
Statement of Richard W. Painter in Support of the Proposed Taxation with 

Representation Act in the State of Missouri 

 

 

I am the former chief White House ethics lawyer under President George W. Bush, am 

currently a law professor at the University of Minnesota and am the author of TAXATION 

ONLY WITH REPRESENTATION:   THE CONSERVATIVE CONSCIENCE AND CAMPAIGN FINANCE 

REFORM (Take Back our Republic 2016). 

 

For reasons explained more fully in my book I strongly support the proposed Taxation with 

Representation Act in the State of Missouri.  In summary my views are as follows: 

 

The Threat of Corruption through Campaign Finance to American Democracy 

 

Campaign finance in its present state gives concentrated corporate wealth a far greater 

role in influencing American elections than the voice of ordinary voters.  Corporate 

wealth influencing Missouri elections in many cases originates outside the State and 

indeed outside the United States.  Regardless of whether state or federal law prohibits 

foreign nationals from contributing to political campaigns, keeping foreign money out is 

virtually impossible.  An increasing number of American corporations are controlled by, 

or are in joint ventures with, foreign companies, including sovereign wealth funds and 

other entities controlled by foreign governments.  Their objectives in many instances will 

not be consistent with the interests of Missourians or with the interests of other 

Americans.  But they will use political influence – and campaign contributions – to get 

what they want.   

 

Some of the economic projects touted by Americans working in conjunction with foreign 

nationals promote economic growth and mutual prosperity.   Others do not and yet others 

are fraudulent efforts to take advantage of American consumers, investors and workers.  

In the State of Missouri, for example, a politically well-connected American-Chinese 

joint venture to build an artificial sugar plant in Moberly, Missouri was a failure in which 

municipal bondholders lost most of their investment and Moberly’s credit rating was left 

in shambles.  Fixing campaign finance and lobbying laws will not prevent all such 

disasters, but it is critically important that the campaign finance system make elected 

officials depend for financial support principally on the people who elect them.   

 

Campaign finance in its present state also promotes run away government spending and 

high taxes as lobbyists make campaign contributions to get pet spending projects through 

the legislature.   This is probably the number one reason why many elected politicians 

who preach fiscal austerity on the campaign trail do not behave that way in practice.  

Elected office holders who depend on taxpayers for allocations of campaign funds, are far 

more likely to be careful when spending the taxpayers’ money. 

 

Faith based and values based voters, regardless of the issues they care about have no 

meaningful voice in the current system of campaign finance where religious 

organizations cannot contribute and cannot even endorse a candidate without losing their 

tax exempt status, but health insurance companies, gambling enterprises and even 



pornographers and the manufacturers of recreational drugs can use large amounts of 

money to buy influence in the legislature.  Like the poor widow in the Gospel of Luke 

who put a few coins in the temple treasury while the rich men poured in much more, 

ordinary voters are far too often viewed as insignificant even though our founders did not 

intend for it to be that way.    

 

 

The Solution 

 

The proposed Taxation with Representation Act goes a long way toward addressing this 

problem without tying up the State in litigation under the Supreme Court’s dubious case 

law under the Citizens United v. FEC line of cases.  Rather than regulate campaign 

contributions, the focus is on empowering ordinary voters with a meaningful voice to 

accompany their tax dollars.  Voters who take advantage of the proposed program can 

have a meaningful say in choosing the primary candidates, and ultimately the elected 

officials who will spend the rest of their tax dollars. 

 

For these reasons – high likelihood of immunity from constitutional challenge and 

practical effectiveness – I proposed exactly this type of solution in my book TAXATION 

ONLY WITH REPRESENTATION:   THE CONSERVATIVE CONSCIENCE AND CAMPAIGN FINANCE 

REFORM.    I should add that this solution also should have a net positive budget impact of 

any state that adopts it because office holders will turn to ordinary voters rather than to 

lobbyists, trade associations, unions and other special interests for campaign money.  

Their campaigns and their careers will depend upon the people who pay for government 

rather than the people who make money from government.   And this is as it should be. 
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