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Final spending reports for lobbying in the 2010 General Assembly show the amounts spent on lobbying in Kentucky have grown significantly over the last 12 years, much like lobbying activity in other states and in Washington, D.C.
In Kentucky’s recently completed Regular Session, lobbyists and their employers spent $8.4 million communicating on legislation with legislators, top executive branch officials, and staff.  More than $7 million of that total was compensation paid to lobbyists by the businesses and organizations which employ them.
Over $1.2 million of the total was spent on employer and lobbyist expenses such as phone banking, office expenses, and lobbyists’ travel to and from Frankfort.  About $148,000 was spent during the session on receptions, meals or events to which groups of legislators were invited.  

The total for the first four months of 2010 already exceeds the $8.1 million that was spent on lobbying in the entire year of 1998.  That 1998 total was more than doubled two years ago when 2008 lobbying spending hit $16.9 million, and spending is on track to go even higher this year.

There were 656 employers registered during the 2010 legislative session, and 667 lobbyists.  That’s an average of about five lobbyists per legislator.  By comparison, in the 1998 General Assembly, there were 480 employers and 531 lobbyists registered. 
Three years ago, The Center for Public Integrity gathered the total number of lobbyists in each state and divided it by the total number of legislators.  On average nationwide, there are five lobbyists for every state legislator.  In the states surrounding Kentucky, Illinois had 12 lobbyists per legislator, Indiana averaged four per legislator, Ohio had 10, West Virginia had three, Virginia had seven, Tennessee had three, and Missouri had five lobbyists per legislator.  
As in Kentucky, total lobbying spending in Washington, D.C. has more than doubled in recent years, from $1.56 billion in 2000 to $3.49 billion in 2009, according to calculations by the Center for Responsive Politics, based on data from the U.S. Senate Office of Public Records. 
Likewise, the number of lobbyists registered to lobby Congress has increased from 10,403 in 1998 to 13,754 in 2009.  
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A breakdown of the $8.4 million spent on lobbying in the 2010 General Assembly shows that businesses and organizations employing lobbyists spent almost $7.9 million of the total.  
Additionally, lobbyists spent about $536,000, mostly on office expenses ($518,000), along with receptions, meals, and events to which groups of legislators were invited ($18,000).  Lobbyists reported no money spent on meals for individual legislators.  


The organization that spent the most on lobbying in the session was the Consumer Healthcare Products Association (CHPA), representing businesses which manufacture or market non-prescription, over-the-counter medicines.  
CHPA registered to lobby on March 8, and spent over $311,000 in the last month of the session, including $303,000 on phone banking.  CHPA represents several companies which employ lobbyists in Kentucky, including GlaxoSmithKline, Johnson & Johnson, Novartis, Pfizer, and Purdue Pharma, but CHPA was last registered to lobby in Kentucky in 2005.

The second biggest spending employer in the 2010 session was Altria, the parent company of Philip Morris USA and U.S. Smokeless Tobacco.  Altria employed 31 lobbyists and spent $170,000 lobbying on House Bill 296, which would have changed the excise tax on moist snuff and other tobacco products.  Included in Altria’s total is $27,000 spent on phone banking.  Altria’s 2010 spending was over two and one-half times more than the company spent in the 2008 General Assembly.


The Kentucky Chamber of Commerce spent over $105,000 on lobbying in the 2010 session, compared with $92,000 in the 2008 General Assembly.


Other top-spending employers for 2010 include Kentucky Retail Federation ($83,900); Kentucky Education Association ($81,800); Kentucky Medical Association ($77,000); Wellpoint – Anthem Blue Cross/Blue Shield ($72,700); Kentucky Bankers Association ($72,300); Kentucky Hospital Association ($70,700); Kentucky Association of Health Plans, Inc. ($64,000); and University Health Care, Inc. ($61,700).

Wellpoint-Anthem Blue Cross/Blue Shield ($40,100 in 2008) and the Ky. Association of Health Plans ($17,600 in 2008) significantly increased spending in the 2010 session compared with the last 60-day session.  The other top-spending groups spent similar amounts in both years.

Of the 656 employers registered with the Ethics Commission for the 2010 General Assembly, 90 employers reported that they paid no compensation to any lobbyist during the 2010 session.  Among those which registered, but apparently did no lobbying in the session:  Burley Tobacco Growers Coop Association, Inc.; Communications Workers of America; DaVita, Inc., (one of the biggest spending employers in 2008 and 2009); Food With Wine Coalition; Kentuckians For Better Transportation; Kindred Healthcare, Inc.; Kentucky Oil & Gas Association; LifeLock, Inc.; Museum Plaza, LLC; Novartis Pharmaceuticals; Time Warner Cable; and United Mine Workers of America.  
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The following employers of lobbyists have not filed the expenditure report for April, which was due on May 15:  Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees in Washington, D.C.; Credit Solutions of America in Dallas, Tx.; Homeless and Housing Coalition of Ky. in Frankfort; Ky. Association of Convention and Visitors Bureaus in Paducah; Ky. Association of Nurse Anesthetists in Lexington; Ky. Center for African American Heritage in Louisville; Ky. Dietetic Association in Lexington; Ky. Quarter Horse Racing Association in Owenton; and St. Claire Regional Medical Center in Morehead. 
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"Bingo Inquiry Puts Lobbyists in Spotlight"
Alabama  -  Montgomery Advertiser  -  Published: 5/17/2010

Lobbying and lawmaking around the country, in general, and Alabama, in particular, seem to go hand in hand.  But a recent  federal investigation into whether key votes in support of legislation that would legalize electronic bingo in Alabama were essentially bought for campaign contributions, or some other equally lucrative plum, has raised many questions about where the legitimate political process ends and corruption begins.

Alabama Ethics Commission Director Jim Sumner said are nearly 700 lobbyists and almost 800 PACs registered with the state.  They aim a great deal of their efforts and attention at the 140 lawmakers in the Legislature.  Sumner said it is not at all uncommon for lobbyists to meet with legislators leading up to the session about bills they support  or oppose. 
During the session, they line the hallways, providing information such as copies of draft legislation and fact sheets about an issue. They also attend committee meetings and often are called on by lawmakers to testify about a bill that is up for consideration.  It is also no secret, nor is it illegal, that many lobbyists set up PACs to funnel money to candidates who support their clients' issues.

"Those kinds of things are just standard procedure," said Sumner.  "Where a person crosses the line is when they offer something of value in exchange for a person's vote on a bill, whether that bill [is] in committee or on the floor for final passage.   It [does not have to be cash but] could be an offer of a position for somebody's spouse, a contract for somebody's son or daughter, or a contract for a lawmaker to work outside the legislative arena in somebody's private business."

Whether that actually happened when it came to the votes the full Senate and the House Tourism and Travel Committee took on a bill establishing electronic bingo sponsored by Sen. Roger Bedford during the last session remains an unknown.  But in a state that has seen governors, lawmakers, and lobbyists go to prison for corruption, it is the talk of the Capitol.  Several lawmakers, some of which acknowledged they had been working with federal authorities for more than a year, and lobbyists were called to testify or provide documentation to a federal grand jury about their activities and relationship with gambling interests in the state.  But what will come of the investigation remains a mystery.

House Minority Leader Mike Hubbard said a big problem is lawmakers' failure to pass meaningful ethics reform.  He said the federal investigation might be what is needed to get some the Legislature to move on the issue.  Gov. Bob Riley proposed an ethics reform that package included full disclosure for lobbyist spending, subpoena power for the Ethics Commission, a ban on PAC-to-PAC transfers, disclosing and limiting gifts from special interests, and requiring public officials and their families to disclose contracts with lobbyists.

"Committee Kills Blakeslee's Gift Reform Bill"
California  -  CalCoastNews.com; Staff  -  Published: 5/6/2010

A bill drafted to close a loophole that allows lobbyists to circumvent limits on gifts to California lawmakers was defeated in committee.  In 1974, the voters passed the Political Reform Act, which put a $10 a month limit on lobbyist gifts to legislators.  The loophole Assemblyperson Sam Blakeslee was attempting to close allows the lobbyist's employers to provide gifts of up to $420 per year.  Blakeslee has been pushing this reform measure since 2008.

"This is obviously very disappointing," said Blakeslee. "At a time that families are struggling to provide for the basics, Sacramento legislators are fighting to protect their special interest gifts. I can't think of a worse message for Sacramento to be sending to the public right now."

Lawmakers said new restrictions on gifts are unnecessary. They rejected concerns that gifts such as concert and football tickets influence them.

"It is difficult to defend the legislative value of tickets to rock concerts, golf tickets, and day spas," said Blakeslee. "The appearance to the public of such gifts is deeply corrosive to the public trust."

"Legislators do not require gifts in order to perform their jobs," said Blakeslee. "The public has provided legislators with per diem payments to cover meals, office budgets that cover legislative travel, and annual salaries that provide ample resources to cover any legitimate expenses.  Lawmakers should not receive special treatment from those with business before the Legislature.'

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"Lobbyist Alleges Sexual Harassment by Rep. McKinley; He Blames Politics"
Colorado  -  Denver Post  -  Published: 5/10/2010

Issued: May 14, 2010

A female lobbyist alleged Colorado Rep. Wes McKinley sexually harassed her two-and-a-half years ago and continued the inappropriate conduct for nearly a year.  The lawmaker, who denies harassing the woman, said her complaint is politically motivated – a form of retribution for an ethics complaint he filed in April claiming lobbyist Nate Gorman threatened to cut out his "lying tongue."

"I filed a complaint against Nate [and] they file a complaint against me," said McKinley. "You can see there's an agenda."

Gorman, who has butted heads with McKinley for years, said he began encouraging the woman to come forward in late 2009.  Her complaint stems from a November 2007 incident her lawyer, political analyst  Jessica Corry, says touched off a pattern of harassment by McKinley that continued throughout the 2008 legislative session and contributed to the woman's decision to stop lobbying.

McKinley's accuser claims the harassment started when he kissed her aggressively, according to several people familiar with the complaint.  She said she waited until now to come forward because she did not want to jeopardize bills she cared deeply about which were up for consideration in the 2008 and 2009 sessions.

"I came to the Capitol every day to fight for a cause so much greater than my own personal interests," said the woman.  "I was fearful that if I came forward, he would ruin my credibility."

She said the Gorman-McKinley conflict had nothing to do with her decision. "To say that in any way, my decision to come forward was somehow a payback for McKinley's complaint against him simply isn't true," said the woman.

The sexual harassment complaint could take weeks to sort through for the leadership and possibly a third-party investigator, said Weissmann. The House speaker will decide whether the complaint moves forward.  Rules on sexual harassment complaints keep the entire proceeding secret and allow leadership to tap outside investigating teams such as the American Arbitration Association.
____________________________________________________________________________________________
"Controversial Senate Chairman Retiring"
Georgia  -  Atlanta Journal-Constitution  -  Published: 5/3/2010

Georgia Sen. Chip Pearson has decided that he will not seek re-election.  His announcement comes just weeks after The Atlanta Journal-Constitution (AJC) began raising questions about the consulting business he founded with two Capitol lobbyists.

The AJC reported Pearson's ties to a lobbyist working to promote a large reservoir project in his Senate district.  Five days before Pearson announced he was not running, the newspaper reported he sponsored a bill that would have benefited a client of his partner in an economic development consulting business.  The legislation would have let private developers build reservoirs with state approval without having to set up a partnership with local governments or water authorities.

Pearson submitted the bill in January.  Last fall, Republic Resources of Atlanta abandoned talks with a water authority in Pearson's district and set out to develop a $650 million reservoir in Dawson County without it.  The company is a client of Pearson's business partner, lobbyist Craig Lesser.  Pearson told The AJC he did not write the legislation for his partner’s client and that their consulting business, Pendleton Consulting, has nothing to do with project.  Water authority officials said they were astounded to learn their own state senator had proposed a bill that would have undercut their authority.

Pearson's bill passed the Senate, but stalled in the House as reporters asked questions about it.  Earlier in April, the AJC reported that Pearson, chairperson of the Senate Economic Development Committee, had set up his economic development consulting business with three partners, including Lesser.  The business markets itself to companies seeking assistance from state agencies in expanding or relocating in Georgia.  Pearson said at the time he did not see his new venture, which he started after he was appointed chair of the Economic Development Committee, as a conflict-of-interest.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"House OKs Lowering Lobbyist Fees"
Illinois  -  Murphysboro American; Gate House News Service  -  Published: 5/6/2010

The Illinois House overwhelmingly approved lowering annual registration fees for the more than 3,900 state lobbyists from $1,000 to $300 after a legal dispute.  House Majority Leader Barbara Flynn Currie pushed Senate Bill 1526 to lower the fees.  The measure now heads to the Senate for approval.

Last year, lawmakers raised the registration fees to $1,000, up from $150 for non-profit agencies and $350 for everyone else.  This prompted the American Civil Liberties Union to file a suit in federal court.  The suit led Illinois Secretary of State Jesse White to put a temporary hold on the on-line registration system.  The court ruled in February that the fees were unconstitutional.

The Illinois Society of Association Executives filed a similar suit in Sangamon County.  ISAE Executive Director Pamela Tolson said in March that the group would drop the lawsuit if lawmakers approved the fee reductions.

Money from the fees would allow the secretary of state to maintain the on-line lobbyist registration system.  The measure would also require lobbyists to file expense reports twice a month starting in January, and complete ethics training within 30 days of registering.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"Lobbying Doesn't Stop Once Session Is Over"
Maryland  -  MarylandReporter.com  -  Published: 5/4/2010

The Maryland General Assembly is done until after the election, but one group of Annapolis players never closes up shop – lobbyists.  They still have plenty of things to keep them busy, from working on local issues to watching task forces and summer studies, getting things prepared for next year's session, and simply maintaining relationships with lawmakers.  All of this is to ensure their clients get their money's worth outside of the three-month legislative session as state government operates 12 months a year.

Although the heavy pace set during the session has slowed somewhat – there are few committee hearings, and no voting sessions or floor debate – most lobbyists argue their job has not changed since lawmakers adjourned.  They are just focusing on different aspects of lobbying or of government.   Joel Rozner, the highest-billing lobbyist last year, said while the workdays are no longer 16 hours long, his firm still does quite a bit of lobbying; it is just not directly in support of or opposition to pending legislation.

"We're still doing work for our clients, whether it be lobbying the executive [branch], working on ongoing projects, or for procurements for clients," said Rozner.  "Lobbying is more than just the legislative side – it catches everybody's attention and monopolizes our time – but we're still working on these other projects that may or may not be impacted by legislation."

Senate Judicial Proceedings Committee Chairperson Brian Frosh said he still gets calls from lobbyists and advocates all the time.  The difference he notices is that conversations are less focused on pending issues and more on potential bills for next year. 

“The pressure is not as intense in the off-season, partly because there's no deadline looming," said Frosh.  Lobbyist Bruce Bereano said he spends a lot of his time keeping in touch with lawmakers and government officials, as well as working at the local level with county councils.

"It's not a situation where you're doing nothing at all," said Bereano. "Some clients are preparing for next session, or are going to be involved in campaigns; there's a lot of activity.  Personally, I don't want to sit around and do nothing, that's not my schtick."

Ryan O'Donnell offers a different perspective. He is the executive director for Maryland Common Cause, and although officially registered with the state as a lobbyist, he said he is more of an advocate.  O'Donnell spends more of his time between April and December on public education, trying to bring about the changes his group supports in a grassroots manner.  He wants people to know what legislation passed, what failed, and who is responsible.

"You can't stop when the session stops," said O'Donnell.  "You have to keep up the momentum and education all year round.  You can't let lawmakers' obligations stop at Sine Die."
_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"Lawmaker Travel Fees Restricted"
Mississippi  -  Jackson Clarion-Ledger  -  Published: 5/13/2010

Mississippi legislators will have to dig into their own wallets or use some of their campaign money if they want to attend out-of-state conferences.   Amid lagging state revenues and shrinking budgets, House and Senate leaders are freezing taxpayer-funded travel for lawmakers and staff members.

Most state programs, from schools to prisons, also are seeing smaller budgets.  Some agencies are cutting costs by reducing travel, while others are leaving jobs unfilled.  "If we're going to expect other agencies to [cut costs], we've got to set the example," said Senate President Pro Tempore Billy Hewes.

The House Management Committee voted to freeze payments for out-of-state travel and to sharply limit payments for in-state trips.  The 122 House members can still be reimbursed for attending some off-session committee meetings at the Capitol, but they would not be paid for other work travel such as touring university campuses or going to the Gulf Coast for oil spill briefings, said House Clerk Don Richardson.

The Senate Rules Committee voted in November 2008 to restrict travel payments for off-session committee meetings in the state.  It voted this past October to ban payments for out-of-state travel by the 52 senators and the lieutenant governor, said Secretary of the Senate Tressa Guynes.

Richardson said other state agencies or schools could pay for lawmakers' travel to offices or campuses.  He said lobbyists could pick up the tab for travel but would have to publicly disclose the payments.  Speaker J.P. Compretta said House members still can attend meetings hosted by the National Conference of State Legislatures, the Council of State Governments, and other groups, but they would have to travel at their own expense.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"Ex-N.J. Assemblyman Daniel Van Pelt Is Convicted of Taking $10,000 Bribe"
New Jersey  -  Newark Star-Ledger  -  Published: 5/19/2010

Former New Jersey Assemblyperson Daniel Van Pelt was convicted of accepting a $10,000 bribe to expedite environmental permits on a development project in Ocean Township for a corrupt real estate developer.  The highest ranking public official to be convicted in a massive corruption and money-laundering investigation by the U.S. attorney's office, Van Pelt was found guilty of extortion and bribery.  He faces up to 30 years in prison.  Van Pelt, a former Ocean Township mayor and committeeman, brings to 19 the number of people who have been convicted or pleaded guilty in the investigation.

The verdict came after two days of deliberations and six days of testimony before U.S. District Court Judge Joel Pisano.  Prosecutors alleged Van Pelt, who resigned before the end of his first term in the Assembly, sold his influence over state agencies.

Van Pelt insisted to jurors he accepted the cash from developer Solomon Dwek as a retainer for his services as a consultant.  He said he agreed to take on Dwek as a client because he liked the vision of the developer, whom he knew as David Esenbach, despite his lack of knowledge about the state permitting process.

In reality, Dwek was secretly working with federal investigators by meeting with dozens of public officials and offering them bribes to help him with fictitious development projects.  Van Pelt was one of 44 public officials and rabbis arrested last July in a massive federal investigation into public corruption and money laundering.
During the trial, federal prosecutors played for jurors a videotape showing Van Pelt accepting a white envelope stuffed with $100 bills after a dinner meeting with Dwek at Morton's Steakhouse in Atlantic City on February 21, 2009. Jurors had watched another videotape from a meeting 10 days earlier in which Dwek offers to pay him $10,000 and Van Pelt laughingly suggests Dwek hire him as a consultant.

Van Pelt testified he discussed his consulting plans with Marci Hochman, general ethics counsel to the state Assembly.  He said she advised him he was permitted to do consulting work while a state lawmaker as long as he did not introduce any legislation benefiting a client or represented a client before a state agency or state board.

But Hochman testified Van Pelt never told her he had a client or that he planned to consult on projects in Ocean Township.  She said she would have requested more information, including a proposed copy of a contract, from Van Pelt if he had revealed that information.

Federal prosecutors contended Van Pelt was not working as a consultant because there was no contract or even a receipt for the payment.  They noted he deposited $5,500 of the cash into a joint checking account before he spoke with Hochman and he deposited another $4,400 into an Etrade account a week later.

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

"Ex-N.Y. Senate Leader Bruno Gets Two Years for Fraud"
New York  -  The Associated Press (www.ap.org)  -  Published: 5/7/2010

Joseph Bruno, once one of the most powerful political figures in New York, was sentenced to 24 months in prison on two federal fraud counts.  Bruno was the Republican leader of the state Senate for 13 years, controlling that chamber's legislation and billions of dollars in spending.  

He was convicted in December of using his office to help a businessperson who paid him as a consultant and in a race horse venture, violations of the federal honest services law.  Bruno was acquitted of five other counts involving accusations he used his position to help two other businesspeople and two investment companies interested in handling union pension funds.  The jury was unable to reach a decision on another count.

Bruno, whose legal bills have been estimated at $2.5 million, did not testify at trial but repeatedly told reporters he had done nothing wrong and was just another part-time legislator with an outside consulting business.  Bruno has agreed to pay $280,000 in restitution.  Defense attorney William Dreyer said they will appeal.

Prosecutors urged eight years in prison, saying that was at the low end of the federal sentencing guidelines.  The defense requested probation and a fine, saying Bruno had no prior criminal record, had a long history of public service in government and charity, and had compromised health, including recovery from prostate cancer.

As leader of the Republicans, who controlled the Senate for four decades until 2009, Bruno was considered one of the three most powerful figures in Albany.   Along with the governor and Assembly Democratic leader, he was one of the so-called "three men in a room" who made all major decisions on New York laws, programs, and other initiatives. Bruno stepped down in 2008 as friends and associates were being called to testify to a grand jury.

In a month-long trial, prosecutors presented evidence concerning a wide array of business activities Bruno conducted while Senate leader, including consulting contracts with companies seeking state business or help with regulators, his work with an investment firm seeking pension fund investments from New York unions with business before the Legislature, and investments in thoroughbred racehorses.

Ultimately, a jury acquitted Bruno of six counts of honest services fraud.  But he was convicted on two counts involving his relationship with Jared Abbruzzese, an Albany-area entrepreneur who sought his help for an array of ventures, including a nanotechnology company seeking state money and telecommunications companies seeking investment capital.   Jurors found Bruno had improperly concealed $200,000 in fees paid to him in 2004 by consulting firms run by Abbruzzese, and violating the law a year later, when Abbruzzese forgave Bruno $40,000 in debt and paid him $40,000 for a horse prosecutors said was almost worthless.

The U.S. Supreme Court is reviewing the honest services statute in three other cases, with a ruling expected by the end of June.  Bruno will be out on bail until after the Supreme Court rules on the honest services statute.  U.S. District Court Judge Gary Sharpe said he would review the ruling and call the two sides back together.  If the ruling does not affect the convictions, Sharpe said he will set a date for Bruno to report to prison, typically six weeks later.  Bruno will serve three years of supervised release after he is freed.

"State Bill to Take on Public Corruption"
New York  -  New York Times  -  Published: 5/3/2010

Lawmakers introduced a bill written with Manhattan District Attorney Cyrus Vance, Jr. that would significantly expand the ability of local law enforcement officials to prosecute official corruption in Albany and around the state. 
The legislation, which is being sponsored by State Sen. Eric Schneiderman and Assemblyperson Micah Kellner, would make it a felony for officials to abuse their offices to benefit themselves. It would give local prosecutors a powerful new tool to bring cases against officials or lawmakers who steer public money to nonprofit agencies they secretly control, or do favors for allies that do not rise to the level of criminal bribery. The bill would also expand existing laws on government fraud and bribery, in part by punishing offers of bribes as seriously as completed bribes.

"In recent years, New Yorkers have experienced unacceptable incidents of dishonesty at all levels of government, from lower-level public employees to the highest ranks of our state government," Vance said in a statement. "This legislation provides the tools to enable local prosecutors to regain their traditional role and responsibility in rooting out and prosecuting public corruption."

While efforts to overhaul ethics laws for state lawmakers have stalled in Albany repeatedly, supporters said they believed the new package would draw enough support to pass the Legislature by focusing broadly on potential criminal behavior by all public officials rather than significantly expanding disclosure requirements for state lawmakers.  "We decided that it was important for the district attorneys to weigh in to emphasize that corruption in government is not just an academic issue for ivory-tower good-government groups," said Schneiderman, who is running for state attorney general.

Federal prosecutors have long had access to an analogous law that makes it illegal for officials to deprive their constituents of their "intangible right to honest services."  That statute was used to convict former New York Senate Majority Leader Joseph Bruno year for concealing hundreds of thousands of dollars in payments from a businessperson who sought help from the Legislature. 
In part because there is no similar statute in state law, federal law enforcement officials have often led the way in prosecuting public corruption in New York.  But the honest-service law, long criticized for being too vague, is under review by the U.S. Supreme Court and may be struck down this year.

The bill would enshrine in state law a "duty of faithful public service" for all public servants in New York. It would also cover so-called member items, the legislative earmarks that have been the subject of scrutiny by law enforcement in recent years. Under the proposal, no group may receive a member-item grant if it has failed to file a tax return or pay taxes within the previous five years or used a third party to obtain the grant. The bill also prohibits lawmakers from sponsoring member items for groups if they are related to any officer or trustee of the group. The state attorney general and local district attorneys would be empowered to sue for recovery of such grants.

"People clearly don't understand that member items are about sending money to areas that are underserved," said Kellner. "The point is to make sure that the PTA has money to take kids on a crafts trip or to make sure that the parks department can run their summer associate program. They're not for enriching one’s own personal wealth or to employ one's family member or friend."

___________________________________________________________________________________________

"Cost and Corruption of Pennsylvania Legislature Brings Call for Reform"
Pennsylvania  -  Scranton Times-Tribune  -  Published: 4/25/2010

Four years ago, the public reacted to the Pennsylvania Legislature's now-infamous midnight pay raise by sweeping many incumbents from office.  The pay raise was later repealed, but the Legislature's problems, it turned out, were just beginning.  Since then, 25 current and former lawmakers and staffers have been charged and two legislative leaders convicted of using their offices for political or personal gain, while in the background, firestorms of controversy have raged over things like budget delays, pensions, and per diems.

All of which has fed public cynicism about state government and prompted a host of candidates to campaign on changing the way Harrisburg does business.  The discussion so far has ranged from stopping questionable practices to full blown reform.  One area of focus is the size of the legislative branch, and, critics say, rightfully so. "We need to scale back – legislators and their staff need to live in the same world as the rest of us," said Eric Epstein, coordinator of RockTheCapitol.org.

According to the most recent comprehensive report from the National Conference of State Legislatures (NCSL), Pennsylvania has the largest full-time and second most expensive legislative branch in the nation.  
The report, based on information from the 2008-2009 fiscal year, does not reflect recent cutbacks by some Legislatures, including Pennsylvania's, but is the latest available from NCSL.  

The report shows that, despite ranking sixth in the nation in population, Pennsylvania's legislative branch of 253 lawmakers and 2,918 support staff, dwarfs those of larger, more populous states.  No other state even comes close to the size of its legislative operation, and the cost shows.

Only California outspent Pennsylvania on its Legislature in 2008-2009, according to NCSL.  Even then, it was not by much. With 120 lawmakers and 2,067 legislative staff members, California spent $336 million on its legislative branch, compared to Pennsylvania's $319 million.  But California, the most populous state in the nation, has 36.5 million people;  Pennsylvania has 12.5 million.  The drop-off in cost after Pennsylvania is dramatic.  The nation's third most expensive full-time Legislature, New York, has 212 lawmakers, a support staff of 2,676, and a population of 19.4 million.  It spent $216 million in 2008-2009, more than $100 million less than Pennsylvania, said NCSL.

Only 10 of the country's 50 legislatures are considered full time.  NCSL defines a part-time Legislature as one in which delegates spend 50 percent or less of a work week on their legislative duties.  In Pennsylvania, lawmakers spend an average of 80 percent of their work week in Harrisburg or their home offices, according to NCSL.  It was not always that way.  Four decades ago, Pennsylvania was a part-time Legislature and, although no formal decision was ever made or approved, the General Assembly decided to turn itself into a full-time body in order to maintain status with the executive branch.  Beginning in the 1970s, the public began electing candidates who promised to be full-time lawmakers.

In response to the state's ongoing fiscal crisis, the state this year for the first time in memory actually cut what it spends on the Legislature and related agencies, trimming about $31 million for a 2010 budget of $288 million. The budget includes $184 million for the House and $92 million for the Senate. However, about 70 percent of the legislative budget is eaten up by salaries and benefits, most of it for legislative staff.  Despite the large numbers, legislative spending is only a sliver of the state's annual $27.8 billion budget, major portions of which goes to medical assistance and public education.
Ethics in the News from the National Conference of State Legislatures
FLORIDA -- A circuit judge refused to dismiss charges of grand theft and conspiracy against the former Speaker Ray Sansom. The judge ruled that the state’s theft statute can be applied to the circumstances of the case, and that there is no difference between allegations of stealing from the public at large or from an individual. The former Speaker resigned in February just prior to House hearings on an ethics complaint against him for the same matter.  The state filed the theft and conspiracy charges, along with lying to a grand jury during a hearing on misconduct charges.  The Miami Herald, May 17, 2010.
http://www.miamiherald.com/2010/05/17/1633801/fla-judge-refuses-to-dismiss-sansom.html
NEW YORK -- A coalition of ethics reformers, named “New York Uprising,” has mailed pledges to all incumbents and candidates for state office, asking them to sign a public statement supporting stronger ethics and financial disclosure statements.  The coalition includes former New York Mayors Edward I. Koch and Rudolph W. Giuliani, and former Gov. Mario M. Cuomo.  New York Times, May 23, 2010.
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/05/24/nyregion/24pledge.html
PENNSYLVANIA -- A judge handed down the first sentence in the "bonusgate" scandal - a former staffer for House Democrats received 21 to 60 months in prison and fines and restitution totaling over $60,000.   Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, May 22, 2010. http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/10142/1060109-454.stm
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