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Kentucky lobbying spending hit an all-time high of $23.1 million last year, blasting past the previous high of $20.8 million set the year before.  
The record spending was a ten percent increase over the previous year, and was driven by 731 lobbying businesses and organizations, the most ever registered in Kentucky. 

In 2018, 590 lobbyists were paid $20.4 million in compensation, which was about 92 percent of all employer lobbying spending.  While the number of employers increased to a record high, there was a four percent drop in the number of lobbyists, indicating a further consolidation of Kentucky’s lobbying industry, with about a dozen lobbying firms handling more than half of the business.

Last year’s top lobbying spender was Altria (Philip Morris and U.S. Smokeless Tobacco Co.), which spent $552,103, a 43 percent increase over Altria’s spending the year before, and more than twice as much as the company spent in 2016, the last year in which a 60-day session was held.


Kentucky Chamber of Commerce was in second place among lobbying spenders, after spending $352,425, a 20 percent jump from the Chamber’s spending in 2016.

The rest of the top five spenders include Kentucky Hospital Association ($194,425); Anthem Inc. ($181,564), which landed in fourth place after just moving into the top ten in 2017; and LG&E and KU Energy ($162,073), which vaulted into fifth place from outside the top 20 the year before.  


Others in the top 10 were Kentucky League of Cities ($136,849); Kentucky Justice Association ($133,774); Kentucky Medical Association ($130,785); DXC MS (formerly Molina Healthcare ($129,850); and Kentucky Retail Federation ($128,172).

The rest of the top 20 spenders:  Humana ($124,044); United Healthcare ($122,259); 1800Contacts ($120,346); DXC Technology ($120,000); Greater Louisville, Inc. ($119,795); CSX Corp. ($118,590); RAI Services ($112,097); Foundation for a Healthy Kentucky ($110,766); Kentucky Wired ($110,000); and Home Builders Association of Kentucky ($105,893).
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The Legislative Ethics Commission will conduct a training session on Monday, February 25 for new lobbyists and anyone interested in a refresher course on ethics law requirements for lobbyists and employers.  


The training session will start at 11 a.m. in Room 131 in the Capitol Annex in Frankfort, and will include a review of the Commission’s on-line filing system.
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In 2015, the Legislative Ethics Commission discussed a question raised by a legislative agent (lobbyist), and issued an ethics advisory.  A similar question was asked recently, so the advisory is reprinted here. 
The question is:  “If a lobbyist receives a campaign fundraising solicitation from a member of the General Assembly, may the lobbyist forward the solicitation to the lobbyist’s employer?”
The short answer is a lobbyist can inform his or her employer of a fundraising effort, but forwarding information regarding the amount of money to be paid for attendance at an event, and to whom payment for attendance is to be made, would go beyond merely furnishing information and would constitute solicitation of a contribution by the lobbyist acting, in effect, as an agent for the sponsor of the event.

 From the discussion at the (2015) meeting, Commission members are most concerned about members of the General Assembly (or their campaign representatives) sending political fundraising appeals to legislative agents.

Commission members referred to numerous opinions issued since the Commission’s 1993 creation, in which the Commission holds that the Code of Legislative Ethics prohibits legislators from soliciting lobbyists for campaign fundraising.  For example, in OLEC 07-02, the Commission said:

“The Commission has long held that it is improper for a legislator to solicit help from a lobbyist in obtaining funds for a campaign.
                

                KRS 6.731(3) forbids a legislator from using his or her official position to secure advantages or treatment for himself or others in direct contravention of the public interest at large.  The “public interest” is set forth at KRS 6.606, which provides that the purpose of the Code of Legislative Ethics is ‘that a public official not use public office to obtain private benefits’ and ‘that a public official avoid action which creates the appearance of using public office to obtain a benefit.’

                Because of the unique nature of the relationship between a legislator and a lobbyist, it is inevitable that a legislator seeking campaign fund-raising assistance from a lobbyist would be perceived as violating KRS 6.731(3) by using his official position to secure advantages for himself or others in direct contravention of the public interest at large.” 

See also OLEC 05-01, which states:  “The Commission has consistently ruled that a legislator may not solicit the help of a lobbyist in raising campaign funds for the legislator himself or for another legislator . . . This follows logically from the KRS 6.767 prohibition against a legislator accepting a contribution from a lobbyist, as well as from the KRS 6.731(3) prohibition against a legislator using his position to secure advantages or treatment for himself, herself or others in contravention of the public interest, when the relationship between a legislator and lobbyist is taken into account.”

                So, the immediate concern is that lobbyists may be receiving fundraising solicitations from legislators, as this raises the potential for violation of the Code of Legislative Ethics.  

The Commission directed its staff to increase efforts to inform members of the General Assembly about this issue, and to caution them regarding seeking fundraising assistance from lobbyists.
Since 1993, the Commission has recognized that a lobbyist may properly provide a wide range of information to a PAC (and presumably, the lobbyist’s employer) on such issues as voting records, legislative history, and political intelligence related to members and candidates for legislative office.  Such activity is within the scope of responsibilities associated with the duties of a lobbyist.   

However, with the 2014 enactment of KRS 6.811(5), the Code of Legislative Ethics now includes a restriction on a lobbyist’s ability to “directly solicit” a campaign contribution for a legislator or candidate for election to the General Assembly.  
The Commission is of the opinion that if a lobbyist’s correspondence informs the recipient of the amount of money to be paid for attendance at a legislator’s fundraising event and to whom payment for attendance is to be made, it would go beyond merely furnishing information and would constitute the solicitation of a contribution by the lobbyist acting, in effect, as an agent for the sponsor of the event, and that would contravene KRS 6.811(5).



The following businesses and organizations recently registered to lobby during the 2019 General Assembly:  American Association for Marriage & Family Therapy; Animal Policy Group, LLC; Associates in Pediatric Therapy; Benefitfocus.com, Inc.; Bird Rides, Inc.; BrightStar Care; Coca-Cola Bottling Co. Consolidated; Diversified Gas & Oil Corp.; Equian, LLC; Fund For the Arts; GenCanna Global; Glaxo SmithKline; Green River Alliance Group; and Home Builders Association of Lexington.


Other recent registrants are:  Kentucky  Academy of Audiology; Kentucky Athletic Trainers' Society; Kentucky Habitat for Humanity, Inc.; Kentucky Municipal Energy Agency (KYMEA); Kentucky Sheriffs Association; Kentucky Society of Addiction Medicine; Louisville Theatrical Association; Metro United Way; Molina Healthcare, Inc.; National Council of State Boards of Nursing; New Meridian Corp.; Novartis Services, Inc.; Partnership to Protect Patient Health; Purple Toad Winery; Rx Development Associates, Inc.; Terrace Metrics; U.S.A. Drone Port; and Zoll.

21 businesses and organizations terminated their registration, and are no longer lobbying the Kentucky General Assembly:  Almost Family; American Insurance Co.; American Tort Reform; Balanced Budget Amendment; Bardenwerper, Talbott & Roberts PLLC; Check Into Cash; Christ Hospital; CTIA – The Wireless Association; Express Scripts Holding Co.; Ferring Pharmaceuticals; Full House Resorts, Inc.; Johnson Controls, Inc.; Mallinckrodt LLC; National Home Service Contract Association; Northern Kentucky University Foundation; Otsuka America Pharmaceutical, Inc.; Pew Charitable Trust; Retirement Security Initiative; Securities Industry & Financial Markets Association; TracFone Wireless, Inc.; and Verde Technologies.
Legislator and lobbying reports due by Friday, February 15
Members of the General Assembly are required to file their annual financial disclosure statements by Friday, February 15, 2019.  The statements are for the 2018 calendar year.

Also, by Friday, February 15, 2019, all lobbyists and employers are required to file Updated Registration Statements for the period of January 1 through January 31, 2019.  

The easiest and quickest way for lobbyists and employers to file is to visit the Commission’s website http://klec.ky.gov and click “file forms online.”












Former Arkansas senator charged with conspiracy in bribery scheme
ARKANSAS – Associated Press -- by Andrew DeMillo -- January 12, 2019

Little Rock -- A former Arkansas lawmaker has been charged with conspiracy in an alleged bribery scheme with an ex-judge who admitted to lowering a jury's award in a negligence lawsuit in exchange for campaign contributions.


A federal indictment shows former state Sen. Gilbert Baker was also charged with bribery and wire fraud in connection to the scheme involving former Judge Michael Maggio.  Maggio admitted in 2015 to accepting campaign donations from a nursing home company owner, then reducing a judgment against that company from $5.2 million to $1 million.


The indictment alleges Baker conspired with Maggio to direct the owner's contributions to the judge.  The contributions were funneled to Maggio through eight political action committees that Baker had an attorney set up.


Baker is a former party chairman who unsuccessfully ran for the nomination for a U.S. Senate seat in 2010.  Baker's attorneys said he never asked Maggio, the nursing home company owner or anyone else to do anything improper or illegal, and that no one asked him to do anything improper or illegal.


Maggio accepted the contributions during a bid for the state Court of Appeals that he abandoned three months before the election.  Baker, who was a fundraiser for Maggio's bid, told the judge over the summer that the nursing home owner "was watching the civil lawsuit and would appreciate Maggio making a favorable decision," according to the indictment.


The indictment names the owner only as "Individual A," though he's previously been identified as Michael Morton.  Morton has not been charged in the case and a spokesman denied he sought anything in exchange for his contributions.

The indictment is the latest in ongoing federal corruption cases that have involved Arkansas lawmakers and lobbyists and have compelled legislative leaders to call cleaning up the Capitol's reputation one of their top priorities this session.


The probes prompted the Senate to overhaul its ethics rules last year.  This week, legislative leaders and the governor told reporters they expected changes to the state's ethics laws including an increase in fines for some violations.


"It's culminated now, and it has to stop," incoming Senate President Jim Hendren said.

$97 million of influence: lobbyists are fixtures at the Capitol, pushing their message amid rules on gifts, perks, receptions

CONNECTICUT – Hartford Courant – by Josh Kovner – January 23, 2019


Hartford -- A wide array of companies, groups, and associations, well known and obscure, representing a range of issues that included property taxes, recycling, cable TV, dental insurance, state employee unions, railroads, prisons, and pollution, spent $97 million last year, up from $75 million in 2011-2012, to advance, or to stop, legislation affecting their special interests. 


It turned out to be a pretty good bet.


Las Vegas-based MGM Resorts International spent $7.2 million from 2016 through 2018 to assemble a team of lawyer-lobbyists and pollsters to lobby legislators and regulators over MGM’s proposed waterfront casino in Bridgeport.


MGM hasn’t yet gotten what it wants in Connecticut. But its tentacles in Connecticut and Washington D.C. are influencing the debate over whether the state should abandon its compact with the Mohegan and Mashantucket Pequot tribes and open up off-reservation casino development to competitive bidding among qualified developers. 


With the tribes' casino project in East Windsor stalled, MGM commissioned a poll this month that said about 70 percent of Nutmeggers favor casino competition.


While MGM is on a one-issue quest, the Connecticut Hospital Association quietly battles each legislative session on a broader healthcare front.  With a team of in-house lobbyists, the member-supported CHA racked up $9.7 million in lobbying expenses, mostly on salaries and campaigns from 2015 through 2018 -- an effort aimed recently at stopping a local tax on non-profit hospitals.


It’s as ubiquitous as the air in the Legislative Office Building:  Every January the lobbying effort revs up to a fever pitch and doesn’t stop until the final roll call.


This session, the race to gain an edge promises to be even more frenetic, propelled by highly charged issues: tolls, recreational pot, sports betting, casinos, paid family leave, a $15 minimum wage, vaping, gun control, access to abortion, taxes, and the budget.


With a new governor and 40 new legislators, lobbyists will be scrambling just to make connections.


“It’s going to take a while to get to know the new faces, let alone asking them to vote yes or no on a particular issue,” said Jay Malcynsky, co-founder of Gaffney Bennett in New Britain, a lawyer and one of the most experienced lobbyists on the circuit.


While the vast bulk of the millions of lobbying dollars are spent on the salaries of the “communicators” themselves, and advertising, there are still enough opportunities for gifts and perks and travel to jiggle the needle on a lawmaker’s moral compass.


A key reform in recent years did change the complexion of the game: The advent of public campaign financing took lobbyists out of the fundraising business and limited their influence on candidates.  Considered restricted donors, they can contribute up to $100 per campaign to a candidate.


Each session, staffers in the Office of State Ethics sit the freshman legislators down and school them on the restrictions and reporting requirements.


“It reaffirmed some things for me and taught me something new,” Rep. Nicole Klarides-Ditria, Seymour, said of the ethics session. “And we have our caucus that we can run questions by if we’re unsure of anything.”


One rule that is often in play relates to conferences. A lawmaker can accept “necessary expenses” from the sponsor of a conference -- travel to the event, lodging and meals -- if he or she has an active role, such as that of a guest speaker or moderator of a panel.


But the reality is that the conferences tend to be held in desirable places, such as the New England Cable and Telecommunications Association’s $16,000 event at Gurney’s Newport Resort & Marina last July -- and Newport is Newport.


Among the lawmakers and state officials who participated in panel discussions at the Newport event were Klarides-Ditria, who had $1,820 in expenses paid for by the association, her sister, Rep. Themis Klarides, a House leader, who had $1,384 in expenses paid by the group, and Rep. Matt Ritter, also a House leader, with $990 in expenses paid.  The lawmakers disclosed the payment as an allowable benefit.


All three participated in panel discussions, and each said they saw the conference as a good way to connect with elected leaders of the other New England states and exchange information on regional issues.

FBI secretly recorded Madigan at his law office pitching firm’s services

ILLINOIS – Chicago Sun-Times -- by J. Seidel, T. Sfondeles and F. Spielman – January 29, 2019


Chicago -- The FBI secretly recorded Illinois House Speaker Michael Madigan trying to get business for his private law firm from a developer brought to him by Alderman Danny Solis, who was weighing the developer’s request to build a hotel in Chinatown, according to a federal court affidavit obtained by the Chicago Sun-Times.


The affidavit makes clear for the first time that the federal investigation that has snared powerful Chicago Alderman Edward Burke extends beyond City Hall and into the Illinois statehouse, examining politicians’ longstanding practice of merging personal and political business.

The Sun-Times previously reported that Solis secretly recorded conversations he’d had with Burke, who recently was charged with attempted extortion for trying to shake down a Burger King franchisee who wanted to remodel a restaurant in Burke’s 14th Ward.


Madigan, who isn’t facing any criminal charges, was recorded by an associate of the developer during a meeting at Madigan’s law office that Solis had arranged, according to the affidavit.  That associate, who’d been secretly working for the feds, made a “video and audio recording” of the meeting, which occurred in 2014.


In a statement through his attorney, Madigan denied any wrongdoing and “to our knowledge, neither the Speaker nor his law firm is under investigation.”


Madigan’s law firm’s legal fees were discussed during the meeting — and the Southwest Side legislator made it clear he wanted more than a short-term deal with the developer.


“We’re not interested in a quick killing here,” Madigan said during the meeting. “We’re interested in a long-term relationship.”


Solis, who chairs the City Council’s powerful Zoning Committee, told the associate after the meeting, outside the presence of Madigan that “if he works with the Speaker, he will get anything he needs for that hotel,” according to the document.


Later, the alderman added, “he’s going to benefit from being with the Speaker . . . okay?”


An FBI agent alleges in the 120-page affidavit: “I understand Solis to mean that by hiring Madigan’s private firm, [the developer] would ensure that Solis and Madigan would take official action benefitting [the developer] in their capacity as public officials.”
Lawmaker who employs minors at ski resort shelves plan to scrap child labor laws

INDIANA -- Indianapolis Star – by Kaitlin Lange -- Jan. 30, 2019


Indianapolis -- State Sen. Chip Perfect is setting aside his push this year to scrap Indiana child labor laws amid conflict-of-interest scrutiny that arose from his employment of hundreds of minors.


Instead, the Lawrenceburg legislator and CEO of a southeastern Indiana ski resort filed an amendment to Senate Bill 342 asking lawmakers to study child labor laws this summer, a move that likely would put off a similar measure at least until 2020.


But his involvement in the bill to begin with - and the ethics committee ruling that it wasn't a conflict of interest - points to a larger issue: In a citizen legislature, whose members usually have full-time jobs elsewhere, the line between a lawmaker's expertise and potential conflicts can be blurry.


Perfect defended his decision to file the original legislation during a committee hearing, but said he was amending the bill because of the increased attention and negative consequences his business and family have been facing.


"In this citizen legislature, turns out we have lawyers every day who pass laws, we have people that work for utilities that pass bills helping utilities, we have farmers that are legislators that pass legislation to help farmers," Perfect said.  "That’s the nature of a citizen legislature."


His original bill would have gotten rid of work permit requirements for minors and removed all restrictions on what hours 16- and 17-year-old Hoosiers could work.  Other protections for minors would have still been present under federal law.


Had the bill passed, Perfect would have been able to ask his younger employees to work more hours and later at night in some cases.  His resort, Perfect North Slopes, sent its own human resources director to testify in support of the bill last week.  Perfect later admitted those optics weren't good.


After IndyStar inquired last week whether Perfect's involvement in the bill was a conflict of interest, Perfect requested a formal ethics hearing.  The Senate Ethics Committee ruled that there was no conflict of interest - at least not as defined by the Indiana Senate's ethics policy, meaning they didn't feel it had a "unique, direct and material effect" on a lawmaker financially.

Ex-lawmaker to pay $31,000 to settle Ethics Commission suit

OKLAHOMA – The Associated Press -- January 28, 2019

Oklahoma City -- A former state legislator has reached a $31,000 settlement in a lawsuit filed by the Oklahoma Ethics Commission alleging he misused campaign funds.


Ex-Rep. Gus Blackwell has 60 days to pay, the Oklahoman reported.  Blackwell agreed to pay $25,000 to the state government and another $6,000 to the commission.


The Ethics Commission's suit alleged Blackwell "triple-dipped" at times, purchasing gas using a campaign credit card, and then reimbursing himself from his campaign funds for travel and then accepting state money for the same travel.  The agency also accused him in the suit of failing to account more than $8,000 in donations.


The payment to the Ethics Commission will cover the agency's lawyer fees, expenses and other costs.


Blackwell has already paid $10,000 in restitution to the state House to settle a criminal case related to the same allegations.  Oklahoma County prosecutors charged Blackwell with 44 criminal counts in 2016 after he was accused of embezzling $23,741 in campaign funds, committing perjury and making false claims.  The Ethics Commission filed suit on the same day.


He pleaded guilty to one felony perjury count in 2017 and admitted his final 2012 campaign report was false. He agreed in the criminal case to spend five years on probation, along with the restitution.

Maine bills target money in politics, lobbyist influence
MAINE – Associated Press – by Marina Villeneuve – January 26, 2019

Augusta -- A state lawmaker has proposed limiting the influence of lobbyists, restricting when former lawmakers can start lobbying, and banning the use of political funds for personal profit.

The bills, sponsored by Sen. Justin Chenette, are set for public hearings at the Maine Statehouse.  Similar bills have failed in the past amid concerns that current ethics rules are strong enough, but Chenette said several of his bills have buy-in from leaders wielding newfound control in the Senate and House.

An Associated Press review of campaign finance reports shows individuals who identified as lobbyists gave at least $25,000 to legislative candidates and political action committees run by lawmakers last year.  The state’s biggest law and lobbying firms gave over $47,000.


Advocacy group Maine Citizens for Clean Elections found that self-described lawyers and lobbyists gave over $145,000 to political action committees run by lawmakers in the 2016 cycle. 


The groups that hire those lobbyists – from labor groups to construction companies – regularly donate hundreds of thousands of dollars more in contributions that can be hard to track, said executive director Anna Kellar.


“Unlimited amounts of money are being funneled through sitting lawmakers to PACs.  It’s time we rein in any undue influence in this pay-for-play system weighing down good governance in Augusta,” Chenette said.


Most money in Maine politics from special interest groups comes through legislator-run PACs, Kellar said.


“It’s one of the things that we hear about the most from members of the public and voters, across all political spectrums,” Kellar said. “They don’t think lobbyists should be able to give money to the people they’re trying to lobby, and lawmakers shouldn’t be taking from industries they’re regulating.”


Kellar’s group worked with Chenette on some of his legislation, which aims to close what he calls loopholes in state campaign finance law.


Currently, lawmakers cannot accept contributions from lobbyists and their employers when the Legislature is in session.  But that creates a situation where Maine lawmakers wait until the minute lawmakers are out of session to start such fundraising.


One of Chenette’s bills would prevent any contributions from lobbyists or their employers year-round.
Bill would allow North Dakota lawmakers to claim meal reimbursement during session 

NORTH DAKOTA – The Bismarck Tribune – by John Hageman – January 23, 2019


Bismarck -- North Dakota lawmakers would be reimbursed by taxpayers for meals during the legislative session under a bipartisan bill that supporters said is partly a response to new state ethics rules.


House Bill 1505 comes with an estimated two-year price tag of nearly $401,500 and allows lawmakers to claim meal reimbursement for each day during organizational, special and regular legislative sessions.


Legislators already receive a meal expense of up to $35 per day during interim study periods between biennial sessions, and the bill would provide the same rate for the other legislative meetings. The bill's actual cost would depend on how many meals lawmakers claim.


The bill’s primary sponsor, Rep. Keith Kempenich, Bowman, said lawmakers have discussed the idea in the past but it became more urgent after the passage of Measure 1.  


The measure added new anti-corruption language to the state constitution, including a ban on lobbyist gifts, prompting some industry groups to rethink legislative receptions and socials that included food and drinks.


“It’s not every night of the week, but there’s usually something going on where legislators have an opportunity to at least grab a quick bite,” said Rep. Corey Mock, a bill co-sponsor.


The proposal comes a couple of years after lawmakers slashed general fund spending amid reduced tax revenue.  State agencies have also offered employee buyouts in an effort to slim down.


Mock acknowledged the reimbursement proposal may attract criticism - some lawmakers have already shook their heads at the idea - but said people make sacrifices to serve in the Legislature by putting their careers on hold for four months every other year. He said the bill would help ensure people can hold office without additional financial stress.


“I don't believe that anybody should have to lose money if they're going to serve their constituents, their neighbors, in government,” Mock said. "Reimbursing basic expenses and providing ... a modest compensation for their time and efforts will really help people get involved in civics."

In the Texas House, they're lobbyists. In the Senate, they’re at the press table.

TEXAS – Texas Tribune – by Emma Platoff – January 29, 2019 

Austin -- It’s become a common scene in the Texas Legislature.  A bill comes up for a vote - caps on property tax rates, maybe, or a referendum on “sanctuary cities” - and a text goes out.  Lawmakers are told they will be graded on this one, and low marks, they know, could launch a primary challenge.


The sender, the scorekeeper and the eventual challenger is often Empower Texans, a Tea Party-aligned group formed in 2006 with millions in oil money that has worked to replace moderates with hardliners. 


For the last decade-plus, the organization and its PAC - which blur the bright lines between newsroom, lobbying firm and political action committee - have aimed, with on-again-off-again success, to upend the Texas political scene with pricey primary challenges, by-the-minute scorecards of lawmakers’ votes and a lawsuit aimed at gutting a state agency.


This year, instead of watching from the sidelines, two employees of Empower Texans’ reporting arm, Texas Scorecard, sit for the first time at the press table on the Senate floor, feet away from the lawmakers their organization has helped bring to power and the lawmakers their organization has failed to swat down.


Curious observers are welcome in the halls of the Texas Legislature, but in the House and Senate chambers, they have long been relegated to the upper-floor galleries.  Lobbyists, who are paid and who pay out large sums to boost or bust legislation, are barred from the floor. 

Aside from lawmakers, staff and special guests, only journalists are allowed on the floor of the chamber, where they have closer access to elected officials.


The media credentials make way for a group that tries to thumb the scales - influencers, not observers, of the political game.  And Empower Texans’ influence is notable: Last election cycle, the group’s PAC spent millions, a hefty chunk of that going to the upper chamber and to its leader, Lt. Gov. Dan Patrick.


Some lawmakers aren’t delighted about the prospect of looking into Empower Texans staffers’ eyes as they cast the votes that could be used against them in a primary challenge.  


So it’s little surprise that the decision to allow them access to the floor has set off political drama, creating rancor amid the calm, ceremonial opening weeks of session.


“They’re an advocacy organization and a political organization.  Far more than anything else, that’s really their identity.  They have a PAC and they contribute to candidates,” said Sen. Kel Seliger, Amarillo, who has fended off Empower Texans-backed primary challengers more than once and clashed with the lieutenant governor in recent weeks.  


The group’s status, Seliger said earlier this month, minutes after the two employees filed off the floor, is “under review — as I think it ought to be.” 


Traditional media organizations, of course, report on how measures hurt or help everyday taxpayers; one even produces a list of “best” and “worst” legislators.  Some newspapers’ editorial boards, separate from their political reporting staff, endorse candidates for election or advocate positions on laws.  


But that’s a far cry from direct, immediate advocacy; newspaper reporters do not carry with them the implicit threat of a primary challenge.  And perhaps most important, traditional media organizations are not affiliated with PACs — least of all, as Empower Texans is, one of the most influential, best-funded political action committees in the state.
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