300 times when debating the structure for a 

representative democracy. According to Zephyr Teachout, the Founders used the term “corruption to mean 

excessive private interests influencing the exercise of public power.  What is the power of money to influence 

elections and subsequent government policies and activities?  Corruption can be criminal bribery, inequality, 

drowned voices, a dispirited public, and lack of integrity.  Yasmin Dawood consolidated the various arguments 

about corruption and campaign finance into 2 categories, those related to abuse of power and those related to 

violation of political equality. From 1980 until 2010 Supreme Court decisions broadened the definition of 

corruption to incorporate concerns about corruption that distorted the political process through undue influence on 

and undue access to office holders, resulting in failure to address issues of public concern.  Attention to the broader 

definitions of corruption also focused on issues of trust in the system of representative democracy and political 

equality. There is documentation of evidence that wealthy donors did receive special access to influence 

officeholders.  The record is replete with examples of national party committees peddling access to federal 

candidates and officeholders in exchange for large soft-money donations.  This gives the appearance of corruption.  

With the Supreme Court decision in Citizens United v FEC (2010), which allowed for-profit and non-profit 

corporations to spend unlimited amounts so long as they were independent from candidates, distortion took on 

another meaning.  With new Super PACS and other spending millions in single elections, the distortion of the 

election process itself became a significant concern. Many worried that unlimited independent spending was taking 

over and drowning out the voices of citizens and taking control of an election away from the candidates themselves. 

Political equality is a fundamental value in American democracy and has been used as the basic foundation 

for concerns about undue influence and undue access.  However, the Courts explicitly rejected fairness as the 

compelling justification for contribution limits in the regularly cited quote in the Buckley v. Valeo decision. 

A new term used is “dependency corruption” to describe the corrupting influence of the current system of 

reciprocity between donors and officeholders through lobbyists as intermediaries—this is a system wherein the 

officeholders need the funds to continue in office and the donors desire public policies favorable to their interests, 

whether ideological or economic.  The compelling state interest in regulating campaign contributions is to limit, if 

not eliminate, the system of dependence between officeholders, lobbyists and large donors.  Robert Post’s argument 

identifies “electoral integrity” as the core value to be preserved by fostering public trust in democracy and 

confidence in elected officials.  This is weakened by unlimited money in elections.  To preserve electoral integrity 

is a precursor principle that must exist in order for the 1st Amendment to flourish and thus provides the compelling 

state interest in regulating campaign finance. 

Stephanopoulos makes the case against unlimited contributions because they create significant differences 

between elected officials and the constituencies they are elected to represent.  He believes that contributions by 

political parties and by Political Action Committees are more likely to reflect centrist political philosophies and 

they relate more closely to the median voter.  Therefore, he believes, these contributing entities should have less 

regulation. 
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UPCOMING EVENTS  – Please plan to attend 

 
 

Saturday 

January 16, 2016 

9:30 am 

Change in Location 
4550 Warwick  

Oak Hall (Oak Room) 

Money in Politics Consensus 
Articles in this Voter along with Consensus 
Questions 

Saturday 

February 20, 2016   

9:30 am 

Community Christian Church 

4601 Main St 

Kansas City, Missouri 64112 

Program Planning for National & Local-Talk 

about changing our status to a 501 C3 - not for 

profit 

February 23, 2016 Kirkpactrick  

Sec. of State Office 

Jefferson City, MO 

Join other LWV members and welcome 

candidates who are filing for Office-all 

representatives, odd number Senate districts,& 

State Exec Office. 

March 12, 2016 Brookside—less than a mile 

walk-lots of fun 

Brookside Warm-up St. Patrick’s Parade 

Monday 

March 14, 2016 

7:30 pm 

Quality Hill Play House 

303 W 10
th
 Street 

Kansas City, Missouri 

Sing Out Sister- LWV Fund raiser 

Cost $20 per ticket  

Contact Sue Scholl-816-444-2623 

usafscholl@aol.com  

March 15, 2016 Primary Election Missouri Presidential Primary 

Election Day 

Saturday 

March 19, 2016 

9:30 am 

Community Christian Church 

4601 Main St 

Kansas City, Missouri 64112 

Peace Journalism  

April 5, 2016 Election Day – Municipal Kansas City Vote on Earnings Tax 

April 12, 2016 Jefferson City/Capitol Women’s Equality Pay Day—Rally for equal 

pay, ERA and Voting rights for all American 

citizens 

April 16, 2016 Community Christian Church 

4601 Main St 

Kansas City, Missouri 64112 

Topic: Voter Turnout 

April 30, 2016 TBD LWV Missouri Spring Conference 

May 21, 2016 Community Christian Church 

4601 Main St 

Kansas City, Missouri 64112 

Annual Meeting 

Vote on By Law Changes 

Program 

mailto:usafscholl@aol.com

