CONNECTICUT STATE ETHICS COMMISSION
30 TRINITY STREET ’
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06!15

Rev. Thomas J. Lynch, Chairman

George S. Writer, Jr., Vice-Chairman

AR F XK

Sheila M. Hennessey

John M. Lupton

Robert W. MacGregor ADVISORY OPINION NUMBER 79- 8
Gerard M. Peterson
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Public Officials o a Legislator
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There is nothing in the Code of Ethics for Public Officials
or the Code of Ethics for Lobbyists (Parts I and II, respectively,
Chapter 10, General Statutes) which would prevent a legislator from
being an attorney for a lobbyist. As other public officials, the
legislator may not represent his clients before the State agencies
listed in sec=ion 1-84(d), General Statutes. Additionally, he may
not represent his clients before the General Assembly except under
certain circumstances, section 2-16, id., and the provisions of
saection 1-84, id., impose restrictions 1in addition to those listad
in saction 2-15 insofar as lobbying the legislature is concsrned.
Since there is no general ban on a legislator acting as an attorney
for a lobbyist, only limited restrictions, it is of no conssgquence
when the lobbvist became a client of the public official, before

or after the latter was elected to office. For the same r=zson,
it does not mattasr when in the case the attorney learned his
client was a lobbvist.

A joint venture in which the legislator has a 15 per cent

interest is a "business with which he 1is asscciated." Seczion
1-79(a), id. A lease is a contract. Rcbinson v. Weitz, 171
Conn. 545 (1975) In complying with the requirements of section
1-84, General Statutes, the actual code within the Code of Conduct
for Public Officials, the legislator must be particularly careful
to ensure that subsection (i) is not violated. That subsection
(with exceptions not pertinent) forbids a business with which a
public official is associated to enter into a contract, valued at
one hundred dollars or more, with the State unless the contract
is awarded pursuant to an open and public process which meests

the standards of the subsection.
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