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Richmond Times-Dispatch 
June 1, 2017 

McGuireWoods Consulting lands top drone technology lobbying team from another firm 

http://www.richmond.com/business/local/mcguirewoods-consulting-lands-top-drone-technology-
lobbying-team-from-another/article_196b48f7-5e59-543f-8c5c-15073a2cfaf0.html 

McGuireWoods Consulting has added four Washington technology lobbyists to boost the capabilities it 
shares with the McGuireWoods law firm on emerging technology issues, the firm announced Thursday. 

The four lobbyists came from the Washington office of Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld. 

The lobbyists are Michael Drobac, whose prowess for laws and policies to promote growth in technology 
and the unmanned aerial vehicle industry earned him a place on The Hill’s 2016 Top Lobbyists list; Gregory 
Walden, who is an authority on aviation law and government ethics and who served as chief counsel with 
the Federal Aviation Administration; Amanda Armistead; and Casey Duggan. 

“Michael, Greg, Amanda and Casey are at the vanguard of the regulatory and policy issues confronting 
next-generation technologies, particularly concerning unmanned aerial vehicles,” said L.F. Payne, 
McGuireWoods Consulting’s president and CEO who leads the firm’s Washington office. 

“Their industry leadership, deep experience and relationships with policymakers augment our already 
considerable strengths in this area and provide tremendous advantages to our clients,” Payne said. 

Founded in Richmond in 1998 as a subsidiary of the McGuireWoods law firm, McGuireWoods Consulting 
has grown from just a handful of people working in a small office in Richmond into a consulting, lobbying 
and grass-roots advocacy powerhouse with employees working in seven state capitals, in Washington and 
in Europe. 

The State 
June 3, 2017 

Firms named in SC corruption probe have hundreds of millions at stake 

http://www.thestate.com/news/politics-government/article154213914.html 

Spend millions. Bring in hundreds of millions. 

South Carolina’s largest special interests know the time they spend working the state’s lawmakers under 
the S.C. State House dome is well spent. 

But was the help they got from one of South Carolina’s most influential political families legal? 

http://www.richmond.com/business/local/mcguirewoods-consulting-lands-top-drone-technology-lobbying-team-from-another/article_196b48f7-5e59-543f-8c5c-15073a2cfaf0.html
http://www.richmond.com/business/local/mcguirewoods-consulting-lands-top-drone-technology-lobbying-team-from-another/article_196b48f7-5e59-543f-8c5c-15073a2cfaf0.html
http://www.thestate.com/news/politics-government/article154213914.html


Recently indicted state Rep. Rick Quinn, whose father operates a sprawling political consulting empire, 
stands accused of voting and lobbying in the Legislature on behalf of special interests that, prosecutors 
allege, paid him through his direct-mail business and his father’s firm, Richard Quinn & Associates. 

The Lexington Republican also is charged with failing to disclose accepting nearly $4.6 million that he 
received from special interests that lobby the Legislature. 

The former House majority leader created a pay-for-play back channel that gave those companies, 
groups and agencies an upper hand in the Legislature, according to special prosecutor David Pascoe, 
who is leading an ongoing State House corruption probe that has indicted four GOP lawmakers. 

Both Rick Quinn and his father, Richard Quinn, have denied any wrongdoing. Rick Quinn has called 
Democrat Pascoe’s probe a “partisan witch hunt” targeting Republicans. Richard Quinn has not been 
charged with any crime, nor has anyone representing the companies or agencies. 

Much at stake 

The companies that Quinn is charged with illegally helping are big fish in the pool of special interests 
vying for influence in South Carolina’s State House. 

They include the Cayce-based SCANA utility; telecom giant AT&T; the Columbia-based, health-insurance 
powerhouse BlueCross BlueShield; the Columbia-based Palmetto Health hospital system; the S.C. Trial 
Lawyers Association; the payday lending industry; the Charleston-based State Ports Authority; the 
University of South Carolina; “and many, many more,” according to special prosecutor Pascoe. 

Combined, those special interests have spent at least $10.4 million since 2009 to employ a stable of 
lobbyists, excluding the $4.6 million that Pascoe says Quinn was paid by groups with business before the 
state. Those lobbyists legally are paid to sway lawmakers’ votes on key legislation, regulatory 
appointments and budget decisions. 

The special interests also donated at least $510,000 during the same time period to curry favor with the 
powerful House GOP Caucus, whose 77 members make up a near-supermajority in the State House’s 
124-member lower chamber. Two of the caucus’ past majority leaders, including Quinn, have been 
indicted in Pascoe’s probe. 

Influence is not cheap. But it appears to be worthwhile. 

In the last decade, roughly $8.3 billion has flowed from or through the state to BlueCross BlueShield, 
AT&T, Palmetto Health and SCANA – companies that have ongoing contracts with the state. Most of that 
money – more than $7 billion – was state health plan money that BlueCross BlueShield used to pay 
medical claims for state workers and retirees. The insurer was paid $741 million by the state for its 
work, mostly for running the health plan. 

In addition, the State Ports Authority and the University of South Carolina have received close to $1 
billion combined in state appropriations since 2011. 

Quinn not alone 

The average taxpayer may not like the influence that special interests exert on government. But, done 
legally, that lobbying is a fact of political life in the capitalist United States. 

However, some special interests stray from the legal avenues of influence, government watchdogs say. 

“These folks are not wanting to confine themselves to any one road to influence,” said Lynn Teague with 
the League of Women Voters, speaking generally about the multiple ways that special interests buy 
influence. 



Quinn is not the only legislator accused of using his public office to help business clients. 

In December, state Rep. Jim Merrill, R-Berkeley, was hit in December with a 30-count indictment 
alleging he accepted money to influence government decisions and sponsor legislation for private 
interests. 

One count charged former House Majority Leader Merrill with taking $172,485 from a New Jersey-based 
bus contractor in exchange for sponsoring a failed 2012 bill “regarding legislation to privatize school 
buses” in the Palmetto State. 

Merrill also was paid by a company that wanted to buy a Charleston law school, a Savannah-based 
engineering firm, the Charleston Area Visitors and Convention Bureau, the S.C. Association of Realtors, 
the S.C. Manufacturers Alliance, the state Association of Convenience Stores and — like Quinn — the 
Trial Lawyers Association, according to his indictment. 

Merrill has said he is innocent and vowed to fight the charges. 

‘Strikes at the heart of ... democracy’ 

Lobbyists often are derided for operating in the shadows. 

But they are required to make some of their activities public. For example, they must register with the 
state and disclose the special interests that they work for as they try to influence public policy. 

What Quinn and Merrill are accused of doing – using public office to help clients that paid them – is 
much more subterranean, observers say. 

“It really strikes at the heart of what it means to be a representative democracy if all the citizens are not 
equally represented,” said Winthrop University political scientist Scott Huffmon. 

“Lawmakers are elected to represent the best interests of their constituents, not the best interest of 
their bank account or the companies that pay them.” 

Of the six companies, groups or agencies that The State reached out to on Friday, two responded to 
questions about working with Quinn and being named by Pascoe as benefiting from his work. 

“AT&T is not aware that it is the subject of any allegations by the special prosecutor,” said Clifton 
Metcalf, the company’s director of public affairs for the Carolinas. 

“AT&T has not paid any entity associated with the Quinns to lobby at the Legislature on our behalf, and 
the persons we have authorized to lobby at the Legislature on our behalf are set out in our filings with 
the State Ethics Commission. We will not release non-public information regarding details of 
relationships AT&T might or might not have with other entities.” 

The University of South Carolina said it has never hired Rick Quinn for any purpose and never paid 
Richard Quinn & Associates to lobby. 

But it and the others named in Quinn’s indictment have huge stakes in what goes on at the State House. 

How huge? 

Here’s a look at what was at stake for the companies, groups and state agencies that Pascoe says 
benefited from Quinn’s alleged lobbying. 

SCANA 

Customers of SCANA subsidiary SCE&G need only look at their rising power bills for proof of the utility’s 
influence in state government. 



The utility has won nine rate hikes on customers to finance the construction of two nuclear reactors in 
Fairfield County. About 18 percent of an SCE&G customer’s power bill now goes to pay for that 
incomplete project. 

Now estimated to cost $14 billion, the project is about $3 billion over budget and faces an uncertain 
future after Westinghouse Electric, a major contractor, filed for bankruptcy. While SCE&G and state 
leaders are looking for a way to keep the project afloat, critics fear another rate hike or that the reactors 
never will be finished. 

Power companies are among the top spenders on lobbying at the State House. 

The state law that allowed SCE&G to pass on to customers the cost of building the Fairfield reactors was 
passed in 2007. Since 2009, the earliest year for which data is available, SCANA has spent $1.5 million to 
lobby S.C. lawmakers. 

Now, concern over how cost overruns will impact South Carolinians’ wallets is driving a proposal to 
protect utility consumers against rate hikes on future projects. 

SCANA also has other interests in state government’s operation. 

The state is a customer of the power company, for instance, and has paid the utility $247 million over 
the last decade for power. 

Members of the General Assembly also appoint members of the state Public Service Commission, which 
regulates utilities and decides if utilities can raise customers’ rates. 

The Cayce-based utility has paid Richard Quinn & Associates a retainer for its counsel on public policy 
strategies since the mid-1990s, a SCANA spokesperson said again Friday, adding it would be 
inappropriate for the company to comment on a pending investigation. 

The company has declined to say how much it has paid RQ&A. 

University of South Carolina 

The state’s flagship university has a huge interest in what happens under the State House dome. 

The downtown Columbia school relies on state legislators for about 10.5 percent of USC’s $1.5 billion-a-
year budget. 

USC makes annual pleas – most falling upon deaf ears – for lawmakers to spend more state money on 
higher education. This year, for instance, it urged legislators to borrow hundreds of millions of 
dollars for maintenance and building projects at S.C. colleges. USC stands to get $25 million to renovate 
its old law school building if legislators approve a borrowing bill for higher education next year. 

It recent years, USC has relied upon lawmakers for $5 million a year to launch and support Palmetto 
College, its online degree completion program, and for $20 million to help construct a new $80 million 
home for its law school. 

Now, USC wants $50 million from the state to kick-start a new, $200 million medical school and health 
sciences complex on downtown Columbia’s Bull Street property. 

As justification for putting Richard Quinn & Associates on retainer in the aftermath of the Great 
Recession, USC cited the challenges it faced in trying to expand its medical school into Greenville in a 
“difficult economic, political and cultural climate,” school records show. 

But USC did not pay Richard Quinn & Associates for lobbying at the federal, state or local level, the 
school’s contract with the firm explicitly states. 



Instead, the contracts state, USC paid the firm $491,900 from 2011 to 2015 for public relations and 
consulting work. 

That included “governance and regulatory approval – presentations, messaging, strategic planning, crisis 
management, public opinion tracking, long-term university marketing and branding among South 
Carolina’s opinion, community, business and government leadership.” 

For example, the consulting firm helped USC prepare its bid to S.C. lawmakers for a new law 
school building and advised the university on a proposal to rollback state regulations of colleges, the 
documents show. 

S.C. Ports Authority 

The State Ports Authority does not get an annual appropriation of state dollars from S.C. legislators. 

But the quasi-public agency has plenty at stake in the State House. 

Look no further than the half-billion-dollar Charleston Harbor deepening project, set to give South 
Carolina the deepest harbor on the East Coast. 

After much debate, state lawmakers set aside more than $300 million in 2012 to foot South Carolina’s 
share of the bill for the project. Congress authorized the work four years later, and work is expected to 
begin later this fall. 

Over the past four years, S.C. legislators also have paid or pledged more than $10 million for work on 
ports in Jasper and Georgetown counties. 

Since 2009, the Ports Authority has spent $432,000 lobbying lawmakers. During that same period, it 
also paid more than $2.6 million to Richard Quinn and his firms. 

That money, the senior Quinn has said, paid for polls tracking public opinion of the port, and for his firm 
to write, produce and place TV and radio advertisements. 

BlueCross BlueShield 

BlueCross BlueShield tops the state’s list of its highest-paid vendors because it manages the state’s more 
than a billion-dollar-a-year state health plan for employees and retirees. 

The state has paid the insurer roughly $741 million since mid-2007 in fees mostly for running the state 
health plan. In that role, the insurer managed more than $7 billion in medical claims for state employees 
and retirees, paying them with money from the state’s health plan. 

The insurer has a lot at stake in state government. In addition to managing the state health plan, it has 
more than 1 million S.C. customers and 11,000 employees. 

The health-care giant, which has spent $1.6 million lobbying lawmakers since 2009, declined to 
comment for this story. 

The Columbus Dispatch 
June 4, 2017 

Former Mayor Coleman returns to City Hall as lobbyist 

http://www.dispatch.com/news/20170604/former-mayor-coleman-returns-to-city-hall-as-lobbyist 

Michael B. Coleman isn’t the Columbus mayor anymore, but he’s still working City Hall. 

http://www.dispatch.com/news/20170604/former-mayor-coleman-returns-to-city-hall-as-lobbyist


Coleman is now registered as a lobbyist with the city. He is representing three clients, including two with 
interest in development in Franklinton and the Scioto Peninsula, among his crowning achievements as the 
city’s longest-serving mayor. 

After finishing his record fourth term as mayor and a 24-year career as an elected city official, Coleman, 
62, took a job as director of business and government strategies at the Ice Miller law firm in Columbus 
last year. In January, he registered with the city as a lobbyist. 

State law allows Coleman to do that, though it does place some restrictions on lobbying the level of 
government where an employee used to work. 

Under the state’s “revolving door” rules, former public officials have to wait a year before lobbying on an 
issue they worked on in their previous job. Coleman did that, waiting until Jan. 30, 2017, to register as a 
lobbyist with the city. 

“Essentially, it’s a cooling-off period,” said Paul Nick, executive director of the Ohio Ethics Commission. 

Former public officials also are prohibited from ever disclosing confidential information gleaned in the 
course of that work. 

Coleman said he mostly has worked directly with his clients, though he has “on occasion” represented 
them in talks with city officials. He declined to say which public officials he has contacted on behalf of 
clients. 

“My work has been largely and predominantly and significantly legal work,” he said. “To the extent it even 
looked like it might come within the law, I wanted to go ahead and file (disclosures) to have a conservative 
approach.” 

Last year, the city implemented new ethics rules that require city lobbyists to disclose who they are 
representing three times per year. They also must notify the city about any new clients within 10 days. 

Coleman and other former city officials are entitled “to conduct their professional endeavors” once the 
revolving-door period ends, said Tracy Retchin, the city’s chief ethics officer. 

“We follow the law,” she said. “The law allows for 12-month, post-employment restriction.” 

The list of 82 lobbyists who work City Hall is lined with names from the old city payroll. At least 10 of them 
held appointed or elected positions in Columbus. 

Frederick Ransier was appointed to fill Coleman’s seat on City Council after Coleman was elected mayor, 
but he resigned after a short term. John Kennedy is a former City Council president. 

The list also includes two of Coleman’s former chief advisers: Christie Angel, a former deputy chief of staff 
and now of Calfee Strategic Solutions; and former chief of staff Michael Reese, who now works with 
Coleman at Ice Miller. 

Former Mayor Dana G. “Buck” Rinehart, who died in 2015, also was a lobbyist after leaving office. 

Coleman’s lobbying work to this point has been for clients working along the Scioto Mile and in 
Franklinton, a neighborhood where he championed redevelopment as mayor. 

The city’s lobbyist registry shows that Coleman has three clients: the architecture firm DLZ Corp, Kaufman 
Development and the Columbus Downtown Development Corp. 

So far, he has represented Kaufman and Downtown Development on several pieces of legislation that the 
City Council approved. Kaufman hired Coleman to work on an economic-development deal at 450 W. 
Broad St. and 462-500 W. Broad St. in Franklinton. 



Kaufman will redevelop the former Wasserstrom warehouse, now vacant; the Phillip’s Coney Island 
property; and an adjacent piece of land to the north into a 275,000-square-foot, mixed-use development 
that will cost about $70.8 million. 

City Council approved a 10-year, 75 percent property-tax abatement worth about $2.6 million for that 
development earlier this year. The city also has a parking deal worth about $2 million with Kaufman, and 
it is reimbursing the developer $500,000 to relocate a sewer. 

“We hired Michael Coleman because he is a smart attorney who works at a firm that we have a lot of 
respect for,” said Brett Kaufman of Kaufman Development. “They have an appreciation for Franklinton 
and what we were trying to accomplish there that we felt was important in selecting a firm to represent 
us.” 

The Columbus Downtown Development Corp. hired Coleman to represent the organization at City Hall in 
the $500 million redevelopment of the Scioto Peninsula. That deal required the City Council to sign off on 
a 99-year lease, renewable forever, of city property south of West Broad Street. 

Since leaving office at the end of 2015, Coleman has used his former campaign account to make $9,000 
in campaign contributions to City Council members. 

The state’s revolving door rules exist so that public employees can’t jump to the private sector and 
maintain an “unfair advantage,” said Catherine Turcer, policy analyst at Common Cause Ohio. But 
Coleman “clearly has an advantage,” she said. 

“Relationships are the coin of the realm,” she said. “It’s not just the issues he’s working on; it’s that he 
has longstanding relationships that in some cases were fairly transactional.” 

“I think I was hired for my knowledge and my knowledge of real estate and economic development,” 
Coleman said. “I don’t know if I have influence. I’m not trying to influence.” 

Texas Lawyer 
June 5, 2017 

Law Firms That Bet on Lobbying Win Big in Austin 

http://www.texaslawyer.com/id=1202788612842/Law-Firms-That-Bet-on-Lobbying-Win-Big-in-
Austin?slreturn=20170506120319 

Texas Gov. Greg Abbott still has more than one week—20 days from the state lawmakers' adjournment 
last month—to veto bills passed this session in Austin, and he could also schedule a special summer 
session. 

So lobbyists, including Jack Erskine, the administrative partner in the Austin office of K&L Gates, must wait 
for the final assessment on their rate of wins to losses. 

One trend, however, already appears obvious to Erskine and other lawyers who lobby the Texas 
Legislature: Law firms' market share may have diminished as many big firms pulled away from Austin 
lobbying, but opportunities have abounded for lobbyists in the Texas capitol. 

According to Texas Ethics Commission reports, Erskine alone received as much as $1.4 million in 
compensation from 29 clients, including the Alliance of Automobile Manufacturers, the American Legal 
Finance Association, Paypal, Perdue Farms and U.S. Steel Corp. 

"We are getting hired on more issues by more clients," he said. 

http://www.texaslawyer.com/id=1202788612842/Law-Firms-That-Bet-on-Lobbying-Win-Big-in-Austin?slreturn=20170506120319
http://www.texaslawyer.com/id=1202788612842/Law-Firms-That-Bet-on-Lobbying-Win-Big-in-Austin?slreturn=20170506120319


Statehouse Bound 

With Washington often stymied by political gridlock, Texas and other state capitols have become more 
attractive for lobbyists' clients, Erskine and other lawyers said. 

"Some of the business came out of our Washington office from clients that had never been in Texas 
before," he said. The adage—think globally, act locally—has taken on new meaning in light of this trend, 
he said. 

Royce Poinsett, a senior attorney with Gardere, has seen the same trends: fewer law firms competing 
along with more business for those that stayed, including his. 

"There are slightly fewer law firms, but certain firms like ours have increased our presence. There are a 
couple of us that are doubling down," he said. 

Poinsett's team at Gardere lobbied for Wal-Mart, Halliburton, Texas film director Robert Rodriguez's 
Troublemaker Studios, the Pew Charitable Trusts, the Texas Veterinary Medical Association, and Archrock 
and Caterpillar and its Texas dealers. Poinsett received as much as $2.25 million in compensation from 
those clients for lobbying, according to the TEC records. 

Neither Erskine nor Poinsett worked on one of the most heavily manned and highest-profile lobbying 
wins of this Texas legislative session: the victory scored by ride-hailing companies Uber and Lyft. 

Some 40 lobbyists for the companies succeeded in getting a law passed to place transportation network 
companies under state control and bar cities from enacting their own regulations. 

The bill erases the standards that Austin, Houston and other Texas cities imposed requiring ride-hailing 
companies to have drivers undergo background checks. Among the big lawyer names working for Uber: 
Robert Miller, a partner at Locke Lord and one of Austin's top lobbyists. He declined to comment for this 
article and referred questions to the company. 

He will be compensated as much as $99,000 for his work for Uber in this legislative session, according to 
TEC reports. 

New York Daily News 
June 5, 2017 

Firm connected to Mayor de Blasio still lobbying city despite being under investigation 

http://www.nydailynews.com/new-york/firm-linked-de-blasio-lobbying-city-probe-article-1.3221398 

A powerful lobbying firm with ties to Mayor de Blasio has helped a scandal-scarred Queens nonprofit 
score city funding — despite being under investigation and having twice been penalized for losing a child 
on a field trip. 

Constantinople & Vallone, which has fund-raised for de Blasio campaigns, has lobbied on behalf of Sports 
& Arts in Schools Foundation, a nonprofit that has received nearly $2 million from the city Youth and 
Community Development Department and the Education Department in just the past year. 

The nonprofit’s contracts with the city have continued even after a string of criminal charges against 
employees, city probes and bad performance evaluations, records show. 

Four of the nonprofit’s managers pleaded guilty to a no-show job scam in 2010 that involved stealing 
$82,000 in funds by submitting bogus bills, including food and bowling trip expenses. 

http://www.nydailynews.com/new-york/firm-linked-de-blasio-lobbying-city-probe-article-1.3221398


In 2013, the city’s special commissioner of investigation said that a Sports & Arts dance instructor had an 
inappropriate relationship with a student enrolled in one of its after-school programs. The instructor was 
later terminated. 

In another incident, in January 2016, video footage show what appeared to be a coach at a Sports & Arts 
after-school program at a Far Rockaway, Queens, middle school refereeing a fight between two students. 
The coach was suspended and later left the nonprofit. 

The special commissioner of investigation also opened a probe in 2015 into accusations of payroll 
discrepancies and conflicts of interest at a Sports & Arts program at Public School 188 on the Lower East 
Side. That probe is ongoing, according to a recent disclosure that Sports & Arts made to the Mayor’s Office 
of Contract Services. 

Despite the red flags, the nonprofit received three city contracts — one from the Youth and Community 
Development Department and two from the Education Department — worth a total of $1.88 million that 
started last July 1, city records show. 

In the run up to those contracts, Constantinople & Vallone and another firm, Hawkins Consulting, lobbied 
Deputy Mayor Richard Buery and his chief of staff on behalf of the nonprofit, state records show. Buery 
oversees education initiatives, including after-school programs for middle-school students. 

Constantinople & Vallone has raised a combined $60,900 in donations for de Blasio’s 2013 and 2017 
campaigns, according to city records. One 2015 fund-raiser collected $16,350 for his reelection campaign. 

The New York Times reported that in 2015, Constantinople & Vallone also held a fund-raiser for de Blasio’s 
controversial nonprofit, the now-shuttered Campaign for One New York. 

Sports & Arts has given Constantinople & Vallone hundreds of thousands of dollars since 2007 to lobby 
the state and the city on its behalf. In 2016 alone, Sports & Arts paid it $42,000. 

Constantinople & Vallone did not respond to a request for comment. However, Sports & Arts said that the 
firm’s lobbying efforts in the first half of 2016 were unrelated to the contracts it received that July. 

Records show that two Sports & Arts board members have also donated to the mayor. The nonprofit’s 
chairman, real estate mogul Francis Greenburger, bundled $5,000 in contributions to de Blasio’s 2013 run, 
records show. 

Employees at Greenburger’s real estate firm, Time Equities, have also given $5,200 to de Blasio’s 2017 
campaign. Another Sports & Arts board member, Roger Alcaly, gave $4,500 to de Blasio’s 2013 transition 
team. 

Amanda Katz, a spokeswoman for the nonprofit, said that all of the contracts awarded to her organization 
were done so competitively and were merit-based. “At no point were any donations made with the 
expectation that (Sports & Arts) would be awarded city contracts in return,” she said. 

In a document from last June 22, the Education Department signed off on two contracts going to Sports 
& Arts, even though it itemized the nonprofit’s problematic history. 

The document notes a state agency that oversees licensing of child-care sites temporarily suspended two 
of its programs in 2014. In one incident that led to a suspension, Sports & Arts staff left behind a 6-year-
old during a summer camp outing. In another, the nonprofit’s staff at a different site left a student on the 
subway after a field trip. The license suspensions were eventually lifted. 

The Youth and Community Development Department said it routinely monitors city contractors to ensure 
effective use of public funding. “Sports & Arts . . . has overall been a reliable, transparent and proactive 



community-based organization with a very high number of positive evaluations,” department spokesman 
Mark Zustovich said. 

The Education Department also said Sports & Arts was an established and responsible contractor. 

Mayoral spokeswoman Olivia Lapeyrolerie said, “The contracts were the result of an open, transparent 
and competitive bid process. 

“Any outside political activity by lobbyists played no role in a contracting system based entirely on the 

merits,” she said. 

Florida Politics 
June 6, 2017 

Personnel note: Rosanna Catalano joins Capitol Access lobbying firm 

http://floridapolitics.com/archives/239482-personnel-note-rosanna-catalano 

Attorney Rosanna “Ro” Manuela Catalano is joining Capitol Access, a government relations firm in 
Tallahassee. 

“We are excited about this new relationship,” said Jerry Paul, founder and managing member of the firm. 
“Ro’s experience, professionalism, and high-energy personality are a perfect fit for Capitol Access and the 
clients we serve.” 

Catalano has been executive director and chief administrative officer for the Florida Elections 
Commission, according to a press release. 

She also was assistant general counsel at the Department of Health and the Agency for Health Care 
Administration. 

Before that, she was an assistant attorney general, working with professional licensing boards such as the 
Florida Board of Medicine, Florida Board of Nursing, Florida Board of Dentistry, Florida Electrical 
Contractors Licensing Board, and Florida Board of Landscape Architects. 

“I will be combining my past experience from multiple areas of government and academia in ways that 
now allow me to guide private stakeholders through the halls of the Legislature and executive branch,” 
Catalano said. 

“This new relationship allows me to provide government relations in conjunction with people like Jerry 
who have developed a reputation and style that is effective and well-synchronized with people who need 
help in the Capitol.” 

She got her undergraduate degree and law degree from the University of Florida. 

Courier-Journal 
June 7, 2017 

Ban on lobbyist gifts to Kentucky lawmakers struck down 

http://www.courier-journal.com/story/news/politics/2017/06/07/kentucky-ban-lobbyist-gifts-struck-

down/376794001/ 

A federal judge has struck down key parts of the ethics code governing the Kentucky General Assembly 
including a provision that bans lawmakers from accepting gifts from a lobbyist. 

http://floridapolitics.com/archives/239482-personnel-note-rosanna-catalano
http://www.courier-journal.com/story/news/politics/2017/06/07/kentucky-ban-lobbyist-gifts-struck-down/376794001/
http://www.courier-journal.com/story/news/politics/2017/06/07/kentucky-ban-lobbyist-gifts-struck-down/376794001/


Also struck down in the order is a provision that bans lobbyists from making campaign contributions to 
candidates for the General Assembly. 

In a 35-page opinion, U.S. District Judge William O. Bertelsman stated, "Influencing the government 
through the act of lobbying is at the heart of the political process. A law that specifically restricts what a 
lobbyist can and cannot do regarding a legislative member is a suppression on their freedom of association 
with those individuals."  

As for the ethics codes' ban on lobbyists contributing to the campaign of a legislative candidate, 
Bertelsman wrote, "Defendants fail to show that a complete ban on campaign contributions from 
lobbyists is narrowly tailored to prevent quid pro quo corruption." 

The case was filed two years ago by state Sen. John Schickel, of Union; David Watson, a Libertarian who 
ran for a seat in the Kentucky House in 2016; and Ken Moellman, a candidate for Pendleton County judge-
executive in 2018, the opinion states. 

Schickel said he was elated with the decision. "It's a great victory for freedom of speech." 

Schickel said the stricken parts of the ethics code unfairly restrict the freedom of legislators and lobbyists. 

"We have prosecutors to prosecute bribery and corruption, which they should do," he said. "But this 
means a legislator doesn't have to worry about being hauled into court for something like having a cup of 
coffee."  

Defendants in the case were the Legislative Ethics Commission and the Kentucky Registry of Election 
Finance. Staff of both defendants said they were reviewing the ruling and did not have an immediate 
comment on it. 

Kentucky's General Assembly adopted a strong ethics code in the 1990s after a federal investigation called 
Operation BOPTROT rocked the capital and resulted in convictions of some legislators, lobbyists and 
others on corruption charges. 
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America’s Lobbying System is Broken 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/americas-lobbying-system-is-
broken_us_5938a0cfe4b014ae8c69dd90 

If you’re the typical American voter, you think lobbying is a problem in America. You’re worried that 
special-interest lobbyists are writing our laws and telling our politicians how to vote – and that, as a result, 
policy disproportionately benefits big corporations. 

You’re right. 

What you might not know, however, is why lobbyists have so much power. In this series of posts, I argue 
that lobbyists have gained enormous influence by making themselves useful. They provide resources that 
lawmakers desperately want, the most important of which is expertise (not, as House of Cards would have 
you believe, campaign money). Until we invest in government’s capacity to do its own legislative work, 
special-interest lobbyists will have disproportionate influence in our policymaking process. 

In this first piece, I describe America’s current lobbying landscape: how lobbyists overwhelmingly 
represent business groups, how that skewed representation leads to policies that harm American voters, 
and why the problem won’t go away on its own. 

http://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/americas-lobbying-system-is-broken_us_5938a0cfe4b014ae8c69dd90
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Wealthy Interests Dominate 

If the lobbying community equitably represented both public and private interests, perhaps lobbyist 
influence would be less concerning, as it would presumably lead to policy outcomes that served a broad 
swath of Americans. But this is not the case. 

Wealthy interests dominate the lobbying landscape. And while rich individuals sometimes lobby on their 
pet public interest issues (e.g. George Soros and comprehensive immigration reform), most lobbyists 
represent business interests — a fact lobbying scholar Lee Drutman calls one of “the most timeless 
findings in all of political science.” 

The raw numbers speak for themselves: 

 In 2012, business interests spent $2.57 billion lobbying Congress and the executive branch — more than 
three quarters of total spending by all politically active organizations. 

 For every $1 spent by unions and public interest groups on direct lobbying that year, business interests 
spent $34. 

 Of the 100 highest-spending lobbying organizations in 2012, ninety-five represented business. 

 By contrast, “diffuse interest groups and unions have never collectively accounted for more than three of 
the top 100 spending organizations,” and in recent years “they’ve only been represented either once, 
twice, or not at all.” 

Business groups dramatically outnumber public interest groups at the state level, too. 

 Of the 50 groups with the widest lobbying presence in statehouses across the country, 42 represent 
business interests. 

 On average, state lawmakers are outnumbered 6 to 1 by “companies, trade associations, unions or other 
groups angling for their attention.” 

 49 out of 50 states have more registered lobbying entities than they do lawmakers. California has the 
highest entity-to-lawmaker ratio in the nation, with 30 lobbying groups for every legislator. 

The Public Suffers 

When business dominates the lobbying environment, federal and state policy outcomes become 
distorted, and the public interest suffers. 

1. The political agenda is disproportionately focused on business issues — not the needs of the 
public. Policymakers increasingly spend their time on the issues that matter to business groups. Left off 
the table are the concerns of broader sectors of the population. 

2. Corporations get $4.4 trillion in federal contracts and subsidies. A 2014 Sunlight Foundation report 
found that lobbying earns corporations a huge return on investment: “for every dollar spent on 
influencing politics, the nation’s most politically active corporations received $760 from the 
government.” In other words, taxpayer money is being redirected to the highest-spending business 
groups. 

3. It’s harder to change the status quo — unless you’ve got big business on your side. The policy 
environment is crowded and competitive, with each group lobbying for its own interests. In order for one 
group to break through the noise and push its policies through the legislature, it typically needs vast 
financial resources — an easier feat for corporations and business or trade associations than for public 
interest groups. 



4. Policy is more complex and confusing — which helps special interests hide regressive policies from 
the public. As legislators try to meet the policy demands of a wide array of business lobbyists, the major 
legislation that does get passed “is increasingly an incoherent set of compromises necessary to buy the 
support of a wide range of particular interests.” (A clear case in point is the Affordable Care Act, which 
ultimately provided $1 trillion in new revenue to insurance companies, largely in the form of subsidies.) 
Complexity in legislation undermines broad public understanding of policies – and bills drafted by interest 
groups are particularly (perhaps purposefully) complex. In California, for example, group-sponsored bills 
are between 27 and 32% longer than non-sponsored bills.T H E  M O R N I N G  E M A I L  

As policy gets more complex and confusing, lawmakers can more easily hide special-interest giveaways 
from the public. As scholar Steven Teles wrote in National Affairs, “The complexity and incoherence of our 
government often make it difficult for us to understand just what that government is doing, and among 
the practices it most frequently hides from view is the growing tendency of public policy to redistribute 
resources upward to the wealthy and the organized at the expense of the poorer and less organized.” 

In sum, wealthy interests have skewed the policymaking process in their favor, resulting in distorted policy 
outcomes that fail to serve the public interest. 

Lobbying Isn’t Going Away 

This problem will not disappear on its own. Lobbying is a booming industry; over the past two decades, 
federal lobbying spending by business interests has skyrocketed, increasing by 85 percent between 1998 
and 2010. (While this spending has slightly declined in recent years, it is unlikely that lobbying activity has 
decreased; rather, DC insiders speculate that lobbyists are instead merely adjusting their behavior to avoid 
meeting the legal threshold for registration — and therefore disclosure. In other words, behind the 
numbers almost certainly exists a vast and underreported shadow lobbying economy.) 

State spending is also on the rise. From 2013 to 2014, registered lobbyists spent at least $2.2 billion to 
influence state lawmakers — and this number “vastly underestimates the total spent,” as it comes from 
just 28 states with available data. Each of these states experienced a dramatic increase in lobbying 
spending over the past 10 years; in six states (North Carolina, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Kansas, Arizona, and 
Ohio), spending more than doubled. 

Not only has spending increased, but so has the number of entities lobbying state legislators. Since 2010, 
special interest entities have increased their presence in state capitols by ten percent. 

 

 



Lobbying is shifting from Congress to the states 

Business interests are likely to continue dominating the lobbying environment, because — unlike public 
interest groups — they have both the means and the motive to lobby. 

The means: Hiring lobbyists costs money. Businesses have ready access to capital, along with an existing 
decision-making structure that allows them to easily allocate funds to political activity. Public interest 
groups, meanwhile, rarely have consistent, steady sources of income that can be used for lobbying 
expenses. 

The motive: Many potential policy changes would have a concentrated impact on business interests but 
only a dispersed impact on the general public. As a result, business groups have “the biggest incentive to 
remain vigilant and active.” For instance, a small policy change might save one company millions of dollars 
in corporate taxes (a concentrated benefit) while barely costing each individual taxpayer anything, since 
the cost of the tax break is spread across all taxpayers (a dispersed harm). The company will be highly 
motivated to lobby for this particular policy change, whereas the broader public will be far less eager to 
engage. 

In short, America’s lobbying problem isn’t going away anytime soon. Wealthy interest groups will 
continue hiring lobbyists to influence policy — that is, until reformers pass smart policies that change the 
rules governing lobbyists and legislators. 

In the coming pieces, I’ll explain why lawmakers turn to lobbyists for help with fundraising, writing and 
passing laws, and finding private-sector jobs after leaving government. I’ll review previous attempts to 
stop lobbyist influence at the state and federal levels, and why they haven’t been enough. Finally, I’ll 
present a series of policy reforms that would go a long way toward fixing our nation’s broken lobbying 
system. Stay tuned. 

 

 

 

https://www.publicintegrity.org/2016/02/11/19279/amid-federal-gridlock-lobbying-rises-states
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Judge tosses ethics rules for Kentucky lobbyists, lawmakers 

http://www.bgdailynews.com/news/state/judge-tosses-ethics-rules-for-kentucky-
lobbyists-lawmakers/article_e105d40e-f3f6-5422-be4d-00990761fd0e.html 

When 22 Kentucky lawmakers and lobbyists were charged with giving and taking bribes nearly three 
decades ago, the state legislature responded by passing what is still regarded as one of the toughest ethics 
laws in the country. 

Tuesday, a federal judge dismantled most of that law that regulates contact between legislators and 
lobbyists, ruling it was too vague to be enforced and violated lobbyists' freedom of speech. 

The ruling was cheered by a Republican state senator who said it was ridiculous lawmakers could be 
prosecuted for accepting a bottle of water from a lobbyist. But the ruling alarmed Kentucky's chief law 
enforcement officer, who called it a "very dangerous decision." 

"It opens the door for a significant amount of corruption," Democratic Attorney General Andy Beshear 
said. 

The ruling from U.S. District Judge William Bertelsman says it is now OK for lobbyists who are paid to 
influence legislation to give gifts to lawmakers. He also said it was OK for lobbyists to donate money to 
politicians' campaign accounts and to raise money for their re-election bids. 

"Influencing the government through the act of lobbying is at the heart of the political process. A law that 
specifically restricts what a lobbyist can and cannot do regarding a legislative member of government is a 
suppression on their freedom of association with those individuals," Bertelsman wrote. 

Kentucky's law banning lobbyists giving gifts to lawmakers includes "anything of value," which Bertelsman 
said was too vague. He relied on the testimony of John Schaaf, the executive director of the Legislative 
Ethics Commission, who was asked if it was illegal for a lawmaker to accept a bottle of water from a 
lobbyist. Schaaf said it was possible, adding the lawmaker should stop and call him to ask if he should 
accept it. 

"This testimony alone indicates that the law is unconstitutionally vague because it does not give a person 
of ordinary intelligence the ability to know what conduct is prohibited," Bertelsman wrote. 

George Troutman, chairman of the Kentucky Legislative Ethics Commission, said it's hard to argue against 
a lawmaker accepting a cup of coffee from a lobbyist as the two chat about legislation. 

"But, everybody being human beings, it may not stop at a cup of coffee. It may stop at a fancy dinner in 
the Caribbean," he said. 

Republican state Sen. John Schickel, who filed the lawsuit, said state and federal prosecutors should go 
after lawmakers who accept bribes. But he said Wednesday's ruling was a "victory for freedom of speech." 

The judge also appeared to rule it was illegal for lawmakers to form caucus campaign committees that 
could then give unlimited amounts of money to candidates. That law was challenged by David Watson, a 
former Libertarian House candidate in November who said he could not compete with the Republican and 
Democratic candidates because they were receiving support from their respective caucus campaign 
committees. 

"They can raise more money than anyone else can, and it kind of perpetuates the status quo," Watson 
said. 

http://www.bgdailynews.com/news/state/judge-tosses-ethics-rules-for-kentucky-lobbyists-lawmakers/article_e105d40e-f3f6-5422-be4d-00990761fd0e.html
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Bertelsman wrote the state law defining these campaign committees as only Republican or Democratic 
was unconstitutional. But he appeared to say a law allowing people to donate money to these committees 
was legal. John Steffen, executive director of the Kentucky Registry of Election Finance, said his office was 
still studying the ruling on Wednesday. 

Republican and Democratic caucus campaign committees combined to donate more than $886,000 to 
House candidates in the most recent election, according to an analysis by The Associated Press. 

"While the Court suggested the concept of Caucus Committees may be permissible, it is not permissible 
to exclude Libertarians and other political parties from being able to have Caucus Committees," said Tom 
Bruns, Watson's attorney. 
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Judge strikes ethics law that bans lobbyists from giving gifts, money to Ky. Lawmakers 

http://www.kentucky.com/news/politics-government/article154829249.html 

A federal judge has struck down part of Kentucky’s legislative ethics code, ruling that state lawmakers can 
accept gifts from lobbyists and that lobbyists can make campaign contributions to candidates for the state 
legislature. 

U.S. District Judge William O. Bertelsman handed down the 35-page order Wednesday in Covington. 

The ruling was a victory for state Sen. John Schickel, R-Union, and two Libertarian political candidates 
who sued in September 2015 to overturn state laws limiting campaign donations to $1,000 and 
prohibiting gifts to legislators from lobbyists. 

Bertelsman declined to rule on the issue of campaign contribution limits, saying the issue is moot because 
the legislature this year doubled the limit. He did, however, rule that legislators cannot set up caucus 
campaign committees, which give unlimited contributions to campaigns. Caucus campaign committees 
gave nearly $800,000 to winning campaigns in Kentucky’s 2016 elections. 

“I don’t know if legislative leadership will be happy about that,” said Schickel. 

In their lawsuit, the politicians argued that the ethics laws violate their constitutional rights to free speech 
and equal protection by restricting their access to people who want to help them. 

State regulators countered that the laws were meant to prevent bribery at the state Capitol. Most of the 
rules were enacted after Operation BOPTROT, an FBI investigation in 1992 that exposed 15 current or 
former legislators who sold their votes. Don Blandford, the House speaker, was among those sent to 
prison. 

In his decision, Bertelsman wrote that “influencing the government through the act of lobbying is at the 
heart of the political process. A law that specifically restricts what a lobbyist can and cannot do regarding 
a legislative member of government is a suppression on their freedom of association with those 
individuals.” 

The judge, who was appointed to the federal bench by former President Jimmy Carter, said the state’s 
prohibition on gifts included “anything of value.” He said that was too vague. 

Officials with the Kentucky Legislative Ethics Commission and the Kentucky Registry of Election Finance, 
which oversees campaign spending, said Wednesday they were reviewing the judge’s order and 
considering an appeal. 

http://www.kentucky.com/news/politics-government/article154829249.html


Schickel said he was “overjoyed” with the order. “He got it exactly right, noting that a lobbyist couldn’t 
even give a legislator a glass of water” under existing laws, Schickel said. 

The lawmaker said any legislator who commits bribery should go to prison, “but we’ve had ethical 
problems since the ethics code was created. There always will be corruption.” 

Attorney General Andy Beshear called the judge’s order “a very dangerous decision that opens the door 
for a significant amount of corruption.” 

Under the order, a lobbyist pushing a certain bill could give legislators gifts or campaign contributions that 
could influence the vote, Beshear said. 

“It is very concerning,” he said. “I hope that that decision is appealed by the parties in it and I hope they 
seek an injunction during that appeal so we don’t see lobbyists and legislators involved in what could 
easily be viewed as corrupt activities during that interim.” 

Beshear added that he will consider whether his office can intervene in the case. 

George Troutman, chairman of the Legislative Ethics Commission, said he considers the order 
“unfortunate for the people of Kentucky.” 

“We have seen that the giving of gifts has led to corruption,” Troutman said. “However, we don’t make 
the law and the ball is now in the legislative court to address what should be done.” 

Longtime lobbyist Bob Babbage of Lexington suggested that the General Assembly might want to alter the 
law so that legislators must publicly disclose gifts “over a set value.” 

“Overall, the ethics code may not be constitutional but it has served our purposes very well,” Babbage 
said. 

Richard Beliles, chairman of the ethics watchdog group Common Cause of Kentucky, said he is “sorry for 
the public. This will have disastrous consequences.” 

John Steffen, executive director of the Kentucky Registry of Election Finance, said he was still reviewing 
Bertelsman’s order to determine how it would affect the state’s campaign finance laws. 

“At this point, we’re not sure of all the consequences,” he said. 

 

 


