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The 2014 Kentucky General Assembly adopted a new law (House Bill 28) strengthening the state’s Code of Legislative Ethics for the first time since the Code’s adoption in 1993.


With these improvements, Kentucky solidifies its stature as the state with the most effective and comprehensive legislative ethics law in the nation.


All provisions of the new law take effect on July 15, and some will have immediate impact.  Those are:

· The ethics code will now include a “no cup of coffee” provision, meaning as of July 15, lobbyists and their employers will be prohibited from buying a meal, or even a cup of coffee, for an individual legislator, legislative candidate, or a legislator or candidate’s spouse or child.  There is no change in the law regarding events to which recognized groups of legislators are invited.  See KRS 6.811(4).
· The new law states that a legislative agent “shall not directly solicit, control, or deliver a campaign contribution, for a candidate or legislator.”  Lobbyists are already prohibited from giving campaign contributions to legislators and candidates at any time, and while a lobbyist can speak in support or opposition to legislators or candidates, the lobbyist should not directly solicit, control, or deliver a campaign contribution to a legislator, group of legislators, or a legislative candidate.  See KRS 6.811(5).
· The new law prohibits lobbyists and their employers from paying for out-of-state transportation or lodging for a legislator.  See KRS 6.747(2).

The following provisions are effective July 15, but relate to activities during sessions of the General Assembly:

· During regular sessions of the General Assembly, legislators and legislative candidates will be prohibited from accepting campaign contributions from an employer of a lobbyist, or from a permanent committee (PAC) as defined in KRS 121.015.  See KRS 6.767(2) and KRS 6.811(7).

· The new law will require businesses and organizations which employ lobbyists to report the cost of advertising which appears during a session of the General Assembly, and which supports or opposes legislation, if the cost is paid by an employer or a person or organization affiliated with an employer.  
“Advertising" means statements disseminated to the public either in print, by radio or television broadcast, or by any other electronic means, including Internet or telephonic communications, and may include direct or bulk mailings of printed materials.  See KRS 6.821(4)(a)5.

For over 20 years, while many state legislatures have experienced serious bribery and corruption scandals, Kentucky’s ethics law has helped prevent those kinds of episodes. 


In recent years, six of the states surrounding Kentucky have seen legislators convicted on charges such as bribery, extortion, and mail fraud.  In several states, including Alaska, New York, Pennsylvania, and Tennessee, numerous legislators of both parties have gone to prison.  


By adopting these new ethics law provisions, the Kentucky General Assembly has reinforced its commitment to ethical decision-making in the legislative arena.  The new law is based on recommendations developed by Legislative Ethics Commission members, former State Rep. Pat Freibert and former Court of Appeals Judge Paul Gudgel.  
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Kentucky’s Code of Legislative Ethics, including the new provisions, applies to legislators and lobbyists who attend legislative conferences in other states.


The major conferences this summer will be:  
· National Conference of State Legislatures Legislative Summit in Minneapolis, Minnesota from August 19 - 22 at the Minneapolis Convention Center, with speakers including U.S. Senator Amy Klobuchar, former Utah Governor and Secretary of Health and Human Services Mike Leavitt, General Wesley Clark (Ret.), and Morning Joe host and former U.S. Representative Joe Scarborough.
· Southern Legislative Conference Annual Meeting in Little Rock, Arkansas from July 26 – 30 at the Statehouse Convention Center, with speakers including Senator Mark Norris of Tennessee, former U.S. Secretary of Transportation Rodney Slater, and Curt Hebert of the Bipartisan Policy Center.
· American Legislative Exchange Council Annual Meeting in Dallas, Texas from July 30 – August 1 at the Hilton Anatole Hotel, with speakers including North Carolina Governor Pat McCrory, Heritage Foundation President and former U.S. Senator Jim DeMint, and former U.S. House Speaker Newt Gingrich.
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California Senate passes one fundraising ban, kills another

CALIFORNIA – Sacramento Bee – By Laurel Rosenhall -- June 9, 2014


Responding to an unusual spate of corruption allegations, the California State Senate passed new rules that will create an ethics ombudsman, update the Senate's code of conduct and ban senators from collecting campaign checks during the last four weeks of the legislative session.

But the Senate also shot down a bill that sought a broader fundraising ban and passed a watered-down political ethics bill that lacks limits on lawmakers' travel paid for by interest groups who lobby them.

In passing Senate Resolution 44, the upper house agreed to give up campaign fundraising for the month of August this year, a time when lawmakers are typically voting on hundreds of bills that affect the wealthy interests who fund their campaigns.  In future years, it would ban fundraising during the month leading up to approval of the state budget as well as the final month of the legislative session.

The rule "ensures that members of the Senate are solely focused on legislative business during the most critical times of the year," Sen. Kevin de León of Los Angeles said in presenting the measure on the Senate floor.

Sen. Alex Padilla, the Los Angeles legislator who had pushed for a broader fundraising blackout, said he'd keep working on his SB 1101 and bring it back for another vote.  


The bill originally sought to ban fundraising for the last 100 days of the legislative session.  After amendments, it would cover the same time period as de León's rule.  The major difference between the two is that the rule applies only to the Senate while Padilla's bill would apply to both houses of the Legislature.


Sen. Jerry Hill sponsored the ethics bill that passed (SB 831).  That bill restricts how officials can spend their campaign funds and requires more disclosure of who pays for gifts of travel. 


The bill was amended in the appropriations committee to delete key provisions, including an $8,000 limit on travel gifts and prohibitions against using campaign funds for criminal defense.  Hill added the last provision after Sen. Leland Yee was charged in federal court with taking bribes and conspiring to traffic weapons. 


De León, who chairs the appropriations committee, said the cap on travel gifts was deleted because "we have to travel."


California lawmakers were treated to more than $550,000 in travel-related expenses in 2013, according to a Bee analysis.  De León accepted more than $20,000 worth of travel gifts last year, including trips to Scandinavia, Mexico and Washington, D.C.  Lawmakers help California by making the trips, he has said in the past, pointing to a trip he took to Mexico to meet with officials about drug trafficking. 
California Senate passes fundraising ban it killed last week
CALIFORNIA – Sacramento Bee – By Laurel Rosenhall – June 16, 2014

The California Senate reversed course Monday by approving a fundraising ban it rejected last week.


Senate Bill 1101 would prohibit anyone running for the state Legislature from accepting or soliciting campaign donations during two one-month periods: when lawmakers deliberate over the state budget from mid-May to mid-June, and during the final month of session as they vote on scores of contentious bills.

The bill by Sen. Alex Padilla of Los Angeles is similar to a rule the Senate passed last week to ban campaign fundraising in the upper house during two blackout periods.  But the rule would apply only to the Senate and need to be renewed each session, while SB 1101 would create a law that applies indefinitely to both houses of the Legislature. Because the bill amends California's Political Reform Act, it requires approval from two-thirds of state lawmakers.  It passed with bipartisan support from 32 senators. 


"With today's vote, we are one step closer to improving the public's confidence in state government," Padilla said in a statement.  "A fundraising blackout will help reduce the unseemly overlap of public policy and campaign contributions."

Judge: Rivera broke ethics laws with ‘corrupt intent,’ gave ‘non-credible’ testimony

FLORIDA – Miami Herald -- By Marc Caputo and Patricia Mazzei – June 9, 2014


Showing “corrupt intent,” former Florida lawmaker David Rivera double-billed taxpayers and his campaign for travel — and also failed to properly file complete financial-disclosure forms for years, a state administrative law judge has ruled.

Judge W. David Watkins also indicated that he didn’t believe much of the scandal-plagued Rivera’s defense, calling some of his testimony “non-credible.”  In his 37-page recommendation to the Florida Commission on Ethics, Watkins found Rivera violated three state ethics laws, one of them every year between 2005 and 2009, when Rivera appeared to be living off campaign money but failing to report his income properly.

The judge also suggested evidence had been destroyed, a check had been “improperly” backdated, and Rivera had failed to properly report a secret payment from a casino.

Rivera has long denied wrongdoing.  And he made much of the fact that, of the 11 potential violations the commission slapped him with in October 2012, four had been dropped, including one alleging a conflict of interest over a gambling vote. The judge dismissed another in his recommendation.

If the commission finds him guilty, the Florida House of Representatives has jurisdiction over civil penalties, if any.  Regardless, Rivera faces fines but no jail time.

Rivera has so far weathered another federal investigation, by the Internal Revenue Service, over his finances and a $132,000 secret payment from the company now known as Magic City Casino for elections consulting work in 2005.

The Magic City money, part of a $1 million consulting contract, was arranged by Rivera, who directed the company to pay him via his now-deceased mother’s company, Millennium Marketing. Rivera claimed that the $132,000 were a “contingent liability loan” that he didn’t have to report because it wasn’t income.

Watkins — like the Florida Attorney General’s Office and Florida Department of Law Enforcement investigators — didn’t believe Rivera, who is listed in the file as a “respondent.”

“Respondent’s testimony that both he and Millennium considered the loans to be contingent is not supported by the evidence and is rejected,” Watkins wrote.  “The greater weight of the evidence supports the conclusion that the $132,000 in payments made to Respondent from 2007 through 2010 was compensation paid to Respondent for his consulting work on the gaming referendum, rather than the proceeds of loans from Millennium.” 

Watkins also highlighted how Rivera disclosed only his legislative salary of about $30,000 annually, but his bank account records showed his yearly income ranged from $52,473 to $101,000, the judge found.

The ethics case grew out of a criminal investigation launched by the FDLE and the Miami-Dade state attorney after a series of Herald articles in 2010 that questioned Rivera’s finances and disclosures as he successfully ran for Congress.  Rivera served in the Florida House from 2002 to 2010.
State Rep. Derrick Smith found guilty in bribery trial 

ILLINOIS – Chicago Sun-Times – by Kim Janssen – June 10, 2014

State Rep. Derrick Smith became the latest in a long line of Chicago politicians to be convicted of public corruption when he was found guilty of bribery and attempted extortion by a federal jury.

Jurors deliberated for four hours before finding the 50-year-old guilty of shaking down a day care business for a $7,000 bribe in return for his writing a letter of support for a state grant application.

Smith now faces mandatory expulsion from the Illinois House and up to 30 years behind bars.  Prosecutors announced in early 2012 that their mole had taped Smith as he accepted the bribe, and Smith also handed back $2,500 of the bribe that he’d stashed in his bedroom and admitted wrongdoing to the FBI following his arrest, trial testimony showed.

Voters re-elected him in 2012, anyway — even after he’d become the first member in a century to be tossed out of the Illinois House by his fellow legislators.  Finally defeated earlier this year, he was serving out his lame-duck term but will now be booted out of office for a second time and lose his pension when he is sentenced.

First Assistant U.S. Attorney Gary Shapiro said the federal government would have been “grossly negligent” if it had not investigated Smith after receiving information that he needed money and was willing to perform legislative action in return for it.

McAllister admits to vote for contribution

LOUISIANA – The Ouachita Citizen -- By Zach Parker -- June 6, 2014 


Congressman Vance McAllister of Louisiana admitted to voting against legislation in the U.S. House, anticipating he would get a political contribution for his vote.

The Congressman from Swartz spoke about the matter as an example of how “money controls Washington” and how work on Capitol Hill is a “steady cycle of voting for fundraising and money instead of voting for what is right.”

McAllister said he voted "no" on legislation related to the Bureau of Land Management though he did not identify the bill.  McAllister said a colleague on the House floor told him he would receive a $1,200 contribution from Heritage Foundation if he voted against the bill.  He would not name his colleague since he “did not want to put their business out on the street.”

“I played dumb and asked him, ‘How would you vote?’” McAllister said.  “He told me, ‘Vote no and you will get a $1,200 check from the Heritage Foundation.  If you vote yes, you will get a $1,000 check from some environmental impact group.’”

McAllister said he voted against the bill but did not receive a $1,200 contribution from Heritage Foundation.  Federal law prohibits public officials, including members of Congress, from directly or indirectly seeking, accepting or agreeing to receive anything of value in return for the performance of any official act such as voting.

“I voted no, and I didn’t get a Heritage Foundation check but he did,” McAllister said.  “I went back and checked with my friend, ‘I didn’t get a check, man.  What were you talking about?’  He told me, ‘Well, I got one. Why didn’t you?’”

McAllister said he was not surprised he did not receive a contribution from the Heritage Foundation since the group and Gov. Bobby Jindal were “upset with me,” referring to Jindal’s call for McAllister’s resignation.  Jindal asked McAllister to resign after The Ouachita Citizen and its sister newspapers exposed McAllister’s extramarital affair with a member of his congressional staff.

Heritage Foundation is a think tank based in Washington, D.C.   It conducts research of issues and legislation before the Congress. Heritage Foundation does not make political contributions in any manner, according to James Weidman, spokesman for Heritage Foundation.

“In case you didn’t know, the Heritage Foundation is upset with me and so is our governor,” McAllister said.  “They are always trying to throw bullets at me.  Once I told my friend about Gov. Jindal being mad at me, he said, ‘Well, that’s why you didn’t get a check.’”

Weidman said McAllister did not receive a $1,200 contribution from Heritage “because we would never do anything like that.”

“If he (McAllister) is wondering why he didn’t receive a check from the Heritage Foundation, which does not make political expenditures of any kind, it is because we do not do it,” Weidman said.  “The Heritage Foundation is a think tank and does research and education, but does not get involved with political bills at all.”

“He was just badly misinformed,” Weidman added.

Assemblyman loses offices in alleged harassment of staffers

NEW YORK – Albany Times-Union – By James M. Odato -- June 11, 2014 


Assemblyman Michah Kellner of Manhattan was stripped of everything but his vote because of his alleged persistent harassment of staffers.  But his ability to act on legislation hasn't been of much use because he hasn't been showing up for work lately.

Instead, Kellner has been fighting what he calls Assembly Speaker Sheldon Silver's unjust penalties.  Silver ordered the closure of Kellner's public offices in Albany and in the Upper East Side of Manhattan.  He also stripped Kellner of cash to pay staff.

The sanctions are the second disciplinary action by Silver since December.  Two separate probes by the Assembly Ethics and Guidance Committee resulted in charges that the 35-year-old legislator had sexually harassed staffers.

Kellner responded to Silver's latest move by saying he will appeal the sanctions, as he has done with the first set that centered around actions suggesting he had flirted with a staffer.

"The . . . recommendations to the speaker were made after a thorough investigation by the committee of new charges, based on new evidence and are completely independent of the original findings," said Ethics Committee chairman Charles Lavine of Glen Cove.

Kellner chose not to run for re-election this fall and his term will expire at year's end.  In September 2013, he lost a primary election, denying him a chance to win a seat on the New York City Council.  He had collected broad support for the run, but it unraveled after claims surfaced that he had harassed staffers.

Lavine's committee investigated, leading to sanctions against Kellner for violating the Assembly's sexual harassment policies by making inappropriate statements to his staff in 2009 and 2011.  Terms of the discipline meted out by Silver in December 2013 required him to discontinue employing interns and submit to a "climate survey," or follow-up reviews of his compliance to terms, such a prohibition on hiring interns.

In a follow-up investigation May 14, Assembly representatives found that he had an intern working for him and that he had allegedly sexually harassed an employee in 2013.  The probe also revealed that Kellner engaged in "unwanted and inappropriate conduct of a sexual nature toward two female members of his staff."  The conduct was in addition to sexual harassment alleged in the initial case investigated by the Ethics Commission.

The committee's recommendation that Kellner's Albany and district offices be closed will be implemented, Silver's office confirmed. In addition, a severe reprimand will be issued by the speaker, who previously took away Kellner's chairmanship to the Committee on Libraries, reducing his pay to a base salary of $79,500 a year.

Silver's actions against Kellner followed severe criticism levied on the speaker in 2012 for his handling of sexual harassment allegations that surfaced from staffers of Assemblyman Vito Lopez of Brooklyn, including agreeing to a confidential settlement with female Assembly aides. Lopez later resigned.  Silver promised to handle sexual harassment claims by referring them to the Ethics Committee and having allegations probed by an independent investigator.  The process was used with the accusations involving Kellner.

 
Deep-pocketed casinos, others drown out efforts by Internet cafe owners to save their businesses

OHIO -- Northeast Ohio Media Group -- By Jackie Borchardt and Jeremy Pelzer -- June 18, 2014 

Editor’s Note:  Do campaign contributions from special interests influence how Ohio lawmakers vote? Northeast Ohio Media Group is following the money that flowed to campaigns while lawmakers debated and voted on key bills in 2013. 

COLUMBUS -- The casino industry and its supporters pumped $423,000 into Statehouse campaign coffers during a three-year legislative fight to eliminate Internet sweepstakes cafes, an analysis by Northeast Ohio Media Group has found.


Owners of the cafes, where people bought phone time and played slots-like games for prizes, and their lobbyists donated at least $120,000 during that time, NEOMG found by reviewing campaign finance reports and records from the state attorney general and legislative inspector general.


It's likely the industry contributed more, but not all cafe owners registered with the state or provided their names even though it was required by state law.


Cafe owners could not stop the General Assembly from banning the sweepstakes parlors, as sought by casinos, racetrack companies and veterans' groups.


In all, nearly 200 lobbyists for and against the cafes gave more than $1 million in legislative campaign contributions between 2011, when lawmakers first proposed a moratorium on the businesses and June of 2013, when lawmakers passed House Bill 7, which restricted Internet cafes to the point that they could no longer operate.

Lawmakers’ campaign accounts on both sides of the aisle benefited from the drawn-out battle, though many of the legislators denied that money played any role in their decision.  Instead, they said, legislators came to realize that the businesses were illegal gambling parlors.

A state appeals court ruling against the cafes and increasing pressure from Attorney General Mike DeWine, county prosecutors, and newspaper editorial boards to close the cafes tipped the scales for leaders in the Ohio Senate, which had delayed a vote on the measure.

Lawmaker might face charges over gifts

OHIO  -  The Columbus Dispatch -- By Randy Ludlow -- June 14, 2014

A state lawmaker from Cincinnati could face criminal charges for failing to disclose that a payday-lending lobbyist treated him to two meals and a Bengals game.


Rep. Dale Mallory did not report his receipt of the football ticket and food from lobbyist John Rabenold, who was convicted on May 1 for failing to report his spending on lawmakers.


Mallory’s campaign-finance report in his bid for a Senate seat filed yesterday disclosed that he paid $147 to Rabenold on April 27 for “tickets and dinner,” The Dispatch discovered.  Mallory acknowledged that the payment was to reimburse Rabenold for providing a ticket to the Bengals-Detroit Lions game on Dec. 6, 2009, and meals the next month at Lindey’s in German Village and an Italian restaurant in Cincinnati.


Rabenold, a former lobbyist for Cincinnati-based Axcess Financial, which runs payday loan lender Check ’n Go, was fined $2,000 and placed on probation for up to three years while agreeing to cooperate with authorities to avoid jail time.  He pleaded guilty to two first-degree misdemeanor counts of filing a false lobbyist activity and expense report with the legislative inspector general.


Authorities have not identified the lawmakers who accepted tickets and meals from Rabenold and then failed to report their acceptance of the items.  Rabenold was lobbying in late 2009 and 2010 against payday lending changes.


A legislator who fails to disclose gifts or meals worth more than $100 could face criminal charges.  Lawmakers also are prohibited from accepting any gift worth $75 or more from a lobbyist. The Bengals’ ticket could have topped that amount.


Mallory said that he accepted the Bengals ticket and meals from Rabenold as a friend, rather than a lobbyist, and did not think to report them.  Rabenold has contributed $700 to Mallory’s political campaigns.


In 2010, Mallory voted against a House-passed bill to curb payday abuses after lenders avoided a reform law by making the short-term, high-interest loans under another state lending law.   The bill died in the Senate.


Authorities also continue to investigate information provided by former state Rep. Carlton Weddington, who is serving a three-year prison sentence for crimes including bribery.   Weddington also attended the Bengals game as Rabenold’s guest.


The discovery of Rabenold’s gifts and meals was made during FBI investigations of Weddington and former Rep. Clayton Luckie of Dayton, who is serving three years in prison for illegal campaign spending.

R.I.  State Police to talk to legislators about 38 Studios vote 

RHODE ISLAND -- Providence Journal -- By Katherine Gregg -- June 18, 2014

House Speaker Nicholas A. Mattiello put his House colleagues on notice that the Rhode Island State Police want to talk to them about their May 2010 votes on the loan-guaranty legislation that resulted in the 38 Studios debacle.

His email said:  “Dear Colleagues: I have been contacted by the Rhode Island State Police and have been informed that they would like to ask questions of every member, past and present, who participated in the voting of the Job Creation Guarantee Program (2010-H 8158) on May 25, 2010.

Hours later, a Senate spokesman confirmed that State Police Supt. Steven G. O’Donnell had also “reached out to the senate president and advised that the state police would be contacting members of the Senate as part of their investigation.”

State lawmakers just approved a new state budget that includes $12.3 million in taxpayer dollars for the next payment to the investors who bought the $75 million in state-backed bonds that financed ex-Red Sox player Curt Schilling’s now bankrupt video-game company, 38 Studios.

In the aftermath of the failed state investment, rank-and-file lawmakers have complained bitterly that they had no idea so much of the $125 million in loan guarantees they approved in May 2010 would go to Schilling’s high-risk and under-capitalized video-game venture.

As for the loan-guaranty program, $75 million went to 38 Studios; only three other companies got state-backed loans totaling $6.5 million before the legislature torpedoed the loan program in 2013.  They were NuLabel Technologies, $1.5 million; The Corporate Marketplace, $4 million; and eNow, $1 million.

Documents that have come to light in recent months indicate that former House Speakers Gordon D. Fox and William G. Murphy had contact with the company as far back as fall 2009.  They also indicate that lawyer and tax broker Michael Corso, a Fox ally, stood to make millions of dollars from a 38 Studios move from Maynard, Mass., to Providence from a series of contracts he lined up with the company.

The company’s collapse into bankruptcy left Rhode Island taxpayers on the hook for about $89 million in principal and interest on the “moral obligation bonds,” paying interest rates of up to 7.75 percent, that the state’s economic development agency sold to raise money for 38 Studios.

SC ethics reform bill dies

SOUTH CAROLINA – The State -- By Andrew Shain -- June 19, 2014 

The South Carolina Senate failed to take a vote on an ethics bill on the final day of the legislative session, killing the biggest possible change in laws regulating legislators in two decades.

The proposals that included requiring more income disclosure by public officials as well as their immediate family and more contribution disclosures by political groups was top priority for Gov. Nikki Haley, who is seeking re-election this year.

The General Assembly has talked about ethics reform during the two-year legislative session that started in January 2013, but a compromise was not reached until this month. 

The House approved the bill two weeks ago.  The Senate also took up the measure two weeks ago as time was running out on the regular session.  But Sen. Lee Bright of Spartanburg filibustered the bill.

Senators came back for a three-day extended session this week but could not take up the ethics bill as opponents ran out the clock on the final day.  An ethics bill can be reintroduced in January when a new two-year legislative session begins.

Senate Judiciary Committee chairman Larry Martin of Pickens said an outcry from what happens with public corruption allegations against House Speaker Bobby Harrell of Charleston might push ethics law changes, including ending House and Senate members policing themselves. 

The S.C. Supreme Court is scheduled to hear oral arguments about whether accusations that Harrell misused campaign money and used his position to benefit his business should be handled first by a state court or the House Ethics Committee. 

A task force Haley formed last year called for independent oversight, but she was willing to back the version without it.

Haley and some lawmakers wanted some independent oversight of legislators.  The House approved an independent investigative group appointed by the General Assembly, governor and Supreme Court justices that could send cases to ethics committees that hand out punishments.

But most senators did not want to give up control of investigating their colleagues and pointed to the recent campaign-cash case that led to last year’s resignation of Sen. Robert Ford of Charleston. 

Ethics proposal would stop lobbyists from lying to lawmakers

UTAH -- UtahPolicy.com -- By Bryan Schott -- June 10, 2014


Utah lawmakers are expected to be experts on a myriad of topics during the 45-day legislative session. That’s why lobbyists are so vital to the process. They can provide valuable information to help lawmakers understand and make decisions about issues. 


What happens if a lobbyist lies to a lawmaker?  Right now state law prohibits intentionally giving false information to officials.  The punishment is up to $100 fine and a one-year suspension of their lobbying license.


That law is basically unenforceable because it’s nearly impossible to prove whether a lobbyist provided false information on purpose.  Sen. Daniel Thatcher of West Valley City wants to put more teeth into the statute.  “The policy says you can’t lie, but it’s impossible to prove that you lied,” says Thatcher.  “What good is that law?”


Thatcher wants to penalize lobbyists who intentionally, knowingly or recklessly provide false information - putting the onus on them to make sure what they’re saying to lawmakers is factually correct.


“If you’re a lobbyist, I want to make sure you know what a proposed piece of legislation actually does before you start working against it.  I’m simply taking an unenforceable law and giving it a mechanism so that some standard of proof can be met.”


Thatcher says some lobbyists are absolutely crucial to the process on the hill because they have a deep knowledge of byzantine issues like water law.  But, he says there are other lobbyists that are simply “hired guns” who aren’t experts but are good at getting lawmakers to do what they want.

Thatcher says his proposal would strengthen the process because it would prevent bills from passing or failing based on a lie.  He also says it would vastly improve the atmosphere on the Hill if lawmakers could better trust the information being given to them.  

“Sometimes you look in someone’s eyes and you know they’re lying, but you can’t prove it. Imagine a world where a legislator can say to a lobbyist ‘put it in writing’.”


Thatcher’s bill wouldn’t change the penalties already in law.  It would simply make them more enforceable.

Lobbyists allowed to make campaign donations during legislative session

WISCONSIN – Wisconsin State Journal – By Mary Spicuzza – May 22, 2014


Lobbyists can pass along campaign contributions from political action committees and others at any time, even during budget deliberations and the rest of the legislative session, state election officials say.


The Government Accountability Board voted unanimously that a law passed by the Legislature in March broadened rules for lobbyists by lifting time constraints for when they can deliver such contributions.  The move was supported by legislative leaders and lobbyists, but government-transparency advocates slammed the decision.


Mike McCabe, executive director of the Wisconsin Democracy Campaign, accused lawmakers of trying to make “it easier for lobbyists to peddle influence” and then bullying the GAB into agreeing with their interpretation of the law, despite a drafting error made in crafting the measure.


Lobbyists passing along campaign contributions on behalf of others has been allowed for decades, but previously it was permitted only from June 1 through the day of the general election in November.  The limited time window now applies only to lobbyists’ personal campaign contributions, and the new law expanded that window so it starts on April 15 and ends on election day.


The board decided 6-0 that timing limitations for lobbyist campaign contributions to candidates apply only to personal contributions, and not those that they are delivering on behalf of others. They said those could be delivered at any time.


That interpretation is different than how lawmakers described the measure as it was passing the Legislature and being signed into law.  At the time, they said it was widening the time window for lobbyists’ contributions but leaving other rules the same.


McCabe said the situation showed a double standard, where lobbyists and wealthy special interests were getting special treatment.  

“Regular people are expected to obey the letter of the law, but lobbyists and their big-donor clients are given the benefit of the doubt,” McCabe said.  “These kinds of accommodations are never made for regular folks.”
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