mizunol-Alyssa

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2015 9:31 PM

To: LMGtestimony

Cc: ariannafeinberg@gmail.com

Subject: Submitted testimony for HB181 on Feb 11, 2015 14:00PM
HB181

Submitted on: 2/9/2015
Testimony for LMG on Feb 11, 2015 14:00PM in Conference Room 423

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
| Arianna Feinberg || Individual || Support || No |

Comments: | support this bill as their needs to be more scrutiny and disclosure on the activities of
lobbyist in Hawali. As public servants please do all you can to get money out of politics. Thank you for
your continued service to our state.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please emalil
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov



TO: Members of the Committee on Legislative Management
FROM: Natalie Iwasa

Honolulu, HI 96825

808-395-3233
HEARING: 2 p.m. Wednesday, February 11, 2015

SUBJECT: HB 181 Lobbying Expenditures SUPPORT

Aloha Chair and Committee Members,

Thank you for allowing me the opportunity to provide testimony on HB 181,
which would remove the exemption from lobbying expenditures for the cost of
preparing testimony.

Common sense tells us that lobbying should include the costs of preparing
testimony. Please vote "yes" on this bill.



mizunol-Alyssa

From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov

Sent: Monday, February 09, 2015 8:54 PM

To: LMGtestimony

Cc: anthuriumz@hotmail.com

Subject: Submitted testimony for HB181 on Feb 11, 2015 14:00PM
HB181

Submitted on: 2/9/2015
Testimony for LMG on Feb 11, 2015 14:00PM in Conference Room 423

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
. League of Women Voters
wynnie hee of Hawaii Support No

Comments: The League of Women Voters of Hawaii supports the State Ethics Commission in its
effort to shine light on how much money is being spent by whom to influence our law makers.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please emalil
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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STATE
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State of Hawaii * Bishop Square, 1001 Bishop Street, ASB Tower 970 * Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

February 11, 2015

The Honorable Scott Y. Nishimoto, Chair

The Honorable John M. Mizuno, Vice Chair
Honorable Members

House Committee on Legislative Management
Hawaii State Capitol, Room 439

415 South Beretania Street

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Re: Testimony on HB No. 181, Relating to Lobbying Expenditures

Hearing: Wednesday, February 11, 2015, 2:00 p.m.
State Capitol, Conference Room 423

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on H.B. No. 181, Relating to Lobbying
Expenditures. The State Ethics Commission (“Commission”) strongly supports this bill,
whose purpose is to clarify and strengthen the reporting requirement for lobbying
expenditures under the Lobbyists Law, Hawaii Revised Statutes (“HRS”) chapter 97.

This bill amends the Lobbyists Law in two ways: 1) it deletes language that
excludes the expenses of preparing written testimony from the definition of a lobbying
“expenditure;” and 2) it removes the requirement that only lobbying expenditures in
excess of $750 must be reported.

The Lobbyists Law requires lobbyists and others who meet certain threshold
requirements to periodically report lobbying expenditures and contributions. The law
defines “expenditure” to include a payment or anything of value, including compensation
paid to a lobbyist for the performance of lobbying services; however, excluded from this
definition are “the expenses of preparing written testimony and exhibits for a hearing.”

The underlying purposes of requiring lobbyists and lobbying organizations to report
expenditures is to provide complete and accurate information as to how much money is
spent for lobbying purposes. In excluding “the expenses of preparing written testimony
and exhibits for a hearing,” it is the Commission’s understanding that the legislature
intended that the costs associated with the ministerial actions (e.g., clerical, typing and
copying) to prepare testimony be omitted from the calculation of lobbying expenditures.
More specifically, at the time the law was enacted in 1975, all written testimony was
submitted in paper format and the legislature required multiple copies of written testimony
be submitted. The costs associated with formatting, copying and collating the testimony
are not costs that the legislature intended be reported as lobbying expenditures.
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Consistent with its understanding of the legislature’s intent, the Commission has
interpreted the term “expenditure,” as defined in HRS section 97-1(4), to include the
expenses relating to researching and drafting testimony. The Commission’s interpretation
is consistent with the reporting section of the Lobbyists Law which specifically requires the
itemization of expenses related to the “preparation and distribution of lobbying materials.™

The Commission believes the language excluding the expenses to prepare
written testimony is now outdated and confusing. Testimony, generally, is submitted
electronically, eliminating copying and collating costs. Moreover, the language may
mislead filers into believing that no expenses associated with preparing testimony need be
reported. Thus, filers may not be reporting the significant costs of researching and writing
testimony. This misunderstanding and failure to report frustrates the purpose of the
Lobbyists Law and is contrary to the Commission’s interpretation of the exclusion.

House Bill 181 also amends the Lobbyists Law to delete the requirement that
lobbyists and organizations report only those expenses in excess of $750 in a reporting
period. This reporting threshold in the law appears to have been intended as a way to
focus the reporting requirements of the Lobbyists Law on persons and organizations that
spent substantial sums of money on lobbying activities. The current law, however,
includes monetary thresholds that a person or organization must meet before reporting
is required. More specifically, the term “lobbyist” is defined as an individual who is paid
to lobby and spends more than five hours a month or more than $750 during a reporting
period lobbying.? Similarly, the Lobbyists Law requires lobbying reports to be filed by
organizations that spend more than $750 in a six-month period lobbying, excluding travel
expenses.® Only after these threshold “triggers” are reached are reports required to be
filed. This ensures that only those who spend significant amounts of money lobbying are
required to file reports. It is unnecessary and contrary to the purpose of the Lobbyists Law
to further limit reporting to only those expenses above the $750 threshold amount.

In addition, last year, the statute was amended to require lobbyists and
organizations to report their expenditures relating to specific categories or types. Before
the statute was amended, lobbyists and organizations were required to report only the
total amount expending for purposes of lobbying during the reporting period. Currently,
lobbyists and organizations report, for instance, the total sum that they have expended
relating to media advertising, relating to entertainment, relating to receptions, and relating

L HRS 97-3(c)3)(A).
% HRS 97-1(6)

3 HRS 97-3(a)(2).
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to gifts. The Commission suggests that requiring reporting of only those expenditures
over $750 is inconsistent with the requirement that all lobbying expenses be itemized into
certain categories. Stated differently, in the Commission’s opinion, it is inconsistent with
the intent of the reporting requirement to allow a lobbyist or organization to NOT report the
first $750 expended for lobbying purposes relating to one or more of the categories without
the public having any ability to understand for which activity the expenditure was incurred.

The Commission believes that the current law is confusing and misleading to the
public. Lobbying reports are meant to reflect all of the expenses made for the purpose of
lobbying. The Commission believes that there is no reason to exclude the first $750 from
the reporting requirement and that to do so creates the mistaken impression that less
money was spent lobbying.

To summarize, H.B. No. 181 will clarify: 1) that the expenses of researching and
writing testimony should be reported; and 2) that lobbyists and organizations that meet the
reporting thresholds in the law should report all of their lobbying expenses. For these
reasons, the State Ethics Commission strongly supports H.B. No. 181.

Thank you for considering the Commission’s testimony.
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STATEMENT OF THE ILWU LOCAL 142 ON H.B. 181
RELATING TO LOBBYING EXPENDITURES

The ILWU Local 142 opposes H.B. 181, which broadens the term “expenditures” by removing
the exemption for expenses relating to the preparation of testimony before a legislative or
administrative hearing and requires lobbyist’s statement of expenditures to include total
expenditures, rather than expenditures over $750.

Preparation of written testimony and exhibits for public hearings is part of the process for
allowing a wide spectrum of viewpoints to be considered by legislators before decisions are
made. Good public policy should not equate written testimony with the direct and personal
persuasion directed at lawmakers face-to-face.

Furthermore, requiring lobbyists to report all expenditures, including time to prepare testimony,
will present an unnecessary burden not only for the lobbyist but for the staff required to review
the reports.

If the current structure has been satisfactory and no problems have occurred, then the law should
remain as is.

The ILWU respectfully requests that H.B. 181 be held. Thank you for considering our views on
this matter.


mizuno1
Late
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