


2

director’s Corner�.�J�T�T�P�V�S�J��A�M�M�J�B�O�D�F���G�P�S��
A�O�J�N�B�M���-�F�H�J�T�M�B�U�J�P�O

MISSION STATEMENT
The Alliance protects animals 

from abuse, neglect and 
exploitation by monitoring and 

facilitating the passage of 
animal welfare laws, thereby 

enhancing the quality of life for 
people and animals in Missouri.

FUNDING
The Alliance is a 501 (c)(4) 
nonprofit and receives no 
United Way, government 
or corporate funding. The 
organization depends on 

donations from concerned 
and passionate individuals 
to fund its animal welfare 
education and legislative 
efforts. Because we are a 

lobbying organization, gifts 
to the Alliance are not tax 

deductible. 

HEADQUARTERS
P.O. Box 300036

St. Louis, MO  63130
314-361-3944

Toll Free:  1-877-444-6225

E-Mail
mail@maal.org

Website
www.maal.org

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Dan Mickelson, President
Ed Throop, Vice President
Nancy Grove, Secretary
Diann Valenti, Treasurer

Brook Dubman
Karinn Granger

Debbie Hill
Dale Lindhorst
Mary Paulsell

Theresa Williams

Bob Baker
Executive Director

Amy Cox
Outreach Coordinator

Sanford Pomerantz
Peter Ruger

Alliance Co-counsel

The Alliance Speaks may be reproduced in 
whole or in part with the prior written permission 

of the Alliance.  Materials must be 
credited to The Alliance Speaks, Missouri 

Alliance for Animal Legislation.  
©2010 MAAL

7

It has only been three months since I assumed the role of Executive Director, but it has been 
one of the most exciting and rewarding three months of my career in animal welfare.  The 
passage of Prop B is an historic achievement for the dogs as well as a crowning 
achievement of 20 years of work on this issue by the Alliance. 

I am so thankful to be part of the Alliance family and to have played a part in the Alliance’s 
great victory with the passage of Prop B.  The Alliance is noted throughout the country for the 
work it does on behalf of animals.  There are few comparable groups whose primary focus is to enact laws to 
protect animals from abuse and neglect.  Ann Church, who has been actively involved in state legislative affairs 
for close to 30 years in all 50 states, recently commented that the animal welfare movement would be so much 
farther advanced if every state in the country had an organization similar to the Alliance.

It was, therefore, a great privilege and honor when I was given the opportunity to become your Executive 
Director.  I am especially humbled to be part of an organization that was founded and directed by some of the 
most respected names in the animal welfare movement including Grace Korsan and Nancy Grove.  

I am very fortunate to have an extremely dedicated Board of Directors as well as a very compassionate and 
hard working team of volunteers, and caring and generous supporters.  I look forward to working with all of you 
going forward in making Missouri a truly humane society for the animals.

Additionally, I would like to welcome two new Board Members to the Alliance, Karinn Granger and Dale 
Lindhorst.  The Alliance is fortunate to have such compassionate and dedicated individuals leading us into the 
future.   

If you ever have any questions, comments, or suggestions, please do not hesitate to contact me directly at 
director@maal.org or 314-361-3944.

Bob
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Josiah Voegtli the “Face of the Alliance”

THANK YOU tO OUR DONORS:  
Due to the in-depth content of this special edition newsletter, the list of Alliance contributors from June 1, 2010 through 

November 30, 2010, will appear in our Summer 2011 Newsletter.  However, memorial, honorary and in-kind gifts are listed below in 
order to provide them in a timely manner.  We apologize for any inconvenience.

Volunteer Spotlight
Volunteers are the lifeline of any charity organization.  This year has 
been especially busy for the Alliance with all the additional activities 

surrounding Proposition B.  So many of our volunteers worked long and 
hard on this issue and we are very grateful to each and every one of 

them for their time and dedication.  

Laura Umphenour is one of those volunteers who expended extraordi-
nary efforts during the signature-gathering and educational phases of 

the Prop B campaign.  Without hesitation, she agreed to be the Alliance’s 
coordinator in the Springfield area and additionally coordinated many 
efforts for the campaign coalition.  Laura distributed and notarized 

hundreds of petitions, collected more than 1500 signatures, canvassed 
all over southwest Missouri handing out thousands of flyers and other 

information promoting Prop B, and coordinated the design and distribu-
tion of Vote YES! on Prop B yard signs in that area.  Confronted by many 
hostile anti-Prop B voters, Laura was not deterred in her determination 
to reach as many people as possible to garner support.  The Alliance 

would like to thank Laura not only for her outstanding volunteer work on 
behalf of the Alliance but, most importantly, for the dogs in Missouri.  

SPECIAL APPEAL:  Unfortunately, there are already efforts under way in the Missouri 
legislature to weaken and even repeal the language of Prop B.  Senator Bill Stouffer (R-21) recently 
pre-�led a bill to repeal Proposition B.  Without a doubt, the upcoming legislative session will be an 
extremely critical one for the welfare of the dogs.  Many of the rural legislators feel empowered by 
the rejection of Prop B in the rural areas of the state. There will be serious legislative attempts to 
severely weaken and destroy all of our efforts on behalf of puppy mill dogs during the 2011 legisla-
tive session.   

The Alliance will once again be the prominent voice for animals in our state legislature and the sole 
organization lobbying in Jefferson City on a full-time basis to prevent the repeal of Prop B.  We have 
assembled a formidable lobbying team for the upcoming battle but such a team of professional lob-
byists does not come cheap.  I am, therefore, asking for your �nancial support to help us fund our 
legislative efforts in the upcoming session of the legislature to ensure that our hard fought victory on 
Prop B remains intact. 

We can make a huge difference for the animals this coming session.  Prop B was an historic victory 
on behalf of animal welfare.  We need to ensure that this accomplishment is not squandered and 
that it remains an effective piece of legislation to ensure the humane treatment of the approximately 
200,000 breeding dogs here in Missouri.  With your help, I am con�dent that we can prevail. Please 
show your support for our upcoming legislative efforts to protect Proposition B and be a voice for the 
animals in Jefferson City by making a generous gift to the Alliance today.  Thank you. 

Bob Baker, Executive Director

�#�F�U�U�F�S���#�V�T�J�O�F�T�T���#�V�S�F�B�V��
�#�B�S�F�T��T�F�F�U�I���B�U���%�P�H��
�#�S�F�F�E�J�O�H���*�O�E�V�T�U�S�Z��

�J�O���.�J�T�T�P�V�S�J
In March, 2010, the Better Business Bureaus (BBB) of St. Louis, 
Kansas City, and Springfield issued a scathing report on the 

dog breeding industry here in Missouri.  This study was prompt-
ed by the large number of complaints the BBB has received 

from consumers who had purchased sick dogs that were bred 
here in the state.  In many cases, consumers spent thousands 
of dollars in veterinary bills which were rarely reimbursed by 
the breeders.  The BBB report shows that the pain of puppy 

mills extends far beyond the puppy mill itself and literally into 
the homes of unwitting consumers who choose to purchase a 
puppy without ever visiting the breeding facility.  The BBB report 

demonstrates the need for Prop B and is proof that this is not 
merely an animal welfare issue but a consumer issue as well.   
Equally as upsetting as the large expenditures on veterinary 
care, is the heartbreak of trying to nurse a sick puppy back 
to health.  The BBB warned that without significant changes 

in the system, “breeders and others in Missouri, with seeming 
impunity, will continue to send sick puppies to be purchased 
by unwary consumers.”  Fortunately, the voters dramatically 

changed the current system with their approval of Prop B.  You 
can read the entire BBB report at www.maal.org, go to Mis-

souri’s Puppy Mill Problem, click on BBB Puppy Industry Study.

Prop B billboards like this appeared in St. Louis and Kansas City.
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Prop B Dramatically Increases Enforcement of Both 
State and Federal Laws Regulating Puppy Mills
While the campaign to enact Prop B was solely about increasing standards 
of care for dogs confined in commercial dog breeding establishments, one 
of the side benefits that resulted from our efforts to pass Prop B was an 
increased awareness of puppy mills.  The general public is now aware of the 
suffering and neglect that is present at too many of these facilities and the 
substandard conditions in which puppy mill dogs are raised.   Missourians 
are now acutely aware that Missouri is the “puppy mill capital of the U.S.” 
and is home to almost one-third of all wholesale commercial dog breeders in 
the country.  Such awareness was not only instrumental towards passage of 
Prop B, but also invaluable in attracting the attention of the U. S. 
Department of Agriculture (USDA).  The USDA is the agency responsible for 
the enforcement of the federal Animal Welfare Act (AWA).  The AWA requires 
the licensing of wholesale commercial dog breeders and compliance with 
minimum standards of care. 

While enforcement efforts on the part of the USDA, in reference to the AWA, 
have been spotty in the past (see summer issue of The Alliance Speaks), the 
USDA has lately stepped up efforts in Missouri as a result of the increased 
awareness of the puppy mill problem in our state.  The USDA’s response to 
this publicity has been overwhelming.  The USDA recently enlarged their 
staff to include 19 inspectors, 2 investigators, and 3 compliance officers, 
all working in an attempt to bring federally licensed breeding operations in 
Missouri into compliance with the AWA.  This focus on Missouri breeders 
by the USDA has been long overdue and is certainly welcomed by animal 
advocates.   The increased enforcement efforts on the part of the USDA 
will in effect augment efforts at the state level, since many of Missouri’s dog 
breeders are licensed by both the state and federal departments of 
agriculture.   The increase in USDA personnel in the state should now 
permit the Missouri Department of Agriculture (MDA) to focus more time and 
resources on the breeders who are solely licensed by the state.  This past 
September, Jon Hagler, Director of MDA, acknowledged that both he and 
the Governor “have gotten the message” on the problems associated with 

dog breeding here in Missouri.  Director Hagler assured us that he is 
working to make Missouri “the best state in the country” in regulating 
commercial dog breeding facilities.  

These recent efforts have demonstrated that Prop B was a two-fold success 
for the welfare of dogs in the state.  There are now vastly improved state 
standards of care as well as a much more vigorous enforcement mechanism 
in place to ensure the humane treatment of breeding dogs.  

It is important to note that one of the arguments frequently bandied about 
by the opposition during the campaign was that we don’t need another law 
when the current laws on the books are not being enforced.   Despite the 
fact that enforcement and standards of care are separate issues, this 
argument was used quite effectively by the opponents of Prop B to distract 
from the issue at hand, namely, that the current standards of care are 
seriously inadequate.  What made this argument by the opponents of Prop B 
particularly underhanded was the fact that the opponents never complained 
about lack of enforcement until Prop B was proposed.  In fact, the oppo-
nents of Prop B historically opposed any and all efforts to increase 
enforcement.  For example, during the past legislative session, the MDA 
attempted to raise license fees in an effort to increase revenues so that MDA 
could hire more inspectors and increase enforcement efforts.  It is telling 
that many of the same opponents who argued for better enforcement rather 
than reform of the current law, lobbied successfully against any increase in 
license fees.  Even more revealing, these same opponents who insisted that 
current law was good enough, actually opposed the current law when it was 
proposed in 1992.

The passage of Prop B provides humane standards of care and the resultant 
upturn in enforcement efforts will ensure that dog breeders will comply with 
the new humane provisions of the law, which makes Prop B a double win.  In 
summary, this was a great year for the dogs.

Protect the puppies 
by supporting Prop B
Maria Smith
Special to the Kansas City Star

I stopped and held my breath, my hand still on the door. Reluctantly, I 
stepped on a rough concrete floor and let the door shut behind me. I knew 
I would have to inhale again, and the sheer thought of it made me nau-
seous. Two hours later I was still gasping when walking dogs in the crispy 
air of an early spring morning.

Many visits later, I came to realize that the animal shelter smell is a mixture 
of wet fur, sickness, hand sanitizer, wet newspapers, urine, chemicals and 
death. If a human could smell death, I thought, the odor of death would be 
far more pronounced to a species that relies on scent.

The older dogs were curled up in the far corners of their cages, their life-
less eyes following my every move. The pups were squealing and jumping 
at me in their damp, cold cages. With no glimmer of hope in their eyes, the 
older dogs had given up, while the younger ones seemed still hopeful that 
someone, anyone, would let them out. I could not decide which was more 
painful to watch—the loss of desire for life or the hopeless zest for it.

We have seen some of these dogs before in malls and pet stores, puppies 
who look healthy and alert to the untrained eye. But in reality many of them 
are sick as a result of being bred in crowded, unsanitary conditions, with 
improper nourishment and inadequate veterinary care and supervision. 
These dogs end up in shelters because their owners, smitten by the pup-
pies’ jubilant façades in pet stores, cannot afford to care for them.

I cannot now, as I could not then, understand why we humans are so ir-
responsible and apathetic, why we create such displacement and misery. 
I cannot understand why we abandon these animals and refuse to provide 
shelter, food and veterinary care for them. I cannot understand why some 
people would breed them for profit, failing to provide for their basic needs. 

I cannot understand why we create an environment in which animals are 
used, abused and disposed of like trash.

Faced with human cruelty and neglect, these animals remain defense-
less—yet more dignified than those who breed them. That so many people 
breed these animals and neglect them in such massive numbers is a 
measure of their inhumanity. Although humans have the capacity to be hu-
mane, merciful, and responsible toward the animals they breed, too many 
breeders fall short of being humane, merciful and responsible toward the 
animals they breed for profit.

As Thomas Edison put it so poignantly, “Non-violence leads to the highest 
ethics, which is the goal of all evolution. Until we stop harming all other liv-
ing beings, we are still savages.” Let us shed our savage skins in the 21th 
century and put on some more humane, dignified and elegant clothing. 
Let us treat our animals that share our planet with us with the respect and 
compassion that they deserve.

If you are old enough to vote in the upcoming elections, cast an informed 
and humane vote to prevent cruelty in Missouri puppy mills. Vote Yes on 
Proposition B. This is not a matter of animal “rights,” as some would have 
us believe. This is a matter of human responsibility. As human beings, we 
have the chance to stop the pain, cruelty and misery. This is our chance to 
abate one form of needless cruelty. So let’s do it!

Reprinted with permission of the Kansas City Star
Maria Smith is a student at Blue Springs South High School where she 
founded and serves as president of Protection of Animal Welfare Society 
(PAWS). Maria was very active in the Prop B campaign and is a strong 
advocate on a variety of animal welfare issues in her community. 

continued from cover
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“Laissez les bontemps 
roullez” in Kansas City!
The 3rd Annual Mardi Growl Maskgrrrade Ball will be held 
Friday, March 4, 2011, from 7:00-11:00 p.m.  This year’s 
event will return to the Simpson House just off the Coun-
try Club Plaza and will feature great food, desserts, drink 
and entertainment.  Silent and live auctions will offer great 

experiences and items to bid on for yourself or a loved one!  
Fox 4 New’s Karli Ritter will be on hand as our emcee and 

live entertainment will be provided by Reunion Jazz!  Space 
is limited so mark your calendars now and get your tickets 
early.  More information will be available at www.maal.org.

HOORAY FOR 
“HOWLY”WOOD 
8th Annual Open Your Heart

in St. Louis
We are rolling out the red carpet and 

alerting the paparazzi!  The 8th 
Annual “Open Your Heart” gala will 

glitter and shine on Sunday, February 
20, 2011, at Harry’s Downtown 

Restaurant.  Meet celebrity guest, 
Annemarie Lucas, Animal Cop and Star of Animal 

Precinct, indulge in fabulous food and drink, and be 
the highest bidder on irresistible bling and things in the 
live and silent auctions!  Don’t miss “being seen” at this 

star-studded event of the year. 
Tickets start at $75.00 per person.  For more information, 

contact us at admin@maal.org or 314-361-3944.

Girardeau.   Our Executive Director traveled over 6,000 miles in the 
last month of the campaign, conducting media interviews, meeting 
with newspaper editors, and attending numerous public functions in an 
effort to promote Prop B.  The Alliance placed billboards in high traffic 
areas in St. Louis and Kansas City and distributed numerous yard signs 
and bumper stickers.  Alliance volunteers also installed numerous signs 
promoting Prop B at the polls on Election Day.  

Most impressive of all was the work that our supporters and volunteers 
performed during the campaign.  Many of you spent hours canvassing 
and leaving literature, writing letters to the editors, obtaining endorse-
ments, and spreading the word about Prop B to as many as possible.  
The narrow victory demonstrated that everything you did during the 
campaign truly made a difference for the dogs.  We can all look back 
and reflect on how we personally influenced this election and helped to 
improve living conditions for dogs in Missouri’s puppy mills.  Whether it 
was making a donation to the campaign for advertising or telephoning 
friends reminding them to vote or posting information on your Facebook 
page, be assured that all of your efforts during the campaign have 
made a significant difference for the dogs.  

Why Such a Fight?  Propaganda and Hysteria
Many have asked why the election was so close–after all this was 
simply an issue regarding the humane treatment of dogs.  Unfortu-
nately, many commercial dog breeders are determined to continue to 
cut costs at every turn and raise puppies as cheaply as possible.  They 
knew that Prop B could spell the end of their business-as-usual attitude 
which places profits ahead of what’s best for the dogs.  In their des-
peration, they turned to outright lies and disseminated false information 
about Prop B.  They convinced the Missouri Farm Bureau that Prop B 
targeted not only dogs but also farm animals.  They twisted the defini-

tion of “covered dogs” to include all domestic animals including cows, 
pigs, and chickens.   The absurd notion that Prop B would end agricul-
ture in the state quickly spread throughout the rural areas.  Seeing how 
quickly such untruths took hold, the opponents quickly upped the ante 
and distributed a pamphlet entitled, “Where’s the Family Dog?”  This 
pamphlet alleged that “Proposition B doesn’t want them [dogs] in your 
life.”  Their literature claimed that not only would Prop B halt agriculture 
in the state, Prop B would take away your right to own dogs! This same 
pamphlet claimed that Prop B would also end hunting in the state!
 
Unfortunately, such rhetoric resulted in a very emotional campaign with 
many actually believing that Prop B would have a devastating impact 
on agriculture and the state’s economy.  Many of our volunteers were 
harassed and the target of abusive and obscene comments.   Thank-
fully, despite all the unfounded hysteria, our commitment and perse-
verance prevailed.  The majority of voters saw through this repugnant 
campaign of lies and cast their votes in favor of Prop B. 

The Journey Continues: Protecting the Win
Prop B is an epic victory for the dogs, but it will not take effect un-
til November 2011.  While we rightly celebrate our great victory, we 
must be mindful that our work is not yet over.  The opponents, hav-
ing lost in court and with the will of the people at the polls, are now 
going to the legislature in an attempt to block Prop B.  Please read 
our enclosed Action 
Alert and help us once 
again in our endeavor 
to protect the dogs and 
stop puppy mill cruelty. 

prop b 
passes!
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:

MISSOURI ALLIANCE FOR ANIMAL LEGISLATION QUESTIONS CRITICISM OF PROP B 
BY THE LEADERSHIP OF THE AMERICAN VETERINARY MEDICAL ASSOCIATION

St. Louis, Mo – November 19, 2010 -- The Missouri Alliance for Animal Legislation (Alliance) today questioned the views 
expressed by the leader of the American Veterinary Medical Association in its recently released statement entitled “AVMA 
Questions Power of Prop B to Improve Welfare of Missouri’s Dogs.”

Dr. Ron DeHaven, chief executive officer of the AVMA, stated that, “Unfortunately, Proposition B doesn’t do much to actually 
provide for the care of animals... .”  According to Bob Baker, executive director of the Alliance, “That is an astonishingly 
inaccurate statement on the part of any veterinarian, much less the leader of a national veterinary association.”  

Mr. Baker points out that under current law, breeding dogs can legally be confined in tiny wire floor cages for their entire 
lives.   The law only requires the mother dogs to be provided a cage six inches longer than the dog herself.  In contrast, Prop 
B will now require dogs to be provided with large primary enclosures, a solid surface to rest and walk on, and access to 
an outdoor exercise run.  These provisions are dramatic improvements for dogs confined in Missouri’s numerous commer-
cial breeding establishments.  In addition, Prop B closes many loopholes in current law related to basic animal care, such as 
access to water, nutritious food, and protection from temperature extremes. 

Most important, according to Baker, is Prop B’s requirement for an annual physical exam and prompt veterinary care for 
breeding dogs that are ill or injured. Current Missouri law and regulations provide only that a veterinarian visit the facility 
annually and sign off on a written program of veterinary care.  The veterinarian is currently not required to examine any of the 
dogs or to treat illnesses or injuries.  “For the leader of the AVMA to dismiss a requirement for veterinary care by saying 
that Prop B ‘doesn’t do much to provide for the care of animals’ is truly incomprehensible,” said Baker.  

Mr. Baker notes that Dr. DeHaven’s statement appears to be consistent with Dr. DeHaven’s regrettable failure to enforce 
the federal Animal Welfare Act during his tenure at the U. S. Department of Agriculture (USDA).   From April 2004 to August 
2007, Dr. DeHaven was the Administrator of the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS).  APHIS is the agency 
within USDA charged with enforcing the federal law that regulates wholesale commercial dog breeding operations.  This past 
May, the USDA’s Office of Inspector General (OIG) released a scathing report documenting the USDA’s gross failure to 
enforce the Animal Welfare Act*.  This internal government report exposed dogs living and dying in dreadful conditions due 
to USDA’s failure to ensure the humane care and treatment of dogs confined in federally licensed and inspected facilities.  
The OIG report noted that the Agency “chose to take little or no enforcement action against most violators.” 

Federal investigators reported that the USDA often ignored serious and chronic violations, waived penalties, and did not 
properly document inhumane treatment of dogs.  In one case cited by the Inspector General, USDA personnel had inspect-
ed a dog breeder on several occasions and yet walked by and left 22 dogs, which were in severe distress, to eventually die.  

The OIG review, conducted between 2006 and 2008, found that many substandard breeders flouted the law with impu-
nity due to lax enforcement efforts on the part of USDA personnel.  The report documents gruesome conditions at several 
breeding operations, including dogs with hair loss over their entire bodies, dogs with gaping wounds, dogs with mas-
sive tick infestation,  flesh wounds rotting away to the bone, dogs living among pools of feces, and even cannibalism.   

Interestingly, during two of the three years so negatively reviewed by the OIG, Dr. Ron DeHaven was in charge of enforce-
ment of the Animal Welfare Act.  In addition to the OIG report, separate exposes conducted by ABC News and NBC’s Date-
line revealed grossly substandard conditions at commercial dog operations that were allowed to occur under Dr. DeHaven’s 
watch at USDA. 

“Dr. DeHaven’s statements, criticizing Prop B’s dramatic improvements in care and conditions for dogs at commercial breed-
ing facilities in Missouri, are consistent with his past lack of action when faced with the suffering of literally hundreds of thou-
sands of animals during his tenure at USDA,” said Baker. According to Baker, “It is disappointing that the AVMA selected 
as their chief executive officer someone whose previous tenure with the USDA, according to that agency’s own inter-
nal reports, lacked meaningful and vigorous enforcement of the very laws designed to protect the welfare of animals.  
It is equally distressing to know that Dr. DeHaven is now using his position with the AVMA to distort and discount the 
beneficial animal welfare provisions of Prop B.”

*To read the actual document, visit www.maal.org, go to Missouri’s Puppy Mill Problem, click on USDA Office of Inspector 
General Report 5/25/2010.

Leaders of Veterinary Associations Growl at Prop B

SOUTHEAST MISSOURIAN
November 1, 2010

SHAME ON DR. SPRIGG

Dr. Spriggs’s editorial asserting that current law is stronger than those provisions that would be required by Proposition 
B is just plain wrong, and Dr. Sprigg knows what she is saying, is incorrect.  Proposition B does not replace the current 
law.  It only adds to the current law and it does dramatically improve standards of care. 

I debated Dr. Sprigg last week at Truman State University and afterwards she admitted that she had gotten it wrong in 
reference to Prop B replacing current law as compared to adding to it. How she can a few days later repeat the same 
false information is astonishing. 

Her assertion that current law prohibits confinement is blatantly incorrect. Current law does indeed allow dogs to be con-
fined in wire floor cages for their entire existence. The law only requires the dogs to be given six inches of room on either 
side of the cage. For example, a beagle can be legally confined to a cage the size of a dishwasher for its entire life at a 
commercial breeding establishment. The only exception is for dogs housed alone and then there still is no requirement 
for the dog to have access to an exercise area, only a “promise” from the breeder that they will exercise the dog. 

Equally outrageous is her assertion that the Missouri Department of Agriculture will not have authority to enforce Proposi-
tion B. In fact, the enforcement mechanism does not change at all. Prop B is simply amending current standards of care 
and its provisions will be enforced by the Department of Agriculture. 

The most important element of Prop B is its requirement for an annual physical exam and prompt veterinary care for 
breeding dogs that are ill or injured.  For a veterinarian to dismiss such an important provision of Proposition B is truly 
shocking. 

Bob Baker
Executive Director
Missouri Alliance for Animal Legislation 

One of the more vexing developments during the campaign was the opposition to Prop B by the 
national and state veterinary associations.  The American Veterinary Medical Association (AVMA) was 

critical of Prop B and the Missouri Veterinary Medical Association (MVMA) actively opposed its passage.  
Interestingly, neither organization appears to have polled their members about their position on Prop B.  

Fortunately, many individual veterinarians supported Prop B, and in fact, many more individual 
veterinarians and veterinary clinics openly endorsed Prop B than those who opposed it, as evidenced 

by names listed on competing campaign web sites.  

It is regrettable that these veterinary organizations did not speak up to represent the best interest of the 
animals, nor apparently even poll their membership on a critical piece of legislation which would affect 
hundreds of thousands of breeding dogs.   It is still difficult to 
understand why these veterinary associations would oppose 
such meaningful animal welfare legislation, although some 

of this opposition may well have resulted from perceived 
conflicts of interest on the part of some veterinarians.  The 

Alliance has previously noted that the CEO of the AVMA was 
at the helm of the USDA during a time of very lax enforce-

ment of the federal Animal Welfare Act (see media release 
by the Alliance on the next page).  For more information, 

please visit our website and read FOX TV’s expose about the 
questionable actions of another MVMA veterinarian.    

prop b 
passes!


