
MISSOURI AMENDMENTS AND PROPOSITION 
>>that will appear on the November 8, 2016 Ballot<< 

 There are five constitutional amendments and one proposition that are to be voted on statewide on Tuesday, November 8.  Below is the ballot 

language and a few comments regarding each.  

 Constitutional Amendment 1:   

“Shall Missouri continue for 10 years the one-tenth of one percent sales/use tax that is used for soil and water conservation and for state parks 
and historic sites, and resubmit this tax to the voters for approval in 10 years?” 

Comment:  Amendment 1 is a continuation of the soil and water conservation tax, which generates about $90 million annually, and, among other 
things, supports state parks. The amendment would extend the existing tax collection for 10 years 

MOPP Vote:  NO! 
Starve the beast!  Please!....no new taxes…..Big government taxes us enough already!   These funds would likely go to the Department 
of Natural Resources, the same agency that is working on policies that jeopardize/compromise personal property rights..i.e. the White 
River Blueway.  Thus, the funds would most likely end up being used for Agenda 21 programs to harm us.   

Constitutional Amendment 2:   

“Shall the Missouri Constitution be amended to: establish limits on campaign contributions by individuals or entities to political parties, political 
committees, or committees to elect candidates for state or judicial office; prohibit individuals and entities from intentionally concealing the source of 
such contributions; require corporations or labor organizations to meet certain requirements in order to make such contributions; and provide a 
complaint process and penalties for any violations of this amendment?” 

Comment:  Amendment 2 aims to limit campaign contributions you and others can make to a candidate. The strongest supporters of campaign 
contribution limits are likely to be existing office holders. Campaign donation limits protect incumbents by making it more difficult for a challenger to 
raise money while an incumbent can still raise money easily. Transparency is the greatest asset that voters can have and campaign contribution 
limits significantly complicate transparency and make it easy to obscure donations. Any potential impact to revenues for state and local governmental 
entities is unknown. 

MOPP Vote:  NO! 
Restoring campaign contribution limits would only lead to  candidates funneling donations through MULTIPLE hidden  committees, 
legislative committees and  PAC’s.  At least now it is traceable as to  when and where the large donations are coming from.  Your 

inclination would be to  vote yes on this, but it was only a few years ago that this  campaign limit were removed  and  it was no better 
before that.  I  understand why people want limits. The problem is that  limits will likely contribute to what is called "dark  money". In 
other words, wealthy donors making limited  donations to several PACs that then each write a check to a  candidate. I don't know that 
this legislation has a way  of preventing dark money.  The  reason the state voted to lift limits several years ago was  to eliminate the 
dark money being funneled through various  PACs to individual candidates so we would have more  transparency. 
 
Constitutional Amendment 3:  

“Shall the Missouri Constitution be amended to: increase taxes on cigarettes each year through 2020, at which point this additional tax will total 60 
cents per pack of 20; create a fee paid by cigarette wholesalers of 67 cents per pack of 20 on certain cigarettes, which fee shall increase annually; 
and deposit funds generated by these taxes and fees into a newly established Early Childhood Health and Education Trust Fund?” 
  

MOPP  Vote:  NO! 
Amendment 3 is another cigarette tax increase.   In addition…and more importantly…for the first time EVER, Amendment 3 is 
attempting to put the terms “abortion” and “abortion services” in the Missouri Constitution. Amendment 3 is opposed by 
conservative groups such as Concerned Women for America of Missouri, Missouri Alliance for Freedom and United for Missouri. Bev 
Ehlen, Missouri State Director of Concerned Women for America:  “I believe placing abortions of any type in the Missouri 
Constitution for an effort to provide more funds to early childhood education in the state is problematic in many ways.” 

Amendment 3 adds troubling provisions guaranteeing the right to an Abortion to the Missouri Constitution. These provisions grant an 
exception to healthcare facilities receiving money under Amendment 3 to perform abortions under certain circumstances. 

 The Abortion exception in Amendment 3 is presented below…“Section 54(b). 2. None of the funds collected, distributed, or allocated 
from the Early Childhood Health and Education Trust Fund shall be expended, paid or granted to… [an] outpatient health care facility 
that provides abortion services,unless such services are limited to medical emergencies. 

More here including groups opposing this legislation:   
http://www.badformissouri.com/abortion/ 

  

http://www.badformissouri.com/abortion/


Constitutional Amendment 4: 
“Shall the Missouri Constitution be amended to prohibit a new state or local sales/use or other similar tax on any service or transaction that 

was not subject to a sales/use or similar tax as of January 1, 2015?”   
 
Amendment 4 was initiated by the Missouri Realtors Association. The realtors fear the loss of commissions if Missouri ever eliminates the state 
income tax and adopts a fair tax model and the Association believes that passage of Amendment 4 would prohibit such a move. 

MOPP Vote:  YES! (tricky language...see highlight above) 

Prohibit taxes on all services!    Why of course we would not want to ever have taxes on all our services.  Starve the beast!   We are 
taxed enough already! 
  . 
It would ban sales and use taxes on any service that was not already being taxed as of Jan. 1, 2015. In other words, it would ban the 
state and local governments  alike from levying sales taxes on such things as haircuts, day care, doctor visits, and having your lawn 
mowed. Scott  Charton is  spokesman for the group Missourians for Fair Taxation, which  is sponsoring the amendment."Services  are 
activities, as opposed to tangible goods …  they’re not currently taxed, and Amendment 4 would  keep it that way," Charton said. 

"The threat is real, because new sales taxes on  services have been proposed in the last seven sessions of  the Missouri legislature. He  
continued, "Just this year our neighboring states of  Oklahoma and Illinois have talked about new taxes on services to close big budget 

holes, (and) North Carolina and  Washington ... have started imposing new sales taxes on  services. Politicians often share bad  ideas." 

Constitutional Amendment 6: 

“Shall the Constitution of Missouri be amended to state that voters may be required by law, which may be subject to exception, to verify one’s 
identity, citizenship, and residence by presenting identification that may include valid government-issued photo identification?” 

Comment:  Amendment 6 is a common-sense voter ID proposal.  Special care has been taken in crafting the proposal to ensure that no one is 
disenfranchised by its passage. In fact, its many provisions virtually guarantee that any Missouri resident who is qualified and has a desire to vote 
will be able to vote, but those who have no right to vote will be blocked. 

MOPP Vote:  YES! 
Of course we believe that Missouri should require voter ID.  It would help ensure the integrity of our voting process and help restore 
trust in the system.  Voter integrity issues are a very important part of what MOPP advocates for, including Voter ID and exclusive 

use of Paper Ballots.  MOPP ENDORSES AMENDMENT 6! 

A “yes” vote will amend the Missouri Constitution to state that voters may be required by law to verify their identity, citizenship, and residence by 

presenting identification that may include valid government-issued photo identification. Exceptions to this identification requirement may also be 
provided by law. 

"Amendment 6 places into our state constitution the provision for implementing a Voter Identification (ID) system. It must be passed before Voter 
ID can be implemented in Missouri.  This is the second time in recent history that the General Assembly has attempted to restore some trust in our 
voting process.  A few years ago they passed a proposed constitutional amendment to place Voter ID into the constitution. They also passed a 
statute that described and provided for the implementation of Voter ID.  Unfortunately, those in opposition to restoring trust in the system were 
successful in keeping the constitutional amendment off the ballot. The result was that they then challenged the statute which the courts found to 
lack, wait for it, constitutional authority.  As we are all aware and has been demonstrated, well most of us are aware there are many still in denial 
of the fact, that a lot of voter fraud occurs throughout the state and country. The passage of Amendment 6 will help to ensure the integrity of our 
voting process and restore some trust to the system." (reprinted from United for Missouri) 

 Proposition A: 

“Shall Missouri law be amended to: increase taxes on cigarettes in 2017, 2019, and 2021, at which point this additional tax will total 23 cents per 
pack of 20; increase the tax paid by sellers on other tobacco products by 5 percent of manufacturer’s invoice price; use funds generated by these 
taxes exclusively to fund transportation infrastructure projects; and repeal these taxes if a measure to increase any tax or fee on cigarettes or 
other tobacco products is certified to appear on any local or statewide ballot?” 

Comment:   Proposition A is an initiative petition, which was placed on the ballot by special interest groups, who gathered enough signatures 
statewide to have it come before the voters. Basically, it is another approach to the cigarette “sin” tax proposed in Constitutional Amendment 3. 

MOPP Vote:  NO! 

Starve the beast!  Big government does not need more  of your money.  Doesn’t matter if it’s on  cigarettes and you don’t smoke, they don’t need  more money.  
Government is  insatiable……they never have enough!!  Next time it will be a big tax on a  product that you use! 
 
"Proposition A is a counter-proposal to Amendment 3. The proposed tax increase is smaller. It does not give Big Tobacco a competitive advantage 
as they seek in Amendment 3. The proceeds of the increased tax on tobacco products would be dedicated to transportation infrastructure.  “Sin 
taxes” such as those on tobacco should not be dedicated to purposes unrelated to those “sins”. Voters in Missouri have rightfully turned down 
three (3) other attempts to raise the tobacco tax in the past decade or more. At least one of those attempts specifically dedicated the proceeds to 
healthcare issues. The fact is that state government already spends over $26 billion. We should be looking at how that money is being spent 
before we ask anyone “sinning” or not to pay more!"  (reprinted from United for Missouri) 

 
Distributed by:  MISSOURI PRECINCT PROJECT/MOPP 

Because “All politics is local" 


