ALASKA PUBLIC OFFICES COMMISSION
2221 E. NORTHERN LIGHTS, ROOM 128
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99508-4149

ARRIVED
DEC 2 8 2007

(907) 276-4176 FAX (907) 276-7018

Complaint

APQOC - ANC
PM NG Fan

(oPY e

XX[] AS 39.50 Public Official Financial Disclosure Law
XX[] AS 24.60.200 Legislative Financial Disclosure Law
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Case Number:

1. Complainant (your name):

Ray Metcalfe.

la. Telephone No.:

Voice No.: 907-344-4514
Fax No.: 907-349-1735

1b. Address (street, city, state, and ZIP code):
P.O. Box 233809, Anchorage AK 99523

1c. Repr esentative (if represented) (include address and telephone

nos.)s

Ray Metcalfe

2. R espondent (person, group, or entity believed to have violated

the law):

State Senator Lesil McGuire

2a. Telephone No.:
Voice 269-0200

Fax No.: 269-0204

2b. Address (street, city, state, and ZIP code):

State Capitol Building
Juneau AK 99801-1182

2c. R epr esentative (if represented) (include address and telephone

nos.)s




Sections of law or regulation violated: Sec. 39.50.030

On December 18, 2007, APOC ruled that Sen. Lesil McGuire did “something” for the $10,500 paid to
her by Providence Health System. However, based on the new information gained from the staff report
and exhibits provided to APOC in the process of investigating the complaint leading to said decision, I
now believe;

o if the information that Providence Health System, Lesil McGuire, and the Alaska Mental Health
Trust Authority provided to APOC’s investigator is true, that information demonstrates that the
“something” McGuire was paid to do was not “Consulting and Research,” as claimed.

On the contrary, it is my belief that the statements made are taken at face value (0 be true, Lesil
McGuire was (1.) being paid to do the work of a Iobbyist and (2.) being paid to formulate and
propose an opinion (her opinion) of what she believed to be the most likely strategy for Providence’s
lobbyists to follow if Providence’s lobbyists were to successfully lobby Providence’s legislative
agenda through the Alaska Legislature. Clearly “lobbying advice” would have been a more accurate
description of McGuire’s stated work product than “Consulting and Research.” T believe that
McGuire’s use of the term “Consulting” is such a totally misleading description of McGuire’s
“financial affairs” that it constitutes a violation of AS: 39.50.030, which reads:

o Each statement must be an accurate representation of the financial affairs of the public official or
candidate and must contain the same information for each member of the person'’s family, as
specified in (b) and (d) of this section, to the extent that it is ascertainable by the public official
or candidate.

Also, as stated in (2.) above, being paid to formulate “her opinion” on a matter of the people’s business
to be brought before the Legislature, for the benefit of Providence, I believe fits the definition of bribery
set out in AS: Sec. 11.56.110, which again leaves McGuire’s “Consulting and Research” description of
her work product so sufficiently misleading as to represent a violation of AS: 39.50.030’s requirement to
provide “an accurate representation of her financial affairs.”

AS: Sec. 11.56.110. Receiving a bribe.
(a) A public servant commits the crime of receiving a bribe if the public servant

(1) solicits a benefit with the intent that the public servant's vote, opinion, judgment, action,
decision, or exercise of discretion as a public servant will be influenced; or

(2) accepts or agrees to accept a benefit upon an agreement or understandin g that the public
servant's vote, opinion, judgment, action, decision, or exercise of discretion as a public servant will be
influenced.

(b) Receiving a bribe is a class B felony.

It is my opinion that if McGuire is allowed to boil a description of her work for Providence down to a few
words, I believe APOC should require her to amend her description of her work to read “lobbying and bribery,”
to be sufficiently accurate to meet the requirements of Sec. 39.50.030. NEF @ & 3

51 0l U A A |







