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Voters passed Prop B; repeal effort is wrong
Puppy-mill law can be reshaped
DECEMBER 19, 2010 

Before the election, we took a strong stance against passage of the ballot proposition pitched as a 

protective measure for puppies.

Here, we take a strong stance to try to protect the main tenets of the proposition.

Contradictory?

No.

Voters have made the call on this one. We accept that. We support the process that allows a voter 

initiative to create law in Missouri.

Those who are now trying to repeal Proposition B should back off. Instead, they need to work 

with its proponents to address specific concerns and -- through compromise -- reshape 

troublesome sections of the law.

Sore losers get easily agitated. They overreact.

That's what a repeal of this proposition would amount to. A full repeal would also insolently 

dismiss the will of the people.

Yet, that's what state Sen. Bill Stouffer, R-Napton, is pushing. He has filed a bill seeking repeal 

of the entire measure -- triggering legitimate complaints from animal rights-groups that helped 

get it passed.

We realize Stouffer might simply be starting at the extreme to get back closer to the middle. We 

realize he might eventually compromise after negotiations with other lawmakers. But this battle 

could get time-consuming and costly, at a time when lawmakers certainly have much more on 

their plates to digest -- including huge budget challenges.

More reasonable than Stouffer's approach, but still an overreach, is a plan by state Sen.-elect 

Mike Parson of Bolivar.

He has highlighted specific provisions in Prop B he'd push to change, including a highly 

controversial requirement that dog-breeding businesses have no more than 50 dogs.
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We cited the unfairness of this provision in advocating a "no" vote to Prop B in this space Oct. 

17. Animal-rights proponents say the limit is key, because their research shows a single 

employee can only care for that many dogs in a single eight-hour shift. To that we ask, what if 

the business has two employees?

Questions like these can be addressed without repeal of this new law, though.

One suggestion we'd make is to ask the Missouri Veterinary Medical Association to suggest 

revisions that make sense. The association opposed Prop B before the election because of its 

broad provisions. Those trained to care for animals' health could help pinpoint the essential 

points in Prop B.

Proponents of the new law make a convincing case for preserving Prop B in stressing that they 

had to resort to a voter-driven initiative to attack the state's puppy mill problem. They complain 

lawmakers refused for years to act despite urging, haranguing and strong lobbying.

Now, Missouri has a nasty reputation for abuse of dogs. We're laughed at -- or worse, scorned -- 

as "the Puppy Mill State."

All agree something must be done. Now that voters have spoken, we believe Prop B with some 

revisions will be a key tool, as will a continued commitment to animal law enforcement by the 

administration of Gov. Jay Nixon.

Most important right now, however, is an end to the debate and political sparring over complete 

repeal of a proposition that was duly approved by a majority of voting Missourians.

In our view, they spoke up at the polls to say they no longer want to live in the "Puppy Mill 

State."

Lawmakers heard. Will they listen?


