


Program Evaluation Division
The Program Evaluation Division was established
by the Legislature in 1975 as a center for
management and policy research within the Office
of the Legislative Auditor. The division's mission,
as set forth in statute, is to determine the degree
to which activities and programs entered into or
funded by the state are accomplishing their goals
and objectives and utilizing resources efficiently.
Reports published by the division describe state
programs, analyze management problems, evaluate
outcomes, and recommend alternative means of
reaching program goals. A list of past reports
appears at the end of this document.

Topics for study are approved by the Legislative
Audit Commission (LAC), a 16-member bipartisan
oversight committee. The division's reports,
however, are solely the responsibility of the Legis­
lative Auditor and his staff. Findings, conclusions,
and recommendations do not necessarily reflect
the views of the LAC or any of its members.

The Office of the Legislative Auditor also includes
a Financial Audit Division, which is responsible
for auditing state financial activities.
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March 19,1990

Program Evaluation Division
Office of the Legislative Auditor
State of Minnesota

Veterans Service Building, Saint Paul, Minnesota 55155 • 612/296-4708



Dear Senator Brandl:

STATE OF MINNESOTA

OFFICE OF THE LEGISLATIVE AUDITOR
VETERANS SERVICE BUILDING. ST. PAUL, MN 55155 ·612/296-4708

JAMES R. NOBLES, LEGISLATIVE AUDITOR

March 19, 1990

We present spending data for all counties and for selected cities and school districts. The report
covers the largest cities and school districts, as well as those belonging to higher spending splinter
groups or hiring staff or contract lobbyists.

This document contains the additional data on local government lobbying requested by Legislative
Audit Commission members. Included is information on: (1) all lobbying and lobbying-related
contracts, (2) per capita lobbying expenditures and per capita contract expenditures by cities and
counties, and (3) per student lobbying expenditures and per student contract expenditures by school
districts.

The data show that one firm has 25 percent of the contract lobbying business provided by local
governments and their associations. The top four firms account for more than half of total contract
spending.

This supplementary report was prepared by John Yunker (project manager) and Joel Narducci.

Senator John Brandl, Chair
Legislative Audit Commission

Among cities, spending per capita is generally higher outstate due to the higher per capita cost of
membership in the Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities. Among counties, however, spending per
capita is highest among Twin Cities metropolitan area counties. These counties are more likely to
have contract or staff lobbyists and belong to splinter groups than outstate counties. Lobbying
expenditures per student tend to be slightly higher in metropolitan area districts than outstate.
Unlike the pattern for cities and counties, large school districts do not generally spend more per
student than small districts.

SinCer~y Y0:J1~

Jam R. NO~le~

~~
Deputy Legislative Auditor
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT LOBBYING

CONTRACTS BY FIRM, 1989

3

TOTAL (1)
$507,810

188,000
182,246
144,275
102,801

67,351
62,577
48,062
47,784
45,732
42,999
42,843
37,749
34,000
32,500
32,000
30,000
29,746
29,150
26,000
22,523
21,004
20,612
20,487
20,000
20,000
14,583
13,016
12,000
10,000

9,161
9,000
8,000
8,000
7,946
7,500
7,311
6,000
6,000
5,000
3,866
3,060

PERCENT I
25.4 %

9.4
9.1
7.2
5.1
3.4
3.1
2.4
2.4
2.3
2.1
2.1
1.9
1.7
1.6
1.6
1.5
1.5
1.5
1.3
1.1
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
0.7
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.5
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.4
0.3
0.3
0.2
0.2
0.2



IFIRM

[TOTALS

TOTAL (1)
3,438
2,948
2,250
1,610
1,500
1,500

$2,001,940

PERCENT
0.2
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.1
0.1

100.0 'Vo[

t
(

I

Notes: (1) Includes contracts for research, public relations,
and other lobbying-related activities.

(2) Contracts not included in local government
lobbying report due to late arrival.
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COMPLETE LIST OF LOBBYING AND
RELATED CONTRACTS, 1989

IFIRM TOTAL # CLIENT , AMOUNT I
Briggs & Morgan:::::::$§QZ;?1:~Wm 1 Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities :::t~:::$~7.Q\99~:::::~

~ii!
\Jl

Messerli & Kramer

Larkin, Hoffman, Daly, & Lindgren

Capitol Hill Associates
Best & Flanagan
Government Relations Group

: ~i::~r~1:~~!~~~~ ~~:::::~~ •
i! ~~~r~~~:~i%::::~~:t~~~r~:~O~~:~~;~ # 11 •

~~ ~:~:~o~~~nn~~t~~-a~~~~b:~:i~i~~~:rs- . !lil::lilll!ljlllilillll~:I~tlllll:
22 Hennepin County Board of Commissioners:~:::~::::::::::::f§~;?§1~:~::

23 Minneapolis Park & Recreation Board :::::::::::::::::~:~~::~~:;§&Q::::

~~ ~~:::~t~o:::;c~:t~~~ ~: g~;:~:~i~::~issionslllll:il:II!I:illjlllill~I~~:i:I:1

~~ g:~~~: ~~~i~:ter ~jlli!ljlllilliljliijlj~l~il~~lllll



IFIRM TOTAL # CLIENT AMOUNT I
North mate Advisors == ~~ ~i:~ur:~:~~:i~ •
Opperman, Heins, & Paquin ~~ ~~~~nC~~:r~~' Housing/Redevelopment Authority lillilllllllilI1ilI111:1~llllil!ll111

33 Regional Transit Board :::'::i::r::'i:::i:mg;:pgmf
Knutson, Flynn, Hetland, Deans H':i':"":!!Z;Z?4::::': 34 Minnesota School Boards Association i:ii:ii::i::::iiiii::i@Z;ZmW::'
Mary Gilbert
Barbara Baker

:::,::f}m;zi3.g:::: 35 St. Paul PublicSchools:::ii::: ::':':i':4§;Z$.g:::I:
·,:,::@:'::}t.?;gggm 36 Association of Stable & Growing School Districts . IiI:::i:r:}t?;:gggii':

Publicorp 37 City of Duluth ..... -:m:i:::i:::::::::~R!:~~~i:::::

~~ ~:~!:~;l~::~~~~~:~~uSing Finance Agenciesill
0\

John Corbid

William Dilks ':::::?4;QQP:::

:~ ~~~ ::~~~R:~?~i~~I;~~~~~~~~~E;:~:rative_1
44 ESV Region VI Computer Service Cooperative ':··::::::·:::::::::5.;4'00·::
45 ESV Region II Computer Service Cooperative :i:i::::iii:i:::::::i::::i:§;:4.:p~ti::
46 ESV Region V Computer Service Cooperative:::i::::::::i:i:iii:i:::::§;4~P.::'::
47 ESV Region III Computer Service Cooperative :ii'iii'i::::':'iii::::ii::::§;'g~1::ii::::

48 Scott County Board of Commissioners f'::f":"::?4;PPP:::':
Linda Sandvig :H·:::i::':::?[@;$QP:: 49 Minneapolis School District # 1 :::,:::::,':'::::::::$.g;:$.pp::r

H. 50 Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission ::'::::r:::::gp\QPP::::
:",,:::::::.... 51 Anoka County Board of Commissioners ::::j:::::::::::::::1@;PQP:r
:H:::S[2;OOO\Ron Jerich

Goff/Wilkie Associates
Susan Ladwig & Associates
Michael Ehrlichmann : 29MsQ

52 North Metro Mayors Association :::::::::$.P:;QPP:::
53 Metropolitan Inter-County Association:':":i:::::::,g$.;Z4.§'fi

Harry Rsher :::,::::g$\QQQ:' 57 St. Louis County Board of Commissioners:::i::::::g§.i;QQQ
North Star Policy Associates 58 Metropolitan Inter-County Association ://:::::::::iigg;'$g:?
Coleen Leemon 59 Association of Metropolitan School Districts ::i::gj::;ppM::
Susan Carlson 60 Association of Metropolitan School Districts

~-, ~ "..,....~ ~ ~ r--~ ~ I·" i! r--;o. ~.
I ~ ­j ''!t ~"1 ~~.-

~ .....,: ~., ~' j



IFIRM TOTAL # CLIENT AMOUNT I

J r 1 , , ! , I , r 'n t I r n ! r s; 7 • I f 7 ' t r

:\, ::$gPi4§Z::\::: 61
62

O'Connor & Hannan

O'Neill, Burke & O'Neill t:::gq;PQQ{
Lawrence Redmond & Associates ::\:: ;::::::gq;p~m\:::::

Popham, Haik, Schnobrich, & Kaufman::::::::,::,:::::1:4;$$.$.::::

63
64
65

Suburban Hennepin Regional Park District
City of Lake Elmo
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission
Metropolitan Sports Facilities Commission
City of St. Louis Park

!1!iiii!iil!il!!illlll~~i:il!!
:::::'::'::\:I::IgqjQQQ\I:
:\\::\:\\':'\:::::\\:::gqlPQQ:\\:\\
:\III:::\:\Ij\4,;l$$.$.::::::

Andrea Lubov
Moss & Barnett
Grant Merritt

:::::::\'::'::::@$.;Qj$::::
::::::, ::::I@g;p:QQ:\\\:\
:::::::::::19):QQQ1:

66
67
68

League of Minnesota Cities
City of Corcoran
City of Eden Prairie

\I:::::':::\:\\\\:a:$.1)Q1::$.I:\
:::'::\::I:::::'::'::j:g;:QPQ':'::\
:::::::::::::::::::::M:PlPPQ:f:

Ann Geisser
George Perpich
Herbert Meyer
John Boland & Associates
Backlund Consulting
Leonard, Street & Deinard

\::':::\\:::::::\:::::@.)Q9Q::?
:\::f:\::::::?:;:QQQ:;:::
:::::::::::::::?;PPQ::?
?':;::'::::\\:::':x~4$::IT\
::::\?,: ::::{@)$9Q:::\:\

69
70
71
72
73
74

Association of Stable & Growing School Districts
Seaway Port Authority of Duluth
City of Bloomington
Scott County Board of Commissioners
Northeast Intermediate School District 916
Hennepin County Board of Commissioners

:'\\\'\::\:\:::I\:::':::::g;:'::~I\:::::\
\::W\:::::::::::@g;QQQI::
':h::::::::::::::'::::::A;QPQ::I
IiI:::::\\\::I::::~;QQ9Ii

:m':::\::::::::"::I@;~4:$::::::
:::;::\:\:\::\:::\:'\:::;:::@~p~g\::

\:\\\;\;:\\::::;:::;:::::::::$.1;:Q$Q:'::::

\:::::':\I'\'\:\:::\:\:::\§;)QQP:\:\::

\::\\::\:::\:I\:\::\:\::::;?;~4:~::::\\

\:::]r::::\:':::\Ki::;~1lF:::

:::\\\\;:::t:::\\::\\\::\:1f)l$qp\:\:::

:::::::::\:\\\\;:::::::f::?l)~~~::I

I\::::ff\::::::::\:\?Mt?~:\'\::

::::\:::\::;::::\:\\:::;:::::@;?1::Mf\

::::I::;:\\::::::::::;:::§.!;PPP:\::':

:::::II::::\::::::::::,g):g[Q\:\::'

:IT:::::::,:::IrH$QQ'f\

:::::;::::::\:\\:\IIa)pp.Q\\\\:\

Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority

Hennepin County Regional Railroad Authority

Minnesota State High School League

City of Corcoran

Municipal Legislative Commission

Sherburne County Board of Commissioners

Minnesota Rural Education Association

Otsego Township

Range Association of Municipalities & Schools
Minnesota Rural Education Association

Minnesota Association of Townships

City of Worthington

77

81

85

75

79

82

78

86

80

83

76

84

:: ::::i::':$;$$$\:;:::
::::::,::::,,:,:: :::::\$)'P:9Q:::\::

:'\::;:::::::§:;PQQ::::\:

:::::"::::""'$.)4$?I::

, ::::::::*3.)QQQ\:::;:

William Radzwill

Lynne Bly & Associates

Faegre & Benson

Holmes & Graven
Rischmiller, Wasche, Knippel, et al

Worthington Area Industries

Hall, Byers, Hanson, & Steil

Felhaber, Larson, Fenlon, & Vogt

Cervenik & Forceia

Mona, Meyer, & McGrath

John Clawson

Joyce Krupey

-.....J

TOTAL CONTRACTS $2,001,940 $2,001,940



CONTRACT NOTES

IFIRM # COMMENTS: I
Briggs & Morgan

00

Messerli & Kramer

Larkin, Hoffman, Daly, & Lindgren

Capitol Hill Associates

Best & Flanagan

Government Relations Group

7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

Robert Renner, Ross Kramer, Sandra Neren, Randolph Morris
Ross Kramer, Randy Morris: airport planning bill
Ross Kramer, Robert Renner: taxes/revenues and pension laws
Charles Weaver:equity funding, compensatory aid, t&e aid, fiscal disparities
Todd Vlatkovich, Jim Erickson, Jerry Seck: LRT
Charles Weaver: taxesllga, tif, fiscal disparities (Anoka Co.Coalition)
Charles Weaver: fiscal disparities, taxes (Anoka Co. Coalition contract)
Charles Weaver: fiscal disparities, tax increment financing (Anoka Co. Coalition)
Charles Weaver, Ron Jerich: Anoka Co. Coalition
Site "Q" - solid waste disposal
Charles Weaver: special session (separate Anoka Co. contract)
Jim Erickson: annexation
Part of Anoka Co. Coalition
Dana Frey: research on taxes and expenditures
Barry Tilley: income maintenance takeover, courts system takeover, solid waste
Brian Rice et al: SCORE bill, bonding authority, tax bill
Brian Rice, Joyce Naumann: great river rd, capital bonding, operations/maintenance
Wy Spano: takeover of pub defenders office; tax bill; legislation re personnel issues
Wy Spano
Wy Spano: bonding for Blaine sports complex
Wy Spano: veterans home site selection

l .r--'J ~~ ~ r--~ ,...-, r"""'""f r---, ~ .......­
~ ~

---;1, - ~. :---, '2 ~ , I tn ", j
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North State Advisors

Opperman, Heins, & Paquin

Knutson, Flynn, Hetland, Deans
Mary Gilbert
Barbara Baker
Publicorp

John Corbid

William Dilks
Linda Sandvig
Ron Jerich

Goff/Wilkie Associates
Susan Ladwig & Associates
Michael Ehrlichmann

Harry Fisher
North Star Policy Associates
Coleen Leemon
Susan Carlson

28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60

Andy Kozak: "13th Check" pension benefit for Mpis Police & Fire
Doug Kelm: groundwater
Stan Breen: Amount represents city share (50%) of total
Ted Grindal, Tom Satre: potential bond allocation changes
Tom Satre, Karen James: state vets nursing home
Ted Grindal, Tom Satre: legislation to restructure RTB
Tom Deans: lobbying portion of contract only
School finance, desegregation, bonding, year of cities, transportation
Executive director of association
Gene Ranieri: tax reform, 2000 funding, urap/crp funding
Gene Ranieri
Gene Ranieri: pUblicly financed portion only
Gene Ranieri: foundation aid and open enrollment
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Integrated Data Base (lOB) Funding
Public utility taxation, transportation, and solid waste
Deseg. funding, funding for programs, class size reduction, and bonding authority
Admissions tax, appointment process, pension buyback
Some of contract spent on assistance to local municipalities as well
Transportation and economic development
Susan Ladwig: lobbying and other services
State assistance for convention center plaza
Metro Mobility, and transportation funding
Mayor's advisory committee, and water bill
Shoreline mgmt, groundwater bill, and forestry assistance funding
Gary Botzek: lobbying and other services
Research
Lobbying
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O'Connor & Hannan

O'Neill, Burke & O'Neill
Lawrence Redmond & Associates
Popham, Haik, Schnobrich, & Kaufman
Andrea Lubov
Moss & Barnett
Grant Merritt
Ann Geisser
George Perpich
Herbert Meyer
John Boland & Associates
Backlund Consulting
Leonard, Street & Deinard
Hall, Byers, Hanson, & Steil
Holmes & Graven
Rischmiller, Wasche, Knippel, et al
Mona, Meyer, & McGrath
William Radzwill
Joyce Krupey
Cervenik & Forceia
Faegre & Benson
Worthington Area Industries
Felhaber, Larson, Fenlon, & Vogt
Lynne Bly & Associates
John Clawson

61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86

William McGrane/Kathleen Lamb: Lake Minnetonka regional park
Doug Franzen: landfill siting in park reserves
Joseph O'Neill: admissions tax, appointment process, pension buyback
Lawrence Redmond: admissions tax, appointment process, pension buyback
Susan Pace Shapiro: levy issues, homestead credit, tif, land use planning
Research on tax increment financing
Mike Ahern: landfill and waste mgmt. act amendments
Landfill expansion
Research
Funding for harbor dredging
Building code and development issues
John Boland: utility taxation,transportation,solid waste
Gordon Backlund: governance, special education finance
Chuck Dayton, Ellen Sampson: SCORE bill, bonding authority, tax bill
Dick Cox: Township bill, sewer and water bill (Chapter 444)
Utilities assessments
Roger Aronson: provide info, hockey tournament, legislation on sexual harassment
Public relations
Economic development authority for Otsego
Research
2+2 area college expansion, state coverage of human service costs, fiscal disparities
Walter Duffy: LRT
Don Miller: Veterans nursing home (WAI acted as fiscal agent)
Barny Olson: LRT
Lynne Bly: landfill and waste management act amendments
Disparity in general revenue, rural economic development

"...., ,'-'­
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Expenditures Per Capita

Contract Expenditures Per Capita
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SUMMARY: 1989 LOBBYING EXPENDITURES BY CITIES

I
,J,

J
,)

#OF LOBBYING PER CAPITA
CITIES EXPENDITURES POPULATION EXPENDITURES

CITIES IN SAMPLE:

OVER 10,000 POPULATION 70 $1,729,872 2,324,541 $0.74

UNDER 10,000 POPULATION 61 $233,654 337,917 $0.69

ALL CITIES IN SAMPLE 131 $1,963,526 2,662,458 $0.74

Population figures are the State Demographer's estimates for 1987.

- Reported staff and contract expenditures
- City's prorated share of association expenditures

13

$0.66

$0.31623,182

3,285,640

$193,946

$2,157,471855

724

- All cities with a staff or contract lobbyist
- All cities with 10,000 or more population
- Members of:

- Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities
- Municipal Legislative Commission
- North Metro Mayors Association
- Ramsey County League of Local Governments

ALL CITIES

Lobbying expenditures include:

Sample includes:

CITIES NOT IN SAMPLE



PER CAPITA LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR SELECTED CITIES

EXPENDITURES
20,640

14,400
5,380

109,185
17,726
57,915
20,092

422,285
39,424
11,018
11,355
44,645
15,858
7,787

250,760
4,036
4,656
3,207
3,932
4,113

3,760

2,511

3,283
9,227
7,108
2,916
4,707
3,528
3,405
7,200
4,583

6,102
5,160

2,360
7,220
6,116

6,683
11,332

POPULATION
4,517

4,862
1,969

52,392
9,144

30,494
12,432

356,677
35,566
10,397
11,005 •.
44,599
16,275
8,194

264,782
4,347
5,091
3,518
4,332
4,557

4,169
2,790 •...
3,655 .

10,409
8,036
3,308

5,342 ".
4,005
3,877
8,221
5,243 .
7,009 .

5,997
2,745
8,424
7,145
7,857

13,401

14

PER CAPITA

EXPENDITURES
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EXPENDITURES

jl
9,540
9,735

18,640

-, 13,640
9,773
7,175

,I 15,185
8,269,

14,023
15,397
5,409
8,006

- 20,027
11,039
23,098

J
34,066
64,734
22,576

I, 46,649
2,960g

20,592

~
23,167

3,502
11,623

~
7,373
9,734

14,421

II 14,567
11,415

~

2,209

J 9,294

7,079
5,320

1 15,716

'II 11,349
12,944

I 217
36,189~

5,371
16,506

17,542
1,030

-I 8,493
'IF 16,084

J
15
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PER CAPITA

2,811
:III;@~~III: :;~;:39,225 :

43,834 :
1,508 ;'::::)~;;::::::::~~:"',;::;:::;::" :~ If ::::::
5,377 , ' "
4 771 ~::~'

3:699 1:::;.;

23,473 :::;t
3,668
3,547
4,921

407
8,305
7,212

12,228 ii!l:iiiiilil!:!!i!i!!!:::!i!li:ii!i:!! ::!I!II4,396 :',,"';13,022 j}{;;;;;;.;,;,;;:;;:}}}}

15,065:, ::;:::f:::::.::;::; Mlt¥::

9,849 ;:;':::;::;i'\:!i
1
:i1\:i\\lill\l\i\ii[li!l\ \\ \\\\i\:\l~~i~il\\8,384!'.,::

18,194 .;:;:;:;:;:;:::;:::;:;:;:::::;:::;:::;:;:;:;:;::::::;:::::;::::::;:::;:;:",
2~:~~: :,',:-:::::;:}}}::;}};;;;;:;;;;};;;;;;;;;:;;;;;;;;;;::::::::;r:::::

13,256 ::::::m: :::::
21,527
14,167

11,613 l:lliiiiiiiiii;;iii.iii.:iiiii:iiilii!!!!:I!!:!:!I!!j.Q8;gG~,;;:i10,018\:
6,090 ~::~;;, ~:~':,:.~:,J.;.':;~~6,847
9,093
8,485

4,705 il1illliillli'illl21,164

1;::~~ 1:~::li!::I:::::!:I"I;I.::.II,llli18,780
9,458

10,153
19,106
36,828 ,,' :';',,:::;
2,223 '.::::'?:::::::: }}}:;::;;;:}};;}}

3,152 ::::::::::::
29,776

16

POPULATION

1,016
13,959
15,514

530
1,879
1,658
1,277
8,015
1,245
1,146
1,585

127
2,568
2,203
3,694
1,321
3,858
4,425
2,863
2,323
5,028
2,656
5,544
3,591
5,757
3,717
3,042
2,610
1,537
1,725
2,280
2,072
1,145
5,141
3,553

436
4,302
2,165
2,322
4,170
8,000

441
609

5,623

EXPENDITURES

\;



CITY EXPENDITURES

1111 Ijl~

I
J
J
J
l
l
I1 '

ITOTALS $1,963,526

17

2,662,458 $0.741



Contract lobbying expenditures include:

- All cities with a staff or contract lobbyist
- All cities with 10,000 or more population
- Members of:

- Coalition of Greater Minnesota Cities
- Municipal Legislative Commission
- North Metro Mayors Association
- Ramsey County League of Local Governments

CITIES NOT IN SAMPLE

ALL CITIES

Sample includes:

724

855

$15,207

$913,237

623,182

3,285,640

$0.02

$0.28

[

- Reported contract expenditures
- City's prorated share of association contracts

Population figures are the State Demographer's estimates for 1987.

18



PER CAPITA CONTRACT LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR SELECTED CITIES

CONTRACT

EXPENDITURES

PER CAPITA

::::!:!:;::::::::r:::!:':){'rt $19,808
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CONTRACT

CITY EXPENDITURES
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16,687

12,649
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6,468
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942
600

2,185
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PER CAPITA
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TOTALS $898,030
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2,662,458 $0.34
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Contract Expenditures Per Capita
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SUMMARY: 1989 LOBBYING EXPENDITURES BY COUNTIES

#OF LOBBYING PER CAPITA
COUNTIES EXPENDITURES POPULATION EXPENDITURES

COUNTIES:

OVER 50,000 12 $1,006,550 2,683,904 $0.38
POPULATION

UNDER 50,000 75 $150,947 1,561,966 $0.10
POPULATION

- Reported staff and contract expenditures
- County's prorated share of association expenditures

Lobbying expenditures include:

$0.274,245,870$1,157,49787ALL COUNTIES
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Population figures are the State Demographer's estimates for 1987.
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PER CAPITA LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR ALL COUNTIES

EXPENDITURES
53,270

3,374

125,631
103,306
62,423

221,406
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EXPENDITURES
1,259
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1,351
1,362
1,375
1,536
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1,768
1,770
1,575
1,578
1,775
1,586
1,588
1,777
1,781
1,608
1,870
1,883
1,944
1,956
1,996
2,053
2,059
2,078
2,097
2,138
2,148
2,168
2,177
2,191
2,294
2,302
2,331
2,510
2,564
2,568
2,705
3,184
2,852
2,885
2,948
3,247
3,513

POPULATION
13,698 '.

14,009 I::i':'::::::I:::::::I:::::::::14,400
15,167
15,356
15,563
18,140 :.:..::>.::............. }?\:::?~n

18,146
21,041 .
21,074 ....
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21 184 :;",:, .

18,945
18,978'...
21 252 .,.: ": ., .
21,334 ... '

19,299
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25,276
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26,513 :.: ...:.
27,884
28,045
28,494
28,957
29,945
30,171
30,661
30,874
31,211 .
33,696 .
33,884 :.

34,594 .:..
38,890
40,190
40,289 .
43,582
52,596
47,132
47,912 .
49,444 ::::..

55,127

65,839\} }':}'}}}:: }:}}}}\WYf}
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PER CAPITA
COUNTY EXPENDITURES POPULATION EXPENDITURES

4,729 117,087

ITOTALS $1,157,497 4,245,870 $0.27
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SUMMARY: 1989 CONTRACT EXPENDITURES BY COUNTIES

#OF CONTRACT PER CAPITA
COUNTIES EXPENDITURES POPULATION EXPENDITURES

COUNTIES:

OVER 50,000 12 $403,946 2,683,904 $0.15POPULATION

UNDER 50,000 75 $10,517 1,561,966 $0.01
POPULATION

Population figures are the State Demographer's estimates for 1987.

- Reported contract expenditures
- County's prorated share of association contracts

$0.104,245,870$414,46487ALL COUNTIES

Contract lobbying expenditures include:
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PER CAPITA CONTRACT LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR ALL COUNTIES
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CONTRACT PER CAPITA
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o 27,884
o 26,513

#4

[TOTALS $414,464

32

4,245,870

[

[

[

[

[

[

[

[

[

__J



Expenditures Per Student 35

39
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HOF LOBBYING HOF EXPENDITURES
ISTRICTS EXPENDITURES STUDENTS PER STUDENT

DISTRICTS IN SAMPLE:

OVER 3,000 STUDENTS 56 $409,026 436,332 $0.94

UNDER 3,000 STUDENTS 37 $83,925 61,424 $1.37

ALL DISTRICTS IN SAMPLE 93 $492,951 497,756 $0.99

DISTRICTS NOT IN SAMPLE 343 $175,143 218,549 $0.80

Student enrollment figures based on resident average daily membership (ADM)
reported in the 1987-88 School District Profiles by the MN Dept. of Education.

Excludes expenditures by intermediate school districts

- Reported staff and contract expenditures
- District's prorated share of association expenditures

$0.93716,305$668,094436

SUMMARY: 1989 LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
BY SCHOOL DISTRICTS
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- All districts with a staff or contract lobbyist
- All districts with 3,000 or more students
- All districts that are members of:
- Association of Stable or Growing School Districts
- Association of Metropolitan School Districts

ALL DISTRICTS

Lobbying expenditures include:

Sample includes:
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PER CAPITA LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS

6,756
3,618

33,249
4,125
4,300
8,906

60,758
4,647
4,730
4,635
1,190
4,937
1,206
5,338
5,318

47,802
1,244
1,223
5,697
5,757
5,929

1,272
1,271
1,271
6,598
1,271
6,598
1,361
1,737
1,283
7,105
1,333
7,103
1,519
7,316
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1,463
1,573
1,732
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1,814
1,783
1,978
2,700
7,760
2,691
8,093

2,266
2,126
1,766
3,799
2,014
2,391
8,381
3,502
2,899

2,549
2,398
2,912
3,948
8,673
3,973
3,538
3,550
4,099
5,001

9,128
34,570

5,068
5,835
9,805

10,038
11,396
6,503
6,562

990
1,390
1,235

885
979
960

1,333
834

1,266

1,245
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1,008
1,003
1,404
1,531

1,659
1,728

$492,951
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$0.39716,305$278,426436
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SUMMARY: 1989 CONTRACT LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
BY SCHOOL DISTRICTS

- All districts with a staff or contract lobbyist
- All districts with 3,000 or more students
- All districts that are members of:

- Association of Stable or Growing School Districts
- Association of Metropolitan School Districts

#OF CONTRACT #OF EXPENDITURES
ISTRICTS EXPENDITURES STUDENTS PER STUDENT

DISTRICTS IN SAMPLE:

OVER 3,000 STUDENTS 56 $215,349 436,332 $0.49

UNDER 3,000 STUDENTS 37 $35,468 61,424 $0.58

ALL DISTRICTS IN SAMPLE 93 $250,817 497,756 $0.50

DISTRICTS NOT IN SAMPLE 343 $27,609 218,549 $0.13

- Reported contract expenditures
- District's prorated share of association contracts

ALL DISTRICTS

Sample includes:

Contract lobbying expenditures include:

Excludes expenditures by intermediate school districts

Student enrollment figures based on resident average daily membership (ADM)
reported in the 1987-88 School District Profiles by the MN Dept. of Education.
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PER CAPITA CONTRACT LOBBYING EXPENDITURES
FOR SELECTED SCHOOL DISTRICTS

CONTRACT
EXPENDITURES
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SCHOOL DISTRICT
CONTRACT

EXPENDITURES
201
200
279
304
330
373
344

$250,817
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4,041
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