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ing public feud with Campaign Spending
Commission Executive Director Bob
‘Watada, finally yielded to political pressure
and gave up his informal veto, allowing the
clean elections bill to move forward and
gain quick Senate approval.

Laure Dillon, executive director of the
Hawaii Clean Elections Coalition, was op-
timistic as she left the State Capitol on Fri-
day, April 23. Although key legislative
deadlines loomed uncomfortably close and
final adjournment was less than two weeks
away, SB 3104 seemed to be headed to-
wards a final vote.

Dillon said she thought a meeting with
Vice-Speaker Sylvia Luke to hammer out
an agreement on last-minute changes to
the bill had gone well.

“She (Luke) went over the proposed
draft item by item and said she didn’t see
any deal breakers there,” Dillon said.

Armed with what she thought was
Luke’s support, Dillon believed the bill’s
passage seemed likely.

Yeas become nays

“Everything seemed in place,” Dillon said,
with more than enough time for the confer-
ence committee to finalize the
amendments already reviewed by Luke.

But the next few days would provide a
vivid and unwelcome reminder of how
quickly the winds of legislative favor can
shift.

“By the following Tuesday, no one would
talk to me,” Dillon said. “Lines of communi-
cation that were open, closed. Yeses turned
into noes without explanation, and [legisla-
tors] were avoiding us, disappearing around
corners if they saw us coming. It was really
quite a disgraceful display.”

As backers of the clean elections pro-
posal stalked the capitol’s halls in search of
clues to their bill’s fate, they found them-
selves in a maze of political buck-passing.

According to several people involved in
the lobbying effort, Oshiro, under pressure
from the coalition for clear answers on the
bill’s status, referred questions to Schatz,
who in turn deferred to Majority Leader
Scott Saiki, who pointed to Luke. And as
the session careened towards final dead-
lines, Luke simply became “unavailable.”

“It was circle the wagons and play a
shell game,” said Doug Clopp, Democracy
Project coordinator for the Maine Citizen
Leadership Fund who spent three weeks in
Hawai‘i at the end of the 2004 session as-
sisting the Clean Elections Coalition.

“We never did find out what happened,
we just never did,” said Grace Furukawa,
coalition president and long-time stalwart
in the nonpartisan League of Women Vot-
ers, shaking her head sadly.

Dillon now attributes the bill’s demise
to outside pressure on legislators. “My
guess is somewhere along the line [between
Friday and Tuesday] the people who fund
campaigns and like the system the way it is,
said, ‘get rid of this.” That’s the only thing
we can assume,” Dillon said.

Don’t discount
the mum

It is always possible that Dillon is correct
and a shadowy group of power brokers got
their way, but those legislators closest to

_ the process and most sympathetic to the

issue say it’s not so.

Asked about opposition from special
interests, Caldwell said major contributors
didn’t seem to be lobbying either for or
against the bill.

“My impression is they don’t care that
much,” Caldwell said. “In fact, I think
some would probably welcome not having
to deal with this any more.”

“One, I don’t have to give money away
that I would rather pour back into my busi-
ness,” Caldwell said, putting himself in the
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position of former donors. “And two, I
don’t have to worry about getting into any
kind of legal trouble because I’'m not moni-
toring how much I gave to a candidate,
which can be a problem today, right? So
[big contributors] could be relieved.”

Apart from outside intervention by pow-
erful special interests, what could account
for the bill’s death? Several more mundane
considerations seem to have been factors.

First, Dillon and other clean elections
supporters may have assumed a greater
degree of overall support for their bill than
actually existed.

“When you look at the votes, the votes
are there,” Dillon said later. “The House

had voted for it not only in all the commit- °

tees, but in the floor votes. So you would
have to assume that they’re voting in favor
of something because they agree with it.”

But because those votes occurred in the
context of an expected veto by Kawamoto,
that assumption is questionable.

For several years, the House had
approved a clean elections bill and sent it
over to the Senate, where Kawamoto could
be counted on to block it. The issue
became a “free” vote for House members,
who could style themselves as reformers
without having to look too closely at the
clean elections proposal or worry about it’s

political fallout.

Then there is the problem of the bill’s
details, which were in flux as legislators
'sought changes and the coalition proposed
ad hoc amendments to meet questions as
they arose.

“Although the idea of weaning candidates
from their traditional sources of campaign
funds appears simple, the implementing
legislation is necessarily complex, relying on
procedures for qualifying, increased disclo-
sure and reporting requirements for all can-
didates, schedules and mechanisms for dis-
bursement, audit requirements to assure
proper use of public funds, penalties for
abuses on all sides, and conflicting propos-
als for levels of public funding.

When Kawamoto’s unexpected retreat
cleared the way for rapid Senate approval,
many of the bill’s details had not been
carefully reviewed by House members,
putting the House suddenly and very pub-
licly on the hot spot. And at that point,
very late in a session already dealing with
other major and controversial issues like
the governor’s education reform proposals,
there may not have been enough time to
satisfactorily vet all the bill’s details.

“If you look at the bill through the [leg-
islative] process, it kept changing. It
became a moving target,” Oshiro said. “It
became hard for me to convince colleagues
that they should have faith in the system

Get a seeingeye kid
Is your website lost? Call/AT Design St

386-9927

BINGING?
PURGING?
STARVING?

Eating out of control?

‘Ai Pono offers you our twenty
years of experience under-
standing and treating anorexia,
bulimia and other forms of
compulsive eating in our new

INTENSIVE OUTPATIENT
TREATMENT PROGRAM

OUR PROGRAM IS
- comprehensive
- compassionate
- convenient

- confidential

- affordable

HMBSA & other insurance accepted

l
)/ 540-1001
1188 Bishop St. Honolulu, HI

=

)
c
3
=
@
o

"
c

544-9300

544-0279

 Explore your
educational
, opportunities

Learn about the convenient options available
to undergraduate and graduate students.

Accelerate Your Bachelor's Degree
Friday, July 23, 5:30 p.m.

Monday, August 2, 5:30 p.m.

1164 Bishop Street, 11th Floor

Weekend MBA

Reception: Tuesday, July 27, 6 p.m.
Call for location information
R.S.V.P. 544-0279

Master of Science in Information Systems
Thursday, July 29, 5:30 p.m.
1164 Bishop Street, Suite 911

*HPU

www.hpu.edu

Free Informat

Hawai'i Pacific University

= July 21-27,2004 = Honolulu Weeldy 7







