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Local Government Lobbying in 1995

Summary of 1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Ninety-five local governments
reported $2,487,482 in direct
lobbying expenditures in 1995.

During 1995, 95 Minnesota local governments
expended $2,487,482 in direct lobbying expenditures.
This represents an increase of 12.8 percent over the
$2,205,225 in direct lobbying expenditures made in
1994. A direct lobbying expenditure is the amount
paid directly to a local government employee or a
contract lobbyist for the purpose of lobbying the Legislature or state administrative agency.
Direct lobbying expenditures do not include dues and membership fees paid to local
government organizations, even though the local government organizations' spend a portion
of those dues and membership fe)es for lobbying activities.

Historically, local government lobbying expenditures are higher in the first year of the
biennium than in the second year due to the budgeting cycle of the Legislature. Figure 1
shows the trend of direct lobbying expenditures by local governments for the years 1992
through 1995.

Figure 1: Total Direct Lobbying Expenditures by Local
Governments, 1992 through 1995
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Direct Lobbying Expenditures of Minnesota Local Governments

Ninety-five of Minnesota's cities. counties. school districts. and metropolitan agencies have
opted to directly employ staff and/or contract lobbyists to lobby the Legislature on their
behalf. The 95 units of government include:

• fifty-seven cities that reported a combined total of $993.787 in direct lobbying
expenditures;

• fifteen counties that reported a combined total of $836.289 in direct lobbying
expenditures;

• nineteen school districts or other educational entities that reported a combined total
of $298.842 in direct lobbying expenditures; and.

• four metropolitan agencies that reported a combined total of $358.564 in direct
lobbying expenditures.

Figure 2 shows 1995 total direct lobbying expenditures by type of jurisdiction.

Figure 2: Total Direct Lobbying Expenditures By Local
Governments, 1995
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Local Governments With Highest Direct Lobbying Costs

Hired Contract Lobbyists Are Utilized Far More Than Employee Lobbyists

Us.d both Employ ..
& Contr.<t Lobby ..

9.5%

Figure 3: Type of Lobbyist Used By Local
Governments

Figure 3 shows that
local governments
which have direct
lobbying expenditures
utilize contract
lobbyists. far more
than their own
employees to lobby the
Legislature.

nine local units of
government hired
contract lobbyists and
used their own
employees for lobbying
the Legislature.

Eight of the 95 local governments reported over $100,000 in lobbying expenditures, for a
combined total of $1,203,116. These 8 local governments account for 48.4 percent of the
total direct local government lobbying expenditures. The 8 local governments are:

Anoka County $102,061 Metropolitan Airports Commission $108,900

City of Hopkins $107,454 Metropolitan Council $111,648

City of Minneapolis $286,104 Ramsey County $151,322

Hennepin County $226,274 Scott County $109,353

• four local units of government relied entirely upon their employees to represent them
at the Legislature;

• eighty-two units of government relied entirely upon contract lobbyists to represent
them at the Legislature; and,

Direct expenditures by local goverpment units for lobbying the Legislature in 1995 included
the use of hired contract lobbyists and local government employees. Approximately 61.5
percent ($1,529,979) of the total direct lobbying expenditures were made to various contract
lobbyists. The remaining 38.5 percent ($957,503) of the expenditures were made to
employees of 13 government units to lobby on behalf of the local units of government.
During 1995:

•
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Firms That Lobby On Behalf Of Local Governments

In 1995, Minnesota local governments hired 42 contract lobbyists or lobbying firms at a cost
$1,529,979 to lobby the Legislature on their behalf. Twelve of these lobbyists or fIrms
received $50,000 or more from local governments. These twelve lobbyists and firms received
a combined total of $981,089, accounting for 64.1 percent of all contract lobbying
expenditures by Minnesota local governments. The twelve contract lobbyists are:

Best & Flanagan $103,049 Kilpatrick & Coty $73,315

Capitol Hill Associates $92,724 Messerli & Kramer $166,356

Cassidy & Associates $61,353 North State Advisors $61,500

Doherty, Rumble & Butler $107,454 Redmond & Associates $52,083

Flaherty & Koebele $65,051 Ronald Jerich & Associates $85,900

Gilbert, Mary $58,804 Sandvig, Linda $53,500

Other Lobbying Expenditures on Behalf of Local Governments

While 95 local government units have opted to pay lobbyists directly to lobby on their behalf,
most local governments rely on various local government organizations to represent them at
the Legislature.2 These local government organizations charge membership dues to individual
local governments throughout the state. Most local government associations provide
administrative assistance in addition to lobbying services for their members. The amount of
resources spent by these organizations on lobbying varies substantially from one organization
to another but the amount expended on lobbying activities is reported to the State Ethical
Practices Board.

In 1995, 27 local government organizations flIed
lobbying expenditure reports with the State Ethical
Practices Board. The reporting form used by the
Ethical Practices Board requires lobbying
organizations to report their expenditures within the
broad ranges of $0 to 500; $501 to $50,000;

2

Organizations representing local
governments spent between $1.6
and $3.6 million lobbying the
Legislature in 1995.

The local government organizations identified in this report do not include various professional
organizations, other than local government management associations, that lobby on behalf of specific professional
occupations within local governments. For example, the Minnesota Education Association (MEA) is registered with
the State Ethical Practices Board. However, since the organization does not specifically represent school districts
or school district management personnel, the MEA's lobbying expenditures are not included in this report.
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$50,001 to $150,000; $150,001 to $250,000; and, $250,001 to $500,000. Because of these
broad ranges, it is impossible to detennine precisely how much was spent by these
organizations. Based on the limited expenditure data available, the total expenditures reported
by the 27 local government organizations fall somewhere between $1,557,525 and
$3,601,000. When the direct lobbying expenditures are included, the total amount of 1995
local tax dollars spent on lobbying the state Legislature ranged from $4,045,007 to
$6,088,482. The 27 local government organizations include:

• nine organizations that represented the interests of school districts:

• six organizations that represented the interests of cities;

• five organizations that represented the interests of local economic development and
housing organizations;

• two organizations that re~resented the interests of counties; and,

• five organizations that represented other local government interests.

Local Government Organizations With Highest Lobbying Expenditures

Among the 27 local government organizations that lobbied the Legislature on behalf of their
local government members, six organizations reported lobbying expenditures in excess of
$150,000. These organizations are:

Association of Metropolitan Municipalities
Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities
League of Minnesota Cities
Metropolitan Inter-County Association
Minnesota School Boards Association
Schools for Equity in Education
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Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee LobbVist

Salary &
Benefits

Amount of Related to
Contract Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Anoka County
Anoka County
Anoka County

>Ai16k~Q?i.hitYTotal

Bennett, Marcia
Jerich, Tricia
Ronald Jerich & Associates

o 54,526 3,825 58,352
o 10,822 488 11,310

32,400 0 0 32,400
..··· .•••.•<32..400<· ..•·•• ·•• ••••·•.••·.65~348 ••< .·••.« ••.··./4.313.. ••· •.·••. ·· ••• •· ••••••«.·.·102;061..•

CafltBij¢qGMY<

¢itY•••6tAG~~iri·.··············

.. ···../tJJ(jo< ··0< ······<0<2.000

.. ·•••..••••·<ib154"i<.••••.•·•• ·•·· ••••··.·<·•.• <b·•••••••• <·•• ····· .... .. ····•· •••••b ••·••••••···.·<·•.•.•.•••••.•.•••..••.•••iM47.

City of Benson
00 City of Benson Economic Development

G1tY·()fl¥h$i:;ri't8tM ...

Flooerty & Koebele
Hahertv & Koebele

< < i<L

1,947 0 0 1,947
412 0 0 412

=<=<=<2'="';'=3,-;:;59"'·.•••.••·•·...••·... ···. .·.·.···.·.······.·.·.<0................ .·.·.·..·...<••·•· ••••• 0.······ ····.··<·.·.·.·2(359.

23,643 0 0 23,643
12,500 0 0 12,500

•....•...•..•<~ •••••••.••••..•••.••••••.••••...•... <.0.< ..•.••·•••·••••• ·· •••• ·••· •. ·····.•·••·.0<·. ··<.<.•••••• ·•·· •••••••·••••36;143·.

City of Bloomington
City.of Bloomin gton

...·¢itYQfl:3~l:Mmid@;)Il'td1al

citY··8fa®f{IYh·.P*tk ··· •..••••<2J52.5•••••.••••« .·.·.···.·<·•.·<)O<).·.• ·•· ••• ·•· •.• ··.·•· ••·<> ••·.t)·.••• ··<···.··<•• 2.625··.
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¢itY.gf¢if~l~ •• riri~~

City of Crystal
City of Crystal

.. ·QiW<5f¢I)fstlll't9Jll1

¢itY.9ft¥#p#~~~··

City of Duluth
City of Duluth

·¢itY6fP4IGili't9:(iil·

North Metropolitan Highway 100 Council
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14,575 0 0 14,575
~i()OJ7L;15

»824J00824

31,796 0 1,796 33,592
40,329 0 333 40,662

········.···«<)72~.125)·.«.··.· ..••.•..«>0> <••<••••••>.•••2t129·••••• «.·<······>« •.74.254



Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist

Salary &
Benefits

Amount of Related to
Contract Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Cityb(f@i1:l11l@.

1,235
19,500

··20·73·5·:::::::....': ~:::.,;. ..: ,::.

F100erty & Koebele
North State Advisors & Associates

City of Fergus Falls
\0 City of Fergus Falls

·CitY(#l'i~fgy$.fml$·jfBt[I·

<824.

CitY(JtUtchfi~j4

¢itY~#M~l~~···>·········· ·························.j{ro#¢NBPl:M-i(fol'ML¢).· 16&18>



Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract Lobbyists

1

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist

Salary &
Benefits

Amount of Related to
Contract Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

GtiY9t£t#@lIlf F1ah~l"ty~KP~~¢)¢ <>1&3S···· ....Y·.·.··X) ·..··.·. ···.··<>.0••••·.....> ••.• » •••. ·• •••.•1&35

......
o

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

S!~.;~~~~f:il@~m91j~.T6tll1

GiiY9t£t@i~@J1{~···

Bamhart, William
Bu&1, Jmel
Ehrlichmann, Thomas
Hart- Kajer, Andrea
Holm, Patty
North State Advisors & Associates

Vm \VyCh fj,JetlrjY •••.•••••••< > >< .

o 38,915 1,562 40,477
o 2,912 0 2,912
o 40,023 223 40,246
o 66,003 1,697 67,700
o 20,375 0 20,375

42,000 0 0 42,000
......,.,..==~O:::." 71,058 1,338 72,396

. ··.··42;000>•••·•••. ·· .· •..239,284>. ·.···.··>.·.4,82Ci.<>.·•• <••••·>286H04
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City of Moorhead
City of Moorhead
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66,613 0 6,702 73,315
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Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist

Salary &
Benefits

Amount of Related to
Contract Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Qitji.Sff{Eii··Wi6g

¢itY9tt{i(;ljfi~lq·

F1~~rty& It6~hele

··Eiilers& .4$.\!()ciiltes··

10.bOo··0«.80< .·10.080

/289>/0.0> .289

CitY()fE8~lj~§i~l"i.• Fl~e1"tY·&.·Koepel~· ..4;942>004.942

City of Roseville
City of Roseville

......···¢itY9t@~~Yill~T6tal

Ramer. Robert (for MLC) *
Ehlers & Associates

10.046 0 0 10.046
==~6;..:.0:.,.9 0 0 609

10.65.5:0<0> 10.655

......

...... ¢ItY9fR4i>1if()@·••••••••••.•···/··

<:mY§fS@tiB~i4§ ••HRA· ·••·...:.·•••••••·.••·•••••••••• 824»·.•••·.·.·/ ··.: •••··.i(J.. ··••••.••••.•.·// ••••///•• 0••••••••·•••• /·.·.·······...... .•...•. 824

¢itY.Qt$~y~g~····· .·>/)/27Wds2..... »·.····.···············:· ·····0·· ·····.···>·.• /< •.•.••·.:.:· •• 0< ••....•... / •.........•.....•..·27~052

City of Shakopee
City of Shakopee
City of Shakopee
.·§1.ij;§f$@kgpe¢'I'otal

1.680 0 0
3,000 0 0
1,910 0 0

·"""·····=>=)=)6i:':~5:790=•.•••..•••••••.•.:.•.•......• ······.···:·····:···:>0.·.·•. :.::.•••• ··•·••·»·•.•·.O}\•.•. ··:····· .

1,680
3.000
1,910
6.590

¢ItYdf$h()f~Yj~W······· ··········Bml'let,ROp~rf(t()rMl;'.9) ...·

.. 412

·••·<.·••4.4J8ds••.>••••..•••·•••·••·•.••.••••••••..·••.·.•·...•0>••.•>/·.•)h100..>······ .. ·.·./ ....·.46.505
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Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract lDbbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or ElI\l>loyee Lobbyist

Salary &
Benefits

Amount of Related to
Contract Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

16.702
27.713

5.500
·<49<915

o
o
o

,- ..-' ........

o 16.702
o 27.713

5.500 0
,,""'.'0'>:'0':'0'>~5"=;5~00""'>4.il>a1'; .,.

===========:::::=:

Armstrong. Cllarles
Faricy. Raymond
Minnesota Solutions

City of St. Pall
City of St. Pall

of St. Paul

QitYC:}f·W#trq@ ftm~ttY •• 8,'·kqe1.l~le

¢hY.~t,W~Mli. •.t;>9tt,A1.ith()iitY ·t<1@¢rtY',&;·R6¢\:jele .,··,·.,·,.,>.·:./11641< ••·>··••.::··.:.·.··· •.:.. ·: ..•.•.•... 0 .... J)1.W47

I--'
tv pfi)ic:}fW99CIl14h'

¢ffi¥-g,uqty

Dakota County
Dakota County

P~9~~t:otJrity total

Schreiler. Margaret
Capitol Hill Associates

o 12.344 1.016 13.360
61.000 0 1.615 62.615

.....•:.•••.•:•. :.:..••~••.••••••••: .•.• )12.344 •••••••..•••:·.:.<.·.:··.:.2.631·.:..•.·.•• <>·>.····•.•••••<75••975·

Hennepin County
Hennepin County
Hennepin County
Hennepin County
Hennepin County
...... ·······Uf:Ii#ffiiPt:ol.iI1ty tO~llt

Davidson. Mary Beth
Failor. Greg
Loeffler. Dia1e
Staebler. Jim
Best & Aalagan

o 45.811 700 46.511
o 39.785 1.464 41,249
o 46.268 797 47.065
040.333 1.116 41,449

48.000 0 2.000 50.000
<48;000172\197 .·····0.077 ·······.221);274

S$Pl·+.Mm#¢lJ><jliS $@qvig;··.tiridii 53Wbb> ·/0500 .:: , ···<53$00

ISD 11 - Anoka/Hennepin Lundell. Brad

I~~.10j~pi£~r;i;ei:lI)mwj'(,ti!t.. Ronald Jerich & Associates

29.000 0 0 29.000
36.000 0 0 36.000

.. ········:,··:::::::··.·•••·••.:•.·•• >/65.000·...«>.:·:.:.·)....••:••0..••• ·• >·••<··::·».:··.·.·::.:.0/.:.·.··>:·:·:·: ·:····:/:.•65,000
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Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract lDbbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist
Amount of

Contract

Salary &
Bmefits

Related to

Lobbying

Expmses
Related to

Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expmditures

...}.U:'k993· •••••.••..•. · ......•}.o••••• ·•··•·· •••••• •.······ > ••...••••••••0 ••••••••>.<•••••.•..•••• >•...·...S.99:r

·.0«0··2,010
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===================
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I$p§4t ••• Plqq4H····
I$P9$.·¥¢mtiiW¢1l

....
w
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I$p.IQo\#·.W~$iiijl

ISp·••ii5§&G%>R¢9@tY··

Cpri!bttiUm··.f6l"••·~~.$Jp#l"i()fl\.reaSChools

COIl !(>r@fuf()ftffiJ.(~ ••$Yp¢i"i()i'••AI"¢Ii&:hool·s

CoI1!brtii:Jm.lClI"••l%~¥$tIp~r.i9i'Af¢aSchools

···2d950)(» 2,195

><1319 .>6«6.«1.519

L908> 6 ·01,908

t$pH*.·•...;W>~~~nt

1$j)~'7Q.HUMitPNGmv¢

t$P4$X••••AJ:@k~$4p¢i'i9r

l-IlIUser. Id:!llHt / > U> i iiL
ex,rf &: HOf@iIl,ttjq,·· .

COh!bftillJ1l··()t.·~~$tIp~l"iQi"ANll$el1bols

································ ... ·.· .•. 0 ·•..•••••••••.....••••. 16A75.·•. ).··)·.>.•••·••••••••••••793 •.·•·· ······>·<···•• ···.·.•· •••.···.it208

.·····••••·.<36.6c16........ ...b ···.·.··· ······· · ·..· /0./ ••• U•• )./•..•••••••.••.•30,OOO

...·.••>••·•. :,.174<.•·..·.·.·>....6........../)·· ·./ ··... 0/•. ) •.··.<················· ..·3 ••174

t$p.•~i~8$i .• E~1(·· .. Gilbert. M~i)'·/<»//» •.••·••·· •.··/ •• 57f'IIa ••••····•••••·•······· ··············· ••••••·.0 •••••>··.······.·.····}.••rw9i).·.·.••····· ·.••••>••·•• 58.804.

Isp·.7(j(jAH~hit¥H<:lWrt Cpri.8:)rtiUI1'ltofLilke••$4p~tiql".Afea'.SChoOl s .···/>3/189.·· . . () U•• >.••/ ••·••••••·••••••• (d ··••.· •••••.•••••••••.••••••••• i.>.· .• 3.78Sl••.

tsp7Q4.&t>iQ~tQr>· Con!brtiul11··.fbt••~~$U#¢f.iotANa.$ch()()ls /.3.154. .io.oY 3.754

t$t1'1()Q8QiJiifh> .

X$j)7~'i:H):3ig~~>·

Soberg, ROll .~~~.~.O;;g.·· .....·28d2(;/6{242)<34,468

·» •••••·•••.•·.2,360/••••.•·••• ·•·· >.•/..o.Y» •• o/ >••.•••• (>••••••••••••..• ·• •.••2.300.

·.·.>/ •.•••.••2WOO··.···.······· .·.< •..i). ··.U •••·.• ••· ••••••••••U·•• /.U.o.·•••·•••.•.•·•·•·••»> •••.2.000•

!<i#®ri.¢9ij6W··················· •P::llitljj~h~Ail$94{#t~~;~~#Y;RijfuiJl¢ •••~•••l:Nji~i··· ·< ••••••••.••·./·•• tWoO ••.•·> ·.· •.•0•••>••••••••· ••··./ ••.••·••••••••• / •.• or••· .·• •.•••.••..•••••••·•.•••.•.••.••••..•·.·1.000
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Table 1

. 1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures
Employee and Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist
Amount of

Contract

Salary &
Benefits

Related to
Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Koochiching County
Koochiching County

~.~~i~~~Wi¢prihty .• 'totN

G1garo, John
Dan Larson & Associates
Natural Resources Board

2,000 0 0 2,000
592 0 0 592

~~~3,~5~00~. 0 0 3,500
<.. 6W92) .....·.·...·...>..·..·.x> >0./· ·•···•·•· •••••·••• <·•.•. /·•••0... ••·.•·.••.<)···•• ·•.•••• ••· •• ·· ..••·.6.092·.

-oj::>.

Lake County

~~<::<:>t1l1o/ ...... ·····~¢G9'ijn).yW()taI<·

Metropolitlll Ailports Commission
Metropolitlll Ailports Commission

~~t01M~i~ili~~*~~;i~ilimi~~i@mot@
Metropolitlll Council
Metropolitlll Council
Metropolitlll County
·············>M~#gp81itil.¢otlri¢il.·TOtal

G1garo, John
Dan Larson & Associates

Dombrowski, David
McGrann, Shea, Frlllzen, Carnival, StraJghn & Lamb
Messerli & Kramer

Groschen, Eunice
Kuehn, Mike

Bob

2,000 0 0 2,000
4,000 0 401 4,401

~··=.=.";'-6,:::'0"""dO:"'.>·<O<40F·· ··6,401

o 54,994 0 54,994
35,285 0 855 36,140
17,743 0 23 17,766

••••· •.•••.••53~028> X)·)·•••••54~994?· < •••••••••• 878 •••.•···>.· ·.· 108.900

o 29,240- 300 29,540
o 12,858 0 12,858
o 68,850 400 69,250

··~=•••=<=.<=>=O=••.•••••••X•·.·•· ••.•.110W48 ..•••.• <•.••·.>700 •.<> >••.•.•.•••••••.••. 111·,648

Metropolitlll Mosquito Control District Dobbert, Dan

~.\~iM~~ii;.~o~6f~I~St~ftpi$#i4tt61ar...... <:apit?r..g!ll.~s~~iates

Metropolitlll Sports Facilities Commission Leonard, O'Brien, Wilford, ~encer & Gale
Metropolitlll Sports Facilities Commission O'Neill, Grills & O'Neill
Metropolitlll Sports Facilities Commission Redmond & Associates

~\~;M~iPlij~;6f~~~~'Jii~iitr#r#I~~pri ••.t9~@ •••~I1~.?J.erich & Associates

Minne~olis PaIk & Recreation Board Best & F1l1lagan
Minne~olis PaIk & Recreation Board Best & F1l1lagan
Minnelpolis PaIk & Recreation Board Best & F1l1lagan

~i,jjji~ijl~~I£~&i~fq~~~W#~#~f()i@ .•.••...•...... ~st~~~~~!!l1 ...

o 11,524 100 11,624
30,000 0 109 30,109

•·•••..•·•.•·~..lh524.<209 /. 41,733

8,000 0 0 8,000
18,700 0 0 18,700
52,083 0 0 52,083
17,500 0 0 17,500

·•• ••..•·.·..96.283 ••••>·•.•···.••••••••• >••0 ••••·.•••• >·>.·•.••••.•.•·•.0)............................. ..96;283

83 0 0 83
31,185 0 496 31,681

7,302 0 163 7,465
13,073 0 747 13,820

. ..........•. ··>.·S!\6MI?·...> .• O»»·.L;4d6> •••••••·><·•••••••·••• ·.•·53;049.·.



Table 1
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee and Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract or Employee Lobbyist
Amount of

Contract

Salary &
Benefits

Related to
Lobbying

Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Mmijg~t~Bl}~ideptial·.A.9ac1¢tlli~$•• @~t6~~@*,13lirld· A11ll~go#~ •••Bo~g#.··

L.V.U .. . 23Hs9

... .. .. L.OV'Y .. 10;657

.$4;000.. ···\)/.··••·.0<•• )··.··.·.···.··· ... 0·· ========

.•.•••••. <•••••·..• 81981••••••••...••·••.•••. ·.···•· •..• ··/6 •••••••••.•• ·••· ··········1.·..;;7(:;··.·.·
===========~===

·•••.•••••••.••.••. ).6. •..••. )<.2i/!.2S...·..·.· ....·.U... .<. ···~·.h'ii·.·.·
~~~~~

CinJCUtqi\fuy .

Larklri ••·.H6(rdl~;paly··.&··.tindgten

Qim~iti4®tIJ1*Y

R@j¥y•• c.ollrity .R.egibtl al···Rail$:a4<<.•.....••..•••.•.....................

'"""U1

Ramsey County (Board of Commissbners)
Ramsey County (Board of Commissbners)

~aw0r~~u~0·~U::·t~4fmii~$ffi~~~pij~rnj'J:()t3l

Abts. James
Lindeke, Theresa

& Jmacek

o 45,880 854
o 62,882 3,019

38,687 0 0
............••••••.<•••••••.~ ·····«108;762.........«.·«3;873(.·.···········

46,734
65.901
38,687

····151;322

Scott County
Scott County
··$r39ti<1ounty to@

Boland & Associates
r'n~~;A., & Associates

48,000 0 0 48,000
60,000 0 1,353 61,353

<•.••..·•••.•••1~· •. ··········< •• ·•·•·••·•••.•..•••.·0.•.•••·< .• >·· ..·•.··<t~353.U . .•..·•. ·•·.·· •.• ·10Sf.353.

St. louis County
St. louis

Glgaro, John
North Slore Forest Products

o 41,118 2,775 43.893
21,760 0 0 21,760

···••••·...·.•.•.••••.••••~·.··4n118<2;775> ···«65~653

w~lfjl#gtifu···®un.ty $4s:m.·.tJtd*ig•••~••!M¢ciates 30.000

Statewide Total 1,506.343 927.760 53.379 2,487,482

* Messerli & Kramer lobbies on behalf of the Municipal Legislative Commission (M LC).
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Table 2
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Name of Employee Lobbyist
Annual
Salary

Annual
Cost of

Employee's
Benefits

Percent
Of Time

Spent
Lobbying

Salary
& Benefits
Related to
LobbVin~

Expenses
Related to
Lobbvin~

Total
LObbying

Expenditures

Anoka Q)unty
Anoka Q)unty

... AIl<'>k4¢b4rity't~t1if

66.561
19.652

.• <86,213

10,237
2.433

. ···12,670

71.0% 54.527 3.825 58.352
49.0% 10.822 488 11.310

...•..•••.••.•~••.•••···>.<•.•..•>.·•. 65,348).·>.·< ••·•.• «·<·.·4\$1$ ·•··•••••.• > ••··.<69~66.f •

.....
0\

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

City ofMinne~olis

Ci%t¢®;%f:i~~lip9nsT6t31 •.•..••

Barnhart, William
Bu&1, Jooel
EhrIichmllln. Thomas
Hart- Kajer, Andrea
Holm, Patty

.y~~y~~~·J~tr~~y ...

65.018 12,811
16,867 2,545
70,938 9,107
56.915 9.088
34,366 6,383
59,070 11,988

303d74 ·5H~22<

·50.0% 38,915 1,562 40.477
15.0% 2.912 0 2,912
50.0% 40.023 223 40,246

100.0% 66,003 1,697 67,700
50.0% 20,375 0 20,375

100.0% 71,058 1,338 72.396
··················.·.··N/A•.•U••·./ .<.»239.284).· ······.·/····•.• ··.·•• ··• •••·.4••820 ••••·<>·.· •<·2.44H04··.

49,514 6,159 30.0% 16,702 0 16.702
41.080 5,109 60.0% 27.713 0 27,713

... ·90,594 .. ··11,268< ·N/A>44A15 ··>0>44<415

City of St. Pall
City of St. Pall
.. . )¢itY9(St.p:ijlTc@1

I5:I1<9t~tXNijtY

Armstrong, Cllarles

····$(;~i'~~~H ••M~l"gart)t •• •······ .··46.879 .<6.59'1> ••.•.•••..••••• 26.6%.·••..•)••••.•.•• ).·.·· .. UU ....12;344 ••·•.•••••<·· ...•••·•.••••1,016)..•••. <.·.•·••.•·•••••UJ3;3(50.

M~tmp(jthiijA~m(jrl~.¢bmmi~~ic::fu ••·•• <••·.···>t&ffi~t<.>w~kWn~yicl·.····

Hennepin Q)unty
Hennepin Q)unty
Hennepin Q)unty
Hennepin Q)unty

.. ·fit\PhffimG9ij#tY'tQtlll

isb39$..,.Ms~&&.iht

1$blQ9··.+.···INmm.<.·

Davidson, Mary Beth
Failor, Greg
Loeffler, Dime

Jim

51.592 9,489 75.0% 45.811 700 46,511
46,144 6,903 75.0% 39,785 1.464 41.249
53.597 8,093 75.0% 46.268 797 47.065
70,941 9,725 50.0% 40,333 1,116 41.449

.222,274 ·34&10<······<·.····•• <N/A·.»·· ••.·>1'72;191 •• >.... .•••.•.•·••»4·.077>< .·<>176.274·

.•••.·..5(:;;694 ·8;744>·28:0%<>16.475< ..·)7931'1di>B

58,1.24 d12;44t «40.0%28.226> ···<6,242341468

..•·<1iS,s54••·•· ••• ·•· •• ··.<•••.•••14;802 .\.·..••.•••··60.0%U..< «)<•• $4.994... •••.••..••.••.••...•....•...•..•.••..••..••••..•• <•••••••••.1:>. ·< .•.•••••·.......54\994 ••

Metropolitm Q)uncil
Metropolitm Q)unty

~~~it~;ii9lli~l~#rii:1F');6(1l1<.

Grosdlen, Bmice
Kuehn. Mike
La&1omb. Bob.. " "

43,668 15,283 49.6% 29,240 300 29,540
44,300 15,505 21.5% 12.858 0 12,858
51,000 17,850 100.0% 68,850 400 69,250

····<tj8;968>. ·.······>48.638 <>/>N/A».flO;~48/>/<.·.·/i?700/»>··.• nl;648•••



Table 2
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Employee Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Name of Employee Lobbyist
Annual
Salary

Annual
Cost of

Employee's
Benefits

Percent
Of Time

Spent
Lobbying

Salary
& Benefits Expenses Total
Related to Related to Lobbying
Lobbying Lobbying Expenditures

M~tf()p()moo.M9sq~itP.¢9ijJ1PI·pistiiqt.·~Wtl~tt•••PlliJ. .···<)<40.866. ....••..··.•...•·••• i6.755· ••··.·.·.·.·/.26.0%.·•••••.•••••••••.•.•..•••·••.•...•.•••••...•ib524 •.•••.•...••..\..•••.« .•...•••..•••••••••..••1(0) ..•.«•••••.•...•••••••• f1.624

Qiffi~~~i.GflWHY •••·.····)< ¢llli~iWAh1y < <...·.Wi,290< ...•6;960 .•...•.•••••.••·•.••• 56.01% <••.••••••..•• \ •••••·•• 22 ..i25... ..·.>··.·· · · Hbj4................ .· 23;159

.....
-....l

Ramsey County
Ramsey County
.....·B.~#y¢R~#tY't()tai

72.676 10.743
73.073 10,769

·<145.749«21.512

·····.62\'789 .·· .•.•..•• ·.·..·.•.».11••971

55.0% 45,880 854 46.734
"75.0% 62.882 3.019 65.901

............... <...•·.·N1A<<••..•••••.•••..••••••••..• l08B62 · <> ••••.•••••••••• 3~g"73· ••••·•. >•••·••••••••••••.112~635

••.••·•.••••• 55.0%/ •·.·•· .•·•. ··· •• <.·.>··.41#1$.... >.·.< ••••• <.2;775.((•••.••·•••••• >••·•.•43.893

Statewide Total 1.353.868 258,490 NIA 927,760 29,743 957.503



Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract Lobbyist ;;;F,;,irm:..:;;;..,;N;,;,;;;am;;;,;e;,-. _
Amount of

Contract

Expenses
Related to
Expenses

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

AMk~¢8W1ty

QWl@¢6@ty

prtYQf.Ali$~in

·········Qijgafb,·.)ohIi

1,947
412

<2<:359

1,947
412

Messerli & Kramer
Messerli & Kramer

Aaherty & Koebele .
Flahertv & Koebele

City of Benson Aaherty & Koebele
City of Benson Economic Development Aaherty & Koebele

¢itYQfl3¢ns6riEc<It9ffli¢pI,W¢jC:$M~rit'tQWI· ..

City of BIOOl1lington Messerli & Kramer
City of BlOOl1lington Renner, Robert
}········.··pitypti3loqmiMlkOWQWU.··••• ·••·•··••············.....

PHY.btIj-qQ1dynPark

00

¢.ityofJNl'I)$vilie

¢~tygf.CiI'ClePfues ...... ··········$l.lWfNihBat¢.A1.l@QdW

City of Qystal North Metro Highway 100 Council
City of Qystal. . . . .. North M:etro Mayorsf\ssociation>¢i.lygfCrY$@'to@» . . .. . .

North Metropolitan Highway 100 Council
North Metro Association

3,000
14,575

•··•.·• ••·17;575•••

···<824¢~ty.QtJ::>¢t#5iiIiikes

33,592
40,662

·····················>•.·74;254.

APCO Associates, Inc.
Publicorp,~c~

.. ·······>M~¥~i-H*~~f(f<:!MP9)n •• ·•···

City of Duluth Bissen, Robert
of Duluth Ranieri~ §1&~ne

¢.tty9.t~#ri~ii'i¢ ...

,
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Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Expenses
Amount of Related to

Contract Expenses~~~ •.~. Firm NameName of Jurisdiction Contract T nhhv;d

>825

1;641

]%fkiri.H6f'li:ri®;t)a1Y&(,i@gr¢I1 ..gitY<:it::swt.twt#' .

¢ttY6tF~il.#ijW· .

1.4'75

>824

.··10'7,454

1.235
19.500

••.• ···•• ••..·••·.•.20;735••\.· •••••• ·••••••••······· .

Flaherty & Koebele
North State Advisers & Associates

Flaherty & Koebele
Horazdovsky. David

BiiI~ch. l3<::!1Iiie

...··Bilherty®I<oeki.ne

••... ....•..•.•.•...•..... ". .. . .. >lR.eillrier; Robert

..> \ ».U •••·•••• ·•· •••••·<>••·u¢airl. Ed

¢itYqf~~ym~ .

¢itYPt#ij~ijfj~)i:l. .

City of Fergus Falls
City of Fergus Falls

..... ····chY9ff(fgGsF'aIls't6tiU·

¢itYQfFdW¢y >.

¢itY<:it:n6P@'Q~·······

¢HY6tiji~~tiQilll1Ell1l~<·· .

~¢lty6fR911#ffiH .

.H2$$>

············•·•••·•••••·••• ·• ••••••••••••••·.M~§~~rIl*i&lII:l1.~i-(tc!MP¢)·· .....•....•.... ····.·.< .... iii3d6 ..·.·.·22·.·./··•• 2 •••·/0/ ·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.··~~.~uu.·.

··N<:it't1j$l:.i@.A.~yi§&W®Ai;s&iMi:W>···· ··42;000 u ·.·.·.·.·.··.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.·.~~.uw··I<9ia.k,t\li4Y

¢hY9fM:lPj~w~.·•••

¢hYQfM¥~bi\lI.· ••• >·········

¢l~y<:it::M~@Q(i$ •••••••·•••• ·•••••·•·•·········· ....
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Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract Lobbyist ,;F..;,irm-.:;;:..N;.;,;;:am:=.;e;... _

Expenses
Amount of Related to

Contract Expenses

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

¢hypf'M®UNidd) ··FIaI-Mrty~t{2£Be(e ... Ftili¢ftY&K6e8eIe >·•.·...912.··.· .L L> ••>L .•••.. Oi» ·< .••·.• 912

City of Moorhead

9!Y ?fM<J<:)r~t:~~. .. . .
. ········qtYQfM09fl'lMdT9@

Aaherty & Koebele

I<ill?~tri~k.~.. <::()tx

Aaherty & Koebele
I<ilp~trick & Coty

16,624 421 17,045
66,613 6,702 73,315

. ·<><•••••••83~237» ••.•<·· ••··.m123>.· · ·.· 90,360

City of Morris
City of Morris

i¢ltY9r:MmisT8iaf .

Aaherty & Koebele
Ranieri, .Eu~el1e

Aaherty & Koebele
PUblicorp. Inc.

412 0 412
2,795 0 2.795

.············=>=<=<"'=Sf.:.2::o:07=·<O< ..•..... ·3.207

».·.»289•.•.•••••».·.·/.>.Q>·.·. •.·· •.·.·.·••... ·· ........•·•.•/..... 289

..< ••••lti35<>•.•• ··<>.·.••·<·.•··.0>.·.•.•····· 1.235.

.··3,381.>LLi>o .•.... .3,381

·······L·HM7<LLl)...»······ .·.h647

···········••·•.·<><412>.<0··.·.•····••··• 412

················<...).iof06d>i>. ·)·.··•• >•••·80<·••••..• ·•·•· 10,080.FI3l1~rtY&@eB¢le

Me~S¢rlj.& .I<.J:arn¢f({&·.Mtcy<.< ..........•.••••.••.••••.. >•.•.•••«•••12;5(0).<.......<·.•.•••<••• >6······· .•••••.•....•••....•.••.....12.500

:E11lef$•••&·AssbCi~tCs

Ftiih~fty&K6ebete

·Pti~nc8rpS(Itlc.

.·FI@bfty.~.·.i<&b¢ie

Fiiiheiiy&j{6e8ele

RaI1i¢l"i.FAMij~>· .
FiM~hY*K%i~~F<·

R.llhI~1"jj>@g~ri~<·················

FI@~rtY*,~Bel~< ...•

.. ·Fi@~iiY$c.R<%lliij¢<

f'I~rtY~~BeI~.·L)·············¢ItY9fj)jpe$@:i~

¢@BfriYffiPGili

qitY9f.~#Wlijg

¢ltYPfRiqlJfjM4 .

¢itYpt::I\,l¢WPlfu
tv .
o »ltY9.fp~4(l}e<·

¢iiyBtQw@)llh~ .

¢ltY9fR9¢he~tet 'Flah¢rtyi$c.K$;i~l~··················· . F1i1Mrty&KoeBele ··<A.942><YO >...... .... 4,942

··'Flah~rty.~ •• K$;\~I~ .•••••·>.··<.·.················ •.......... ················BilMrty§c.t{@B¢W······

City of Roseville
City of Roseville
·····L.q'-~y.p(.:B~yme'J:'9®·

¢hYBtJ{u.~h(9iW ••··

¢iijMt$@KR~Nl:W~L····· ...·F1Mi~rtY~·~BeI~>

Eblers & Associates
Messerli & Kramer (fer MLC) ..

··lttiih~ftY~j{<%hi#¥ .....

>~y§c,Whi#l~y>······ .

609 0 609
10,046 0 10,046

.·······/./<.10;655•••• </ •.••· .·.< .... /0.·••·.· ••.••• •••·•·········· 10.655..

..···4iiXtt .. ···>412

.»»<824»> >/»0 •• »> .·.·.···.·•·· •.•...•.•••<..•·824\

........ ·············•····••·••V.i27;(jS2U>UO /ii.« 21HlS.2



~ ,

Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Expenses
Amount of Related to

Contract Expenses__ 1"__ Firm NameName of Jurisdiction Contract T nhhvid

City of Shakopee
City of Shakopee
City of Shakopee
·····{,·.·PHy()fSlIakopee,,'tQtlll'···,············',·

¢lhttJ(ShOteview

Renner. Robert
Southwest Coalition
Suburban Transit Association

Messerli & Kramer (fa- MLC)
Southwest Coalition
Suburban Transit Association

1.910
1.680
3.000

'''''' ····6·590··:>::.::::/:):\/ -~:- - :::

·····.. 412.

·.·> •.·53,500 ••
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Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction rnntn,.t Lobbyist

Expenses
Amount of Related to

Contract Expenses

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

36,000
29,000

<>65,000

Ronald Jerich & Associates
Lundell, Brad

Jerich, Ronald
Lundell, Brad
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Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract Lobbyist _F_irm;,;;;;~N;.;.;;am;;;.;e;... _
Amount of

Contract

Expenses
Related to
Expenses

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures

Koochiching County
Koochiching County
Koochiching County
.·I<&x:lliphirhfC<i1lif)'i'dtaJ

Dan Larson & Associates
Natural Resources Board
Arrowhead Counties Association

592 0 592
3.500 0 3.500
2.000 0 2.000

··.",·.··.·.=>=<,..,.:6:-',.0:,::9.;",2•••·> •..••••••••.>.> ••••••••• () •• >< ••.<••••.••.•··.....>6.092

Lake County
Lake County

blke QQi111tY'!'()@.···

Dan Larson & Associates
Arrowhead Counties Association

4.000 401
2.000 0

. .·.=<=<=>"..::6~~000::;::·.=...•.·.<401

4,401
2.000

<»6.401

tv
W

Metropolitan Airpcrts Canmission
MetropolitanAirpcrts Canmission
...... ... M~ll<JPeS1iWiAiij##~¢ro#iii~~i()Il1'otiil

McGrann. Shea. Franzen & Associates McGrann. Shea. Franzen & Associates
Messerli & Kramer Messerli & Kramer

35,285 855 36.140
17.743 23 17.766

. ···••••••.••• <>.53;028 •••»····/ •·•····· .•>878••·••••·.•·.·.> <>53.906
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Johnson. D.
Michaels. J.
Natmann. J.

B.

Metropolitan Spcrts Facilities Canmission Jerich. Ronald
Metropolitan Spcrts Facilities Canmission Leonard. O·Brien. Wilford & et aI.
Metropolitan Spcrts Facilities Canmission O·Neill. Joseph
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Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board
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Ronald Jerich & Associates
Leonard. O'Brien. Wilford & et aI.
O·Neill. Grills & O'Neill
Redmond & Associates

Best & Flanagan
Best & Flanagan
Best & Flanagan
Best & FlanaQan

Arnillg~KRobert

17.500 0 17.500
8.000 0 8.000

18.700 0 18.700
52.083 0 52.083

·········••••· ••••••· ••••• <96;283 •••.•• <··.··.•..•n.)o••••••••••..• ·•. ••• ) ••••• >••••• 96.283

7.302 163 7.465
~ 0 ~

13.073 747 13.820
31.185 496 31.681
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Table 3
1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures

Contract Lobbyists

Name of Jurisdiction Contract Lobbyist ~F.:.irm~...iN:.;::am:.::.::e:... _

Expenses
Amount of Related to

Contract Expenses

Total
Lobbying

Expenditures
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Table 4
1995 Local Governments Lobbying Expenditures

Lobbyist Contracts

Expense Total
Amount of Reimbursements Amount

Name of Lobbyist or Firm Contract Paid in 1995 Received

APCD Associates, Inc.
City of Duluth 31,796 1,796 33,592

Armagost, Robert
Minnesota Residential Academies for the Deaf & Blind 8,981 1,676 10,657

Arrowhead Counties Association (St. Louis County)
Carlton County 2,000 0 2,000
Cook County 1,000 0 1,000
Itasca County 2,000 0 2,000
Koochiching County 2,000 0 2,000
Lake County 2,000 0 2,000

Arrowhead Counties Association Total 9,000 0 9,000

Best & Flanagan
Hennepin County 48,000 2,000 50,000
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board 13,073 747 13,820
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board 31,185 496 31,681
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board 83 0 83
Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board 7,302 163 7,465

Best & Flanagan Total 99,643 3,406 103,049

Boland & Associates
Scott County 48,000 0 48,000

Capitol Hill Associates
Dakota County 61,000 1,615 62,615
Metropolitan Mosquito Control District 30,000 109 30,109

Capitol Hill Associates Total 91,000 1,724 92,724

Casserly, Molzahn & Associates, Inc.
City of Fridley 1,475 0 1,475

Cassidy & Associates
Scott County 60,000 1,353 61,353

Consortium for Lake Superior Area Schools (Lyle Northey)
ISD 91 - Barnum 1,868 0 1,868
ISD 93 - Carlton 2,010 0 2,010
ISD 94 - Cloquet 3,993 0 3,993
ISD 95 - Cromwell 1,435 0 1,435
ISD 99 - Esko 2,195 0 2,195
ISD 100 - Wrenshall 1,519 0 1,519
ISD 166 - Cook County 1,908 0 1,908
ISD 381 - Lake Superior 3,174 0 3,174
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Table 4
1995 Local Governments Lobbying Expenditures

Lobbyist Contracts

Expense Total
Amount of Reimbursements Amount

Name of Lobbyist or Firm Contract Paid in 1995 Received

Consortium for Lake Superior Area Schools (cont.)
ISD 700 - Hermantown 3,789 0 3,789
ISD 704 - Proctor 3,754 0 3,754

Consortium for Lake Superior Area Schools Total 25,645 0 25,645

Dan Larson & Associates
Koochiching County 592 0 592
Koochiching County 3,500 0 3,500
Lake County 4,000 401 4,401
Kittson County 1,000 0 1,000

Dan Larson & Associates Total 9,092 401 9,493

Doherty, Rumble, & Butler
City of Hopkins 107,126 328 107,454

Dorsey & Whitney
City of Savage 27,052 0 27,052

Ehlers & Associates
City of Richfield 289 0 289
City of Roseville 609 0 609

Ehlers & Associates Total 898 0 898

Flaherty & Koebele
City of Austin 1,647 0 1,647
City of BeQson 1,947 0 1,947
City of Benson Economic Development 412 0 412
City of Detroit Lakes 824 0 824
City of Faribault 1,647 0 1,647
City of Fergus Falls 1,235 0 1,235
City of International Falls 9,122 0 9,122
City of Litchfield 824 0 824
City of Little Falls 824 0 824
City of Mankato 1,647 0 1,647
City of Marshall 1,235 0 1,235
City of Montevideo 412 0 412
City of Montevideo 500 0 500
City of Moorhead 14,977 421 15,398
City of Moorhead 1,647 0 1,647
City of Morris 412 0 412
City of New VIm 1,235 0 1,235
City of Owatonna 1,647 0 1,647
City of Pipestone 412 0 412
City of Red Wing 10,000 80 10,080
City of Rochester 4,942 0 4,942
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Table 4
1995 Local Governments Lobbying Expenditures

Lobbyist Contracts

Expense Total
Amount of Reimbursements Amount

Name of Lobbyist or Firm Contract Paid in 1995 Received

Flaherty & Koebele (cant.)
City of Rushford 412 0 412
City of Sauk Rapids HRA 824 0 824
City of Stewartville 412 0 412
City of S1. Charles 412 0 412
City of S1. Cloud/S1. Cloud HRA 2,471 0 2,471
City of St. James 412 0 412
City of Warroad 412 0 412
City of Winona Port Authority 1,647 0 1,647

Flaherty & Koebele Total 64,550 501 65,051

Gilbert, Mary
ISD 625 - S1. Paul 57,713 1,091 58,804

Goff & Hoffman, Inc.
ISD 279 - Maple Grove 30,000 0 30,000

Kilpatrick & Coty
City of Moorhead 66,613 6,702 73,315

Larkin, Hoffman, Daly & Lindgren
City of Elk River 825 0 825
Ramsey County Regional Railroad 34,000 0 34,000

Larkin, Hoffman, Daly & Lindgren Total 34,825 0 34,825

Legislative Associates
City of Stillwater 44,805 1,700 46,505
City of Houston 2,400 0 2,400

Legislative Associates Total 47,205 1,700 48,905

Leonard, O'Brien, Wilford, Spencer & Gale
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission 8,000 0 8,000

Leonard, Street & Deinard
City of Lake Elmo 49 0 49

Lundell, Brad
ISD 11 - Anoka/Hennepin 29,000 0 29,000
ISD 12 - Centennial 1,200 0 1,200

Lundell, Brad Total 30,200 0 30,200
";

Matejka, Glen
ISD 727 - Big Lake 2,300 0 2,300
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Table 4
1995 Local Governments Lobbying Expenditures

Lobbyist Contracts

Expense Total
Amount of Reimbursements Amount

Name of Lobbyist or Firm Contract Paid in 1995 Received

McGrann, Shea, Franzen, Carnival, Straughn & Lamb
Metropolitan Airports Commission 35,285 855 36,140

Messerli & Kramer
City of Bloomington 23,643 0 23,643
City of Bloomington 12,500 0 12,500
City of Burnsville 3,000 0 3,000
City of Eagan 12,500 247 12,747
City of Eden Prairie 12,000 0 12,000
City of Edina 12,000 1,000 13,000
City of Lakeville 9,045 0 9,045
City of Maplewood 10,218 0 10,218
City of Minnetonka 12,500 0 12,500
City of Plymouth 12,500 0 12,500
City of Roseville 10,046 ° 10,046
City of Shakopee 1,910 ° 1,910
City of Shoreview 7,719 0 7,719
City of Woodbury 7,762 ° 7,762
Metropolitan Airports Commission 17,743 23 17,766

Messerli & Kramer Total 165,086 1,270 166,356

Minnesota Solutions
City of S1. Paul 5,500 ° 5,500

North Metro Mayors Association
City of Crystal 14,575 ° 14,575

North Metropolitan Highway 100 Council
City of Crystal 3,000 ° 3,000

North Shore Forest Products
S1. Louis County 21,760 ° 21,760

North State Advisors & Associates
City of Fergus Falls 19,500 ° 19,500
City of Minneapolis 42,000 ° 42,000

North State Advisors & Associates Total 61,500 ° 61,500

NW League of Municipalities
City of Loretto 64 0 64

O'Neill, Grills & O'Neill
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission 18,700 ° 18,700
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Table 4
1995 Local Governments Lobbying Expenditures

Lobbyist Contracts

Expense Total
Amount of Reimbursements Amount

Name of Lobbyist or Firm Contract Paid in 1995 Received

Popham & Haik Law Firm
City of S1. Louis Park 5,830 0 5,830

Publicorps, Inc.
City of Oakdale 3,381 0 3,381
City of Brooklyn Park 2,625 0 2,625
City of Duluth 40,329 333 40,662
City of Morris 2,795 0 2,795

Publicorps, Inc. Total 49,130 333 49,463

Redmond & Associates
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission 52,083 0 52,083

Ronald Jerich & Associates
Anoka County 32,400 0 32,400
ISD 11 - Anoka/Hennepin 36,000 0 36,000
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission 17,500 0 17,500

Ronald Jerich & Associates Total 85,900 0 85,900

Sandvig, Linda
SSD 1 - Minneapolis 53,000 500 53,500

Southwest Coalition
City of Shakopee 1,680 0 1,680

Spano & Janacek
Ramsey County (Board of Commissioners) 38,687 0 38,687

Suburban Rate Authority
City of Circle Pines 400 0 400

Suburban Transit Association
City of Shakopee 3,000 0 3,000

Susan Ladwig & Associates
Washington County 30,000 0 30,000

Statewide Total 1,506,343 23,636 1,529,979",
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Table 5
1995 Lobbying Expenditures by Local Government Organization

Association Name
Low

Range
High

Range

Total

30

1,557,525 to 3,601,000



Scope and Methodology of Report

This report on the lobbying expenditures of Minnesota counties, cities, school districts and
metropolitan agencies is prepared in accordance with Minnesota Statute (1995) § 6.76. The
statute requires that:

"On or before January 31, 1990, and each year thereafter, all counties, cities,
-school districts, metropolitan agencies, regional railroad authorities, and the
metropolitan council shall report to the state auditor, on forms prescribed by
the auditor, their estimated expenditures paid for the previous calendar year
to a lobbyist as defined in section 10A.01, subdivision 11, and to any staff
person not registered as a lobbyist over 25 percent of whose time is spent
during the legislative session on legislative matters. "

Many state policies, appropriation,and tax laws established by the Minnesota Legislature and
state administrative agencies have a direct impact on Minnesota's local governments.
Therefore, it is appropriate that local governments work with the Legislature and
administrative agencies in the development of these laws and administrative processes. This
report is not intended to question the appropriate role of local governments in the state's
legislative and administrative process. Instead, it is intended to inform Minnesota citizens
of the amount spent by their local governments to lobby the Legislature.

The Office of the State Auditor has collected and published this data for lobbying
expenditures made by local governments since 1989. This report summarizes local
government lobbying expenditures during calendar year 1995. Due to a change in
methodology, reports issued since 1992 are not comparable with earlier reports.3

In January of 1996, a lobbying reporting form was mailed to all local governments (see
Appendix A). A review of individual lobbyist registrations with the State Ethical Practices
Board identified additional local governments that have paid individuals to lobby on their
behalf during 1995. The lobbying expenditures are the amounts reported by the local
governments. The Office of the State Auditor did not attempt to verify the accuracy of those
amounts. The data was cross-referenced against data collected by the State Ethical Practices
Board, which requires lobbyists, and organizations that pay lobbyists, to file periodic reports.

While the law requires local governments to report the total annual cost of salaries and benefits of
employees who spend more than 25 percent of their time on legislative issues, local governments contend that these
figures artificially inflate their total lobbying expenditures. Therefore, for the past four years local governments were
asked to report the percentage of an employee's time spent on legislative issues. This percentage was then used to
prorate the total annual salary and benefit expenditures of the employee as a means of determining the amount of
their total compensation related to legislative issues.
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Appendix A

Office of the State Auditor
Lobby Disclosure Form
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING 1995 LOCAL GOVERNMENT
LOBBYING EXPENDITURES REPORTING FORM

These instructions are intended to assist you in completing the 1995 Local Government Lobbying
Expenditures Reporting Form that is required by Minnesota Statutes § 6.76. While we are asking you
to report the total annual salaries and benefits of individual employees who meet the criteria expressed
in Chapter 6.76, we are also asking that you estimate the percentage of th~ employee's time throughout
the year that is spent on activities related to lobbying the state.

REPORTING EXPENDITURES FOR CONTRACT LOBBYISTS

Please identify all contract lobbyists retained by your local government and indicate the total amount
paid to that individual or finn for lobbying the legislature and/or state administrative agencies, including
the amount paid for expenses of that individual or finn. For purposes of this reporting form, a contract
lobbyist is any individual or firm, excluding employees of the local government, that meets the defmition
of a lobbyist as defmed in Minnesota Statutes § lOA.Ol, subdivision 11. Expenditures for Contract
Lobbyists do not include dues paid to Jocal government associations that are formed for purposes
that extend beyond representing their membership before the legislature and state administrative
agencies (e.g. League of Cities, Association of Counties, Minnesota School Boards Associations,
etc.).

REPORTING EXPENDITURES FOR EMPLOYEES
OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Please identify all employees of the local government who spend more than 25 percent of their time
during the legislative session on legislative matters. For each employee listed, provide the employee's
estimated annual salary, the employee's estimated annual expense reimbursements, and the estimated
annual cost of benefits (health, dental, and employer-paid life insurance and retirement benefits,
including employer-paid FICA) for the employee. In addition, estimate the percent of the employee's
annual time that is spent lobbying the state legislature and/or state administrative agencies. When
estimating the percent of time spent lobbying, please include time spent preparing for legislative sessions,
addressing legislative-related issues with local officials, legislators, state agency staff, other local
government representatives, local citizens, and other interested organizations. Be sure to include in your
estimate the time spent working with state administrative agencies on the development and
implementation of administrative rules for programs and policies that affect local governments. Also,
estimate the amount of employee expense reimbursements that are related to lobbying the legislature
and/or state agencies.

REQUIRED SIGNATURE

Please have the form signed by the senior elected or administrative official of your local government.
In addition to the signature of the senior elected or administrative official, please provide the name and
phone number of the individual who should be contacted if we have questions related to the information
provided on this form.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. Please make copies of this form if you need additional
space to complete this form. If you submit more than one page of information, please indicate on each
page the total number of pages submitted.
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Name of Entity:

City, Zip Code:

OFFICE OF THE MINNESOTA STATE AUDITOR

1995 LOCAL GOVERNMENT LOBBYING EXPENDITURES REPORTING FORM
(please Print or Type)

Person Completing Form:

Phone Number:

Please List All Contract Lobbyists Retained by the Political Subdivision

Name of Contract Lobbyist Firm Name/Address

Total Amount of
1995

Contract

Total Amount of
Expense

Reimbursements
Paid During 1995

W
0\ Please List All Employees Who Spend Over 25 Percent Of Their Time

During The Legislative Session On Legislative Matters

Name of Employee

1995
Annual
Salary

1995
Annual

Expenses

Estimated
Annual (1995)

Cost of
Employee's

Benefits

Estimated
Percent of
Employee's

Annual (1995)
Time Spent

Lobbying

Estimated
Amount of
Employee's

1995 Expenses
Related to
Lobbying

L

I hereby certify to the best of my knowledge the infonnation provided on this fonn is accurate and complete.

Signature of the senior elected or appointed official: Date:



RECENT REPORTS FROM THE OFFICE OF THE STATE AUDITOR
GOVERNMENTAL INFORMATION DIVISION

ANNUAL REPORTS:

• An Analysis of Minnesota's Municipal Liquor Store Operations in 1994
This annual report details the sales and profits of Minnesota's 261 municipally-owned and
operated liquor stores. January 1996

• Revenues, Expenditures and Debt of Minnesota Cities December 31, 1994
This annual report lists the sources and amounts of revenues, expenditures and outstanding
debt for Minnesota cities during the most recent year. It is divided into ~ne report for cities
over 2,500 population and a second for cities under 2,500. It also examines enterprise
operations. April 1996

j

• 1995 Local Government Lobbying Expenditures
This annual report lists what local governments spend to lobby the Legislature and agencies
of the state administration. August 1996

• 1995 Budget Data: Minnesota Counties and 1994 Budget Data: Cities Over 2,500 in
Population and 1994 Budget Data: Cities Under 2,500 in Population

These annual reports analyze the unaudited revenues and expenditures budgeted for 1995 by
counties and cities according to size. They include comparisons with 1994 budget data.

• Revenues, Expenditures and Debt of the Towns in Minnesota December 31, 1994
This annual report lists the sources and amounts of revenues, expenditures and outstanding
debt for Minnesota towns for the most recent fiscal year. July 1996

• Revenues, Expenditures and Debt of Minnesota Counties December 31, 1994
This annual report lists the sources and audited amounts of revenues, expenditures and debt
for Minnesota counties during the most recent fiscal year. It includes analyses of counties'
enterprise operations, such as hospitals. May 1996

• Guide to City and County Fund Balances December 31, 1994
This annual report provides an overview of Minnesota cities' and counties' fund balances.
It defines "fund balance" and identifies fund-balance trends. July 1996

• 1995 Criminal Forfeitures in the State of Minnesota
This annual report describes the amount of property and cash seized by law enforcement
agents in 1~95 criminal forfeitures and what happens to the forfeited items. July 1996

If you would like to receive one of these recent reports or others published by the Office of the
State Auditor, please call (612) 297~3688.


