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SELECTED COMMITTEES 

Ethics--------
Committees that consider 
violatiom of legislative 
rules and all questions of 
conduct of legislators. 

ALABAMA 
Sen. Tommy Ed Roberts (D) 
Chair 
Constitution, Campaign 

Finance, Ethics & 
Election Cmte. 

Alabama State House 
11 S. Union SL, Ste. 733 
Montgomery, AL 36130-

4600 
Phone: (334) 242-7874 
Fax: (334) 242--8819 

~KA 
Shirley McCoy ( public 

member) 
Chair 
Select Cmte. on Legislative 

Ethics 
P.O. Box 101468 
Anchorage, AK 99510-1468 
Phone: (907) 258-8172 

AMERICAN SAMOA 
Rep. Sala E. Samiu 
Chair 
House Rules Cmte. 
Legislature of American 

Samoa 
P.O. Box485 
Pago Pago, AS 96799 
Phone: (684) 633-1581 

Sen. Tuilefano M. Vaelaa 
Chair 
Senate Rules Cmte. 

-"Legislature of American 
Samoa 

P.O. Box485 
Pago Pago, AS 96799 
Phone: (684) 633-4654 
Fax: (684) 633-1638 

ARIZONA 
Rep. Marilyn Jarrett (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State Capitol 
1700 W. Washington St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2890 
Phone: ( 602) 542-3163 
Fax: (602) 542-0102 
E-mail: mjarrett 

@azleg .state .az. us 

Rep. Wes Marsh, Jr. (R) 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. 
State Capitol 
1700 W. Washington SL 
Phoenix. AZ 85007-2890 
Phone: ( 602) 542-5503 
Fax: (602) 542-0102 
E-mail: wmarsh 

@azleg .state .az. us 

Sen. Tom Smith (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Senate Wing Capitol 

Complex 
1700 W. Washington SL 
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2890 
Phone: ( 602) 542-5955 
Fax: (602) 542-3429 
£...mail: tsmith 

@azleg.state.az.us 

ARKANSAS 
Sen. Allen Gordon (D) 
Chair 
State Agencies & 

Governmental Affairs 
Cmte. 

State Capitol, Rm. 320 
Llttle Rock, AR 72201 
Phone: (501) 682-6107 
Fax: (501) 682-2917 

Rep. Ted Thomas (D) 
Chair 
State Agencies & 

Governmental Affairs 
Cmte. 

Bur. of Legislative Research 
State Capitol, Rm. 315 
Llttle Rock, AR 72201 
Phone: (501) 682-1937 

CALIFORNIA 
Asmblywmn. Sheila James 

Kuehl (D) 
Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
State Capitol 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: (916) 319-2041 

Vacant 
Chair 
Legislative Ethics Cmte. 
1020 N SL, Rm. 238 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: (916) 324-6929 
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COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DEi.AWARE 
Sen. Thomas B. Sharp ( D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Legislative Hall 
P.O. Box 1401 
Dover, DE 19903 
Phone: ( 302) 739-4163 
Fax: (302) 739-7719 

Rep. Wayne A Smith (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Legislative Hall 
P.O. Box 1401 
Dover, DE 19903 
Phone: (302) 739-4120 
Fax: (302) 739-7349 
E-mail: wsmith 

@legis.state.de.us 

DISI'RICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

fl.ORIDA 
Rep.Joe Arnall (R) 
Chair 
Rules & Calendar Cmte. 
The Capitol, Rm. 513 
402 S. Monroe SL 
Tallah~e. FL 32399-1300 
Phone: (850) 488--0001 
E-mail: arnallJoseph 

@leg.state.fl.us 

Sen. Burt L Saunders (R) 
Chair 
Ethics & Elections Cmte. 
420 Knott Bldg. 
404 S. Monroe St 
Tallah~e, FL 32399-1100 
Phone: (850) 487-5828 
E-mail: saunders.burt.web 

@leg.state.fl.us 

GEORGIA 
Rep. Mike Snow (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
132 State Capitol 
Atlanta, GA 30334 
Phone: ( 404) 656-5943 

Sen. Terrell Starr (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
321 State Capitol 
Atlanta, GA 30334 
Phone: ( 404) 656-7586 
Fax: ( 404) 463-7781 

GUAM 

HAWAil 
Sen. Avery Chumbley (D) 
Co-Chair 
Judiciary Onte. 
State Capitol 
415 S. Beretania SL, Rm. 230 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
Phone: (808) 586-6030 
Fax: (808) 586-6031 
E-mail: senchumbley 

@capitol.hawaii.gov 

Rep. Ezra R Kanoho (D) 
Chair 
Legislative MgmL Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. 432 
415 S. Beretania SL 
Honolulu, HI 96813 
Phone: (808)586-6270 
Fax: (808) 586-6271 

Sen. Matt Matsunaga (D) 
Co-Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
State Capitol 
415 S. Beretania SL, Rm. 2'26 
Honolulu. HI 96813 
Phone: (808) 586-7100 
Fax: ( 808) 586-7109 
E-mail: senmatsunaga 

@capitol.hawaii.gov 

IDAHO 
Sen. Denton C. Darrington 

(R) 
Chair 
Judiciary & Rules Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0081 
Phone: (208) 332-1317 
Fax: (208) 334-2320 

Rep. John H. Tippets (R) 
Chair 
State Affairs Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-0038 
Phone: (208) 332-1145 
Fax: (208) 334-5397 



) 
II.J.JNOIS 
Rep. 0anielJ. Burke (0) 
Chair 
Executive Cmte. 
2650 W. 51st SL 
Chicago, IL 60632 
Phone: (773) 471-2299 
Fax: (773) 471-1648 

Sen. Dick Klemm (R) 
Chair 
Executive Cmte. 
State House, Rm. 124 
301 S. 2nd SL 
Springfield, Il.. 62706 
Phone: (217) 782-8000 

Rep. Louis I. Lang (D) 
Chair 
Conflicts of Interest Cmte. 
4119 W. Main 
Skokie, IL 60076 
Phone: (847) 67~1131 
Fax: (847) 67~2535 

.INDIANA 
Rep. Chester F. Dobis (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State House 
200 W. Washington SL 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
Phone: ( 317) 232-9627 
Ermail: RI 3@ai.org 

Sen. Luke Kenley (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State House 
200 W. Washington SL 
Indianapolis, IN 46204-

2875 
Phone: (317) 232-9840 

IOWA 
Rep. Mtchael Cormack (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State Capitol 
Des Moines, IA 50319 
Phone: (515) 281-6996 
E-mail: mconnac 

@legis.state.ia.us 

Sen. H. Kay Hedge (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. 117-A 
Des Moines, IA 50319 
Phone: (515) 281-6088 
Fax: (515) 242-6108 
E-mail: kay_hedge 

@legis.state.ia.us 

KANSAS 
Rep. Lisa L Benion ( R) 
Chair 
Governmental 

Organization & 
Elections Cmte. 

State Capitol, Rm. 115-S 
300 SW 10th SL 
Topeka, KS 66612-1591 
Phone: (785) 296-7652 
E-mail: benlon 

@house.state.ks.us 

Sen. Janice Hardenbw-ger 
(R) 

Chair 
Elections & Local Govt. 

Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. l 4~N 
300 SW 10th SL 
Topeka, KS 66612-1565 
Phone: (785) 296-7371 
Fax: (785) 296-6718 
E-mail: hardenburger 

@senate.state.ks.us 

KENTIJCKY 
Sen. Albert Robinson (R) 
Chair 
State & Local Govt. Cmte. 
Capitol Annex, 2nd Fl. 
Frankfort. KY 40601 
Phone: (502) 564-8100 
Fax: (502) 564-6543 · 

LOUISIANA 
Sen.John L Dardenne,Jr. 

(R) 
Chair 
Senate & Governmental 

Affairs Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 94183 
Baton Rouge, 1A 70804 
Phone: (225) 342-2108 
Fax: ( 225) 342-0617 

Rep. Oi.arles D. Lancaster,Jr. 
(R) 

Chair 
House & Governmental 

Affairs Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 44486 
Baton Rouge, 1A 70804-

4486 
Phone: (225) 342-6945 
Fax: (225) 342-0768 

MAINE 
Rep. Christopher P. O'Neil 

(D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cm te. 
2 State House Station 
Augusta, ME 04333-0002 
Phone: (207) 287-1400 
Fax: (207) 287-1456 

Sen. Anne M. Rand (D) 
Chair 
Cmte. on Conduct & Ethics 
3 State House Station 
Augusta, ME 04333 
Phone: (207) 287-1540 
Fax: (207) 287-1900 

Rep.John L Tuttle.Jr. (D) 
Co-Chair 
JL Legal & Veterans Affairs 

Cmte. 
115 State House Station 
Augusta. ME 04333-0115 
Phone: (207) 287-1310 
Fax: (207) 287-1580 

MARYLAND 
Sen. MichaelJ. Collins (D) 
Co-Chair 
JL Cmte. on Legislative 

Ethics 
216James Senate Ofc. 

Bldg. 
Annapolis, MD 21401-1991 
Phone: (410) 841-3642 
Fax: (410) 841-3850 
E-mail: michael_collins 

@senate.state.md.us 

Del. Kenneth C. Montague, 
Jr. (D) 

Co-Chair 
JL Cmte. on Legislative 

Ethics 
310 House Ofc. Bldg. 
Annapolis, MD 21401-1991 
Phone: (410) 841-3259 
Fax: ( 410) 841-3850 
E-mail: kenneth_montague 

@house.state.md.us 

Del.John F. Wood.Jr. (D) 
Chair 
Cmte. on Commerce & 

Govt. Matters 
141 House Ofc. Bldg. 
Annapolis, MD 21401-1991 
Phone: (410) 841-3502 
Fax: (410) 841-3850 
E-mail: john_wood 

@house.state.md.us 

' 

Ethics 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Rep.Arthurj.Broadhurst 

(D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
St.ate House 
Boston, .MA 02133 
Phone: ( 617) 722-2040 
E-mail: AnhurBroadhurst 

@house.state.ma.us 

Sen. Susan C. Tucker (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State House, Rm. 416-A 
Boston, MA 02133 
Phone: (617) 722-1612 

MICIDGAN 
Rep. Michael Bishop (R) 
Chair 
Constitutional Law & 

Ethics Cmte. 
P.O. Box 30014 
Lansing, MI 48909-7514 
Phone: (517) 37~1773 
Fax: (517) 373-5913 
E-mail: mdbishop 

@house.state.mi.us 

Sen. Bill Bullard.Jr. (R) 
Chair 
Govt. Operations Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 30036 
Lansing, MI 48909-7536 
Phone: (517) 37~1758 
Fax: (517) 373-0938 
E-mail: SenBBullard 

@senate.state.mi.us 

Rep. Andrew Raczkowski 
(R) 

Chair 
Oversight & Operations 

Cmte. 
P.O. Box 30014 
Lansing, MI 48909-7514 
Phone: (517) 37~1793 
Fax: (517) 373-8501 
E-mail: araczk.o 

@house.state.mi.us 

~OTA 
Rep. Elaine Harder (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
487 State Ofc. Bldg. 
100 Constitution Ave. 
SL Paul, MN 55155 
Phone: (651) 296-5373 
E-mail: rep.elaine.harder 

@house.leg.state.mvn.us 
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Sen. John Marty ( DFL) 
Chair 
Election Laws Cmte. 
325 State Capitol Bldg. 
75 Constitution Ave. 
SL Paul, MN 55155-1606 
Phone: ( 651) 296-5645 
Fax: ( 651) 296-6511 
E-mail: senJohn.marty 

@senate.leg.state.mn.us 

MISSISSIPPI 
Sen. Terry Bunon (D) 
Co-Chair 
JL Investigations of State 

Officials Cmte. 
101 Rew St. 
Newton, MS 39345 
Phone: (601) 359-3770 
Fax: (601) 359-3935 
E-mail: tburton 

@mail.senate.state.ms.us 

Rep. Edwin Perry (D) 
Oiair 
Judiciary A Cmte. 
State Capitol 
400 High St. 
Jackson, MS 39201 
Phone: ( 601) 359-3388 
Fax: (601) 359-3879 

Rep. Robert E. Vmce (D) 
Oiair 
Ethics Crnte. 
State Capitol 
400 High St. 
Jackson, MS 39201 
Phone: (601) 359-3369 
Fax: (601) 359-3062 

MISSOURI 
Sen. Harold L. Caskev (D) 
Chair , 
EtlJ.ics Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. 320 
Jefferson City, MO-65101 
Phone: (573) 751-4116 
Fax: (573) 751-2745 

Rep. Robert Clayton (D) 
Qiair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. 114-C 
201 W. Capitol Ave .. 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 
Phone: (573) 751-9614 
Fax: (573)526-0513 
E-mail: rclayton 

@services.state.mo.us 

MONTANA 
Sen. John G. Harp ( R) 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. 
53 Willow Dr. 
Kalispell. MT 59901 
Phone: ( 406) 752-4277 

Rep. Roger Somerville ( R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
P.O. Box 1104 
Kalispell, MT 59903 
Phone: ( 406) 844-3667 

NEBRASKA 
Sen. DiAnna R. Schimek 

(NP) 
Chair 
Govt., Military & Veterans 

Affairs Crnte. 
P.O. Box 94604 
Lincoln, NE 68509 
Phone: (402) 471-2632 
Fax: ( 402) 471-2126 
E-mail: dschimek 

@unicam.state.nc.us 

NEVADA 
~mblywmn. Oiris 

Giunchigliani (D) 
Chair 
Elections, Procedures & 

Ethics Cmte. 
706 Bracken Ave. 
Las V~, NV 89104-1644 
Phone: (702) 366-1663 
Fax: (702) 388-4097 

NEW HAMPSmRE 
Sen. Richard RUMman (R) 
Chair 
Legislative Ethics Cmte 
18 Beach Dr. 
Kingston, NH 03848 
Phone: (603) 642-5904 

NEWJERSEY 
~mblymn. Alan M. 

Augustine (R) 
Chair 
State Govt. Cmte. 
1811 Springfield Ave. 
New Providence, NJ 0797 4 
Phone: (908) 665-7777 
Fax: ( 908) 665-0903 
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NEW MEXICO 
Sen. Pete Campos (D) 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. 
500 Ravnolds Ave. 
Las Vegas. NM 87701 
Phone: (505) 454-6648 

Rep. Nick L Salazar (D) 
Chair 
Rules & Order of Business 

Cmte. 
P.O. Box 1076 
Sanjuan Pueblo, NM 

87566 
Phone: (505) 667-0362 

Sen. Michael S. Sanchez ( D) 
Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
3 Bunton Rd. 
Belen, NM 87002 
Phone: (515) 865-0688 

NEWYORK 
~mblywmn. Deborah 

Glick (D.) 
Oiair 
Ethics & Guidance Cmte. 
Legislative Ofc. Bldg., 

Rm.454 
State Capitol 
Albany, NY 12248 
Phone: (518) 455-4841 
E--mail: glickd 

@assembly.state .ny. us 

Sen.Johnj. Marchi (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Capitol Bldg., Rm. 416 
Albany, NY 12247 
Phone: (518) 455-3215 
E--mail: marchi 

@senate.state.ny.us . 

NOR'IH CAROLINA 
Rep. George W. Miller, Jr. 

(D) 
<:o-chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
P.O. Box 2975 
Durham, NC 27715-2975 
Phone: (919) 403-0000 
Fax: (919) 403-0001 
E--mail: Georgem 

@ms.ncga.state.nc.us 

Rep. Stephen W. Wood ( R) 
Co-Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
P.O. Box 5172 
High Point. NC 27262 
Phone: ( 336) 883-9663 
Fax: (919) 733-2599 
E-mail: Stevew 

@ms.ncga.state.nc.us 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Rep. Duane L DeKrev ~ R) 
Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
State Capitol 
600 E. Blvd. Ave. 
Bismarck. ND 58505 
Phone: (701) 328-2916 
E-mail: ddekrey 

@state.nd.us 

Sen. Rod SL Aubyn (R) 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. 
State Capitol 
600 E. Blvd. Ave. 
Bismarck. ND 58505-0360 
Phone: (701) 772-4844 
E-mail: rstaubyn 

@state.nd.us 

Sen. Wayne Stenehjem (R) 
Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
State Capitol 
600 E. Blvd. Ave. 
Bismarck. ND 58505-0360 
Phone: (701) 328-2916 
Fax: (701) 775-4679 
E-mail: wstenehj 

@aol.com 

NORTHERN MARIANA 
ISI.ANDS 
Rep. Ana S. Teregeyo (R) 
Chair 
Special Standing Cmte. on 

Official Conduct & 
Ethics 

P.O. Box 586 
Saipan, MP 96950 
Phone: (670) 664-2663 
Fax: (670) 322-2662 



' 

• 

Sen. Thomas P. Villagomez 
(R) 

Chair 
Public Utilities, 

Transportation & 
Communication Cmte. 

P.O. Box 129 
Saipan, MP 96950 
Phone: (670) 644-3278 
Fax: (670) 322-2500 
E-mail: senkiyu 

@saipan.com 

omo 
Rep.JeffJacobson (R) 
Chair 
Ethics & Standards Cmte. 
Vern Riffe Ctr. 
77 S. High St. 
Columbus, OH 43266-0603 
Phone: (614) 644-8051 
Fax: (614)644-9494 

Sen. Richard P. Schafrath 
(R) 

Chair 
State & Local Govt. & 
• Veterans' Affairs Cmtc. 

Statehouse 
Columbus, OH 43215-4276 
Phone: (614) 466-8086 

OKLAHOMA 
Sen. Maxine Homer (D) 
Chair 
Govt. Operations & Agency 

Oversight Cmte. 
State Capitol 
2300 N. Lincoln Blvd. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 
Phone: (405) 521-5598 

OREGON 
Rep. Mark Simmons (R) 
Chair 
Rules, Elections & Public 

Affairs Cmte. 
State Capitol, Rm. H-292 
900 Court St., NE 
Salem, OR 97310-1347 
Phone: (503) 98&-1458 
&mail: simmons.rep 

@state.or.us 

Sen. Charles Starr (R) 
Chair 
Rules & Elections Cmte. 
S-312 State Capitol 
900 Court St., NE 
Salem, OR 97310-1347 
Phone: (503) 98&-1705 
Fax: (503) 98&-1958 
E-mail: starr.sen@state.or.us 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Rep. Paul I. Clymer ( R) 
Chair 
State Govt. Cmte. 
110 Capitol Annex 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
Phone: ( 717) 783-3154 
Fax: (717) 705-1849 

Sen. Charles D. Lemmond 
(R) 

Chair 
State Govt. Cmte. 
Senate Box 203020 
172 Capitol Bldg. 
Hanisburg, PA 17120 
Phone: (717) 787-7428 
Fax: (717) 787-9242 

PUERTO RICO 
Rep. Norberto Nieves-

Roman (NPP) 
Chair 
Internal Affairs Cmte. 
The Capitol 
P.O. Box 2228 
Sanjuan, PR 00901 
Phone: (787) 721-6040 

Sen. Sergio Pena-Oos 
(NPP) 

Chair 
Anti-Conuption & Govt. 

Ethics Cmte. 
The Capitol 
P.O. Box 9023431 
Sanjuan, PR 00902-3431 
Phone: (787) 724-6310 
Fax: (787) 725-9697 

Sen. Ramon L Rivera Cruz 
(NPP) 

Chair 
Ethics Cmte. for the Senate 
The Capitol 
P.O. Box 9023431 
Sanjuan, PR 00902-3431 
Phone: (787) 724-2030 
Fax: (787) 725-2696 

RHODE ISLAND 
Sen. M. Teresa Paiva-Weed 

(D) 
Chair 
Judiciary Cmte. 
State Capitol-Central Mail 

Service 
1 Capitol Hill 
Providence, R102903 
Phone: ( 401) 222-6625 
Fax: (401) 222-1306 
E-mail: sen-paivaweed 

@rilin.state.ri.us 

\ 

SOUfH CAROLINA 
Sen. Hugh K. Leatherman, 

Sr. (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
P.O. Box l 186i 
Columbia, SC 29211 
Phone: (803) 212-6410 
Fax: (803) 212-6299 
E-mail: SET 

@legis.lpitr.state.sc. us 

Rep. Becky Meacham (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
State Capitol 
P.O. Box 11867 
Columbia, SC 29211 
Phone:" (803) 734-3114 
E-mail: het 

@legis.lpitr.state.sc.us 

SOUfH DAKOTA 
Rep. Steve Cutler (R) 
Chair 
State Affairs Cmte. 
12057 411th Ave. 
Claremont, SD 57432-7302 
Phone: (605) 294-5232 

Sen. Harold W. Halverson 
(R) 

Chair 
State Affairs Cmte. 
47049 151st St 
Twin Brooks, SD 57269-

9658 
Phone: (605) 432-5704 

TENNESSEE 
Sen. Douglas Heruy,Jr. (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Legislative Plz., Ste. 11 
Nashville, TN 37243-0021 
Phone: (615) 741-7881 
Fax: (615) 741-2380 

Rep. Matt Kisber (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
Legislative Plz. 
Nashville, TN 37243 
Phone: (615) 741-4156 
E-mail: rep.matt.kisber 

@legislature.state.tn.us 

Ethics 

TEXAS 
Rep. Pete Gallego (D) 
Chair 
Gen. Investigating Cmtc. 
P.O. Box 2910 
Austin, TX 78768--2910 
Phone: ( 512) 463-0780 
Fax: (512) 463-5896 

Rep. Steven D. Wolens (D) 
Chair 
State Affairs Cmte. 
P.O. Box 2910 
Austin, TX 78768-2910 
Phone: (512) 46:W814 
Fax: ( 512) 463-5896 

I 

U.S. VIRGIN ISi.ANDS 

UfAH 
Rep. Don E. Bush (R) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
138 Locust St. 
Clearfield, UT 84-015 
Phone: (801) 825-3210 
Fax: (801) 825-3210 

Rep. Mary Carlson (D) 
Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
2419 Maywood Dr. 
Salt Lake City, UT 84109 
Phone: (801) 485-8612 
Fax: (801) 485-8612 

Sen. Mike Dmitrich (D) 
Co-Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
566 N. Dover Cir. 
Price, UT 84501 
Phone: ( 435) 637-0426 
Fax: (801) 538-1414 

Sen. Lyle W. Hillyard (R) 
Co-Chair 
Ethics Cmte. 
175 E. First St., N. 
Logan, UT 84321 
Phone: (801) 538-1406 
Fax: (801) 538-1449 

VERMONT 
Sen. Peter E. Shumlin (D) 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. 
State House 
115 State St., Drawer 33 
Montpelier, vr 05633 
Phone: (802) 828-2228 
Fax: (802) 828-2424 

State Legislative Leadership, Committees & Staff 1999 339 



\ 
SELECTED COMMITTEES - Ethics 

VIRGINIA WISCONSIN 
Sen. Richardj. Holland (D) Sen. Fred A Risser (D) 
Chair Chair 
Rules Cmte. Jt. Cmte. on Legislative 
P.O. Box 285 Organii.ation 
Windsor, VA 23487-0285 P.O. Box 7882 
Phone: (757) 242-6111 Madison, WI 53707-7882 
Fax: (757) 242-4774 Phone: (608) 266-1627 

Fax: (608) 266-1629 
Speaker Thomas W. Moss.Jr. E-mail: Sen.Risser 

(D) @legis.state.wi.us 
Chair 
Rules Cmte. Sen. Rohen W. Wirch (D) 
State Capitol Chair 
P.O. Box406 Economic Dev., Housing & 
Richmond, VA 23218 Govt. Operations Cmte. 
Phone: (757) 623-6677 P.O. Box 7882 

Madison, WI 53707-7882 
WASHINGTON Phone: (608) 267-8979 
Rep. Qyde Ballard (R) Fax: (608) 267-0984 
Co-Chair E-mail: Sen. Wirch 
Rules Cmte. @legis.state.wi.us 
P.O. Box 40600 
Olympia, WA 98504-0600 WYOMING 
Phone: (360) 786-7999 Rep. Eli D. Bebout (R) 

Chair 
Rep. Frank Chopp (D) Rules & Procedures Cmte. 
O:>alair State Capitol 
RulesCmte. 200 W. 24th St 
P.O. Box 40600 Cheyenne, WY 82002 
Olympia, WA 98504-0600 Phone: (307) 777-7679 
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Boys being boys? That would be an easy way to dismiss one state senator striking another during 
debate Thursday on property rights and recreational trails, but it would send the wrong message. 
Official condemnation is called for. 

Violence of any sort isn't tolerated the way it used to be, for good reason, whether it's a husband 
hitting his wife or students scuffling on the playground. As a society, we've come to realize that no 
one has the right to physically attack someone else. Certainly, not a state senator on the floor of 
the Senate, which is supposed to be a model of civility. 

Senator Dennis Black of Grinnell, a trails supporter, said he is considering an ethics complaint 
against Senator John Jensen of Plainfield after Jensen walked across the Senate chamber and hit 
him in the shoulder. Jensen was then restrained by another senator. Jensen apparently thought 
he'd been called a liar. 

Senate Majority Leader Stewart Iverson said Friday that the "unfortunate" incident had been blown 
out of proportion, that there was no intent to do harm. Black and Jensen were brought together 
later and shook hands. "I consider it over and done," said Iverson. 

True, no one appears to have been injured, but serious damage has been done nonetheless. The 
Senate must make it clear that what Jensen did is unacceptable. 

Des Moines Register Editorial 

LANGUAGE: English 

LOAD-DATE: April 13, 1999 

·-··-------•-•-·---- ----

View: Cite I KWIC I Full ◄#½#Id'◄ 48 of 107 NU❖ Text Only I Download I Fax I Email 
-rncus™ - Narrow Results I Save As ECLIPSE I More Like This I More Like Selected Text 

02/29/2000 5:4 l PM 



-;~arch - 23 Results - (clhics w, I c ... l) w110 (legislator or legislature) http://www.lex1s.com/research1retTi ... d5=d0548b3ca0485ct1Jffi90778ab86b3-1 

Anchorage Daily News July 18, 1998, Saturday, 

Copyright 1998 Anchorage Daily News 
Anchorage Daily News 

July 18, 1998, Saturday, FINAL EDITION 

SECTION: METRO, Pg. lD 

LENGTH: 922 words 

HEADLINE: LAWSUIT QUESTION OF ETHICS; 
LEGISLATORS' FREE LEGAL HELP MAY BREAK CODE 

BYLINE: Robert Kowalski; Daily News Juneau Bureau 

DATELINE: Juneau 

BODY: 

State legislators who agreed to take part as individuals in a lawsuit on the subsistence issue against 
the federal government may have violated the state ethics code by accepting free legal 
representation. 

That is being questioned as the case is being heard in federal court and the Legislature is about to 
take up the subsistence issue in a second special session next week. 

Meanwhile, after a legislative committee ruled on the ethical question early this year, the full 
Legislature quietly changed the state law so that accepting such legal services at no charge won't be 
a problem for lawmakers in the future. 

The legislators -- three state senators and six representatives, all Republicans -- agreed to act as 
individual Alaskans in a lawsuit the Legislative Council filed in January seeking to block a federal 
takeover of subsistence hunting and fishing management in Alaska. 

They did so as a legal strategy to help ensure that the case could go forward even if a court decided 
the legislative body didn't have standing to pursue the lawsuit. 

A federal judge heard arguments in the case in Washington, D.C., this week, but has not made a 
ruling. The legal challenge is a key part of discussions expected to take place next week when the 
Legislature returns to Juneau to try to find a way to avert federal takeover of subsistence fishing 
management in the state. 

The Legislative Council agreed to pay $ 175,000 in state funds for legal representation on its lawsuit. 
But none of the lawmakers who are named as individual plaintiffs in the suit have paid for legal work 
on the case, according to Rep. Ramona Barnes, chairwoman of the Legislative Council. 

Barnes said that the chief lawyer hired by the Legislative Council, Mark Pollot of Boise, Idaho, agreed 
to represent the individuals named in the suit on a pro bono, or without charge, basis. 

That is a violation of existing state law, said Mike Walleri, general counsel of the Tanana Chiefs 
Conference, a Fairbanks-based group that opposes the Legislature's lawsuit and has objected to the 
Legislative Council using state money to pay for it. 

"Their continuing participation is a willful violation of the ethics law," Walleri said of the lawmakers 
named as plaintiffs. "I think there's a real problem and I think it's a major policy issue." 
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The Legislature's ethics committee in February ruled that if lawmakers named individually in the 
lawsuit didn't pay for their legal representation, the value of the legal services must be considered a 
gift under state law. 

Lawmakers cannot accept a gift worth $ 100 or more under the law, the committee ruled. 

House Majority Leader Brian Porter sought the ethics committee opinion. He said he decided not to 
participate as an individual in the lawsuit as a result of the committee's ruling. 

"The opinion indicated that we would be receiving something of value from that representation and 
that it would be, consequently, improper, if we were individually listed," said Porter, an Anchorage 
Republican. "It crossed my mind that there was an ethics problem." 

But some of the lawmakers who are listed in the suit said the amount of legal services they've 
received in the case is so minimal that it doesn't violate the ethics law's limits on receiving gifts. 

"We filled out our own paperwork and all the attorney had to do was put that in the brief, so it was 
less than $ 100 for each·one of us," said Barnes, an Anchorage Republican. "The cost of some 
secretary typing that into the brief was minuscule." 

Barnes, an Anchorage Republican, said that although she is listed as an individual plaintiff in the suit, 
she has always been acting officially as a legislator in her dealings with the lawyer that the 
Legislative Council hired in the case. 

"I've never discussed it in any way as an individual," she said. "The attorney said it was important to 
have legislators listed as individuals." 

Rep. Scott Ogan, a Wasilla Republican who also is named as an individual plaintiff in the suit, said he 
read the ethics committee opinion, but won't remove his name from the case. 

"They'll have to remove me from office to take my name off this suit," said Ogan, who also is a 
member of the Legislative Council. 

Walleri said he is considering filing an ethics complaint against the legislators named as plaintiffs 
in the lawsuit, but if he does, it won't be until after the end of the upcoming special session. 

"The problem with filing an ethics complaint right now is that it might be seen as being politically 
motivated," he said. "That's not the issue here. The issue here is the propriety ... of this particular 
activity." 

The Select Committee on Legislative Ethics, which issued its opinion on the lawsuit matter in 
February, can investigate potential ethics violations on its own, but most often does so after someone 
else files a complaint, committee staffer Susie Barnett said. 

The Legislature passed a broad ethics bill earlier this year that changes the state ethics law to allow 
lawmakers to accept free legal services related to legislative matters, and to accept gifts with a value 
of as much as $ 250. 

The new provision becomes effective in January, so it would not apply to legal services already 
provided on the Legislative Council subsistence lawsuit. 

Porter, who voted in favor of that ethics bill, said he wasn't aware it included that change for legal 
services. 

"That must have been hidden in there someplace that I didn't read," he said. 

LANGUAGE: ENGLISH 
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With a single dissenting vote, the Georgia House approved its first formal code of conduct Friday. 
Some hailed the legislation as a historic effort; others said it came up short. 

The new code sets up procedures for educating House members on ethics guidelines and for 
publishing a handbook containing rules and laws pertaining to ethical conduct. It also requires an 
ethics training course for all newly elected members. 

But public disclosure of ethics complaints will be limited. And legislators still can accept illegal 
campaign contributions without violating the new House rules. And they may still take gifts of any 
value from anyone without disclosing them. 

"We think the House missed an opportunity to step up to the plate and do what the governor's office 
has done --- to adopt the no-gift policy," said Sierra Club lobbyist Mark Woodall. "I don't think folks 
back home understand all the free tickets and free meals. We don't think anyone is being bought by 
that, but we kind of hoped to see that end." 

Lawmakers admit weaknesses in the rules, but Democrats and Republicans call the code a step 
forward. 

"I believe all your mamas would be proud of you today," Ethics Committee Chairman Mike Snow said 
before the 163-1 vote. 

Rep. Billy McKinney (D-Atlanta) said he cast the lone "no" vote because the ethics legislation wasn't 
needed. 

"I'm sick of this ethics stuff. It goes on and on and on. I think we've got enough ethics," said 
McKinney. He declared that he had seen few unethical acts during his 28 years in the House. 

"This issue is driven by politics," he said. "The Republicans want this and the Democrats have to 
respond. We've had no history of corruption in the Legislature." 

The Senate has a set of rules governing conduct. Although it is not very tough, it does ban senators 
from going on junkets financed by lobbyists and corporations. The new House standards don't 
address that aspect of political schmoozing. 

Snow noted that the House Ethics Committee has come under criticism in the press for meeting 
rarely during the past several years. A provision in the old rules kept the committee from meeting 
unless there was a formal complaint against a House member. 

"I think that is a good reflection on the character and ethics of members of the House for the past 
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several years," Snow said. 

The code lets the Ethics Committee investigate complaints, conduct hearings and issue advisory 
opinions at the request of House members or employees. 

However, there is no requirement that complaints, rulings or advisory opinions be made public. 

Snow said secrecy guards against frivolous complaints. 

"I don't want to turn the Ethics Committee of the House of Representatives into what they have in 
Congress, where they spend most of their time attacking each other. Both sides, I think, had that 
concern," he said. 

The new rules: 

Allow any House member or House employee to ask for an advisory opinion from the Ethics 
Committee. 

Limit the use of state funds, facilities, equipment, or services for nonlegislative purposes. 

Make it a violation to perform or withhold any official action solely as the result of a political 
contribution, or to imply that such action would be performed or withheld on that basis. 

Make it a violation to retaliate against anyone for reporting conduct the complainant feels is improper 
or unlawful. 

Implement a 2-year-old rule that urges, but doesn't require, House members and candidates to 
submit to drug tests. The rule was adopted after the Supreme Court in 1997 struck down a Georgia 
law requiring candidates for state office to take drug tests. 

Snow, who headed a study committee that wrote the code of conduct, said he would have no 
problem in taking up the gift disclosure issue. "My understanding is, that was to be part of the 
governor's campaign finance reform legislation," he said. 

Accepting illegal campaign contributions was not seen as a serious issue by members of the study 
committee, Snow said. 

House Majority Whip Jimmy Skipper, who was on the study committee, praised the new code. "I 
think it stacks up very favorable with other states," he said. 

Skipper said he believes gifts to legislators are already adequately covered under current law. If a gift 
is given with intent to influence a legislator's vote, it falls under the bribery statute, he said. 

ON THE WEB: Keep up with the Georgia General Assembly on Access Atlanta.: 
> www.accessatlanta.com/news/legislature/ 

GRAPHIC: Photo 
Rep. Mike Snow (D-Chickamauga) speaks Friday. He led the committee that wrote the new code of 
conduct for members of the Georgia House of Representatives. / JOHN BAZEMORE / Associated Press 
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DENVER POST CAPITOL BUREAU 

After wading into the thorny issue of how to police themselves on ethics, state senators 
found Friday that they couldn't get out. 

Senate leaders proposed creating an ethics committee to hear charges of ethical 
misconduct. It was supposed to be a routine change, simply matching a process the House 
already has. 
But they swiftly hit opposition from those who said ethics enforcement will cause trouble and 
those who worried that the committee itself would have conflicts of interest. 

Sen. Bryan Sullivant, R-Breckenridge, said creating an ethics committee will allow people to 
create mischief by filing ethics complaints. "Doesn't this ethics committee already exist? It's 
called the electorate," Sullivant said. He also criticized the source of information for most 
members of the electorate - the media - complaining about "inaccurate stories in the press." 

The last ethics investigation in the Colorado Legislature took place in 1998, when a Denver man 
accused Rep. Tony Grampsas, R-Evergreen, of unethically interfering in the internal affairs of the 
University of Colorado. Grampsas died last year not long after being elected to the Senate. 

The House's ethics committee cleared Grampsas, but Sullivant said that didn't make it right. 

"I remember the stain he carried with him just from the filing" (of the accusation), Sullivant said. 

The man who complained, John Simonton, alleged that the lawmakers who dismissed the 
charges simply were protecting their own. 

Sen. John Evans, R-Parker, questioned the process. The plan called for the three Senate leaders 
- the president, majority leader and the minority leader - to sift through charges, referring those 
with merit to an ad hoc panel of senators. 

Evans questioned whether those leaders, who are elected by the senators in their parties, could 
be impartial when they need the support of their members to stay in office and advance their 
agenda. 

"It can be difficult for the leadership to review one of their members," Evans said. Senate Minority 
Leader Mike Feeley, D-Lakewood, said the leaders will keep any complaint secret unless they 
decide it has merit. 

Senate Majority Leader Tom Blickensderfer, R-Englewood, said tough decisions are part of 
serving in a leadership position. 

Eventually, though, they gave up and decided to try again Monday. 

But Sen. Dorothy Rupert, D-Boulder, figures someone must be trying to bring charges against a 

02/29/2000 5:20 PM 
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But Sen. Dorothy Rupert, 0-Boulder, figures someone must be trying to bring charges against a 
senator. "There's never going to be something like this unless someone is the target," she said. 
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A state panel has dismissed ethics complaints against Senate President Toni Jennings and Senate 
Republican Leader Jack Latvala over a private dinner involving 20 GOP senators. • 

The ruling, made public on Tuesday, involved allegations by a Pinellas County Democratic activist 
who said the two legislators violated state public meetings laws by organizing the dinner, held on the 
eve of a key Senate vote. 

In dismissing the complaints, the Florida Ethics Commission ruled that public meetings fall outside 
the legal authority of the panel and should be addressed by a state attorney. But there is no 
indication that the complaints will be brought before state prosecutors, ethics officials said. 

Neither Jennings, R-Orlando, nor Latvala, R-Palm Harbor, could be reached for comment. In April, 
shortly after the complaints were filed, both said the private dinner should not have been held, 
acknowledging that the public and media are required to be notified about such meetings under 
Senate rules. 

"It was my responsibility to make sure the meeting was noticed," Jennings said at the time. "I am 
sorry if I've done something wrong." 

"We made a mistake," Latvala said. 

At the dinner, held at a restaurant eight miles from the Capitol, 20 of the Senate's 25 Republicans 
gathered to discuss a vote on Gov. Jeb Bush's education package. Also present was Ken Plante, 
Bush's chief lobbyist. 

The education package, which included the controversial school voucher provision, eventually sailed 
through the House and Senate. The complaints were filed by Terrence Gourdine, of Clearwater, a 
member of the Pinellas County Democratic Party's executive committee. He could not be reached for 
comment. 
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It's not news that Georgia's elected officials have one of the nation's weakest financial disclosure 
laws. But we're reminded, yet again, with the latest news of financial dealings at Grady Memorial 
Hospital. 

Two key legislators failed to disclose their interest in companies that have contracts with Grady, the 
state's largest public hospital. The legislators say they didn't think they had to. 

And who's to tell them any different? 

The law certainly won't. It's short on specifics and long on loopholes. 

Neither will the State Ethics Commission, nor the House and Senate ethics committees. They only 
respond to formal complaints. 

The state requires public officials to file disclosure reports to give the public information about 
potential conflicts. Officials must list any business in which they have a job giving them a financial 
stake. They also must list any business in which they have holdings worth more than $ 20,000 or 
that make up at least 10 percent of the business. 

House Majority Leader Larry Walker (D-Perry) owns part of a company that provides storage and 
retrieval for Grady's medical files. Archive America of Georgia got the contract in 1996. It was worth 
nearly half a million dollars the first two years. Walker has never listed the company on his 
disclosures, and his interest in it is not mentioned in the company's other public documents. 

Senate Majority Leader Charles Walker (D-Augusta) is listed in secretary of state documents as CEO 
of a company that has collected $ 1. 9 million from Grady since 1997. (The Walkers are not related.) 
Georgia Personnel Services provides temporary housekeepers and cafeteria workers to Grady. He 
listed the company once on his 1995 disclosure form, but hasn't since. 

Charles Walker acknowledged his interest in the company when he told a Journal-Constitution 
reporter last we~k he had no conflict of interest regarding Grady. "I bid the contract," he said. "I was 
the low bidder. I don't know what else I need to do." 

Yet, he later told Spotlight he had no interest in the company. He said incorporation records list his 
son as CEO. His son, Charles W. Walker Jr., is listed as a "Jr." in other companies he works with, but 
the CEO of the personnel firm is not so designated. 

In any case, the senator believes he doesn't have to disclose the temp agency or the seven other 
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Majority PAC 

In 1998, the campaigns of nine state senators gave $ 28,500 to the PAC, which spent the money on 
helping GOP challengers for other Senate seats. 

But some of the senators had already made the maximum legal donation to those candidates, raising 
the possibility that limits on campaign contributions had been circumvented indirectly. 

"The law needs to be clarified," Price said. "The code is very confusing .... It's very hard for anyone 
to know that someone is in compliance." 

Spotlight reports on how government works --- and when it doesn't. Tips or feedback? Tipsters will 
remain anonymous. 

Phone: 404-526-5376 

Write: P.O. Box 4689, Atlanta, GA 30302 

e-mail: spotlight@ajc.com 
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ATLANTA -- Allegations of ethical lapses are coloring this year's legislative session with fingers 
pointing at both chambers' majority leaders, a senator who called a senior-trooper about a 
speeding ticket, and a representative who takes lobbyist-funded family vacations. 

So far, there is more noise than actual charges. Only one formal investigation has been launched, 
that at the request of the legislator being accused. 

'All of this is laying the groundwork for what is an incredibly high stakes election campaign,' said 
Senate Minority Leader Eric Johnson, R-Savannah. 

Legislators elected this fall will get to redraw districts for the House and Senate as well as 
members of Congress. Whether those lines favor Republicans or Democrats could determine who 
controls the General Assembly as well as the Congress, where a change of just six seats would 
swing the balance. 

Here is a list of the legislators under suspicion, all of whom say they did nothing wrong: 

Senate Majority Leader Charles Walker, D-Augusta, has been accused of enjoying a sweetheart 
contract for his company, Georgia Personnel, to supply temporary employees to the state's largest 
hospital, Atlanta-based Grady Memorial. 

The workers Walker's company supplied were poorly dressed, had a bad attitude, slept on the job 
and one smelled of alcohol, according to Emmett Godfrey, former assistant vice president for 
organization at Grady. 

'It seems kind of strange to me,' he said. 'Why do we keep getting people from this agency? Why 
not get them from an agency that did a better job?' 

When he approached his superiors, he said he was told senior managers gave them no choice. 

The director of personnel then, Joyce Harris, has been quoted as saying Walker got the deal 
because he had been instrumental in getting state funding for the hospital, which regularly loses 
money treating indigent patients. 

Walker, though, maintains the arrangement is aboveboard and that his company was asked for a 
proposal and won the account. 

'I don't know that we have to check with a [client] company to make sure they are following their 

02/29/2000 ~ 35 P\1 
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own procedures. I assume that they have, 1 Walker said. 'Grady is not a state agency. There is no 
conflict of interest.' 

House Majority Leader Larry Walker, D-Perry, (no relation to Charles Walker) is a part owner in a 
records-storage company that has a long-term contract with Grady. 

Sen. David Scott, D-Atlanta, sponsored a resolution that passed the Senate unanimously Tuesday 
establishing a committee to investigate financial dealings at Grady. In his argument, he named 
Charles Walker and Larry Walker as two powerful lawmakers profiting from their role in setting 
Medicaid payment rates for hospitals. That resolution is now in the House Rules Committee. 

Sen. Joey Brush, R-Appling, admitted calling a high-ranking official in the Georgia Department of 
Public Safety after getting a speeding ticket and warning both on the same day. The official, Capt. 
O.T. Norton, quoted Brush as saying 'I guess that y'all don't have much coming through our 
committee this next session.' 

Rep. Robin Williams, R-Augusta, requires that lobbyists pay to feed and house his family when 
they invite him to seminars and speaking engagements. State ethics rules say lobbyists can only 
pay reasonable expenses in connection with such invitations. 

Only Williams' case is being investigated, and he requested it, saying it would settle the question 
of whether the travel payments he accepted are allowable. He maintains they are. 

The State Ethics Commission voted Feb. 18 to begin a preliminary invest.igation of Williams. Its 
staff was prepared to make that recommendation when Williams sent it a letter asking for the 
inquiry. 

'If they feel- like I've done something wrong, I want to know that,' he said. 'I don't want to have 
this thing an open question mark every year.' 

Spokesmen for investigatory agencies say either they have had no formal complaints or that what 
they know of the situations leads them to conclude no laws were broken. 

One person who has filed complaints, Rome-bookstore owner George Anderson, sent a letter of 
complaint to Lt. Gov. Mark Taylor asking for an investigation into Brush. • 

'I strongly believe that Sen. Joey Brush has betrayed the public's trust. As a concerned citizen of 
Georgia, I strongly urge you to put this very important topic, ethics, before Sen. Brush's peers,' 
Anderson wrote. 

But Taylor's spokeswoman said Senate rules require that ethics complaints originate with a 
member of the Senate or its staff. She said yesterday that none of those people had lodged a 
complaint. 

Brush said he called Norton, whom he had known for years, to ask if troopers routinely delivered 
extended lectures and acted strange when issuing citations. But a copy of the tape recorded from 
the patrol car shows Sgt. C.A. Ulveling talking calmly during both stops --- the first lasting seven 
minutes when he issued a ticket for going 77 mph in a 65 mph zone and the second lasting 12 
minutes when he wrote a warning. 

The tape, released by the Georgia State Patrol, does not include audio from Ulveling's wireless 
microphone because it was sent for repairs two weeks beforehand. But a second trooper arrived for 
the last minute of the stop and recorded Ulveling's comments. 

'This is a warning. There's no fine or anything on your record,' he told Brush. 'I do know if you pull 
off at the same speed, I'll stop you again.' 

02/29/2000 5 :35 P\1 



SParch - 107 Results - (ethics w; l complaint) w; IO (house or senhttps:11www.lexis.com/researdvret...5=5debab7 l 3dbd00c365d70352c I 268c96 

3 of 3 

Ulveling offered to let Brush pace his car on the patrol car in case the senator's speedometer was 
broken. 

Brush said yesterday he is suspicious about the tape because of the sound problem. 

'You couldn't hear all the things he was saying to me,' he said. 
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HEADLINE: Ethics complaint against lobbyist sent to prosecutor 

SOURCE: Associated Press 

BODY: 
An ethics panel has forwarded to Ramsey County prosecutors a complaint against a Teamsters 

lobbyist accused of working against tobacco-control legislation while secretly being paid by the 
tobacco industry. 

In findings released Wednesday, the state Campaign Finance and Public Disclosure Board said 
probable cause exists to believe that Wes Lane violated the 1974 ethics in government law requiring 
lobbyists to register with the state. 

Documents released through Minnesota's tobacco litigation earlier this year showed that the Tobacco 
Institute, the industry's trade group, secretly paid Lane $ 2,500 a month from about 1988 until 1992 
while he worked as a union lobbyist. 

That revelation prompted Rep. Phyllis Kahn, DFL-Minneapolis, to file the ethics complaint. She said 
Lane helped sway legislators to vote against her bills to restrict smoking in the workplace in the 
early 1990s because they thought he was speaking solely as the Teamsters' top state lobbyist. 

Lane's attorney said he doesn't think prosecutors will file charges based on the board's findings. Lane 
didn't spend enough hours lobbying on tobacco issues to require him to register, Paul Rogosheske 
said. 
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HEADLINE: GOP legislator's remarks draw DFL protest; 
Complaint filed after he refers to DFLer's 'irreligious left views' during prayer debate 

BYLINE: Patricia Lopez Baden; Staff Writer 

BODY: 
House DFLers filed an ethics complaint Thursday against Rep. Arion Lindner, R-Corcoran, for 

calling a Jewish DFL House member part of the "irreligious left" during a tempestuous debate on 
prayer. 

House Minority Leader Tom Pugh, DFL-South St. Paul, said Lindner's remarks were "one of the 
most shocking displays of insensitivity and intolerance that any of us can remember." 

It's rare for anything said on the House floor to trigger. a formal complaint, but DFLers said they 
intend to prove that Lindner's remarks "brought the House into disrepute," which could be a 
violation of House rules on conduct. 

The complaint will be referred to the House Ethics Committee by Speaker Steve Sviggum, 
R-Kenyon, and could have a public hearing as early as next week. 

Lindner's remarks came during a floor fight late Wednesday over whether the prayer that opens 
every House floor session should be nondenominational. 

Up until last year, such prayers were denominational. Then House Republicans planned, as part 
of the session's opening prayer ceremony, a religious choir that ringed the House chamber singing 
the Apostle's Creed. Some House members were visibly uncomfortable with what they considered 
an overly religious display and pushed through a rule change that maae the prayer 
nondenominational. 

The change has irked religious conservatives in the GOP caucus, and on Wednesday they began 
the fight to reverse the rule. 

Rep. Michael Paymar, DFL-St. Paul, was among those who defended the nondenominational 
prayer. "I would like to be part of that moment where a religious leader gets up before us and has 
a prayer," said Paymar, who is Jewish. "But I would like that to be nondenominational, and I would 
like it to be respectful of who I am." 

Lindner then responded to Paymar: "You know we're told there's one God and one mediator 
between God and man. The man ChristJesus. And most of us here are Christians. And we 
shouldn't be left, not able to pray in the name of our God .... And if you don't like it, you may 
have to like it. Or just don't come. I don't come sometimes for some prayers here .... We have 
that privilege, and you need to exercise it. But don't impose your irreligious left views on me." 

There were gasps and some hissing, and Rep. Matt Entenza, DFL-St. Paul, asked Lindner to 
"rethink the last remark you made." Lindner did not, and afterward Entenza offered a "protest of 
dissent" petition that was entered into the House journal. Sixty members signed it, including eight 
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Republicans, Entenza said. 

On Thursday, Pugh, Entenza and several others said the petition was not enough. "This was 
an anti-Semitic remark, attacking not only Representative Paymar, but the religious beliefs of 
thousands of Jewish people across this state," he said. "And that is so fundamentally unacceptable 
that the Ethics Committee has to decide what the appropriate course of conduct should be." 

The committee has wide latitude and could recommend anything from a formal reprimand on 
the House floor to exoneration. The full House then would vote on the recommendation, Rep. Ann 
Rest said. 

Lindner said Thursday that he didn't think the ethics complaint was necessary. He said he 
didn't intend to insult Jews. 

He also remained unrepentant and said he would not apologize for his remarks. 

"I love Jewish people," Lindner said. "I didn't intend those remarks to be anti-Semitic. I 
certainly didn't intend it that way." 

But, he said, he would not apologize to Paymar. "He's referred to me before as being part of the 
Christian right. I think he owes me an apology. I'm looking at Representative Paymar as just a 
person with evidently some thin skin. I don't see how he could have been bothered by the music 
we had last year." 

Paymar said many House Republicans came up to him privately on Wednesday. "They were 
absolutely appalled, and apologized on behalf of their caucus," he said. "I don't think 
Representative Lindner's remarks reflect the view of the Republican majority." 

However, he said, "This is an issue the Republican Party is going to have to deal with. They can't 
say to non-Christian members, 'If you don't like the prayer, then get out and sit in the retiring 
room.' Representative Lindner has to be held accountable for his comments." 

House Majority Leader Tim Pawlenty, R-Eagan, said that Lindner had been intemperate, but that 
he was unsure that his comments warranted an ethics complaint, something typically reserved for 
more grievous acts. 

"His remarks were inflammatory and perhaps inappropriate," Pawlenty said. "His remarks do 
concern me. We often have heated debate, but we need to maintain a level of decorum." 
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HEADLINE: 2 who worked under Downey testify 
Ethics panel chairman won't reveal matters under consideration 

BYLINE: TOM LOFTUS, The Courier-Journal 

SOURCE: STAFF 

DATELINE:· FRANKFORT, Ky. 

BODY: 

Two former workers in Kent Downey's defunct Office of House Operations appeared briefly yesterday 
during a closeddoor session of the Legislative Ethics Commission. 

Downey pleaded guilty last year to federal charges that he used a small event-planning business he 
owned to promote prostitution and illegal gambling. He also admitted that some of the illegal activity 
was conducted out of his office on the fourth floor of the Capitol. 

In the wake of his guilty plea, Sen. Elizabeth Tori, R-Radcliff, filed a complaint with the ethics 
commission seeking an investigation to determine whether any legislators violated the ethics code 
in matters related to the Downey controversy. 

Commission Chairman C. Bruce Lester declined yesterday to reveal matters being scrutinized by the 
commission. He said he expected the investigation to last two more months. 

The two former members of Downey's House Operations staff who testified yesterday were Bethanie 
Fisher and Melvin Lecompte. 

Both declined comment afterward. 

Lecompte was once in charge of couriers for House Operations, which made sure the House was 
prepared for each floor session. Lecompte currently is on the staff of the House and Senate Labor 
and Industry committees. 

His attorney, Guthrie True of Frankfort, declined to say what kind of information Lecompte provided. 
"I think it's best left to the investigative agents and authorities to determine whether or not anything 
Melvin has shared constitutes an illegality or an impropriety," True said. 

Fisher was one of two former House Operations employees fired by Legislative Research Commission 
director Don Cetrulo on Dec. 31. The other was Chris Blake, who, along with another ex-Downey 
aide, Mike Benassi, was indicted last month for allegedly obstructing justice in the federal 
investigation of Downey. 

Downey has remained free pending the scheduling of a sentencing date. As part of his plea, he 
agreed to cooperate with various ongoing investigations. In February he testified at length during a 
closed-door session of the ethics commission. 
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In filing her complaint, Tori asked that the commission examine whether any lawmakers misused 
Downey and his former staff for personal or political work. 

A separate investigation, being conducted by Lexington attorney George Rabe, is looking into 
complaints of three employees ·of the Legislative Research Commission who say no action was taken 
by their superiors iri response to their complaints about Downey's behavior long before the federal 
investigation started. 

Cetrulo has said he responded as well as he could have to those complaints with the information 
( 

available at that time. 
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HEADLINE: Aragon resigns post at Wackenhut 

BYLINE: MARK OSWALD 

BODY: 

Senate President Pro Tern Manny Aragon in the face of a barrage of criticism Tuesday announced that 
he has resigned from his job with Wackenhut Corrections, which runs two private prisons in New 
Mexico that are paid tax dollars to house state inmates. 

Aragon issued a statement saying allegations that his consulting contract with Wackenhut 
represented a conflict of interest for the Senate's top leader had become an impediment to a planned 
investigation of New Mexico's prison problems. 

"The investigation and prison reform debate (are) too important to the citizens of New Mexico for it to 
be compromised by my consulting contract or any purported conflicts of interest or personality issues 
among my colleagues or administration officials," Aragon said. 

"In my heart, I know I did not have a conflict; nevertheless, I realize that some people feel that it 
appeared that way. As the investigation and evaluation move forward, I do not want the product of 
these efforts to be negatively impacted by my association with Wackenhut." 

"I trust that my resignation from Wackenhut puts an end to the issue," Aragon, D-Albuquerque, said. 

Republican Gov. Gary Johnson disagreed. 

"In my opinion, I do not believe that stepping down under pressure removes the cloud that surrounds 
him in his role as pro tern," Johnsons said in a prepared statement. "The damage has been done, and 
the questions will always linger." 

Aragon took the job with Wackenhut which has contracts to be paid up to $ 25 million a year to take 
state inmates last year. Once a leading opponent of prison privatization, Aragon never disclosed how 
much he was paid by Wackenhut. 

Recently, a series of violent incidents at the Wackenhut prisons in Santa Rosa and Hobbs, including 
two riots and murders of four inmates and a guard, put renewed focus on Aragon's dual roles as 
Senate leader and Wackenhut employee. 

Earlier this month, Public Safety Secretary Darren White stormed out of a meeting between state 
officials and Wackenhut executives about the inmate violence after Aragon began running the 
meeting. White said Aragon had to choose between the Senate and Wackenhut. 

State Republican Party Chairman John Dendahl asked Democratic Attorney General Patricia Madrid to 
investigate whether Aragon had an improper conflict of interest. She refused. Dendahl then 
announced that he planned to file an ethics complaint against Aragon at the Legislature, but 
backed off after he learned that he had breached a statutory requirement that such complaints be 
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Dendahl Tuesday took some credit for Aragon's resignation, saying it "totally vindicated the week of 
pressure that the press and the Republican Party have been putting on him." 

He added: "I hope this blatant and embarrassing situation will give the other 111 members of the 
Legislature cause for inward reflection about conflicts of interest between their public duties and 
private business." 

And Dendahl said he still expects the Aragon-Wackenhut relationship to be a campaign issue in 
legislative elections next year. 

Democratic State Party Chairman Diane Denish said Aragon had taken "an important step" in 
eliminating even the appearance of a conflict of interest and that now the focus could shift to what 
she said were the Republican Johnson administration's failures at running a "safe and cost-efficient 
prison system." 

She also said there should now be more focus on Wackenhut campaign contributions to Johnson and 
the company's connections to other Republicans. 

Sen. Ben Altamirano, D-Silver City an Aragon supporter said "it is kind of tragic that he had to resign 
(from Wackenhut) because of a media hype." He said Aragon had no conflict of interest. 

"It's depressing that it's popular to put a public official through the ringer like this," Altamirano said. 

But Sen. Pauline Eisenstadt, D-Corrales one of a few Democratic senators who argued that Aragon 
shouldn't be on the Wackenhut payroll said Tuesday of Aragon's resignation, "Manny knew it was the 
right thing to do, and he did it. 11 

The conflict of interest criticism "wasn't going to go away it was a drumbeat," she said. "Now we can 
do what we need to do about the prisons. 11 

The Legislature, the governor's staff and the attorney general's office recently agreed to work 
together on putting together an independent board to investigate the violence at Wackenhut prisons 
and other prison issues. 

White declined to criticize Aragon Tuesday. He said the Aragon controversy had been a distraction 
"and now it's time to focus on solutions for our prisons." 

Sen. Billy MtKibben, R-Hobbs, said Aragon faced no more of a conflict of interest than teachers, 
lawyers or insurance agents who serve in the Legislature and vote on issues related to their 
professions. 

But he said that with recent uproar over Wackenhut, it was best that Aragon quit the Wackenhut job. 
"The hue and cry would have been forever that Manny was in there joining forces with Wackenhut, 
and perception is what politics is all about," McKibben said. 

GRAPHIC: 1. Manny Aragon 
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LENGTH: 426 words 

HEADLINE: Rocky road for ethics complaint 

BODY: 
The rarely seen, rarely heard Legislative Ethics Committee appeared long enough last week to go 

behind closed doors and dismiss a complaint filed against a Republican Senate candidate. 

The committee ruled that it did not have jurisdiction to act on a complaint _filed against Wes Southern 
by Edy Brotherton. Brotherton, who lives in Mecklenburg County, lost to Southern, who is mayor of 
Cornelius, in the Republican primary for the District 34 state Senate seat. 

Brotherton said she asked that Southern be disqualified on the grounds that he filed with the county 
board of elections an incomplete economic statement that didn't list his occupation, filed it late and 
didn't sign it. He later filed a signed statement, but still didn't list his occupation - he's an 
independent sales representative and real estate agent. 

"We just simply rejected the complaint on the grounds that we have no jurisdiction in the matter 
since neither of the parties involved are an official member of the legislature," Sen. Howard Lee, 
co-chairman of the Ethics Committee, told Dome. Lee said he couldn't discuss specifics. 

For months, Brotherton has been going in circles trying to hold her opponent to the letter of elections 
law. 

In March, Brotherton filed a complaint with the Legislative Ethics Committee. 

Walker Reagan, co-counsel for the committee, wrote Brotherton on March 19 that "the law ... directs 
the Legislative Ethics Committee to investigate violations of the Statement of Economic Interest 
provisions for candidates for legislative offices." 

Asked about that letter, Reagan said the law allows the panel to probe violations but not to impose 
sanctions against non-legislators. 

The same month she filed the ethics complaint, she asked the Mecklenburg Board of Elections to 
disqualify Southern on similar grounds. On April 17, the Mecklenburg board ruled it didn't have the 
authority to evaluate the accuracy of economic statements. 

Brotherton appealed to the state Board of Elections, where she lost again. The state Board of 
Elections said Monday that it was the Ethics Committee's duty to handle complaints about statements 
of economic interest. 
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Southern said he expected Brotherton's complaints to be turned down. 

Brotherton said she was highly aggravated. 

"I have put everybody on notice that ... I will take it to Superior Court and have Superior Court to set 
aside the election," she said. "If the statement of economic interest is no more important that it can 
be taken that lightly, why the heck do the rest of us have to do it?" 
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HEADLINE: Mezzatesta wins long ethics fight House Education chairman gets green light to help 
home county Grant writing job a violation fo law. opponents charge 

BYLINE: Phil Kabler 

BODY: 

On the fourth try, members of the state Ethics Commission reluctantly 

gave their approval Thursday to House Education Chairman Jerry 

Mezzatesta, D-Hampshire, taking a job as a grant-writer for his county 

school system. 

That was after the commission deadlocked on a third attempt to approve 

the advisory opinion, and after it rejected an amendment by John Ellem 

to say Mezzatesta had violated the ethics law by accepting the 

position. 

Ellem, a Parkersburg lawyer, said, "The thing almost speaks for 

itself: If you take a position like this, and you have a position in 

the Legislature, it's a violation." 

Ellem's amendment said Mezzatesta violated the section of the ethics 

law that prohibits using public office for personal gain or for the 

benefit of another. 

He said the "intimate relationship" between Mezzatesta's position as 

House Education chairman and his appointment as a grant-writer for 

Hampshire County Schools was evidence in itself of a conflict. 

However, commission executive director Rick Alker warned that the 

commission would have a tough time proving that Mezzatesta violated 
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the ethics law. 

If Ellem's amendment were adopted, Alker said, "I guarantee his 

detractors will be in here tomorrow morning filing a complaint against 

him." 

Under the law, the burden would be on the commission to find proof 

that an ethics violation occurred, he said. 

If a complaint were filed, the commission would have to be able to 

prove, for example, that a state Department of Education employee felt 

pressured to approve a Hamp shire County grant because of Mezzatesta's 

position as Education chairman. 

Commissioner Brad Crouser said that if he were an education employee, 

"and a high-powered legislator is a grant-writer, I'd feel pressured." 

Said Crouser, "By approving this, we're setting up, if not a conflict 

of interest, the perception of a conflict of interest." 

John Charnock Jr., who has been the most vocal opponent of 

Mezzatesta's request over the past three months, agreed. 

"The appearance of impropriety is so strong in this case, it cannot be 

sanitized by any opinion," he said. 

Chairman Norris Kantor said that, while he suspected that every 

commissioner had philosophical problems approving Mezzatesta's 

advisory opinion, the commission's authority is limited by the 

"framework" of the state ethics law. 

"All of us would like the Legislature to enlarge our powers," Kantor 

said. 

"Unless and until they do, that's the framework. If there is a 

complaint, how do you prove there is a violation?" 

On the first vote, the commission voted 5-4 to approve the advisory 

opinion, which was not sufficient for passage, since the ethics law 

requires approval of a majority of all members, not just those 
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present. Commissioners Patrick Walker and Charles Long were absent. 

It was the third deadlock in the past three monthly meetings on the 

issue. 

The commission recessed for 25 minutes to give commissioners time to 

see if they could come up with an acceptable compromise. 

Ultimately, commissioner Da vid Sammons - who had voted previously to 

reject Mezzatesta's request - became the swing vote. 

Sammons said he was "philosophically 100 percent opposed 11 to approving 

the advisory opinion, but was swayed by the argument that the 

commission could not defend itself if it rejected the opinion. 

"I really, really am uncomfortable with the entire situation but if 

it's indefensible, I'm willing to reconsider the vote, but it's not 

something I'm proud of," he said. 

On the reconsideratio~, the opinion passed on a 6-3 vote, with Kantor, 

Sammons, Jack Blair, Loren Archer, Bud Harmon, and Shawn Williams 

voting yes, and Charnock, Crouser and Ellem voting no. 

Afterward, Sammons said of his vote, "I can't talk about it. It 

absolutely ruins my day." 

The vote apparently ends a commission controversy that dates back to 

last fall, when Mezzatesta's Republican opponent in the House 

election, Dean Frohnapple, filed an ethics complaint charging that 

Mezzatesta had violated the law by accepting what was then a $ 48,000 

grant-writing position. 

That would have required him to seek state, federal and private grants 

for Hampshire County schools. 

The school board responded by removing provisions for state grants and 

scaled back the pay by $ 9,000, and the complaint ultimately was 

dropped. 
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Mezzatesta filed a request for an advisory opinion on the revamped job 

this summer. 

Anyone who obtains and follows the recommendations of an advisory 

opinion is immune from prosecution under the ethics law. 

Alker stressed that the opinion tightly clarifies that Mezzatesta may 

seek private grants and federal grants where the state has no 

decision-making authority. 

Mezzatesta could not be reached for comment Thursday. A receptionist 

at the Hampshire County Board of Education said he was in Wheeling on 

"governmental business." 

To contact staff writer Phil Kabler, call 348-5193. 
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THE STATE 
SENATE, HOUSE SHOULDN'T POLICE MEMBERS' ETHICS 

Thursday, February 24, 2000 
Section: EDITORIAL 
Edition: FINAL 
Page:A8 

The case of Sen. Ty Courtney is the latest example of why the Legislature shouldn't be in 
charge of policing its own members' ethics. 

The problem isn't that Sen. Courtney is taking an officially ambiguous "leave of absence" 
while awaiting trial on federal loan-fraud charges. Even if an independent body handled 
ethics complaints, it would still be up to the House and Senate to decide the status of its 
members; that's in the constitution. 
No, the problem is the way the chairman of the Senate Ethics Committee responded when a 
reporter for the Spartanburg Herald-Journal inquired about Sen. Courtney's failure to report a 
$300,000 loan from one of the state's largest video poker operators just as the Legislature was 
about to plunge into the 1999 mega-debate on whether to outlaw or deregulate video gambling. 

"At that point in time, there was nothing before the Senate that would regulate video poker," Sen. 
Hugh Leatherman told the newspaper. "Had that loan been at the time that issue was brought 
before the Senate, then it would be a whole different thing." 

Technically, Sen. Leatherman's assertion about the timing of the loan is correct. Sen. Courtney 
received the loan from Li'L Cricket ( at least his third unreported loan from a video poker operator) 
in December 1998, after Sen. Courtney had helped keep the Senate from passing a ban on video 
poker but before the start of the 1999 session in which everyone knew that video poker would be 
one of the. major topics of debate. 

Using Sen. Leatherman's logic, a senator who received a loan from a video poker operator on a 
Friday wouldn't have to report it, since the Senate meets only on Tuesdays, Wednesdays and 
Thursdays. 

State law requires officials to report any loans of more than $500 that they receive from 
businesses subject to regulation by their agency. That information allows the public to decide 
whether the official was acting in the interests of the public or in the interests of himself when he 
took action affecting his creditor. Sen. Courtney, for instance, cast several votes to help the video 
poker industry in the months after he received the loan - something his constituents would never 
have discovered had the criminal case against him not prompted reporters to dig through 
courthouse records. 

But there's no way the public can know whether their legislators have conflicts of interest if their 
legislators aren't forced to obey the law. It's next to impossible to say whether the House and 
Senate ethics committees are forcing legislators to obey the ethics law, because of a gag rule 
that sends people to jail if they tell anyone they've filed a complaint against legislators. But we 
do know that there has been only one public action taken against a legislator since the law took 
effect in 1992. 

And the off-the-cuff interpretations we get from time to time from ethics "watchdogs," such as the 
latest from Sen. Leatherman, indicate that they don't take their jobs very seriously. Or, if they do 
take them seriously, they see their jobs as protecting their colleagues. 

Simply turning the job of enforcing the ethics law over to the State Ethics Commission is not a 
complete solution. That agency has not exactly been a hotbed of ethics policing. Like the House 
and Senate ethics committees, it has been reticent to use its authority to launch investigations on 
its own, instead generally waiting for complaints to come to it. And the actions it takes are usually 
along the lines of fining a candidate for not filing a campaign disclosure report - an important 
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along the lines of fining a candidate for not filing a campaign disclosure report - an important 
function, but one that only scratches the surface of assuring the public that public officials are 
serving the public interest. • 

Whoever is charged with enforcing the ethics law has to take that job seriously. The law wjll be 
pretty much meaningless until that happens. And that won't happen until we demand it of our 
elected officials. 

All content 0 2000 THE STA TE and may not be republished without permission. 

All archives are stored on a SAVE (tm) newspaper library system from MediaStream Inc., 
a Knight Ridder, Inc. company. 
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LENGTH: 431 words 

HEADLINE: Residents file complaints against Madia, Siebert 

BYLINE: Christopher Anderson and Chris Williams; Express-News Staff Writers 

BODY: More than a dozen residents on Thursday filed ethics complaints against two local 
legislators after protesting paid lobbying of city officials by state lawmakers. 

George Rice, a hydrologist who is perhaps best known for his efforts to protect the quality of Edwards 
Aquifer drinking water, criticized Sen. Frank Madia, D- San Antonio, and Rep. Bill Siebert, R-San 
Antonio. 

"While they're supposed to be taking care of the people's business up in Austin, they've hung 'For 
Hire' signs around their necks," Rice said from the steps of City Hall. "That's wrong." 

Rice, a representative of the Maverick Alliance, a local affiliate of a national government watchdog 
group, urged residents to contact state and city elected leaders and demand an end to paid lobbying 
by public officials. 

"They need their spines strengthened," Rice said, adding he believes only Mayor Howard Peak and 
Councilman Robert Marbut are serious about changing ethics rules to limit the influence of 
legislator/lobbyists. 

Madia and Siebert have not returned repeated messages left at their offices this week seeking 
comment on the issue. 

Cruz Chavira, a leader of the San Antonio Taxi Drivers' Union who joined the protest as a member of 
the Independent Allies, a coalition of local grassroots environmental and social justice groups, 
appealed to powerbrokers. 

Chavira said he hoped Democratic and Republican party leaders would pressure Madia and Siebert 
into quitting the lobbying business. • 

Rice and Chavira, who have previously filed ethics complaints alleging Madia and Siebert violated the 
city's ethics rules, were joined by about a dozen others Thursday who filed similar complaints. 

Madia and Siebert failed to register as lobbyists until after the council in February rewrote city 
regulations to allow one of their clients to control more than half the taxis in San Antonio. 

The ethics code requires lobbyists to register before the city takes action on issues they are paid to 
follow. 

Madia and Siebert have said they've tried to comply with the rules but have found them to be 
confusing. 

City Attorney Frank Garza said the council-appointed Ethics Review Board soon will meet for the first 
time and will later review the allegations and determine whether any punishment is warranted. 
Punishment could vary from a reprimand to an outright ban on future lobbying. 
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In a related item, the council hired Tomorrow Management Services of New Braunfels to produce 
training and informational materials about the ethics code at a cost of $25,250. 
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LENGTH: 634 words 

HEADLINE: Lawmaker Ethics Rules May Change; Committees vote to make it tougher to bring 
alleged violations to floor for action; Ethics Procedures May Be Revised 

BYLINE: DAN HARRIE, THE SALT LAKE TRIBUNE 

BODY: 

Only one Utah lawmaker in the past 15 years has been driven from Capitol Hill by ethics charges 
under a self-policing system conducted largely behind closed doors. 

If a new rule is implemented, discipline for unethical conduct in the Legislature could become even 
rarer. 

Senate and House Rules committees voted unanimously Monday in support of a proposal that would 
make it tougher to advance an ethics case from a private hearing to the floor of the House or Senate 
for a public vote on censure, expulsion or other action. 

The proposed change will be accepted or rejected by the full Legislature in January. The new rule 
would set a higher burden of proof of wrongdoing at the preliminary inquiry stage of an ethics probe 
when the accused legislator has waived a formal disciplinary hearing. Instead of sending the case to 

• a public vote after a finding that a majority of evidence pointed to the accused's guilt, the new 
standard would require a more stringent standard of "clear and convincing" evidence. 

A "clear and convincing" standard is higher than the "preponderance" burden of proof required in a 
civil suit, but lower than the "beyond a reasonable doubt" threshold in a criminal case. 

Several Rules Committee members defended the change as a way to prevent abuses of the ethics 
process and to weed out "frivolous" complaints. 

But governmei:,t watchdog Claire Geddes complained that legislative ethics rules "ought to be going 
the other way" toward becoming more stringent. "Ethics standards already are dismal, at best,". she 
said. 

"What frivolous allegations have they had?" Geddes asked. "It really is discouraging." 

Legislative General Counsel Gay Taylor said she recommended the change "so there's a consistent 
standard." 

Taylor pointed out that under existing rules, the tougher "clear and convincing" standard applies 
when a legislator goes through a full-blown ethics investigation, but if a member waives the 
disciplinary hearing he or she faces the lower standard of a "preponderance," or majority, of 
evidence. 

While the rules give an accused legislator the option of going through a formal ethics process that 
includes a public disciplinary hearing, that hearing has been waived by each of the three lawmakers 
named in official ethics complaints during the past 15 years. 



-..,..:arch - 23 Results - ( ethics w, I c ... t) w, I fJ ( legislator or kg1slaturc l 

Two of the three cases have ended with lawmakers being cleared in a closed-door preliminary inquiry 
of the bipartisan Ethics Committee. In the other case, a representative resigned from the House when 
facing certain expulsion by the full House on her "no contest" plea to shoplifting charges. 

The most recent ethics charge emerged_ last year when then-House Speaker Mel Brown was accused 
of improperly discussing a future lobbying job with a US West lobbyist. The House Ethics Committee 
exonerated Brown after taking testimony and deliberating in private. 

Rep. Mary Carlson, co-chair of the committee, declined to revisit the case after receiving new 
information about the allegations last spring. 

"The system worked a year ago," Carlson said. "The Ethics Committee has a very narrow role to look 
at conduct." 

Despite the scarcity of formal ethics complaints (which may only be brought at the request of three 
sitting legislators) and the even rarer cases when lawmakers are found guilty by their peers, some 
legislators worry about the potential for abuse. 

Sen. Steve Poulton, head of the Senate Rules Committee, said Monday that he wanted to ensure that 
lawmakers were not beset with "frivolous" charges. 

"The potential is there for abuses," agreed Rep. Neal Hendrickson, D-West Valley City. 

"This says if it goes to the House [floor] it's a big deal," said Rep. Ron Bigelow, R-West Valley City. 
"We don't want to harm someone" if the evidence is not convincing. 
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NATIONAL CONFH.tNC£ ,, STATt LECISLATUllS 

1560 Broadway, Suite 700. Denver, Colorado 80202 
phone: 303/830-2200 fax; 303/863-8003 

Debate DeconJm 

A request for infonnation on debate decorum was posted to the electronic discussion group of the 
American Society of Legislative Clerks and Secrctanes in March 2000. The original questions were: 

l. Must a challenge· or protest to language used or words spo;ken by a member during debate on the 
floor occur within a set time frame? 

2. Has your chamber ever disciplined or censured a member for language used or words spoken during 
debate on the floor? 

3. What wu the-member's "pumshmcnt?" 

Shown below arc the responses. 

Al"imna. Ho'U#. H any membct is c.allcd to order for words spoken in debate. the member calling the 
other member to order shall repeat the words excepted to; and they shall be taken down in writing at the 
Chief Clerk's desk and ~ aloud to the House; but the member shall not be held to answer or be subject 
to the censure of the House if further debate or other business bas intervened. House Rule 19 B. When 
heated words arc exchanged in debme or otherwise, the member speaking apologizes to the other member 
and to the House. No one has been ccmuced or subjected to any other prmi sbme'lt as the House deems 
appropriate for at least twenty.five years. 

~ SUl/lU. The Serwe rules state: 9.06 lf any m:mbet in speaking or otherwise transgresses the 
Rules of the ~ the President shall, or any member may, call him to order, in which case he shall 
iml%Jcdiately sit down unless pcnnittr.d on motion of another member to expwn, and the Senate shall. if 
appealed to, decide on the case without debate. If the decision is in favor of the ~ called to order 
he shall be at liberty to proceed, but not otherwise, • if the case requires it, he shall be liable to 
censure or such punishment as the Senate may deem proper. • 

9.07 If a member is called to order for words spoken in dcbale., the member calling him to order shall 
indicate the words excepted to., md they shall be taken down in writing at the .Secretary's desk and read 
aloud to the Senate; but he shall not be held to answer, nor by such other censure of the Seaat.c, therefore, 
if further debate or other business has intervened 



Colondo. StNlle. The Colorado Senate rules read as follows: "(2) If any Seoator is called to order for 
W<Xm spoken in debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the words excepted to, and they shall 
be rcdnccd to Miting by the secretary; but no Senator &hall be held to a.aswer or be subject to censme of 
the Senate tbe:cfor if further debate or other business has inlUVened after the words spoken and before 
exception to them shall have been made." I don't ever recall this rule being used. In most cases, tbe 
presiding office (President. pro tem or Chairman of the Comrmttce of the Whole) will interVene if 
members start getting personal. This bas happened wbca emotions are running high and, when it docs. 
the presiding officer just asks the members to keep their remarks to the topic at hand. Usually, that ends 
the problem. 

Idaho. SOJDU. "If a Senator is called to order for words spoken. the exceptional words spoken shall be 
imrnc:"Jtiarcly reduced to writing by the Secretary and if the ruling is final (no appeal or appeal 
unsuccessful), the Senau>r called to order shall yield the floor and speak no further if on a matter of 
privilege nor until all others have bad an oppommity to speak if on a q~on before the Senate." We 
ha-ve never ccmorcd anyone that I can rcrnembc:r. If someone geu their feelings hurt. they might object. 
and the President will remind everyone of the Rule. but it usually doesn't amount to more than an apology 
given on the floor. 

Indiana SDUJU. In the Indiana Senate, our rules speak to Decorum. On page 3 under IL Decorum, 
Debate and Motions. #10. The President or ChaiI &hall preserve order and decorum. Under 12 (g) No 
Senator shall impugn the mouves of any other Senator. However, I do not remember a ti~ in the Se.natc 
when this has been an issue and my Journal Clerk, who hu been here since 1971, wmot remember a 
time. either. One other thing on debate and decorum, in the Indiana Scnau:., if a protest was made it 
would have to be submitted in writing and have consent of the body to be cnt=d into the Journal 

Nnada. &Ml,. If any Senator is called to order for offensive or indccorcus language or conduct. the 
person calling him/her to order shall report the offensive/indecorous language/conduct to the piesiding 
officer . .So member may be held to answer for any language used on the floor of the Senate if busmess 
has intcrveDed before exception to the Jangn.age wu taken. In~ of breaches of decorum or propriety, 
any Senator. officer or other person is liable to such censure or punishment as the Senaic may deem 
proper. In 1997, a Senator made serious aJlegations that the amendment process of the Senate was being 
influenced by nonmembe:s of the body. In essence. be stated that the process was being manipulated by 
staff and other influences because of who he was and for what be believed. The Majority Leader 
responded irnnr,Uarety by stating: the nature of the Scmtor's rcmarlcs impugned the integrity of the 
Secwe. The Majority Leader teqUCSled the Senator to be either specific .about his allegations or 
apologize. Two days lat.et, the Senator offered a public apology on the floor. 

Assurbfy. Nevada Assembly Samding Rule No. 20 stales: •Jf 8I1Y member. in speaking or otherwise, 
transgresses the rules of the Assembly, the Speaker shall, or any member may, call to order~ in which 
cue the member so called to order shall immediately sit do~ ~ permitted to explain: and if called 
to order' by a member, such ID'!mher ~ball inm:diateJy state the point of order." At this time the point of 
order JDll$t sustained/not sustained. Following that we would use Muons. I have not beard of 11JJY 
problem having ever occamd in the Assembly. 

Ohio. SenalL In the Ohio Senate, objection to the offending language would have to omD' irrnrcdiateJy. 
If the member is ruled out of order by the President, he or she would be n:quited sit down and would not 
be pem:ritted to continue speaking without leave of the Scuaie. This Im not happc:ncd in the last 15 
years. The relevant tulC$ follow. • 
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Ruic 68. (How Often Senator May Speak.) No senaior shall spc:u 100IC than twice on the same question 
except by leave of the SenatJ! or responding to the floor; and the senator speaking shall confine the 
speech to the question under debate and a-void personalities. 

Rule 73. (Senator M.ay Be Called to Order.) If any senator, in speaking or omerwise, is transgressing the 
Rules of the Senate, the President sha.lL or any member may, call the senator to order; and Ebe senator 
called to older shall take che senator's seat until the question of order is decided. 

Rule 74. (If Called to Order.) If the decision be in favor of a senator caned to order, the senator shall be 
at liberty to ~ if otherwise, the senator shall not be pcnmucd to proceed without funhcr leave of 
theSenare. 

Oregon. Senau. Oregon's Senate Rules state: "If a member is called to order for words spoken in 
debate. the member objecting shall immedialely repeat the words to which objection is liken and they 
shall be recorded by the Journal Editor. However, if any other member has spoken or other business bas 
intervened after the words were spoken and before the objection was made. the member shall not be held 
answerable or subject to ccnsmc." Last session one member seemed to "offend" mcmbets of his own 
caucus on a routine basis. Fortmwely, ow- current Senate President is a peace-maker, so he was able to 
mediaie successfully. Although. it took a lot of time away from the business of the Senate. 

Peansylvania. &nate. There have only been a couple of times in my tenure when offensive language 
was used in debate. Exception to the debate must be immediate. We do have the elaborate procedure of 
taking down the words, etc. and proceeding u, discipline as the Senare might order but we have never 
used this procedure. In the past, when objection WU heard, WC !rnnniiawy put the Senate at case. The 
Member offering the offensive remarks is called to the front desk along with the floor leaders. After a 
private tcte a tetc, the Member is usually convinced to offer an apology to lhe Scnaie and any offended 
Members. We then entertain a motion to expunge the offensive remarks from the Journal and records of 
the Semtc. However, the apology remains in the Joumal. 

Texas. Senau. Senate Rule 4.07 provides: "Whenever a member is callod to order by the President of 
the Senate or by the ptCSiding officer then the chair and such member fails to sit down and be in order but 
cantinues disorderly, it shall be the duty of the sergeant-at-arms and/or uie sergeant's assistants upon the 
direction of the p:csicling officer to require sueh recalcitrant member fo take his or her scat and be in 
order. Any member who persists in disorderly conduct after being warned by the presiding officer may, 
by motion duly made and carried by two-thirds vote of the members ~t. be required to purge himself 
or herself of such misconduct.. Until such member lw purged himself or herself of such misconduct the 
~ shall not be entitled to the privileges of the floor." Our m:mbcrs are cuch good ladies and 
geotlemcn. Eherc have been no instances of removal in many years. 

Utah. Senasc. In Utah. Scuale R.u1c 22.06 swes: "If a. senator is called to oider' for words spoken in 
dcbale., the senaior making the call shall repeat the words to which exa:ption is taken and the words shall 
be teCOrded by tbe Mintne Clerk. If called to order, the senator shall sit down, ~ granted pcnniSMD 
to explain. A senator may not be called to order or ceasmed for words spotai in debale if thete bas been 
intervening business. During my tawn:: (7 yem), no sena1or has ever been disciplined or censured for 
words spoken during a floor debale. 

Wasbington. Senau. Nonnally the point of order is raised ;avnrdiareJy, and the sanction is a cantion to 
the offending speaker. If it's flagrant enough, the offender would be required to cease speaking. Or, in 
truly bad cases. the body could impoce rci,rimand. censure. or expulc.ion. I'm aoe. a-.ora ot aay of~­
AS to the timing, h's not entirely clear, but since we follow Reed's Rules, they suggest that the point bas 
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to be made "as soon as possible." so I don't dunk any signjficant passage of tim: would be allowed. We 
did have an incident last year where a senator's remarb were found offensive by certain House awnbers., 
and the senator made an apology on a point of personal privilege the following day. Our experience has 
been consistent with this comment from Reed's Rule 226: "It almost always happens, when attention is 
called to the unsuitable naturt of the words used by the member, or the acts petform:d by him that he 
makes such an explanation or rctraetion as enables the assembly to excuse him and go on with its 
1... •• ...;_ " ~wess. 

West Virginia. HOII.U. The West Virginia House has censured for words spoken in debate. Tbe words 
excepted to IDl1St be n:peated by the person taking exception to~ and they are to be uw:n down at the 
Clcd's desk to be re1d back to the House by the~ The House may take whalcver course of 
"puoisbrnetlt" it desires. from a slap on the hand to expulsion for the remainder of the day's session. 

WJSCOnsin. Senale. The only thing I have is what is stated in Mason's. Section 123, (9). When another 
member has spoken or any other business bas taeD place since the ~ spoke, it is too late to take 
notice of any disorderly words used for the purpose of censure. 
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&ampa of Chambet Rules 
Re: Member Cooduct-1..aagugc 

! Rule Number Text or Text Exceri,t 

Scm.tc Rule 40 Sccai:on engaged 1n debate ,h2.il rcmin from cng:igmg in 
abus.tvc and derogatory language in reference to othct 
ScntaIS and shall irnrnccfoatcly be allcd to order by the 
picsiding offia:% if ,uch puai.ce prcnils. When a Scmror 
dwl be ailed to ordc by the President, he or she shall 
immcdisrdy 1ic down; however, the Senator: Y1ll not ~c 
bis or her pi2c.e snd m,.y resume the miaophonc at the 
direction of the prcsidmg officer. ScnatotS ~ in 
debate shall address each other by d:iar official title md 
bst name or refetmcc their geoga:pbial district of 
rcpresentati.oa-

~Rule71 If & Scmtor be ailed to o.tdu by 1. Semtor far words 
spoken, the aczptioml words shall be ti.km down 
immediately in writing by the Sca:ctaty. The presuling 
officer shall mm judge the imtte?:, and rule accotdingiy. 

House Rule 50 If any member tamgrcsses the mles, in s~ or 
othawisc, the Spcaka shall, or UlY member may, call him 
to~ in which case the manbcr ailed to o:dc:r shall 
imm,dia tcly Slt down, unless he is allowed to· c:r:p1ain; and 
the House s~ if appealed to, decide on the cue without 
debate. If the decwon be in &vm of the member a.Jled to 

order.. he sh2ll be at libetty co proceed; if othawise, and 
the asc require, it, he dull be liable to censure 
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Stare Rule Number Tm or Tm Excupt 
Arizo~ Smste Rule 9 ... C. No Scmtot in debate sba.11, dirc:ctly or inditectfy, by 

any foan of wotdi, impute to another Senaror or to other 
Scrwors any conduct or mottvc uaworthy or unbecoming 
a Senator. D. If any Senator, iD speaking or 0thctW1Sc, 

transgresses the ~ of the Sem~ the Ptcsidmg Officer 
sball call the Semtot to orde:; and whc:D allcd to order 
the Scmtor shall :ut down and not proceed without lave 
of rhe Presiding Ofiicu or upon motion adopted by the 
Scmte, that the Senator be allowed to proceed in ordct, 
which motion shall be detcrrnioc:d without dcba~ E. I£ a 
Scm.t0: be ea1led to orcic% for words spoken in debate, the 
e%ccptionablc vrords ~ upon the demand of 2ny 
Sc:m.tor, be t2.kcn down in 'Vmtmg, a.ud read at the ttble 
for the m.fomarioo of the Senate. 

House Rule 18 A. When a member desires to speak in debate or deliver any 
matter to me H~ or make a motio~ be shall rise and 
addre'5 himself to me <lwr, ami on being rccogni7.cd may 
addrcu the House.. He lhall confine himsdf to the questioo 
and avoid pcrsoiwitics. No member shall impeach or rmpagn 
motives of any olhcr mcmbc:r', argument or vote. .. 

House Rule 19 A. No member shill be permitted to indul~ in personalities, 
use ~oe pcrsoaally otfemi~ arraign motives of 
memben. c.bargc dcliberase misreprescnWion or use language 
tcadiDg to hold a member of the House or Scnar.c up to 
comempt. B. If any mcmber be called to ocdor for WOids 
spoken in dcbarc. the member calling him to order shall repeat 
the words~ 10; and Ibey wll be taken down in writing 
at the Chief Ck:rk's desk and rQd aloud to the House. but he 
shall not be bcld to answer or be subject to the ccmure of tbe 
House thcrcfcr if further debate or other basi.ncss ha5 
intervened. C. If any member. in spca)ang or otbcrwisc. 
transgresses tbc Rules of tbe House. the Speaker ~ or any 
member may call him to order. in which case be shall 
immediately sit down W1k::ss pc:rmia.ed to explain; and the 
Home shall if appca1cd to. decide the case wnhout dcbate. lf 
the dccwOll is in favor of lhc m:mbc:r ealJed ro order. he ab.all 
be at libcny to proceed, but n.ot otbc:wise; and. if the case 
ICqUira it. be shall be liable to censure or such pwrishm:nt as 
tbc House may dean proper ... 

California Scmti:Rwc36 When a Senatm- shall be called to Older he or she shall sit 
down umil ~ President shall h&-ve dctamim:d wbetber be or 
she is in crda- or not. Every questicm of ordtz shall be da:idad 
by tbe Prcsidmt, subject to IA appeal to the Sena by any 
Senator. If I Samx be called to order for words 5J)Ob:n. tbe 
objectionable 1anguage sh&U immedwrJy be taken down m 
writing by the Scaeta.ry of the Semite. 

2 



r M ilV, ,hiJOU.JOUU..) r, UO/ ! ;J 

State Rule Number Tm or Text Exaei,,t 
Califomia (cont'd) Assembly Rule 114 If UJy Member trmsgrwcs the Rules of the Assembly, 

the Spc:akcr shall, or Inf Mc:mbcr may, all the offending 
Member to otda. The Member so allcd to otde:r 
immediately shall uh ~ or hc:r sot, una1 the Speaker, 
without debate., has detmnincd whether the Member is m 
order. That dcci3joo by the Spea.ktt sh.a:ll be rubjea to an 
appe2l to the Assembly. If any M.embcr is ailed to order 
for offmsivc words spoken in debate, the person a.Lli.ag 
him or her ro Otdcr shall sate to the Aucmbly the words 
to which uccption is ttkal. No Member may be held to 
answer, or be subject to amun: by the Assembly, for 
language used in debate if other business bu been 
mnsu:tcd by the Assembly pnor to aa:ption being taken 
to the words spoken. 

Colondo Scmtc .Rule 16 ... (d) (l) If any Seiwor. in speaking or orhc-zwise, 
transgresses the rules of the Senate, tbc President shall. or any 
member may, CJllJ him ro ardc:r, in which ase be shall 
immediately sit down. &ad shall not £peak. except in 
explananon. W1til it shall have been detemJirJtd \\'beUJct or not 
be is ia 0l'dct. (2) If any Saw.ar is called to order for words 
spoken in debate. the person ca1liAg him tD order shall tepc.u 
Che words cxcq,&ed to. ind they shall be reduced to writiDg by 
the scaet.ary; but DO Senator shall be hdd to answer or be 
subjec:t to CCDSmC of dJc Senate tbacfor if funher debate or 
other busioesl has iistavened a!t.ez the words spoken and 
bcfme exceptiOD to them shall bave beeA made.. (c) Any 
Seaior sbaU have the right tO protest or~ against 
my action of the Scmr.e. and such pnxcst or rcmoasuam:e, 
wi1b the l'CaSQD$ cbl:refar, if p:duced to writing. sblll without 
alteratioa or dday ~ with tbe coment of the Sc:narc, eatacd 
in the journal if the prot.est or remomttlDCe is not personal in 
its iwmc. 

Connecticut Senate Rule 16 If a member. in speaking or otherwise, tran.1grcsse& the rules 
ami orda of the~ the presidents.ball., or uy member 
may, call Slscb mcmba to orda: and if sp:aking, such member 
sbaU sit down, UDless paamued to expLaill; and if a member i& 
guilty of a breach of any of the rules and arden, such member 
may be n:quired by U1C ~ OD motiou, to make 
uOsfaction therefor, ud until suis£acriun has been made shall 
not be allowed IO v= or speak except by way of excuse. 

ffuUKR.ulc 18 1bc spcam-~ or anymembe:l' may. call to order any 
n:mbci who in spcakiDg ar otherwise. uamp;ssa the rules 
ud Gldcrs of me baase. If speu:ing, the. mcmba' llwl sit 
down. WIim pamitled to~ and if a mt.mbcr is guilty of 
a breadl of any of the.rules ud cxdcrs. tbe manher may be 
required by 1bc house. OCl DJOtion, to make satisfaction 
tbcff!cr, and shall mx be ~wed t0 vote or speak except by 
_,_ oi cure- u.,c.J ._. ~OG ~ ~ 
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State Rule Number TmorTest ... 
Delaware House Rule 15 (a) Each member shall conduct himself or herself in a 

digmfied ma.rma- at all tim:s. (b) No member or other penoc 
may walk aaoss the House Chamber. or C011ve:rsc privatdy, in 
iUCh ~ manm::r- u to imcrrupr tbe Houac proccediDgs. (c) A 
member &hall oot be intmuptcd when speakiAg except for the 
following reaJODS: ( 1) a call to order by tbc Speaker. (2) a 
point of order by a member. (3) a motion by a member to 
move the previous question, to adjourn, or to rccea. (d) A 
member sbail not make derogatory personal cnmrnt:tJt$ about 
or to odlet mcmbcrs. 

Florida House Rule 24 Legisb.ttre office is a trust tO be perf otmed with integrity 
in the public intlnSL A Member is respectful of the 
con6dc:ncc placed io the Mcm.bct by the othc: Mcmbc:s 
and by the people. By pcnom1 e,:unple and by 
a.dmonu:ion to collc:agucs whose behavior msy threaten 
the honor of the lawmuing body, the Member shall 
w-.&u:hfully gu.ud the a:sporw.bility of offi.tc and the 
rt3P"nsibrlttics U1d. duties p12.ccd on the Member by the 
House. To tbA end, each Ma:nbc:r shall be accountable to 
the House for vsolstion.s of this Rule or any provision of 
the House Code of Conduct conmuied in Rules 24 
thmugb. 31. 

House Rule 99 When a Member cicme.1 to speak or deliver any matter to the 
Ho~ the Member' shall me am1 ~Y addtea the 
Speaker as •Mr. (or M3dam) Speakct" and shall confine all 
remarks to the ql>CStion unda' debate, avoiding pmonali~. 
Once rccopizcd. a Member may speu from the Member's 
desk or may, with the Speaker's pc:rmisaion, speak from the 
well. 

Ha.WI.II House Rule 27.3 The Spe:u.ct shall orda: any mcm bcr who conducts 
himself or herself in a disorderly n:wincr duang any 
sc:ss.ion of the House to st.ay ui his or he: scat md be in 
ordc:. The spe:u.cr sb2ll omc:r the Scrgcmt-at-A.am to 
remove tny member who pUU-\ts in disonied:y conduct 
frrm the House for the remainder of the mys session, 
unless the member who hu bca:i dis0tda:ly pledges to the 
Houae that he or she will mamain a good behavior. 
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State Rule Number Tm or Text =-- _ , ... 
Illinois Scmte Rule 7 ~3 (c) Ii 3ny Senaiar in spcating (or ct.hc:rwisc) tramgrc.s.ses lhesc 

Senate RulC$, the Pn:sidiJl8 Officer shall, or any Senator may, 
call him or her U> order, in which ca.se tbe Sc:nacor so called to 
order shall sit down. ~ pc:m,iUl:d ro cxpwD; and the 
Semle. if appealed to, shall decide on the case without dcbafe_ 

If the decision be in fa var of the Seal0r called to ardct. he er 
she shall be aI Jibcrty to proceed. If odxnlise. and the case 
requires it, he or 5b: shall be luble to the ccnsme of the 
Seaaic. (d) If any SC"Jlaim be called to order fur \l!IC!ffJs spoken 
in clebate. me person calling him or ha to ordC% shall repeat 
th&: words exrx:pccd ro. mi they 5hall be takeo down by tbe 
Secretary. No Scna1ar shall be bdd u, answer or be subject to 
the ccmurc of the Seure for wocds spoeD in debate if any 
Senator bu spobu in dd,a&c or other business 1m um:nened 
aiu:t the words 5poa:n ud before exceptions to them s.ball 
havebeentab:a. 

Kcnmd"J House Rule 23 If any mcmtxr, in speech or o~ transgress the ruie& of 
(Scmte Rule 23 is order or dcccrum. be &hall iimnediatdy be called to order by 
similar) the c:.bair and shall take his se&. The Qc:k. shall reduce 1bc 

objectionable words to writing and rc:.ad them to the House. 
After hmmg a shm c:q:,1,mation from die mcmbcr called to 
ocdc:, er upon the wi1hdr::lwal of the objectionable language, 
the Spcaka' may permit 1ht member to proceed. or may 
campd silm:c upon him mmJ tbc ma= is di5pos.ed of. The 
mling of the chair shall be mbject 10 a appeal to the House. 
A member off'=ding the House shall be liable to ccmure. 

Mame Joint Rule 304 At public hcuing,, the c.bait im.y limit rctimony as 
nea:ssuy for ~ or:dcdy co.adna of the hc::uing. 
Manbm may qucstultl ~ to duify cestimoor wi 
to elicit helpful and pertinent infonmrion While 
aggressive and probing qucstiom may sometimes be 
appropriate, mcnbcs wD. =hibit respect for the 
witnalCS and for one another. Mcmbas shall rcfnin 
from inta:rogation that is ugum.mtative. oppressive, 
n:pctirive or unneccssuily cmb,rnsflng to hearing 
puticipants. 

Minnesota House Rule 2..31 If :i mcrnbtt .is ailed to ocdcr fo% offcmiYe words in 
~ the member calliag for oma must report the 
words to which exception is t:ak= and the Qcrk must 
record tbcm. 11 member mast not be held to answtt, or };,e 
subject ro a:murc of the Home, for language used in 
debatr ualas accption ~ taken befmc anothct member 
spcab or other busmas mes pJacc. 
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State RalcNanabu Tenorra:11.·--- I 
Missus.ippi House Rule 20 If any member, i.a speak:Jng. or otbc:rwise. aansgresscs the 

Rules of the House.. me Speaker sha1i oc ay member may OA 

point of order m me spam to call the transgrcsscx ro otder: 
and the member called to order shall irnrnrttiatcly sit down. 
uni= pcrmiUcd on motlOD of a.DOtbcr' member to e:xpwn, and 
1he House if appe&icd to. sb.&ll decide oa the case witbcu 
debate. If me decwoll be m favol' of the member called to 
order. be shall be at liberty to proc:ccd; if against him and the 
case requiru it, he shall be liable to tbe c=surc of die House. 
er such otber punubml::llt as ibc House may deem proper. 

HouscRule21 u il member is called to ordc: fer words spoken in debate, the 
member calling him ta order sball iDmcalc the words cxcepll:d 
r.o, and they shall be Ilk= down in writing at tbe Cerk's Jcsk 
and read aloud to the Home; but he sball not be held to 
answer, 1d' be subject to the ccmure of the House dlcrcfor, if 
further debate Otl other busiDcss bas int=Vened. 

Missouri Senate Rule 78 If a seaalOr is called to order for words spoken in ~ tbc 
SCft.1Wr calling him to ordc:r mall repeat~ words excepted 
to, ud they mall be tum dowu in writing on the sccrcu.ry's 
table, and no SCAll0r shall be held to uswa. or be subject to 
the censure of the se111e fer words spotcn in debate.. if~ 
other ICllltOl' bas spok.cu ar bmmcss has inu:rvcncd after the 
wards spot= and bcfarc u.c;;epaon to them b3s beeD taken. 

House Rule 83 Wheal any manbcr is about to~ in a debale or delivt.r a 
mttl:r 10 tbe House. bt:/sbe sbal1 rise fcoal his/her seat and 
respectfully address~ to .. Mr. s~ or 
·Madam speaker.· Tbc mcmbcr' sball coufiDchima:LfJhtndf 
ro the questiom lmdc:r dchl&caad avoid penonality. If uy 
mcmbu Yiolases the rwca of the House the spam. or any 
IDCDlbcr. nay call b.imJha' to order. Ally member calkd to 
order shall irnux:dia•eiy sit down. u.aless permitted tc explain. 
and the House ~ if appealed to, decide the case without 
dcbar.c. 

Neba..sla Senate Rule 2, Sec. 9 U a member is called to order for wmds spok= in~ the 
member calling him or bcr to crda' shall indicat.e me words 
cm:ptcd ro, and they shall be tam down in writing at the 
Qerk's deu and read aloud to me ugisJarure., but be or she 
sball not be bcld to amwtr. lJcr be SGbjcct to the caisurc of 
the Legislature daad0re. if fm1hcr debate or otba- busiDEss 
shall ha1e inta reoed 
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State Rule Number Test or T eu ~Cel'Pt 
Ohio House Rule 46 If any member, in spewag. or orbr.nvise, tr.msgras,es the 

rules of the House, the Spcak:r.r sba1l call the offc:Dding 
member to order. The member so called to order shall tau tbc 
mtmbc:r's scat immediatciy, unless permitted by the Spcakcr to 
explain. Any member may, by rming the po.int of Olde:, call 
the attention of the Speaker to sucb uansgresswn. Except as 
provided in RuJe 4S. the point of ordc' sh.all be decided by tbc 
Speaker withwr dcbale. Evciy tucb dccisi011 of die Speaker 
shall be subject 10 appt.a1 to me House by uy two memben. lf 
a member be called to order by another m.emJxz' for offensive 
words spokm in dcbarc. the mcmbc:r calling the manba- to 
order shall. if the Speaker so requjrcs, rc:du.c:e me 
obj=tionable language to writing. 

On=gon Senate Rule 6.10 (1) In speaking. a rncmbc.r must con.6.nc rcxmks to the 
quesaon under debate and sh.all .void penomliries. A 
member may refer to the actions of a committee if such 
actions ar:c relevant to the debate, but a member s.h.all not 
unpugn the motives of another m.em~'s vote or 
ugument. 

Senate R~ 6..35 (1) If a mcmbcs" trusgruscs the rules of the Sawe. the 
~ or any rnemhcr through the President, may call the 
mcmbc: to orda. Unle:u pcmuticd by the Preaide:n! U> 

explain. the member ailed to orda' shall be scar.ea 
um:,cdi■rcfy. (l) The m=bez' who is called lO order may 
appeal the ruling of me President. If the~ dc:ci~ me 
appeal in favor of the member, the.member may proceed with 
the debate. If the Seoarc decides me appeal apinst tbe 
member, the member may proceed "in ordc:r" or be~ to a 
motion of censure of the Se.aale. 

Senate Rule 6.40 I! a member is called to oniet for word.s spoken in ~ the 
~ objecting shall immcd.ia.tcly ~ the words to 
wmch objc:dicm is iakcD and they &hall be recorded by the 
Joumal Editor. However, if any other~ bas spoken or 
od1.c:' business hils imcrvencd aft=- the WOid5 wue spom1 and 
before the objcctioo was made, the member shall not be held 
answerable or subject to~ 

Rhode Island Scm~ Rule 7.4 No saiatar shall use ptofane. imulting. or abusive 
1mguage in the counc of public ·debate .in the scmte 
dwnber, or in tatimooy bcfote my cornmittre of the 
gmeal usanbfy. 

Senate Rule 9.10 No scm.tor shall use pmf.mc, imalticg or a.b\mve 
l:aaguage or act .in u.y maaa.cr that mtt'.rf~ 'With the 
ordmy conduct of the session of the sc:mue. 
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Smte RaJeNumber Tm or Tat Excen,t 
Rhode Is1md House Rule 14 If any mc:mbcr, jo spc:akmg c,r mha-trise, transgresses any rule 
(cont'd.) of the House, the Spcaka' shall. or any member may, call him 

to order. in which case cbe member called to order shall 
immrdiatdy sit down. \ID1ess pc:muucd by the Spcab:r to 
explain and the House shall. if appwed tO. decide: on the case 
but without debate. 

South Cuolina House Rule 1.3 If any membei'. m spcabng or otherwise. ttms~ ~ 
R.ub of~ House, the Speak.a' shall call him tD order, or any 
member m.y call such transgressions co the anemion of the 
Spcam who shall call tb: tramgrcssor to ordc:r. If repeated 
c:rics of order are iDeffectivc. the spew:r may call a member 
by rwD£.. and if the Spcab:r deems it oeccssary. he shall state 
the offense comrniar,l The member may be heard in his 
e1cuipa1ion and shall withdraw, and the House mall consider 
his punishment or any further proceedings to be had. 

House Rule 3.6 Every member., when about to speak. shall rise fz:om hls 
seat and respectfully ~ himself to "Mt. Speak.er" and 
am.11 avoid disrespect to the House or the Scm.tc and all 
penomli~ obsetve decency of~ and shall confine 
himself to the question under CODsjde::arion. 

Texas House Rule 5, Sec.. 33 If my member, in speaking or otba:wisc, transgresses cbc Nles 
of the house. the speaker shall. or any member may. call the 
mcmbCI- to ordei', iD which ~ the member ,o called to order 
shall immcdiar.ely be~; howevc:r. that member may move 
for ID appeal to the house. and if appeal is daly seconded by 
10 members. the mattt.t shall be &abmiual to the house for 
decision by majcrity VOf.C. In sucb cases. me spcakl:r shall Dot 

be reqaiRd to relinquish lbc cbair, as is rcq1liled iD cases of 
appeais &om me spcaka's decwom. The house shall. if 
appealed to,~ the mar:ra wiulout dcbaSe. If the d.cewon 
is in f.avar of lhc member caJ.lcd to order, the member 5hal1 be 
It liberty to proceed; but if the dccisiou 1S agamst the manbcr' 
be or she shall not be allo~ ta proa:cd. am!, if the case 
rcquirca ii. shall be liable 10 the ccmurc of the ho~ or such 
other pumsbmcnt as the home may coru:idc:i' proper. 

Vu:girua Senate Rule 39 No Senator or othct pason shall give audiblt aprcssion 
to his or ha approval ot disapptanl of any proceeding 
befo%e the Scmte. 

~Rule40 If words arc spoken in dcba that grvc offease, exception 
memo Dill be tam. die same day, IDd be u.d in writing; 
and m such case, 1f the words are decided by me presiding 
omca-9 or t,y die Sa1a&e, upon an appeal. ro be affi:Dsive., and 
_,, arc not e,rptaincd 0\ ,euacr'4 by tbt Senator who utte:ed 
them. be suil be subject to such action as me Scnar.c may 
deem~. 
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Scace Rule Number Text or Tm =---16• 

Virginia (cont'd) House Rule 58 If any .rur:mber, in spcakiog. U'IJlsgrcss the Rules of the Ho~ 
the Spca.k:cr shi&Ll, or any~ may, call him to order; in 
which case tbc member called to order shall im~iatcly tab: 
his Scat. unless pcrmiaed to cxplaiJL. If thc:-e be DO~ ~ 
decision of the Chair sh.all be final. H the dt:cmon be in favor 
of the member called to order, he mall be ac libaty to 
proceed; otberwlsc. he shall 110( proceed. cxcq,t by leave of 
the Home. For frequent or repeatrd violations of ooie:, 
erpccwly if persisu:d in afta the admonition of the Spcaka. ~ 
member sba.ll be liable to Che o:mure of the House. 

West V uginia House Rule 32 When a member is about to speak in ddnte or deliver any 
mattt.r to the House, he sb2ll me in his place md 
respectfully uidtc:ss the presiding offia:r u "Mr. Spc2ker," 
and, upon being iccogaizcd., shall proceed. con.finmg 
bimsdf to the question under dcba.tc, aV01ding ill 
personalities md indecorous or disrespectful ~-

House Rule 36 If a memba' be QJ.led to order fer wards ,poun in ~ the 
pmon calliag him to order shall repeat the words cm:pced to 
mi they shall be r.aun down at the Clcrk.'s table. And no 
mcmbc:r mall be bdd to answer. or be subjected to the cemare 
of the House, for worda spoken in dcbatt... if any other member 
has spoken or other basmess bas Ulft:.tVeDCd afta:: the 'WOids 
were spok= ud before the exception lO them wu iakt.n. 

W'1SC0nsin Senate Rule 58 Any member c:.a1led to order mall sit down, and shall not 
speak. accpt in explaoatinn, tmril it lhall have been 
dclamm:d whaha' ar DOt the mcmba' was iD order. When a 
member' is c&1kd 10 mda' for llU'ds spoken. the exceptional 
words shall be taken down in writing tD beUel' enable me 
prcsidmt to judge Vthether they an: in violation of the rules. 

Assembly Rule 58 (1) During dch2te, a member mzy qu.ation the orda:ii:oess 
of the :c:mub made by another member or whether the 
otht.r membct, m the manner of discussion m: conduct, 
has 'Violated the rules of the asscmhly. (2) \Vha,. the 
p~ of&et alls a member to otdcr, th:at member 
mall not spczk, accpt in aplanaricm, until it is 
dctm:ojned whethe.t 0% not the rnembct is in onier. (3) 
\Vhc:a. , member f.i cailal to order for the use of imp:oper 
or disoidcdy ~ the specific words to which 
exception has been tWl1 wil be put in writing, thus 
cmbtiag rhc plCSiding o~ bctta: to be able to Judge 
whether the words spok.m. wctt in violation of the Nles.. 
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s~ Rule Number Tat or Text Excervt 
Wyoming House Rule 16-1 When a member 13 intaruptc:d and called to order by the 

presiding officer for dign:ssing from the qucstiOCL. cxcecdmg a 
time~ using improper WlgUl8C, speaking without 
rc:cognition by the chair or wrongfully excluding own who 
wish ro 1pcak. be shall cease speaking and be seated at once 
until it is dctermiDcd wbctber be is in order. except he may be 
pemnUtd to explain hil position wh= asked 10 do so. 

Source: Scuch ofN~', rules and proccdutcs·cata base, Much 2DOO. 
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