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Please see attached proposed order.  In the interests of speed, this is not redlined
against your old order but is submitted to you “clean.”
 
In order for the Court to enter an order that the Secretary rewrite, we are going to
have a record to support the entry of such an order.
 
After reviewing the Secretary’s Answer to Plaintiffs’ Petition, we do not have that yet. 
So this order recites that the Secretary Stipulates to the factual predicates needed for
entry of the order.  It also contains the statutorily-required finding from the Court that
the summary statement is insufficient and unfair.
 
We may have to just discuss this with the Court and see how he wants to handle it.

Charles W. Hatfield
Partner

STINSON LLP
230 W. McCarty Street
Jefferson City, MO 65101-1553
Direct: 573.636.6827  \  Mobile: 573.230.2610  \  Bio

Assistant: STL.LSSTeam10@stinson.com  \  314.345.7040

STINSON.COM

This communication (including any attachments) is from a law firm and may contain confidential and/or privileged
information.  If it has been sent to you in error, please contact the sender for instructions concerning return or
destruction, and do not use or disclose the contents to others.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COLE COUNTY

STATE OF MISSOURI



PEOPLE NOT POLICIANS; 		)

RICHARD VON GLAHN,		)

						)

	Plaintiffs,				)

						)

v.						)	Case No. 25AC-CC08724

						)

DENNY HOSKINS, in his official	)

Capacity as the Missouri Secretary	)

of State					)

						)

	Defendant.				)



[PROPOSED] ORDER

	This matter arises out of the summary statement the Secretary of State prepared for a Referendum Petition Related to a measure known as House Bill 1. At the request of the Secretary, the parties appeared (through counsel) for a status conference on January 9, 2026. 

	At the status conference, the Secretary announced that he stipulates as follows:

· Plaintiff People not Politicians is the campaign committee supporting the campaign in favor of the Referendum Petition at issue. 

· Plaintiff Richard von Glahn is a Citizen of Missouri. 

· Exhibit A to the Petition is a true and correct copy of House Bill 1.

· Paragraph 16 of the Petition accurately sets forth the summary statement portion of the ballot title the Secretary certified for the Referendum Petition concerning House Bill 1. 

· The Secretary withdraws his previous assertion to the Court that “[t]he Secretary of State’s summary statement portion of the official ballot title is fair and sufficient under Sections 116.190 and 116.334 and Missouri case law interpreting those provisions.” See Secretary’s Answer, Affirmative Defenses.

· The Secretary agrees and stipulates that the summary statement portion of the official ballot title is not fair or sufficient and stipulates that the language is inherently argumentative or likely to create prejudice. 

	Having accepted the Secretary’s representations and stipulations to the Court, the Court finds that the summary statement portion of the official ballot title is insufficient and unfair. § 116.190.4(2) RSMo. Pursuant to the statutory scheme, the Court has reviewed the Plaintiffs’ Petition and the Plaintiffs’ “reasons why the summary statement portion of the ballot title is insufficient and unfair.” Under those same statutes, the Court suggests that the Secretary revise the statement to remove any factual assertions identified in the petition that are not supported by objective evidence. 

	Pursuant to section 116.190.4(2), RSMo, the Court:

a) transmits the summary to the Secretary of State for revision, and 

b) orders the Secretary of State to draft a first revised summary statement and to submit it to the Court within seven days of this Order.

	




	In accordance with section 116.1904(2)(e), this case shall remain open while the Secretary revises the summary statement.

SO ORDERED.



_________________________________	

Hon. Brian K. Stumpe

Circuit Court Judge 





Date:____________________________ 
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