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FI RST AMEN DMENT “Congress shall make no law respecting an

establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging
the freedom of speech, or of the press or the right of people peaceably
to assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress of grievances.”

OUR VIEW

Forum offers
opportunities

Who knew a forum about
water quality first held in
International Falls 11 years
ago would become a unique
experience replicated in other
parts of the world?

Maybe Todd Sellers, executive
director of the Lake of the
Woods Water Sustainability
Foundation in Kenora. Sellers,
who was among leaders to first
organize the forum, said he’s
proud the forum has established
a place where agencies,
organizations and stakeholders
from two provinces and one
state identify concerns, share
research, and develop plans of
action.

While the forum is intended
for scientists and resource
managers, we encourage
members of the community,
especially our civic and elected
leaders, to get a taste of the
presentations next year.

Sure, some of the discussion
may be over our head, and
words we may never have heard
may be part of a presentation,
but it’s impressive to see these
folks get together to talk about
the details of something we all
know: Many aspects of our lives
and lifestyles are connected to
our water resources. Our lives
could change if we aren’t paying

attention to the needs of this
resource.

With tourism playing an ever
increasingly important role in
our economy, offering visitors
clean, clear water to swim and
fish in is crucial. Most of us
who live here have some sort of
personal relationship with our
lakes and rivers: We walk the
shorelines, eat the fish, swim
and boat, and use them as a
source of drinking water for our
communities.

This forum, which drew
nearly 130 people to our
community, should also be
viewed as an economic boost.
Most of the people who attended
traveled to get here. This
means they stayed in our hotels
and motels, ate food from our
restaurants and purchased
gas or plane tickets here to get
home.

But strangely, few people in
our community seem to know
about this forum or understand
its value to our resources and
economy.

Thanks to this forum, this
area is now being touted
internationally as an example
of how collaboration among all
players can have an impressive
impact on local resources. Talk
about good PR.

How to contact your lawmakers

FEDERAL OFFICES

President Barack Obama
Democrat

The White House

1600 Pennsylvania Ave. N.W.
Washington, D.C., 20500
202-456-1111

Website:
www.whitehouse.gov
E-mail:
president@whitehouse.gov

U.S. Rep. Rick Nolan

2447 Rayburn House Office
Building

Washington DC 20515
202-225-6211

Website: www.nolan.house.gov
Facebook: US Rep Rick Nolan
Twitter: @USRepRickNolan

Duluth Office of Congressman
Rick Nolan

11 East Superior Street

Suite 125

Duluth, MN 55802

Phone: 218-464-5095

Fax: 218-464-5098

Brainerd Office of Congressman
Rick Nolan

Brainerd City Hall

501 Laurel Street

Brainerd, MN 56401
218-454-4078

U.S. Sen. Amy Klobuchar
Democrat

302 Hart Senate Office
Building

Washington, D.C. 20510
202-224-3244

Minnesota Office:
1200 Washington Avenue

South, Suite 250
Minneapolis, MN 55415
612-727-5220

Website:
www.klobuchar.senate.gov

U.S. Sen. Al Franken
Democrat

Senate Hart Building 320
Washington DC 20510
202-224-5641

Website:
www.alfranken.com
E-Mail:
info@franken.senate.gov

STATE OFFICES

Gov. Mark Dayton

130 State Capitol

75 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. Blvd.

St. Paul, MN, 55155
800-657-3717

E-mail:
Mark.Dayton@state.mn.us

Rep. David Dill

571 State Office Building
St. Paul, MN 55155
651-296-2190
800-339-0466
rep.david.dill@house.mn
Assistant: Joan Harrison

Sen. Tom Bakk

75 Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.
Blvd.

Capitol, Room 226

St. Paul, MN 55155-1606

Capitol Office phone:

(651) 296-8881

Email:

www.senate.mn/
senatorbakkemail

Share your point of view

Make a difference by writing a letter to the editor or contribut-
ing to our online discussions. The Journal’s Opinion page is where
meaningful community discussions take place.

The Journal welcomes letters from readers

Letters should be limited to 500 words or less. Longer letters
may be edited. Letters must be signed and include the telephone
number and address of the letter writer. Only the author’s city

address will be published.

Mail letters to The Journal, 1602 Highway 71, International
Falls 56649. Letters can also be sent by e-mail to laurel@ifalls-

journal.com.
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Is the rental license
ordinance headed to court?

To the editor,

Our state and federal
Constitutions protect us from
unreasonable searches of our
homes; and landlords, tenants,
and owner occupants have a
constitutional right to refuse
a warrantless entry into their
home by a city official, period.

But you wouldn’t know this
from reading the International
Falls Code of Ordinances
which allows for “systematic
inspection of dwelling units
...as may from time to time
be designated by the housing
inspector” and which requires
that we give the housing
inspector “free access to every
part” of our homes regardless
of whether the inspector has
any basis to believe that a
housing code violation exists
within our home and which
authorizes the inspector to
seek a court order that we
“cease and desist with such
interference” if we refuse
entry.

Fortunately, this ordinance
is not currently being enforced
against owner occupants,
but if certain members of
the International Falls City
Council have their way, it
will be against landlords and
tenants.

Our housing code should

GUEST COLUMN

require that the housing
inspector have what is referred
to in constitutional law as
“individualized suspicion” that
a code violation exists within
our home before our home can
be searched.

This issue has already gone
to the Minnesota Supreme
Court in the past year in
Robert McCaughtry, et al.

v. City of Red Wing which
involved the city of Redwing’s
attempt to force landlords

to obtain rental licenses
which would not be issued
unless the home passed a
licensing inspection. Several
landlords and tenants refused
to allow the inspectors to
enter their homes, and the
inspectors, although lacking
individualized suspicion,
applied to the Goodhue County
Court for an administrative
warrant. The landlords and
tenants fought the warrants
and succeeded in every case,
but their success was a two-
edged sword because when the
case went up to the Minnesota
Supreme Court, the court did
not have to answer the question
of whether the Minnesota
Constitution requires
individualized suspicion
before a court can issue an
administrative warrant for a

home inspection because no
unconsented-to inspection had
actually occurred.

The court said that it would
answer this question if and
when an administrative
warrant is issued without
individualized suspicion of a
housing code violation. There
is precedent in Minnesota that
strongly suggests that when
called upon the Supreme Court
will rule that individualized
suspicion is required.

Lawmakers in International
Falls should read the Redwing
case carefully, because if they
implement Section 6-44 of the
city of International Falls
Code of Ordinances requiring
landlords and tenants to submit
to suspicionless searches of
their homes, they should be
aware of the consequences.

Landlords and tenants
can refuse the inspection
and demand a warrant. The
inspector will have to apply
for an administrative warrant,
which can be opposed for lack
of individualized suspicion
just like in Redwing. If despite
the objection the warrant
is issued, then the question
is ripe for the Minnesota
Supreme Court.

Andrew W. Barnhart
International Falls, MN

Climate change talkathon a sign of weakness

There’s a reason why the
U.S. Senate has long been
nicknamed the Cave of Winds.
Typically, its denizens are all
talk, no action.

Consider Monday night’s 14-
hour talkathon about climate
change. It’s laudable that 28
Democratic senators morphed
into night owls in order to
spotlight a science-vetted
crisis that’s real to everyone
except deniers, flat-earthers,
trolls, and Republicans. But
when senators talk non-stop,
it’s often a sign of weakness, a
virtual admission that nothing
substantive is in the works.

Rhode Island Democrat
Sheldon Whitehouse basically
said so: “Tonight is not about a
specific legislative proposal...
We have got a little bit more
work to do to open up the
political space on this.”

True that. It’s nice that the
Democrats’ self-described
“climate caucus” showed up to
talk all night, and buttressed
their efforts with a Twitter
hashtag, #Up4Climate. But
it’s more noteworthy that four
Democratic senators up for
re-election this year — Mark
Pryor of Arkansas, Kay Hagan
of North Carolina, Mary
Landrieu of Louisiana, and
Mark Begich of Alaska — were
absent and silent. All but
Hagan hail from states that
produce lots of oil or gas.

Those red-state Democrats
have plenty of company; the

last time the Senate tried to
pass a bill reducing carbon
pollution, 13 Democrats fled for
the hills. And even if the Senate
ever saw fit to act, there’s
no way that any substantive
law to cut carbon pollution
would pass the Republican
House, a notorious hotbed of
head-in-the-sand denialism.
Besides, any Republican or
moderate red-state Democrat
daring to fight the status quo
is likely to be buried in an ad
avalanche bankrolled by the
Koch brothers — who made
their fortune in the fossil
fuel industry.The warnings
are endless. A major re-
insurance company concluded
in an autumn 2012 report
that human-caused climate
change “particularly affects
formation of heat waves,
droughts, intense precipitation
events, and in the long run,
most probably, tropical cyclone
activity...Nowhere in the world
is the rising number of natural
catastrophes more evident than
in North America.” Two weeks
later, we had Hurricane Sandy.
President Obama has
oscillated between leading on
climate change and burying
his head. He went mum in
his first term after cap-and-
trade died in the Senate, and
reportedly avoided the topic in
the ‘12 campaign at the urging
of his advisers. But he briefly
referenced the issue on re-
election night (“the destructive

power of a warming planet”),
he has since delivered a series
of speeches to further raise
public consciousness, and

he hopes to cut power-plant
carbon pollution with new
Environmental Protection
Agency rules (although,
naturally, the Republicans are
united in fighting that effort).

And, like Obama, the
climate-caucus Democrats
are playing a long game. Talk
is obviously no substitute
for action, but talk may well
inspire liberal fat cats to
donate more money to the
cause (case in point: billionaire
Thomas Steyer). And clearly
they’re trying to plant seeds
in soil that’s already fertile.
According to the latest Gallup
poll, 57 percent of Americans
believe that the seriousness
of climate change is either
“generally underestimated”
or “generally correct” —a
percentage that has steadily
increased since 2010.

If that trend continues, if
climate-change politicians keep
talking, and if more extreme
weather “events” lay waste to
coastlines and power grids,
there may indeed come a time
in the not too distant future
when respecting science will
be the safe political position. If
only.

Polman, distributed
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