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K entucky is among many
states that continue to
have a poor record when

it comes to conforming to a ba-
sic directive of federal law:
publicly disclosing information
about child abuse and neglect in
cases that result in a death or
life-threatening injury.

Kentucky earned a big fat C
in the survey that ranks states
with letter grades A through F
— a ranking that remained vir-
tually unchanged from the first
such national survey in 2008. By
contrast, Indiana — with a sys-
tem of open records and open
family courts — was one of only
four states to receive an A-plus,
according to the survey re-
leased last week.

“A culture of secrecy in
states across the
country continues
to hamper efforts
to stem the tide of
child abuse-related
fatalities and near-
fatalities,” accord-
ing to the two
groups which pro-
duced the report,
the Children’s Ad-
vocacy Institute at
the University of
San Diego School of
Law and First Star,
a Washington-
based child advoca-
cy group.

Kentucky was one of 20
states to receive a grade of C-
plus or lower, according to the
“State Secrecy and Child
Deaths in the U.S.” report re-
leased last week. While some
states improved by enacting
new laws or policies since the
first such study in 2008, Ken-
tucky law remained unchanged.

In fact the only thing that
changed in Kentucky was that a
state judge last year ordered
the Cabinet for Health and Fam-
ily Services to follow state open
records law, as the report notes.

And that came only after a
two-year battle by the state’s
two largest newspapers, The
Courier-Journal and the Lexing-
ton Herald Leader, a battle that
continues even as the cabinet
has begun disclosing some —
but not all — of the records
Franklin Circuit Judge Phillip
Shepherd ordered released.
Even as the administration of
Gov. Steve Beshear cites a de-
sire for transparency, cabinet
officials have appealed Judge
Shepherd’s ruling, seeking to
withhold significant details of
child abuse death and injury
cases.

Kentucky law, in confor-
mance with federal law, per-
mits release of state records in
the case of a child abuse death
or serious injury. But Kentucky
officials, until a judge told them
to, declined to release any such
records, citing the need for con-
fidentiality.

That desire for confidential-
ity is misplaced, according to
the Children’s Advocacy Insi-

tute report.
“Too often these cases are

shrouded in secrecy and, as a
result, literally fatal flaws in
state systems go undetected
and opportunities to fix them
are missed,” said Robert E. Fell-
meth, executive director of the
institute.

Meanwhile, national statis-
tics show that an estimated
1,700 children die each year
from abuse or neglect and an-
other 510,000 are seriously in-
jured — a number national ex-
perts say probably seriously
undercounts the actual number
of children killed or injured by
abuse.

All 50 states are eager to ac-
cept the millions of dollars for
child protection that flow from

the federal Child Abuse
Prevention and Training
Act known as CAPTA.
But many, including
Kentucky, are less will-
ing to follow the provi-
sion of CAPTA that calls
for “public disclosure of
the findings or informa-
tion about the case of
child abuse or neglect
which has resulted in a
child fatality or near fa-
tality.”

Some advocates and
lawmakers argue CAP-
TA needs tougher lan-

guage that will clarify what
states must release if they wish
to keep getting federal money
for child welfare. CAPTA
comes up for reauthorization in
2015 and the institute’s report
recommends Congress tighten
the language of the federal law
at that time.

It’s an action that is overdue
if some states, including Ken-
tucky, are to be forced into dis-
closing information that might
reveal mistakes of officials but
could surely improve child wel-
fare systems and save chil-
dren’s lives.

Secrecy persists
in Kentucky cases

To read the “State Secrecy and
Child Deaths in the U.S.” report,
go to http://www.caichil-
dlaw.org/. To read The Courier-
Journal’s series on child deaths
in Kentucky, go to www.couri-
er-journal.com/childabuse.

Franklin Circuit
Judge Phillip
Shepherd

WASHINGTON — We are
about to have the worst
presidential campaign

money can buy. The Supreme
Court’s dreadful Citizens United
decision and a somnolent Federal
Election Commission will allow
hundreds of millions of dollars
from a small number of very
wealthy people and interests to
inundate our airwaves with often
vicious advertisements for
which no candidate will be ac-
countable.

One would like to think that
the court will eventually admit
the folly of its 2010 ruling and re-
verse it. But we can’t wait that
long. And out of this dreary land-
scape, hope is blossoming in the
state of New York. There’s irony
here, since New York is where a
lot of the big national money is
coming from. No matter. The
state is considering a campaign
finance law that would repair
some of the Citizens United dam-
age, and in a way the Supreme
Court wouldn’t be able to touch.

The idea is that to offset the
power of large donors, citizens
without deep pockets should be

encouraged to
flood the system
with small contri-
butions that the
government
would match.
Gov. Andrew Cuo-
mo has pledged to
a state overhaul of
this sort, based on
the one already in
force for New

York City elections. In his state of
the state address in January, Cuo-
mo spoke of how urgent it is to
“reconnect the people to the polit-
ical process and their govern-
ment.” He could make himself
into a reform hero across the
country if he and the Legislature
created a model law for other
states, and the nation.

The New York City program is
straightforward: The govern-
ment gives participating candi-
dates $6 in matching funds for ev-
ery dollar raised from individ-
uals who live in the city, up to the
first $175. At a maximum, this
means a $175 contribution is aug-
mented by $1,050 in public funds.
That’s a mighty incentive for pol-

iticians to involve more citizens
in paying for campaigns. In the
city system, participating candi-
dates have to live within certain
spending and contribution limits.
In a new statewide system, there
are likely to be no spending re-
strictions but lower limits on con-
tributions.

The beautiful thing is that this
approach should answer most of
the criticisms offered by those
who defend the Citizens United
world. I say “should” because ad-
vocates of current arrangements
will find a way to oppose any re-
forms. But the New York Revolu-
tion, if it happens, would under-
cut many of their arguments – in-
cluding their constitutional
claims.

The New York reform does not
limit anyone’s capacity to partici-
pate. It creates incentives for
more people to participate. It
does not reduce the amount of po-
litical speech. It expands the
number of people speaking
through their contributions. It
does not protect incumbents. On
the contrary, it opens the way for
candidates who might otherwise

be driven from the competition
by established politicians with
access to traditional funding
sources.

In short, it makes our democ-
racy democratic again.

And it works. A study of the
New York City program pub-
lished recently by Michael Mal-
bin, executive director of the
nonpartisan Campaign Finance
Institute, and his co-authors Pe-
ter W. Brusoe and Brendan Gla-
vin, concludes that the evidence
“suggests that multiple-match-
ing funds can stimulate partici-
pation by small donors in a man-
ner that is healthy for democra-
cy.”

In particular, they discovered
that the reform substantially in-
creased involvement by resi-
dents of poor and minority neigh-
borhoods. Suddenly, politicians
are hanging around with people
other than those with yachts, pri-
vate jets and complicated tax
breaks. Malbin and his col-
leagues put it more soberly: A
matching-funds approach means
politicians “spending time with a
more diverse set of constituents

than he or she would if all of his or
her fundraising engaged the up-
per middle class and ric h.”

As for those who object to
“taxpayer financing of elec-
tions,” consider that a candidate
doesn’t get a dime unless he or
she raises money from willing
private donors. Besides, the Mal-
bin paper notes, “political and
civic participation are public
goods” and elections “are, after
all, the public’s business.” Con-
servatives fond of vouchers in so
many other areas should see this
as an opportunity to create De-
mocracy Vouchers.

It will take courage for incum-
bent politicians to risk establish-
ing a bold new system that could
put some of them in danger. But
in the course of our history, New
York has been a proudly innova-
tive place. A nation looking for a
way out from under the money
regime created by Citizens United
badly needs the example of poli-
ticians willing to democratize the
mother’s milk of politics.

E.J. Dionne’s email address is ej-
dionne@washpost.com.
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Is anyone upset?
AfewyearsagoIsawabumper

sticker with the message, “If
you’re not upset, you’re not pay-
ing attention.” I’m upset. Is any-
one else upset?

One of the most annoying as-
pects of reading the concerns of
conservatives is the way their dis-
cussions use distorted facts as the
basis for their arguments. Take
“One-sided liberals” in Sunday’s
paper. The argument appears to
beagainst“biggerandmoreintru-
sive government” versus the Af-
fordableCareAct. Ibelievethe in-
dividual mandate was a GOP idea,
back when they were all about in-
dividual responsibility. The writ-
er frames his argument against
individual responsibility in terms
suggesting insurance companies
are being controlled or dragged
into something they don’t want.
He does this through comparing
the individual mandate with “you
would draw the line at govern-
ment-run newspapers, wouldn’t
you?” — a twisted distortion. Does
he really think private insurance
companies are going to complain
about 50 million people now with-
out insurance being required to
buy their insurance? Is this some-
thing these companies are
against?

Maybe he is suggesting that
people who don’t subscribe to the
paper pay a penalty if they sud-
denly find themselves buying the
paperbecausetheyarequotedina
story or appear in a picture in the
paper? Maybe he was suggesting
that 80 percent of our newspaper
subscriptionshouldberequiredto
go to news collection, printing and
distribution, because that is what
the law requires insurance com-
panies to do, spend at least 80 per-
cent of your health insurance dol-
lar on — wait for it — health care!
Republicans are very concerned
that the incomes of the ruling on
percent be protected at all cost.
Maybe he believes whether he
livesordiesshoulddependonhow
expenditures on his health care
affect the size of the insurance
company’s dividend this quarter,

as it does now.We are just at the
beginning of the “reality distor-
tion” campaigning of the wealth-
funded Super PACs. Some good
comedy will come of it, along with
the sad realization how many gull-
ible people will believe any of it.

MIKE WALTON
Louisville 40299

Not too liberal
In response to letters like that

of April 15, charging The Courier-
Journalwithbeingtooliberal, Ire-
spond: The C-J is NOT too liberal.
As a matter of fact I find it to be a
real voice of reason. Since we
have Fox, radio voices like Lim-
baugh and some small-town pa-
pers poisoning our minds with
outlandish claims and ridiculous
platitudes, we need this solid, in-
telligent, deep-thinking paper to
balance our understanding of the
world around us.

It isunderstoodthatright-wing
journalism is louder, more ag-
gressive and more extreme in
making its point. This ideology
causes citizens to need the level,
intelligent coverage of The C-J
even more than ever. We take The
C-J daily even though we live in
Western Kentucky and much of
the local news means little to us.
We rely on its state and national
coverage to bring us the informa-
tion we need. Please never
change.

DEBBY C. ALLEN
Madisonville, Ky. 42431

Do some homework
A disillusioned writer recently

encouraged readers to “send a
message” by “voting against all
incumbents.” We already got that
message in spades after the
throw-the-bums-out 2010 election.
Like the movie “Groundhog Day,”
why would we want to relive that?
Reflexively voting against all in-
cumbents is a thoughtless act that
serves to let off steam for the vot-
er, but often elects people who are
rigid ideologueswhowon’tnegoti-
ate, or who simply don’t have the
necessary skills to govern.

It is not a reasonable way to
choose our representative gov-
ernment. Instead, we have a re-
sponsibilitytoourselves,ourcom-

munities, and our country, to eval-
uate candidates based on their
records (if currently in office),
their experience, beliefs and abil-
ities. Although the public media
can and should do more to fulfill
its responsibility to inform the
electorate, there is reliable, factu-
al information available to voters
without relying on attack ads or
Internet gossip. Voting records
and candidate platforms can be
accessed online ( www.votes-
mart.org).

If voters would do some home-
work and vote for candidates
whose records and/or positions in-
dicate they have been working —
and will work — to improve the
lives and conditions of “we, the
people,” we might actually make
some progress.

RUTHANNE WOLFE
New Albany, Ind. 47150

Not liberal enough
I cannot understand why the

one-sided, liberal Courier-Journal
would impose upon us progres-
sive liberals the likes of those bas-
tions of conservative opinion,
Charles Krauthammer and
George Will, on the same day in
Forum pieces. Don’t those writers
that attack The C-J for being too
liberal know that we progressives
feel that you are not being liberal
enough? A one-sided, liberal per-
spective should be just that, one-
sided.Orareyoutryingtoachieve
some semblance of fairness?

BOB SUTTON
Springfield, Ky. 40069

On target op-ed
Kudos to Robert H. Nelson for

his op-ed on environmental “reli-
gion” in the April 22 Courier-Jour-
nal.Hisinsightsarerightonpoint.
Just as secular humanism was
recognized as a religion by the Su-
preme Court, so too does environ-
mentalism as practiced by some
bear the hallmarks of a religion. I
am grateful for educators like Dr.
Nelson who bring much needed
awareness to issues like this. I
hope we will see more of his op-
eds in the future.

RICHARD HAGAN
Columbia, Ky. 42728

HOW TO SUBMIT LETTERS
Letters to the editor are welcomed.
They should be addressed to:
Readers’ Forum
The Courier-Journal
P.O. Box 740031
Louisville, Ky. 40201-7431
Our e-mail address is:
cjletter@courier-journal.com
Letters can also be faxed to us at:
(502) 582-4155.
Best-read letters are under 200 words and
on topics of general interest. A letter must
be original and contain the signature,
address and daytime telephone number of
its writer. The editors reserve the right to
condense or reject any letter and to limit
frequent writers.
Letters to the editor, opinion and editorial
columns, and articles submitted to The
Courier-Journal may be distributed in print,
electronic or other forms.
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