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As the fiscal year closes, Kentucky state agencies have issued about $1.45 billion in contracts in the past 12 months to private businesses and individuals who provide state services.  Additionally, the state gave preliminary approval to over $180 million in economic development incentives to 178 businesses around the state.


Also during the fiscal year, Kentucky gave final approval to tax incentives for nearly 200 business expansions, including: Toyota Motor Manufacturing, which was approved to receive $149.1 million; Flex Films (USA), approved for $20 million; Alcan Primary Products ($15 million); Briggs & Stratton ($15 million); ZF Steering Systems ($15 million); Martinrea Heavy Stampings ($10 million); Magna Seating of America ($8.5 million); Hill’s Pet Nutrition ($8.3 million); Tempur-Pedic Intl. ($8 million); General Motors ($7.5 million); Jim Beam Brands ($6.3 million); Gerdau Ameristeel U.S. ($6 million); Kentucky Copper ($6 million); and Wausau Paper Towel & Tissue ($6 million).

Other businesses receiving final approval for $2 million or more in tax incentives include:  U.S. Bank National Association ($4.37 million); Akebono Brake Corp. ($4 million); BAE Systems ($4 million); Lubrizol Advanced Materials ($3.74 million); Alltech ($3 million); American Air Filter ($3 million); NeuStar ($3 million); RxC Acquistion ($3 million); Wacker Chemical ($2.7 million); Franklin Precision Industry ($2.65 million); Olympic Steel ($2.5 million); 3M Company ($2.46 million); Denso Air Systems Michigan ($2.45 million); RecoverCare ($2.26 million); Zeon Chemicals ($2.25 million); Medina Blanking ($2.1 million); Montebello Packaging ($2.068 million); and Meggitt Aircraft Braking Systems ($2 million). 

In 2012-13, over 100 training grants were approved for businesses to receive state funds to train or re-train company employees.  These grants generally range from $25,000 to $200,000 per company. 

The largest state contract in this fiscal year was a six-month, $415 million contract with University Health Care (Passport) to provide medical services to about 175,000 Medicaid recipients in Louisville and 15 surrounding counties.  That contract ended on December 31, 2012, and those services are contracted to CoventryCares, Humana, Passport, and Wellcare.

Some of the largest state contracts are with companies that provide personnel and services to state facilities including prisons and hospitals.  For example, the Department of Corrections has a six-month, $28 million contract with Lexington-based Correctcare-Integrated Health to provide inmate medical and dental services at 12 correctional facilities.


The Department for Behavioral Health, Developmental and Intellectual Disabilities contracts with several companies to provide personnel at state-operated facilities, including: $68.8 million over two years to contract with private providers around the state to treat children with severe emotional disorders; $25.1 million over two years to Louisville-based Rescare to operate the Outwood Intermediate Care Facility in Dawson Springs; $24.3 million to Guardian Healthcare Providers, a Tennessee company, $18.7 million to Registry of Physician Specialists, a California company, and $17.6 million to Locum Tenens, an Atlanta-based company, all of which provide various medical services and support staff to Hazelwood Center and ICF homes, Bingham Gardens ICF homes, Central State Hospital, Western State Hospital, Western State Nursing Facility, Glasgow State Nursing Facility; and Kentucky Correctional Psychiatric Center.


The Personnel Cabinet will pay up to $25.3 million to Cannon Cochran Management Services Inc. to administer the Commonwealth's Self-insured Workers Compensation Program for 18 months, and the Department of Education is paying $18.2 million to Iowa-based NCS Pearson Inc., to provide new statewide academic testing, assessing reading, mathematics, science, social studies, and writing.
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Every summer, there are several conferences which legislators attend, and at which lobbyists and their employers sponsor events.  This year’s conferences include the National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL) 2013 Legislative Summit, which will be in Atlanta, Georgia from August 12-15.  Some of NCSL’s topics include budget conditions, health care implementation, and education innovation in the states.  Most of the policy sessions will be at the Georgia World Congress Center.


The 67th Annual Meeting of the Southern Legislative Conference (SLC) will be in Mobile, Alabama from July 27-31, 2013.  Most sessions will be at the Arthur R. Outlaw Convention Center.  The Conference will include a session titled “Campaign Against Hunger” and a “Summit on Workforce Development.”

The 40th Annual Meeting of the American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC) will be in Chicago, Illinois from August 7-9 at The Palmer House Hilton Hotel.


According to the Code of Legislative Ethics, legislators who have approval from the presiding officer of the chamber in which the legislator serves may accept prepaid transportation, food, and lodging or be reimbursed for actual expenses for out-of-state travel to legislative conferences.  


All ethics rules apply at the conferences.  For example, if a lobbyist or employer sponsors an event held in Atlanta during the NCSL meeting, and invites members of the General Assembly, the sponsor must report details of the event on the spending report filed with the Ethics Commission by September 15.
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The website PRWatch.org reports that some investors are challenging companies that support the American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC), regarding disagreements the investors have with legislation supported by ALEC.  PRWatch.org states 49 companies have cut ties with ALEC since 2011. 


Among the corporations that have publicly announced they are no longer connected to ALEC are several which employ lobbyists in Kentucky or have recently employed them, including:  Amgen; Bank of America; Bristol-Myers Squibb; Brown-Forman; MedcoCoca-Cola; CVS Caremark; Express Scripts and  (now merged); General Electric; General Motors; Hewlett-Packard; Johnson & Johnson; 
 Merck; MillerCoors LLC; Reed Elsevier; Reckitt Benckiser Pharmaceuticals; Sprint Nextel; Sanofi Aventis; Wal-Mart;  Wellpoint - Anthem Blue Cross/Blue Shield; and YUM! Brands.
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The July+August issue of Mother Jones magazine includes an article titled “Merchants of Meth”, which discusses the problems associated with methamphetamine use.  The article includes information on meth use in Kentucky, along with a look at the lobbying efforts in Kentucky and other states relating to legislation on pseudoephedrine, a key ingredient used in meth production.










[image: image5.jpg]




No lobby spending reports are required to be filed in June, July, or August, even though a Special Session of the General Assembly is scheduled for August.  The next spending reports, due September 15, will include all lobbying expenditures from May 1 to August 31, and must include all expenditures made in conjunction with the Special Session and the legislative conferences held during the summer.
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By Peggy Kerns
National Conference of State Legislatures

The name of the first lobbyist is not recorded in time.  But rest assured, lobbying has been around since governments were formed and political decisions were first made.

Lobbying is simply communicating a point of view to a lawmaker in an attempt to influence government action.  It is a right protected by the 1st Amendment to the U.S. Constitution.  It’s one way different views, opinions and concerns get expressed.  No one disagrees with this.  But “how” lobbying is done sometimes creates controversy.  Like in the movies.
An Image Problem


Movies have not been kind to lobbyists.  “Thank You for Smoking” (2005) and “Casino Jack” (2010), are recent examples that depict people who practice lobbying, an honorable and respected profession, as conniving and manipulative.

To some, the recent movie “Lincoln” is guilty of such a portrayal.  In the movie, the president and Secretary of State William Seward strategize on how to persuade the House of Representatives to pass the 13th Amendment to abolish slavery.  With the Republicans on board, Lincoln and Seward identify a handful of Democrats they may be able to win over to pass the amendment. 

Lincoln rejects the idea of buying their votes, but stays open to the possibility of offering them appointments to government jobs.

Enter W.N. Bilbo, along with a couple of fellow lobbyists, to get the needed votes.  They sit in the gallery of the U.S. House and watch the selected Democrats in action, sizing up their mannerisms and style.  Then Bilbo and his buddies lobby the targets one by one - not railing against the evils of slavery, but describing what the lawmaker will receive if he switches votes.  It is difficult and slow going.  Lincoln, too, meets with some, using his eloquent words to convince them to vote yes.


In an emotional scene with Seward and the lobbying team, Lincoln expresses how essential it is that they get those last two votes.  “I am president of the United States, clothed with great power … those two votes must be procured.  I leave it to you to determine how it shall be done.”

Sticking to his principles, yet exerting and even expanding his powers to get what he wants, Lincoln pushes ahead for passage.  Abolishing slavery justified the lobbying tactics taken.  To him, the end justified the means.
The State of Lobbying

Fast-forward to today.  The days of patronage are long gone, and lobbying standards have vastly improved.  The profession is regulated in all states, and lobbyists are required to register, disclose their activities and limit gifts.

Still, unethical lobbyists look for loopholes and ways to skirt laws, says Keeneland Association’s Judy Taylor, the first professional female lobbyist in Kentucky.  If they don’t get caught, she says, they get bolder, and at some point convince themselves that their actions are common and acceptable.


But the vast majority of lobbyists follow the rules, and honesty is one of their essential attributes.


“As a lobbyist, the only thing you have to sell is your credibility,” says Peg Ackerman of Ackerman Information, a Colorado lobbying firm.  “Legislators must be able to rely on you to give accurate information,” which means being honest about the provisions of a bill and the reasons for a client’s position.


“It is not unethical to argue your client’s case in the most favorable way possible, as long as this does not entail being less than truthful or withholding significant information,” she adds.


Taylor says ethical lobbying is the product of an “ethical culture where there is respect for the law, respect for the individual and respect for the public - many of whom do not have a voice.”


So what should lawmakers expect from ethical lobbyists?  Without exception, they should:
· Maintain trust:  Ethical lobbyists build strong relationships, show mutual respect and honor commitments with legislators, staff and fellow lobbyists.

· Conduct business with integrity:  Good lobbyists are proud of their profession and see themselves as problem solvers and resources for information.

· Obey state laws:  States have a variety of laws for lobbyists to follow—from how to register, to when to wear identification to how much they can give. 

· Treat fellow lobbyists with courtesy:  Lobbyists know they may be on opposite sides on one issue but allies on others.

· Tell the truth:  Principled lobbyists don’t mislead lawmakers or mischaracterize their clients’ positions or supporting data.

· Follow the spirit of the law:  It is not enough to just act within the law.  Ethical lobbyists embrace the rule of law and its underlying principles.

· Avoid conflicts of interest:  If a potential conflict arises, ethical lobbyists disclose it immediately to both parties and recuse themselves until the matter is resolved.

· Strive for transparency:  Good lobbyists don’t hide information - they share it.


A policymaker is entitled to expect candid disclosure from the lobbyist, including accurate and reliable information about the identity of the client and the nature and implications of the issues, according to Woodstock Theological Center’s Principles for the Ethical Conduct of Lobbying.

But ethical behavior should be a two-way street.  Legislators need to be just as ethical as lobbyists.  This includes no surprises and no tricks.  As Kurt Leib, lobbyist for Ohio’s Capitol Advocates, told new lawmakers at their orientation session, “Don’t introduce legislation Monday morning based on watching ‘60 Minutes’ the night before.”
The American League of Lobbyists’ Code of Ethics/Key Elements
A lobbyist shall:

· Conduct lobbying activities with honesty and integrity.

· Comply fully with all laws, regulations and rules applicable to the lobbyist.

· Conduct lobbying activities in a fair and professional manner.

· Avoid all representations that may create conflicts of interest.

· Vigorously and diligently advance the client’s or employer’s interests.

· Have a written agreement with the client regarding terms and conditions of services.

· Maintain appropriate confidentiality of client or employer information.

· Ensure better public understanding and appreciation of the nature, legitimacy and necessity of lobbying in our democratic governmental process.

· Fulfill duties and responsibilities to the client or employer.
· Exhibit proper respect for the governmental institutions before which the lobbyists represent and advocate clients’ interest.
Peggy Kerns directs the Ethics Center at NCSL and writes on ethical lobbying.
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Donors Comprising .01% of Population Gave 28% in 2012

National/Bloomberg -Julie Bykowicz/ Jun 24, 2013 

They’d fill fewer than half the seats at a typical football stadium in the U.S., yet 31,385 individuals contributed 28 percent of the $6 billion spent on the 2012 election. 


This elite group of donors -- just .01 percent of the U.S. population -- made up a greater proportion of federal political contributions than in any campaign season since at least 1998, according to a report on “the 1 percent of the 1 percent” released today by the Washington-based Sunlight Foundation.  The nonprofit group advocates for campaign-finance transparency. 


 “We pretty well knew that political giving is quite unequal in this country, but when you look at all of the data, it really pops out just how concentrated it is,” said Lee Drutman, the report’s author.  “As the amount of money it takes to run for office continues to increase, the need to raise money from the elite becomes that much more important.” 


The report’s findings emphasize the increasing influence of wealthy donors, who can contribute unlimited sums to super-political action committees. 


Those super-PACs, in turn, buy television advertisements and make other expenditures supporting their preferred politicians, circumventing contribution limits to candidates and other kinds of political committees.  This method of giving sprang up after 2010 court rulings and federal policy changes. 


Left out of the report because of a lack of data is information about who funds the nonprofit groups that often participate in politics.  Those “social welfare” groups reported to the Federal Election Commission that they spent $300 million on campaigns last year.  They can keep their donors secret and don’t have to disclose political spending that falls outside the FEC’s narrow reporting requirements. 


The median contribution from the subset of elite donors that Sunlight analyzed was $26,584, according to the report, which is more than half of the median family income in the U.S. 


Entry to “elite” status required donations equaling $12,950, more than ever before, the report says.  Some donors went well beyond that, with the top 10 percent of the 31,385 donors contributing more than half of the group’s almost $1.7 billion investment. 


“A tiny sliver of Americans who can afford to give tens of thousands of dollars in a single election cycle have become the gatekeepers of public office in America,” according to the report, compiled using donor data from the Center for Responsive Politics, based in Washington. 


Sunlight’s report examines common characteristics of the donors, finding that almost 72 percent of them were male and they were most likely to be from Washington or New York. 


About 16.5 percent of the 31,385 donors listed their occupation as “CEO” or “chairman” of a company.  Eighty-five Goldman Sachs employees contributed about $4.7 million.  Other frequently listed companies include private-equity firm Blackstone Group, legal and lobbying firm Kirkland & Ellis LLP and investment bank Morgan Stanley. 


Every member of Congress elected in 2012 received some money from these donors, and 86 percent of House members received more money from these wealthy givers than from all of their small-dollar donors -- those giving less than $200 -- combined. 


A Gallup poll released today shows that 79 percent of Americans would vote for a law limiting the amount of money candidates for the U.S. House and Senate can raise and spend on political campaigns.  In that same poll, half of Americans said they’d vote for a law that installs a government-funded campaign-finance system and bans all contributions from individuals and private groups. 
Cap on legislative wining and dining moves to $57

Louisiana/Associated Press/June 25, 2013 
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The amount lobbyists can spend on wining and dining state lawmakers and other public officials is going up July 1.  The rate will go up from $56 to $57 per occasion, based on the law that sets the limit.


The 2008 law allows increases based on the federal Consumer Price Index for food and beverage. When the law was enacted, the cap for each occasion was $50.  The Louisiana Board of Ethics, which monitors the situation and decides the increases, voted to boost the limit based on the CPI rising 2.6 percent in the past year.

Cuomo ready to weed out NY political corruption with his own investigative panel

New York/Associated Press/The AssociJune 19, 2013

Gov. Andrew Cuomo said he is creating a powerful investigative committee under New York's anti-corruption Moreland Act after abandoning a legislative solution that would have included public funding of campaigns.

Cuomo said negotiations to create rigorous public integrity laws failed, so he's creating the investigative panel to look into the Legislature and state politicians instead.  He said he refused to "significantly compromise" his reform proposal.



The committee will have subpoena power and go after the influence of campaign contributions on politicians.  Similar panels ordered by governors over decades under the state's powerful Moreland Act have resulted in lengthy corruption probes and arrests.

"I don't believe in the concept of self-policing," Cuomo told reporters.  Cuomo said the issue was forced by the latest spate of corruption cases involving lawmakers this spring.

"I want to restore the level of trust," Cuomo said.  "It's going to take a significant, clean break."

Dozens of corruption cases in Albany over the last decade have been handled by federal prosecutors, not the numerous ethics enforcers in the executive and legislative branches.

“With continued inaction against corruption, the Legislature is enabling a few bad apples to grow into a bushel," said Dick Dadey of the Citizens Union good-government group.  "This inaction is forcing the governor's hand to act by forming a welcomed Moreland Commission."

Dadey blamed the Legislature for refusing to agree to Cuomo's proposal, saying the Senate and Assembly failure "to enact any new measures to fight this crime wave of public corruption is a willful disregard for the public interest."

Cuomo says campaign donations are so central to corruption that focusing on that money doesn't limit the scope of the probe.  Instead, the former attorney general said "it's everything" when investigating government corruption.

There was no immediate comment from the Senate and Assembly.  Pending a last-minute agreement with lawmakers on legislation, Cuomo's decision with just days left in the 2013 legislative session also ends for now the years-long effort for public financing of campaigns.  The bill to use $40 million to as much as $200 million a year to fund a voluntary system of matching campaign contributions 6-to-1 was wrapped into the "Clean up Albany" agenda.
Gaming industry steps up donations to NC politicians
North Carolina/ Charlotte Observer - Rick Rothacker and Joseph Neff/June 15, 2013  


Sweepstakes operators, seeking legislation that would legalize their outlawed industry, have flexed their political muscle over the past three years, contributing as much money to N.C. candidates as large utilities.  More than $700,000 in campaign contributions flooded the coffers of N.C. candidates since the beginning of 2010, according to data compiled by the watchdog group Democracy North Carolina.  

The most powerful players topped the list, with House Speaker Thom Tillis receiving the most money – about $127,000 – followed by Gov. Pat McCrory and Senate President Pro Tem Phil Berger, according to an analysis of the data by the Charlotte Observer and the News & Observer.

The sweepstakes industry has faced renewed scrutiny since Chase Burns, an Oklahoma provider of gaming software, was accused in March of running gambling centers in Florida under the guise of “Internet cafes.”  He has since emerged as the biggest contributor to North Carolina candidates in the past election cycle. 

The data represent the most complete look yet at the money that flowed into N.C. campaigns from individuals tied to the sweepstakes and video poker industries.  The analysis also highlights the role of a former industry lobbyist, Gardner Payne of Charlotte, who became a significant donor after joining the industry himself.  His former lobbying firm, McGuireWoods Consulting, organized fundraisers at its Raleigh office where donors got one-on-one face time with Tillis, McCrory or Berger.


The influx of contributions shows how the sweepstakes industry, which emerged after video poker was outlawed, is looking to influence lawmakers in Raleigh, said Bob Hall, Democracy North Carolina’s executive director.  “They are back at it and growing,” Hall said.  “They are looking for favorable treatment.  They want to have their industry protected and are willing to pay money to achieve that goal.”


North Carolina passed a law in 2010 that banned the games, and it was upheld by a 2012 N.C. Supreme Court decision.  But the industry continues to push on two fronts: tinkering with software to purportedly make the games comply with the law, and advocating legislation that would legalize the business by taxing and regulating it. 

Since the Supreme Court decision, some sweepstakes operators have pulled out of the state, while others remain open, saying they have made necessary adjustments to their software.  Authorities in some communities are enforcing the ban, while others have held off.


The total contributions – more than previously identified – are more than double the most generous contributions made previously by the gaming industry: $310,500 in the two-year 2000 election cycle.   They are comparable to the donations given by much larger industries, according to Democracy North Carolina.  For example, the Duke Energy and Progress Energy political action committees gave $627,800 in the 2010 election cycle.


The biggest batch of contributions – about $60,000 – were recorded by the Tillis campaign on May 16, 2012, less than a week after McGuireWoods Consulting hosted a fundraiser for the speaker in Raleigh. McCrory and Berger also reported clusters of contributions after other McGuireWoods events. McGuireWoods Consulting is the lobbying arm of McGuireWoods, a more than 175-year-old law firm with 900 lawyers in 19 offices around the globe. 


Burns and Payne stand out as the industry’s biggest contributors.  Burns and his wife, Kristin, gave $242,500 to more than 70 candidates in both parties, the most of any individual contributor during the legislative session.  Payne, a former McGuireWoods lobbyist who had represented a sweepstakes company, gave the second-most: $40,500.  His wife, Nicole, contributed another $9,500.  One of Payne’s former clients was VS2, a sweepstakes software vendor that was indicted in April in Ohio. 


One of the owners, Richard Upchurch of Randolph County, faces gambling charges in the case and also has a 1993 federal conviction for gambling.  He and his wife have given $16,000 since 2010 to Tillis, McCrory and other candidates.  Tillis spokesman Jordan Shaw said the speaker’s campaign followed the law in this matter and noted that no sweepstakes bills have moved in the House this session.  Tillis, of Cornelius, is a 2014 U.S. Senate candidate.  Berger declined to be interviewed, but a spokesman pointed out that he has been a vocal opponent of the sweepstakes industry.  Read more here: http://www.newsobserver.com/2013/06/15/2966504/gaming-industry-steps-up-donations.html#storylink=cpy
Ethics in the News from NCSL
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NATIONAL  --  The Center for Public Integrity examines the issue of legislator involvement with non-profit organizations and the potential conflicts of interest that can occur as a result.
http://www.publicintegrity.org/2013/06/12/12794/state-legislators-ties-nonprofit-groups-prove-fertile-ground-corruption
CALIFORNIA -- A Senate member is under an investigation by the FBI, an investigation which came to light after his Senate office was searched under warrant.  The Legislature’s Latino caucus also received a search warrant. The warrants are sealed.  Another Senate member has been subpoenaed in the case.  http://www.latimes.com/news/local/political/la-me-pc-ron-calderon-federal-investigation-20130610,0,1440338.story
HAWAII     --    An analysis by the Associated Press found almost no lobbyists reported expenses for the first two months of the 2013 legislative session.  AP asserts this is the result of “outdated state laws, wide loopholes and lax oversight.” Lobbyists say that the blank filings aren’t indicative of a problem – rather, they are not spending anything that requires reporting.        http://www.therepublic.com/view/story/32b7ebfa06af4ae1bbfd2d95e4d1588c/HI-XGR--Hawaii-Lobbyist-Report

MISSISSIPPI -- The state ethics commission ruled on a conflict of interest question for legislators.  The 5-3 vote issued an opinion that allowed those with potential conflicts to vote on proposed Medicaid legislation.  The ruling appears to contradict a 2012 decision, which said lawmakers who work for private Medicaid providers should not vote on Medicaid funding and regulations. But supporters of the most recent decision say it is aligned with a 2005 ruling which allows lawmakers whose spouses or other family members who are teachers to vote on education issues and funding.  The opinion allows the lawmakers in question to vote against expanding Medicaid, but advised them to “recuse himself or herself from any measure that would expand Medicaid.”  The Clarion Ledger states that a legal challenge is likely.
http://www.clarionledger.com/article/20130615/NEWS0105/306150014/Ethics-panel-OKs-6-Republican-lawmakers-vote-Medicaid?nclick_check=1
MISSOURI -- In an article and an editorial, the St. Louis Post-Dispatch examines failed ethics legislation in Missouri and the culture surrounding lobbyist gift giving and receiving and the use of campaign funds.  In 2013, a revolving door bill, the only ethics bill to be heard on the floor, did not pass.
http://www.stltoday.com/news/local/govt-and-politics/bosley-letter-the-latest-illustration-of-entitlement-in-politics/article_6d245d5c-adf2-553d-a9d1-b40aacd14f3c.html

NEW YORK -- Former Senator Pedro Espada was convicted on four counts of theft for taking money earned from non-profits over which he had oversight, and using the funds for personal expenses. He was sentenced to five years in prison and ordered to pay over $800,000 in restitution.
http://www.nytimes.com/2013/06/15/nyregion/espada-sentenced-to-5-years-for-stealing-from-nonprofit.html?hp&_r=2&
Former Assemblyman Vito Lopez was fined $330,000 by the Legislative Ethics Commission for sexually harassing employees.  It is the largest fine ever issued by the body.  The Commission was also prepared   to expel Lopez, but he resigned in May to run for New York City Council.
http://www.nydailynews.com/blogs/dailypolitics/2013/06/legislative-ethics-commission-hits-vito-lopez-with-330000-fine

Two lawsuits were filed against the Speaker of the House.  The first was filed by a citizen group which says the Speaker’s settlement payment to those involved in Lopez’s harassment case is a violation of the state constitution.  The suit claims that the settlement was an inappropriate use of taxpayer dollars, asks for a repayment plus interest of the sum, and asks for punitive damages.  In addition to the Speaker, two different former Lopez aides are suing Lopez and the Assembly, saying that they would have never gone to work for the former member had they known about the past complaints.
http://www.nypost.com/p/news/local/pay_in_silver_dollars_ndaHMxexWQTsLKH7AsKPrK
OKLAHOMA -- The ethics commission proposed a new law, which passed, that prohibits the filing of complaints alleging ethical or campaign violations against legislative, state or judicial candidates between the April filing period and the November general election.  In Oklahoma, legislators can only vote against ethics commission proposals, not for them.  As a result, when the legislature takes no action on a proposal, it becomes law.  One legislator spoke out against the law, claiming it will make it difficult for candidates to prove allegations are untrue without the aid of the commission.
http://newsok.com/oklahoma-capitol-briefs-for-june-12-2013/article/3844446

SOUTH CAROLINA -- A Senator resigned amid an ethics committee investigation of charges that he misused campaign funds and violated disclosure provisions. He may face a criminal investigation.
http://www.postandcourier.com/article/20130601/PC16/130609928
[image: image9][image: image10]
ETHICS REPORTER


June, 2013





Kentucky Legislative Ethics Commission


22 Mill Creek Park, Frankfort, Kentucky 40601-9230


Phone: (502) 573-2863


� HYPERLINK "http://klec.ky.gov" �http://klec.ky.gov�








� EMBED MS_ClipArt_Gallery.5 ���





No Special Reporting for August Session





Kentucky Lobbying Discussed in National Magazine





49 Companies Cut Ties to ALEC PRWatch.org --� HYPERLINK "http://www.prwatch.org/users/35294/rebekah-wilce" \o "View user profile." �Rebekah Wilce� 


June 25, 2013  








All Ethics Rules Apply at Summer Conferences
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Lobbyists Bear Scant Resemblance To “Lincoln” Characters 
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