
RESPONSIVE & OPEN GOVERNMENT: 

Cronies & Corruption
1)      Administrative Rules Reform
a.      This bill prohibits anyone affected by proposed administrative rules from 
contributing to the campaign of the Governor and other committees while the rule is 
being reviewed.  
b.      This problem was created in Act 21, which gave the Governor veto over 
administrative rules.  This bill eliminates the possibility of pay for play.   

2)       Contracting Reform
a.      Provides that anyone working on procurement for an agency be registered as a 
lobbyist and therefore be subject to all regulations lobbyists are subject to.
b.      Creates a procurement cooling off period of 1 year for staff leaving State employ 
and working on procurement. 
c.      We should not have a revolving door from state employment to state contracts and 
funds. 

Money in Politics
3)       “Budget Fundraising Ban”: AB 264
a.      Bans fundraising while the budget is under debate.

Restoring Judicial Integrity
4)      Supreme Court Judicial Reform- Recusal Standards
a.      Requires a judge to disqualify themselves from participating in a legal proceeding 
or action if a reasonable person would question whether the judge could act in an 
impartial manner.
b.      Provides that if a Supreme Court Justice denies a motion to disqualify themselves 
from an action, the Court may review that decision to deny the motion, and may either 
affirm or reverse the justice’s decision.  
c.      Requires that whenever a party to a case donates to a judge presiding over their 
case, they must notify the judge and every party in the case within 5 days.
d.      Provides that a Supreme Court Justice is subject to discipline by a panel of three 
court of appeals judges, instead of the Supreme Court.
e.      Requires the Supreme Court to assign a temporary court of appeals judge to aid in 
the disposition of judicial disciplinary proceedings in the supreme court to provide an odd 
number of justices for the consideration of the proceedings. This is to ensure the Court 
would be able to reach a majority decision.
f.      In cases where the Supreme Court is equally divided on the question of appropriate 
discipline or action, the findings of fact, conclusions of law, and recommendations of the 
panel of judges are binding.


