
 

Weekly Lobbying Articles 

July 6, 2017 

The Morning Call 
June 27, 2017 

Bill would strengthen lobbying disclosure in Pennsylvania 

http://www.mcall.com/news/nationworld/pennsylvania/mc-nws-pa-lobbying-campaign-bill-20170626-
story.html 

HARRISBURG — House members are pushing to tighten oversight of Pennsylvania’s $287.4 million 
lobbying industry.  

House Bill 1175 would increase penalties for lobbyists who do not abide by the 2007 Lobbying Disclosure 
Law, and would encourage more transparent and efficient online reporting for lobbyists and the 
Department of State, which oversees the industry.  

The bill would double or quadruple the penalty for unlawful, late or negligent lobbying and disclosure. 
Fees in place now haven’t been revised in years, said Rep. Bryan Cutler, R-Lancaster, who introduced the 
bill with Rep. Brandon Neuman, D-Washington.  

Current penalties max out at $2,000 for unlawful lobbying, and would double a max of $4,000 under the 
bill. The fee for late reporting would remain at $50 per day for the first 10 days, and then double to $100 
per day over the next 10 late days, and double yet again to $200 per day after 20 late days.  

The bill also would require electronic registration and reporting for lobbyists and principals. It would 
require the Pennsylvania Department of State to post all lobbying reports online within seven days of 
receiving them, and to issue electronic receipts for all electronically filed documents.  

Cutler said citizens deserve a more transparent governing process.  

“For the people to believe in legislation,” he said, “they have to trust the process.” Having introduced 
the bill for five consecutive sessions and adjusted it as needed, Cutler said he expects it to pass the 
House this session.  

But there could be a minor speed bump: Neuman recently floated an amendment that would prohibit 
lobbyists from managing political campaigns. Being lobbied on an issue by the person who helped get 
you elected creates a real or perceived conflict of interest, critics say.  

"There’s a clear distinction between working for your clients to help get policy passed, and if you are 
working on a campaign," Neuman said.  

Mike Barley, a lobbyist in Harrisburg, said he supports Cutler’s bill, saying he hopes the public is more 
confident in the legislative process as a result.  

“I think the rules they have in place are meant to ensure things are done ethically and any effort to 
strengthen those laws are good,” Barley said.  
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But Barley, who previously served as campaign manager to Gov. Tom Corbett and Lt. Gov. Jim Cawley, 
declined to comment on Neuman’s amendment.  

If Neuman’s amendment passes, further legislation may be needed.  

Under the Lobbying Disclosure Law, all lobbyists and principals must register with the Department of 
State. But campaign managers today need not register.  

“Candidate campaign committees are required to name a chair and a treasurer, but the chair is not 
necessarily the campaign’s manager and the treasurer is not necessarily the campaign’s finance 
director,” said Wanda Murren, the press secretary for the Department of State. 

 

Miami Herald 
June 27, 2017 

Proposed lobbying ban for campaign consultants sends political waves in Miami Beach 

http://www.miamiherald.com/news/local/community/miami-dade/miami-
beach/article158515009.html 

The bitterness of this year’s mayoral election in Miami Beach is spilling into City Hall as commissioners 
consider a politically charged ethics ordinance Wednesday.  

The new regulation would ban political consultants from lobbying elected officials whom they assisted 
for 12 months after the commissioners are sworn in, creating a buffer between campaign 
managersturned-lobbyists and their bosses after elections.  

The commissioner sponsoring the change calls it necessary ethics reform — even though the same 
proposal was rejected a year ago by a majority of this same commission when it was proposed well 
before the heat of election season.  

After getting initial approval June 7, with only Commissioner John Elizabeth Alemán voting no, the 
measure is scheduled to come up for a final vote at Wednesday’s 5 p.m. commission meeting.  

The new regulation raises the temperature for a sweltering political climate surrounding the high-profile 
mayor’s race. In recent weeks, commissioner and mayoral candidate Michael Grieco has been dogged by 
his links to a political committee that raised money from city vendors and lobbyists. That committee, 
which is closing after a series of Herald articles outlined Grieco’s ties to the group, is currently under 
state investigation.  

The one consultant/lobbyist who stands directly in the crosshairs of the new ordinance, David Custin, is 
managing Grieco’s campaign. Custin is employed by multiple clients to lobby in the Beach, and he has 
also managed campaigns for Mayor Philip Levine and commissioners Ricky Arriola, John Elizabeth 
Alemán and Joy Malakoff.  

THAT IS AS POLITICALLY CUTTHROAT AS YOU CAN GET  

David Custin, political consultant for mayoral candidate Michael Grieco and Miami Beach lobbyist  

Last year, Commissioner Kristen Rosen Gonzalez pitched the same ban and received only one strong 
supporter, Commissioner Micky Steinberg. The rest of the commission settled on forcing 
consultantlobbyists to disclose whom they have helped in elections before lobbying during public 
meetings.  
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Now, Malakoff has reintroduced the item amid a campaign season where she’s endorsed Grieco’s 
primary opponent, former state legislator Dan Gelber. Malakoff drew criticism from Grieco and Rosen 
Gonzalez, who said she is politicizing an ethics issue.  

“It was too bad I didn’t get the support when I initially brought it up,” said Rosen Gonzalez, who is 
cosponsoring the ordinance.  

Malakoff told the Miami Herald this week that her proposal has nothing to do with her preference in the 
mayor’s race but extends to the broader political atmosphere during an election season, where voters 
want to know who’s influencing who. She said that with last year’s proposal, the change would’ve 
unfairly singled out Custin.  

“Before, I felt it was targeting only one,” she said. “Now there are several consultants. Whether they are 
lobbying or not, I don’t know.”  

Custin appears to be the only individual who is actively consulting on a campaign while under contract 
to lobby for private interests in the Beach. In an interview Monday, Custin called the proposal “as 
politically cutthroat as you can get,” noting that the only change in the last 12 months is he is managing 
Grieco’s bid for mayor while other commissioners such as Malakoff and Arriola are backing Gelber.  

“That doesn’t reflect a proposal being done for public policy,” he said. “That indicates the motivation of 
the legislation is political vendetta.”  

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL GRIECO AND FORMER STATE LEGISLATOR DAN GELBER ARE RUNNING FOR 
MAYOR. A THIRD CANDIDATE, DANIEL KAHN, IS ALSO RUNNING. THE ELECTION IS NOV. 7.  

If the new law passes, Custin and anyone in his position would be able to continue to lobby under 
contracts that have already been signed, but they would not be able to take on new lobbying business.  

Grieco sharply criticized the ordinance before voting in favor on first reading. He characterized the vote 
as a political trap set for him to get caught in a vote against ethics reform.  

“This is the ‘try to get Mike Grieco in a bad vote’ ordinance, so let’s call it what it is,” he said. “My 
relationship with my campaign consultant is no different than other lobbyists in this building. There are 
lobbyists in this building who I went to law school with. There are lobbyists in this building whose homes 
I’ve been in. There are lobbyists in this building who I consider friends. And you know what I do? I tell 
them no all the time.”  

After opposing the ban just 12 months ago, Levine said recent headlines about the political committee 
linked to Grieco influenced him to change his vote. He deflected Grieco’s criticism while noting he has 
not endorsed anyone or donated to a campaign in the mayor’s race.  

“I think we need to make the public feel more confident about their government and their elections,” he 
said.  

Malakoff hired Custin twice to run her commission campaigns. She won in 2013 and employed him last 
year to manage her re-election effort before she backed out of the race in January. She said she has felt 
uncomfortable when Custin has tried to influence her vote.  

“Why should a commissioner have that pressure on them?” she said. “It’s an uncomfortable feeling, and 
it’s not necessary.”  

As he voted in favor of the ordinance June 7, Grieco curtly expressed his thoughts on the matter.  

“Yes, and this is a joke,” he said.  

 



The Seattle Times 
July 3, 2017 

Iowa State worked with utilities to uproot key energy center 

http://www.seattletimes.com/business/iowa-state-worked-with-utilities-to-uproot-key-energy-center/ 

IOWA CITY, Iowa (AP) — Iowa State University officials worked with utilities lobbyists for weeks to draft 
a law uprooting the state’s renewable energy research center, giving the industry cover to avoid 
allegations of a “power grab,” newly released emails show.  

Iowa State announced in March that it would support transferring the 27-year-old Iowa Energy Center 
to the executive branch, even though no legislation to accomplish the change had been introduced. The 
announcement stunned supporters of the university-based center, which was directed to cancel its 
search for a new director even though it had “excellent candidates” and pull back several loans, emails 
show.  

Lawmakers in April approved a bill transferring the center to the Iowa Economic Development Authority, 
giving it a more industry-friendly mission and eliminating its funding source in 2022. The move was a 
victory for Iowa’s gas and electric utilities, which fund the center through an assessment on their 
revenues and have questioned some of the center’s research on solar energy.  

The center has been a national leader in energy efficiency and alternative energy research, promoting 
biofuels, wind and solar and savings at government buildings. But powerful utilities had increasingly 
questioned the center’s direction and management, making it a political headache for Iowa State 
administrators.  

The university released emails about the plan in response to a request from Rep. Abby Finkenauer, D-
Dubuque. They reveal that Iowa State lobbyist Kristin Failor discussed legislation that was being drafted 
in secret on Feb. 24 with lobbyists representing MidAmerican Energy and rural electric cooperatives.  

“I got confirmation from both of them that we all want this to be amicable and supportive and they (in 
no way) want this to look like a power grab because we did something wrong,” Failor wrote to Iowa 
State vice president for research Sarah Nusser.  

In another, Failor wrote that utilities “are on board with the optics” of cooperation, adding: “It is to their 
benefit if the narrative stays that way.”  

Nusser told the center’s interim director Mufit Akinc on Feb. 26 that the transfer was “highly likely” to 
happen even though details weren’t available. She said the university was “starting to do some quiet 
planning” but not ready to notify the center’s dozen employees, who would face layoffs.  

On March 2, Failor told a university official that she and a MidAmerican lobbyist agreed that introducing 
a bill before that month’s funnel deadline “would create more harm than good if we didn’t have 
answers for the media and staff.” They decided a better strategy would be to attach the plan to a 
spending bill, which could be made public and passed at session’s end.  

After The Associated Press started inquiring about the transfer, Failor wrote to university officials March 
6 that utilities lobbyists contacted her to make sure Iowa State remained publicly supportive because 
“they will be the ones taking the heat on this if it goes astray.” She added that she assured a “testy” Sen. 
Joe Bolkcom that the transfer wasn’t an industry takeover but “best for the future of the program.”  

Iowa State later confirmed to AP that day it supported transferring the center to the economic 
development agency. The announcement outraged center advisory board member Gary Steinke, who 
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complained to Nusser that he wasn’t consulted and felt “used, hoodwinked, betrayed, and embarrassed, 
specifically by you.”  

Nusser wrote to Failor: “I’m guessing Gary sees a conspiracy with industry and is concerned about the 
educational and research programs, as are we. The cost-match programs are vital to our educational 
and research institutions.”  

Iowa State officials spent weeks discussing the plan’s language. But the measure passed by lawmakers in 
April ultimately ended the center’s $4.4 million annual funding source in 2022 — over the objection of 
the school’s board.  

The Board of Regents in May asked Gov. Terry Branstad to veto the funding cutoff, saying it would 
“unnecessarily interrupt” many research projects. But Branstad signed the measure, which sets the 
transfer for Oct. 1. 

 

 

VTDigger 
July 4, 2017 

Dollars tell only part of story of pot legalization advocacy 

https://vtdigger.org/2017/07/04/dollars-tell-part-story-pot-legalization-advocacy/ 

The president of the Vermont Association of Chiefs of Police, Jennifer Morrison, calls for postponement 
of marijuana legalization during the one-day veto session in June.  

Despite a constant drum of advocacy on both sides of marijuana legalization in Montpelier this year, 
lobbying reports show that the sums spent were relatively modest. But the finance disclosures tell just 
part of the story of advocacy on the issue.  

It was the closest a marijuana legalization bill has come to becoming law in Vermont — or anywhere in 
the country.  

Though eight states and Washington, D.C., have legalized pot, all have done so through a voter initiative. 
Vermont’s Legislature was the first in the country to pass a legalization bill, which would have allowed 
possession of small amounts. And Gov. Phil Scott was the first governor to veto one.  

Ultimately a new version of the legalization bill, drafted to meet Scott’s requirements, failed on a 
procedural vote during a special one-day legislative session in June.  

Lobbyist disclosure reports that track 2017 expenditures show spending by the national pro-legalization 
group Marijuana Policy Project outstripping that of a leading national group against legalization, Smart 
Approaches to Marijuana.  

The most recent filing was due June 15 and covered the month of May. The totals don’t include lobbying 
during the June veto session.  

The reports show the Marijuana Policy Project spent $44,474 on lobbyists in the first half of the 
biennium. Disclosures show that SAM Action, the political action committee of Smart Approaches to 
Marijuana, paid $3,956 for lobbyists in 2017 through the end of May. The group also spent $2,140 on 
radio ads.  

https://vtdigger.org/2017/07/04/dollars-tell-part-story-pot-legalization-advocacy/


According to the nationwide group’s co-founder Kevin Sabet, SAM Action has not yet paid for all its 
lobbying efforts but will in the near future. He estimated total spending in Vermont for this year won’t 
top $20,000, including the June veto session.  

The numbers on both sides added up to far less than has been spent on hot button issues in Montpelier 
in the past. The 2015 push to impose a sales tax on soft drinks drew more than $500,000 in spending by 
the American Beverage Association alone in the first quarter of the year, for instance.  

On the issue of pot, both sides claim grass-roots support drives their agenda.  

Matt Simon of the Marijuana Policy Project said the group spent far less in Vermont than in Maine and 
Massachusetts, where marijuana legalization passed last year as a ballot initiative.  

Matt Simon, of the Marijuana Policy Project, announces the formation in 2015 of the Vermont Coalition 
to Regulate Marijuana, a collaboration of groups supporting legalization.  

Simon, who spent more time on marijuana policies in the New Hampshire Statehouse this year than in 
Montpelier, said he believes his group has and spends more money because there is more interest from 
the public in supporting its mission.  

“I think that people are more interested in donating to change than they are to obstruction,” Simon said. 

 Adam Necrason, a Montpelier-based lobbyist who represents the Marijuana Policy Project, sees 
legalization as the next step in a series of policy changes concerning pot over the last decade and a half.  

“This is a story of a decade of incrementalism,” Necrason said.  

Sabet, of Smart Approaches to Marijuana, said that grass-roots supporters and volunteers with the 
group’s state chapter drove the opposition to legalization. Lobbyists were “incidental” to that, he said.  

He charged that supporters of the Marijuana Policy Project are investors in pot businesses. Advocates in 
favor of legalization have rebuffed suggestions they represent corporate interests.  

“No one’s making money because we won,” Sabet said.  

Lobbyist Kevin Ellis, who represents SAM Action, said the issue is a philosophical one that drives 
participation from a lot of citizens who are not being compensated.  

“It’s an argument about what kind of Vermont you want to have,” Ellis said.  

Compared to issues Ellis has worked on in the past, like same-sex marriage, the dollar figures have been 
small so far. But Ellis expects higher levels of spending on marijuana advocacy in the future.  

“The big money has not been spent yet,” he said.  

If the Legislature passes a bill that paves the way for a regulated marijuana market, Ellis said, that would 
send a signal to private industry. “Then you’re going to have big marijuana spending serious dollars,” he 
said.  

Many familiar with the advocacy efforts concerning legalization in Montpelier say paid lobbying is just 
one part of a mosaic of initiatives from a variety of players.  

It is a challenge to quantify the total amount spent on pot-related advocacy under the Statehouse dome.  

For several groups chiming in on the issue, legalization was not their primary focus during the session. 
Advocates representing civil liberties organizations, police, medical professionals and others frequently 
lined the committee rooms when discussions about legalization were going on.  



Beth Novotny, a lobbyist who represents the Vermont Police Association, said she kept an eye on 
legalization legislation but it wasn’t high on her agenda. She said the group didn’t hire her to focus on 
marijuana legalization but that she tracked it because it was of interest to the association. However, she 
did not keep track of how much time she spent specifically on that issue.  

Law enforcement officers have been a visible presence on the issue in Montpelier. During the veto 
session, more than a dozen appeared in uniform at a news conference urging the halt of the legalization 
bill.  

Groups including the American Civil Liberties Union of Vermont advocated for the bill, in addition to 
following several other legislative initiatives.  

Will Senning, director of elections and campaign finance with the secretary of state’s office, said state 
law does not require expense reports to reference particular pieces of legislation, so it is not possible to 
track how much was spent concerning a specific initiative.  

Additionally, some lobbyists in Montpelier represent clients who may have an interest in going into the 
pot business, should it be legalized.  

There also are a handful of people who haunt the Statehouse to advocate on the issue but who do not 
register as lobbyists because they are not paid to be there.  

According to the secretary of state’s office, Vermont law requires people to register as lobbyists only if 
they are compensated more than $500 in a calendar year for their work, or if they spend more than that 
amount of their own money.  

Dave Silberman, a Middlebury resident who works for a California-based company, was a regular in the 
Statehouse cafeteria this year. Silberman said he is not being paid by anyone to be there and that his 
advocacy is entirely unrelated to his job. He also said he doesn’t have a personal agenda to become a 
grower or seller — though he does not rule out some professional involvement in the industry down the 
line, should opportunity arise.  

Silberman said he became involved after discussions about legalization picked up in the state Senate in 
2015, and he felt he could bring something to the discussion — as someone with a background in 
representing businesses in legal matters and as someone with an interest in criminal justice reform.  

“I’m not doing this for me,” Silberman said. “I’m doing this because this is an issue that I believe very 
strongly in.”  

Another visible figure in favor of legalization, Eli Harrington, co-founded Heady Vermont, a website that 
provides both updates on marijuana-related policies and guidance on advocating for policy change.  

Harrington said his venture is “a gateway for a lot of people to get involved with politics and civic 
engagement.”  

But so far he has not pulled down any paycheck for his work, he said, so he doesn’t register as a lobbyist.  

“Philosophically, it’s something that I believe in, so I go there representing myself,” he said. 

 

 

 

 



Houston Chronicle 
June 26, 2017 

Gasoline lobbyists go to battle to slow ethanol’s rise 

http://www.houstonchronicle.com/business/article/Gasoline-lobbyists-go-to-battle-to-slow-ethanol-s-
11242676.php 

The Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo Ca., as seen on Tuesday June 20, 2017. The Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District on Wednesday is expected to approve the nation's first limits on greenhouse gas 
emissions 

WASHINGTON - In the 12 years since Congress passed legislation requiring the blending of ethanol into 
the nation's fuel supply, oil companies and refineries have watched with dismay as ethanol steadily took 
larger and larger shares of the market.  

Now, with legislation before the Senate to lift a longtime summer ban on gasoline with higher 
concentrations of ethanol, refineries along the Gulf Cost could face stiffer competition to get their fuel 
into motorists' tanks at a time gasoline demand is slipping.  

With the oil industry lobbying in opposition, the future of the bill, introduced by a bipartisan coalition of 
Midwestern lawmakers, remains in question. But the proposal represents the ascendance of an 
increasingly influential ethanol industry trying to grab market share from petroleum companies.  

"This is a battle that's going to be out there for a while, or at least until electric cars get a major piece of 
traction," said Tom Kloza, global head of energy analysis at the research firm Oil Price Information 
Service. "If this legislation passes, it would be a nightmare for refiners."  

The issue has divided the Senate, with oil patch versus corn belt geography trumping party ties, and 
pitted two of President Donald Trump's key constituencies against each other - the fossil fuel sector 
against rural counties where ethanol is fast becoming an important economic engine. On the 
Environment and Public Works Committee, where the bill remains under review, senators from oil-rich 
states, including the committee chairman, Sen. John Barrasso, R-Wyo., and Sen. James Inhofe, R-Okla., 
are fighting to stop any further ceding of the U.S. fuel market to Midwestern corn growers.  

Warranties affected  

The vast majority of gas stations in the United States only sell gasoline with a 10 percent concentration 
of ethanol - called E10 - and any increase in that concentration means less gasoline for refiners to 
produce and less crude for drillers to supply. Most retailers have hesitated to sell 15 percent 
concentrations, called E-15, in part over auto maker warnings that using fuels with more than 10 
percent ethanol could void factory warranties on all but the latest models. But even retailers selling E15 
are required to shut those pumps during the peak summer driving season, under a federal law designed 
to reduce levels of asthma-causing ozone.  

Considering E15 sells for between 5 and 10 cents a gallon less than standard gasoline, ethanol 
manufacturers lining cornfields in the Midwest believe lifting the summer ban could translate to sales 
increases for their product.  

"It would be a seismic shift," said Robert Walther, vice president of federal affairs at the South Dakota 
biofuel company POET. "The retailers don't want to sell a product they can't sell year round. Brown 
bagging pumps in the summer costs them money."  

But the legislation has political hurdles to clear before it gets onto the Senate floor for a vote.  
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Using E15 in small engines, like those in motorcycles and lawn mowers, or in older automobiles could 
damage engine parts, according to the American Automobile Association. Although stations selling the 
fuel post warning signs, lobbyists representing the oil and refining industries maintain selling E15 
presents a danger through misfueling.  

"Some of the newer cars are being warrantied to handle E15, but about 90 percent of vehicles on the 
road have warranties that prohibit E15," said Chet Thompson, president of the American Fuel & 
Petrochemical Manufacturers. "We take all these measures very seriously, and we're going to do our 
best over the next few weeks to make sure the Senate understands our position."  

E15 is sold at approximately 800 stations around the country, according to an estimate by POET. For 
chains that sell it, including QuikTrip, RaceTrac, and Murphy's, the fuel offers a lower-cost option for 
customers whom they trust to determine whether it's safe for their car. These retailers say it's no 
different than customers avoiding diesel pumps if their car engines are not designed for it.  

"We have not had a single customer complaint," Mike Lorentz, executive vice president of the gas 
station chain Sheetz, testified before the Senate recently. "Even though we have done little to market 
the product, customers are finding it. They are finding it because it is 3 to 10 cents cheaper than regular 
gasoline."  

But the oil industry remains hugely influential among lawmakers in Washington, and a number of 
senators on the environmental and public works committee have indicated they do not intend to move 
the legislation to the Senate floor for a vote.  

Even with the rising influence of companies like POET, which donated close to $500,000 across all 
federal races during the 2016 election cycle, it is modest compared to companies like Exxon Mobil and 
Chevron, which together donated more than $7 million, according to the Center for Responsive Politics, 
a nonprofit, nonpartisan group that tracks money in politics.  

Factor in fuel efficiency  

Were E15 to become the standard, as E10 has, that would represent a 5 percent decline in gasoline 
consumption under current market conditions. With automobiles steadily becoming more fuel efficient, 
the spread of E-15 would make an already tough outlook for gasoline demand in the United States even 
tougher, said Kloza, the analyst at the Oil Price Information Service.  

Gasoline demand has been weak, particularly with the peak summer driving season underway. 
Compared to the same period a year ago, gasoline consumption has declined in nine of the past 10 
weeks, including falling nearly 2 percent last week, according to the Energy Department.  

"The ability to get better mileage is going to increase," Kloza said. "You have not had a major oil 
company or a refiner roll out E15 at their stations and the reason is they're interested in selling 
hydrocarbons." 


