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Dear Pauli 

Thank you for your c:::c:mlD8nta regaraing bills 
which seek to limit the scope and effective­
ness of political action ooaaittees. 

In my view the growth of po,litical action 
coaaittees baa a.bled many thouaancls of 
people t.o increase their participati.on in 
the political process. One hallmark of such 
groups is that all contributions to them are, 
by law, entirely volunt ry... This is a healthy 
situation. The freedom of all Americana to 
organise themselves voluntarily to affect the 
course of their government ia a precious. right.. 

In th last congress, almost all a.publicans 
united in vigorous opposition t.o the Obey­
Railsbaok bill which would have placed new, 
rigid limits on the right of citisena to 
contribut.e t.o political candidates 'through 
political ction cc:amitteea. The Senate did 
not pass this bill- which narrowly passed the 
House without any CO!llllittee hearing• and with 
severely limited debate. 

Because many of the supporter of this type of 
bill were not ret\U'll8d to the Congr s, there 
seems little chance that either House would 
pass such legial.ation now .. 

our Federal. el.ect.ion law is so coaplex and 
burdensome currently that. virtually every 
participant could be at the mercy of a selec­
tive enforcement. process .. It would be eaay for 
enforcement officials to cite almost any candi ... 
date or COJ111it.tee for some teclmic-1 infraction .. 
That moat cert.ainl.y is not a healthy si~uation. 
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our election laws need to be simplified rather 
than made more burdensome. Citizen participa­
t;ion should be encouraged rather than limited. 
I would surely oppose any bill similar to the 
Obey-Railsback proposal. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Paul M. Wayrich 
Coalition• for America 
721 Second Street, N.E., 
Washington, o.c. 20002 

RR/AVH/pps 
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PROPOSED REVISIONS TO THE FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS 

1. PARTY COMMITTEES 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Exempt donations for administrative costs of party 
committees from definition of contribution. 

2. House 

Eliminate limit on spending by party committees on . 
behalf of party candidates or modify House expenditures 
from $10,000 (indexed) to 2¢ X Voting-Age-Population. 

Senate 

Retain expenditure limit but raise the minimum .from 
$20,000 to $125,000 for the national and state party 
committees. 

3. Permit party committees to engage in business activities 
in order to pay administrative expenses. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Include all party committees in the pins and bumper . 
sticker and get-out-the-vote exemptions in all federal 
elections or remove party transfer restrictions for 
this provision. 

2. Broadcasters must charge lowest unit rate for party 
committees and permit access in off-election years. 

C. TECHNICAL CHANGES 

1. Permit party committee expenditures in any election 
which may result in the election of a Representative 
or a Senator (i.e. Mississippi and Louisiana situtations). 

2. Reinstate actuality broadcasting exemption for non-election 
year. 

i <--~~ •. . 
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2. CONTRIBUTION LI MITS 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Increase party committee contribution limits to House 
candidates from $5,000 per election to $15,000 per 
election. • . 

2. Increase party committee contribution limits to Senate 
candidates from $17,500 per election cycle to $30,000 
per election cycle. 

3. Increa se annual overall limit for individuals from 
$25,000 to $50,000. _ 

4. Increase annual contribution limit for individuals to 
the state party committee from $5,000 per year to $10,000 
per year. 

5. Index annual contribution limit for individuals to 
the *national party committees annually by the consumer 
price index in units ~f $1000. 

6. Increase limit on individual contributions to candidates 
from $1,000 to $2,000 per election. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1 . Increase PAC contribution limits to candidates from 
$5,000 per election to $10,000 per election. 

2. Exempt legal and accounting expenses from definition 
of contribution~ 

3. ENFORCEMENT (PLEASE SEE APPENDIX i) 

4. RESTRUCTURING FEC 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Staf f Director given duties of chief operating officer. 

2. Reduce size and scope of responsibilities of the General 
Counsel's office. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Increase disclosure functions/data entry and public 
information services. 

2. Eliminate ~learinghouse . 
I , 1 •1 : . : •• 
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4. RESTRUCTURING FEC CONT. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES CONT. 

3. Eliminate ex-officio representatives. 

S. REPORTS 

6. PACS 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Eliminate occupation and name of employer reporting 
requirement. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Eliminate filing reports with Clerk of House and Secretary 
of Senate. 

2. Raise threshold for non-party committee contribution 
reporting. Currently all contributions from PACs must 
be reported regardless of amount. 

3. Raise candidate reporting threshold from $5,000 to $10,000. 

C. TECHNICAL CHANGES 

1. Change reports to eliminat~ duplicate filing for calc~lation 
of interest from more than one institution. 

2. Require all multi-candidate committees to file on a monthly 
basi.~ . 

. • . ··v:, :. 

3. Termination ~fa political committee's reporting require­
ment two years after the election year it was designated 
as a principal campaign committee. 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Eliminate y~arly corporate authorization for trade 
association pac solicitation. 

2. Define solicitation to permit dissemination of information 
on PACs at trade association meetings. 

.. . . . . . . ...... .... 
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6. PACS Cont. 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES CONT. 

3. Clarify what is a m~mber of a trade association, 
membership organization, or cooperative PAC. 

4. Permit trade association PACs which have individual 
members to solicit members and their families. 

5. Include draft committees within definition of political 
committee. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Define stockholder to include any employee who has a 
vested beneficial right in a stock ownership plan. 

2. Amend affiliation section for membership organizations. 

3. Permi t solicitation of other PACs by a PAC. 
, 

. 7. ADVISORY OP IN I ONS 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Expedite procedure for party c9mmittees. 

8. PUBLIC FINANCING OF PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES 

1. Raise the limitations on what the national party 
committee can spend on behalf of their presidential 
candidate from 2¢ x voting age population to $10 million. 

2. Eliminate state expenditure limits for the primaries. 

3. Raise the expenditure limitation base figure for the 
general election from $20 million to 

4. Recordkeeping requirements for the documentation of 
qualified campaign expenses made subject to a 'best efforts' 
test. 

5. Broaden definiton of qualified campaign expense. 
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8. PUBLIC FINANCING OF PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS CONT. 

A. PRIMARY CHANGES CONT. 

6. Require FEC to make·available to all political 
campaign committees the reports of the auditors and 
the general counsel. · This requirement must be fulfilled 
before the FEC votes on the audit. Committee must be 
provided an opportunity to respond before the vote. 

7. Candidate has right to hearing before FEC if demand for 
repayment is made. 

S. Require fEC to publish written audit procedures. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Raise fundraising exemption. 

2. Consider how to deal with independent candidates' right 
to public funding. 

9. ~!I SCELLA:'-JEOUS 

A. PRHLARY CHANGES 

1. Best efforts rule for violation of disclaimer requirement. 

2. Violation of disclaimer requirement must be knowing and 
willful. 

B. SECONDARY CHANGES 

1. Change availability of party convention funding from 
July 1 of the calendar year preceding the convention to 
January 1. 

C. TECHNICAL CHANGES 

1. Amend the definition of 'contribution' to prohibit a 
contribution from a State Government. (Wis cons in) 

2. Pre-empt state election laws regarding polling for 
federal candidates. 
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ENFORCDIENT 

A. ALTERNATIVE# 1 

1. Move judicial enforcement of violations of the law from 
the General Counsel's Office to the Department of Justice. 

2 . Delete FEC's ability to argue cases in court (except for 
subpoena enforcement actions). 

.. 

.:> • 
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B. 

1. 

2. 

3 . 

4. 

5 . 

6 . 

C. 

1. 

No assessment of civil penalties by FEC . 

Conciliation agreement precludes referral to DOJ. 

ALTERNATIVE# 2 

Adoption by FEC of written findings of fact and 
conclusions of law. 

No private causes of action permissible under any election 
law. , 

Require FEC to make available to respondents any 
information provided to FEC by complainant or third parties. 
This information includes written documents or testimony 
given at depositions. 

Respondents may request hearings before the FEC during 
enforcement proceedings. 

No admission of guilt in the conciliation 
agreement. I 

No assessment of civil penalties by FEC. 

TECHNICAL CHANGES 

Delete the requirement of§ 437(h) that the Court of 
Appeals sit en bane when hearing election law cases rather 

· than as a three--=}uage panel. 

··. · ...... • .• 



ContinneU'rom A-1 
· ure in 'the scheme to -get Tid -of the 
commission. .Jepsen acknowledged 
through an :aide that he has dis­
cussed the move with Senate GOP 
leaders, ineludiil.g tlajorlty lleader 
Howard Baker and P.aul Laxalt, Pres­
ident Reagan's closest Senate'friend. 
Baker was -said .to bave :-raised 'the 
subject at the leaiiership meeting. 
Jepsen 's aide '88id the senator was 
acting out or "))ersonal frustration• 
with the FEC. SUch frustration often 
has been 'loiced on Capitol Hm by 
many other legislators required to 
file campaign financial data, keep 
eltbaustive Teoords and, :in 1he'J)ast 
at least, )>e subject'to "FEC audits. But 
the commission il,as its -defenders, 
too, among good-government groups 
who believe a separate, independent­
agency is necessary to assure<Clean 
elections. 
The ,FEC aeated a stir iii. CongreSS" 
after its creation in 1974 by conduet­
Jng random audits of 1976 congres; 
sional campaign spending. The pr.ac­
tice generated "Outrage on the Hill 
and led to threats"tD cut off the agen­
cy's auditing funds, and .no Tandom 
audits bave been umlenaken since 
then. lint the commission has -been 
an irritant, anyway, to many con­
gressmen, senators and presidential 
candidates. 
According to Laxalt, the FEC's func­
tions could be taken over by the 
House and Senate themsel.ves or by · 
some other,agency. The General Ac­
counting -Offioe, .-which as ..answer­
able to Congress, has been men­
tioned as a 1)0ssibility. Laxalt said 
yesterday that he had discussed the 
possible scrapping of the FEC with 
James Baker, the White House chief 
of staff. 

Baker, who was GeFald R. Ford's 
campaign managi!r in his 1976 
reelection bid and campaign man- , 
ager for George Bush in his bid for 
the GOP presidential nomination 
last year, expressed personal inter­
est yesterday in the idea of abolish­
ing the FEC. The functions of ihe 
commission could be handled by a 
single administrator of elections, he 
suggested, with the clerks of the 
House and Senate overseeing disclo­
sure data. Presidential campaign 
funds, now authorized through the 
FEC, could be disbursed directly 
from the Treasury. · 

'The FEC, established to :implement 
and oversee the federal election •Bil 
campaign spendinglaws,'ismade:up 
of six members, no'lllore than three 
of whom can coine from one :Jl!lr.tY-• . 
All are 8J1polnted by the·preStdent. 
In the past, however, several ap-
1>0intmems havt! become enmeshed 

· ~n bitter partisan controversy. 
Currently, the FEC is .engaged in• 
fight over Its budget. According to 
Sharon Snyder, an FEC spokesman, 
the agency sought about.$13 millioii 
to operate in the next fiscal year and 
has been knoclced dbwn to about 59.6 
million by the Reagan -administra­
tion. If the agency doesn't .receive at 
least S11 milllon, Sny.der says, it will 
have to cut much of its financial dis­
closure oversight. "We'.re cenalnly 
going to 'be strapped;" 'She says. 
In 1980, the FEC author.ized the dis­
pensing of $31 million to ])residen­
tial candidates in the~rimarie~. Can­
didates qualify by raising .SS,000 in 
each of 20 states in amounts of S2SO 
or less. The commission cleared S68 
million more to be paid by the Trea­
sury to President Car.ter and Ronald 
Reagan-in the r,u campaign and S8.8 
lllillion ior the/Democratic and Re­
-publican national conventions. 
ln Februazy, :an "FEC audit charged 
.that the Reagan campaign owed the 
"federal governmilt more than $1.3 
million for overpayments in subsi­

. dies, unused surpluses and illegal 
expenditures in the 1980 primaries. 
-Of that amount, $954,000 has been re­
paid, leaving a balance of abouJ 
5414,000. 

Included iii. the funds the FEC audit 
specified Reagan would have to re­
pay was $21-5,000 - the amount by 
-which his campaign exceeded legal 
limits. The ·-.audit said Reagan had 
.gone over the state celling in New 
iHampshlTe, Where he won 'the 11a­
'tion's first primary, by .$13Z,737, or 
-nearly 47 ;percent. Also, the audit 
found that bis oempaign had exceed­
ed the $14 million national ceiling 
by $77,387. 

The commission has been under fire 
from one source.or another almost 
constantly since its inception. Earli­
er this year, even elements of the 
press got into the act when the FEc' 
inquired into a public complaint 
that Reader's Digest 'had .made ii• 
legal corporate campaign expendi• 
tures to "negatively influence" the 
1980 presidential candidacy of Sen. 
Edward M. Kennedy. , 

The Digest, in connection with an ar­
ticle in the magazine, had distribut­
ed to other news media videotapes of 
a computer reenactment of K_enne­
dy's 1969 accident at Chappaquid­
dick. The Digest sued on grounds of 
infringement of Its First· Amend• 
ment righJs, but the coun uphe)d 
the commission's right to inquire, dn 
a prescribed basis. 

As 'an illustration-of the FEC's ex­
cesses, Baker recalled that in Ford's 
19i'6 campaign the agency chal­
lenged SSOO in Jlllf,ldng ticketswb­
~ b)'.camPBilln ~ees who 
o8ierwlsewoiildfuive hail lo Jll!Y le­
gtttmate par.king --glltage fees. 1\nd 
last year, he said, the commission 
challeaged tht\~ost 'Of'having a mas­
seur in the Bush campaign entou• 
rage for about two .weeks when the 
candidate was wMldng U,hour days 
anclBakerJelthisser~->iery 
beneficial. 

the FEC also has been criticized for 
the time it takes ito com)llete -audits 
of presidential campaigns. The audit 
of Caner's in 1976 wasn't wound IIP, 
for example, until April of 197!1. 'In 
all, the agency baS"noi been eve11f~ 
-body's favorite, so a concened effcin 
to kill it. which will •require legisla­
tion, will not lack for sympathizers. Preservation Copy 
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f=EDt:~AL ELECTION COMMISSION 
. PUBLIC RECORDS 

REPORTING AND DISCLOSURE REQUIREMENTS 

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1071, as amended, requires detailed campalgo 
finance reports on contributions and expenditures from candidates for federal office 
and their suppo,tln!I polltlcal committees, as well as lndlvlduals ,nd committees 
making e><1>enditures on behalf of a candidate. These reports are filed on• quarterly, 
(optional • monthlyt, and pre/post election basis. Once the reports are fifed, they are 
made avallable for public Inspection within forty-eight hours of receipt, as required 
bylaw. 

REVIEWING OFFICES 

Federal Election Commiulon Public Records Office, 1326 K Street, N.W., Washington, 
O.C. 20463 (open 9 a.m. to 6 SJ.m., Monday-frldayt, provides a central ground floor 
facility at the FEC whore all report• relating to campaign finance filed •Ince Aprll 71 
1972 (the effective date of the FECAt, are readily available for publlc Inspection and 
copying. Although candidates for the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives orlgl­
nally file with the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House respectively, 
copies of all documents are transferred to the FEC for processing and review. 

Clerk of the U.S. llouse of Representative, Office of Records and Registration, iloom 
1036, Longworth I-louse Office 0uildlng, Washington, D.C. 20616 (open from Oto 6, 
Monday-Frldayt, offers original reports filed by candidates for the U.S. House of 
Representatives and their personal committees. · 

Secretary of the U.S. Senate Office of Public Records, 119 D Street, N.E., Washlngtoh, 
O.C. 20510 (open from Oto 6, Monday-FrlJayt, offers original reports filed by candl­
cJates for the U.S. Senate_ and their petsonal committees. 

60 Secretary of State Offlc81. Coples of reports from candidates for fedetal office• 
and their political committees as well as those political committees which have official 
addresses In that State should also be flied with their particular Secretary of Stale or 
equivalent State olflcer, whose office Is usually located In the State Capitol. A current 
list of those otrices wl

1
th addresses and phone numbers Is available from the f EC 

Public Records Olflce. • 

fl:C PUBLIC RECORDS-WHAT IS AVAILABLE 

Campaign Dtadosure Document• submitted by candidates, polltlcal committees and 
individuals, as required by the federal Election Campaign Act of 1071, as amended. 

• ~tatements of Candidacy and designation of Principal Campaign Committee 
• Statements of Organlzetlon of Polltlcal Committees 
• Candidate Authorization of • Political Committee 
• Reports of R9clepts and Expenditure, 
• Statements of Independent Expenditures 
• Communication Costs by Corporations, Labor Organizations, Membership Organ!· 

zatlon• and Trade Associations 
11 Office Account, 
♦ Debt Settlement Statement• 

Prealdentl•I f lnanclal Dlsclosure Reporh submitted by Presidential candidates 11 

tequlred by the Ethics In Government Act. 

t=~c flaporte 

• FEC Reporll on Flnanclal Activity and Disclosure Serles (published Indexes which 
consolidate and summarize data taken from tha financial ·disclosure reports) 

• Dally updated computer printouts of various FEC Indexes, as available 
11 Index of Multlcandldate Polltlcal Committees 
• Index of all Registered Political Committees 
• fndex of all federal Candidate• 
• Index of Polltlcal Committee; and Their Sponsors 
• Index of Sponsors and Their Political Committees 

lbese Indexes meet varlou1 requlrementt of the law which direct the FEC to publbh 
llsta and crou ln~exea of report• an<t 1tatemehta. 

lho lndaxe, are designed to make the maa, amount of data In the statements and · 
teports more eccenlble and undeutandable for the public. Some of these Indexes may 
focus, for example, on selected political commlueea cross Indexed against the candi­
dates they support and the amount of financial support, or the total financial activity 
(receipt, and expendlturest of a candldat• or committee. 

' Complete set of Advisory Opinion Requests, Advisory Opinions, Opinion Requests 
and comments submitted on the AORa. 

• AU closed compliance actions. · 
♦ Audit reports (Including audits previously done by the GAO). 
• Commission memoranda, agenda Items, agendas, certifications for closed meetlngt 

and minutes of all Commission meetings. 



HOW TO USE PUBLIC RECORD$ 

Reviewing Reports 

TI,e FEC Public Records Office Is i library-type facility with ample wort< space, · 
reference tables and a knowledgeable staff to help locate documents. Microfilm Is the · 
offlclal record of all documents fifed since 1072. They may be viewed and copied fro111 
the several reader-printers In the office. Paper copies of the more recent reports as well 
as Commission memorandum are also available for copy. All copies are $.06-, 10 per 
pago. Because the reports are required to Include a llstlng of every receipt and expendi­
ture In excess of ~ a simple review may Involve numerous report, with many 
pages. For general reference, howe~er, each reports Includes a summary page for that 
period, as well as year-to-date totals, fisting amounts of total receipts, total expe~l­
tures, cash on hand, debts owed, and other breakdowns. 

Copying and Ordering Reporte 

Copies of all statements, Commission Issuances and reporls on file with the f EC ,irt 
available for purchase for $.06-.10 per page. Anyone visiting the office may use tht 
photocopy machines or the microfilm reader-printers for copying all or part of a!lV 
report. The Office Is open 9 a.m. to 6 p.m. Monday through Friday. Extended office 
hours may be announced during reporting periods. The Office Is located a, 1326 K 
Street, N.W. (623-4181 t. Copies are also available by wrltlnQ the FEC -.t the followl"9 
address: 

PUBLIC AECORDSOFFICE 
FEDERAL ELECTiON COMMISSION 
1326 K STREET, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 

or calling toll-free: 800-424-9630. All mall requests for reports should clearly fd•ntffy 
the full name of the candidate or committee reporting, the specific report(s) Ind tht 
year(sJ desired. Once a request I• received, a page count Is done In order to compi.te 
the copy charge. The FEC Indexes, for any document received after January 1, 1077, 
provides the numher of pages Included In each report to assist In a quick turnaround 
time for page counts. full payment In advance Is required. Checks should be made 
payable to the "U.S. Treasurer." If an order requires more than one-half hour of th!p 
Commission staff tlmo, there Is an addltlohal charge of $2.60 for each following half 
hour. Authentication with the Com1T1lsslon Seal may also be obtained fot I fee of 
$2.00 per document. · 

,;, 

flESTRICTIONS ON USE_OF FEC DISCLOSURE DOCUMEN.JS 
I . . 

The F,deral Election C~palgn Act of 1971, as amended, allll Commission Regula-
tion, contain broad re,tt lctlons on the use of Information In FEC disclosure docu­
ment,. A person contemplating use of FECA reporh for any commercial purpose or to 
sollclt contributions of any kind should be aware of these limitations. 

Title '/., United State, Code, Section 438(at(◄ t provides: 
I ~: •. lnfom1atl,m Cf?pled from (FfC diSJClosure} reports and statements 

$hall not b• sold or used by any person for the purpose of sollcitl11g con­
,rlbutlon, or for any commercial purpoS181, other than using the name and 
fddress of any nollt{c•I commlttflfl to ,al/cit contrlbllllons from such com-
mittee." I' · 

Commission Regulations ('11 CFR § 104.16t state: 
"la} Any lntormatlt1n cop/lid, c,r otl,erwl# obtained from any report or 
ftatement, or any copy, reproduction, or publlcatlon thereof, flied with 
the Commission, Cl,erk of the Hou#, Secretary of the Senate, or any 
Secretary of State or other squlvslent State officer, shall not be sold or 
'1$8d by any person for th, purposs of sol/cltl11g contributions or any 
commercial purposs

1 
except that thtt pamtt and address of. any pol/tics/ 

committee may be used to solicit confrlbutlons from such commlttetl." 
"(I,} • •. 'soliciting contribution,• Includes a,1/c/tlng any type of contribu­
tion or donation, '41ch as pol/tics/ or charltabl, contributions." 

It it iherefore unlawful, for eicample, to use Information (except the names and ad­
dre,ses of polltlc,J commltteest In disclosure report, to sollclt contributions to a state 
.-r iocal candidate, or to ~ referendum campaign, or to a d,arlty or other non-profit 

ctrutnlz"tlon. l ' . . 
"(c} Th• Ultl of Information, which /1 cop"1d or otherwise obtained from 
report, • •• , In newspaper,, magarlnt1s, book, or other s/mllar communica­
tion, I, penn/sslble ••1long ai U,e principal purpoStl of s11ch commu11/cat/on 

· /1 not to communicate any contributor Information 1/sted on such reports 
(or th• purpow of sollc/tlr.g contributions or for other com,nerc/al pu~ 
poses." 

An ,xarnple of a commercial purpose would be complllng a malling 11st of the names 
tred addresses of contrlbutou to sollclt 1ale1 of a product or service, whether or not 
for profit. · 

Violations of 2 lJ.S.C. §438(at(4) pre punlsha_ble by payment of a clvll penalty of up 
to $10,000 or twice the an,ount of the ylolatlon, whichever 11 greater. (See 2 U.S.C. 
§4:)7g.) 

Inquiries concerning the use of dlsclo~re documents should he addressed to the 
ru~llo Records Office. / 

.. ~.L .... - .L . • • • ' •• 
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.EEDERAL EtECTION 
COMMISSION :::.0:: •• 5234065 

FOR REI.EASE: SUNDAY 
MARCH 29, 1981 

C'CNTACI': FRED EILAND 
SHARCN SNYDER 

FOC RELFA5ES NEW PAC SPENDIN3 FIGURES FOR '80 ELECI'ICNS 

WASmroKN - '!he Federal Election Ccrcmission released figures today which shJwed that PAC's 

raised $136.7 million and spent a total of $130.3 million during the 1979-80 election cycle. 

How ItUlCh of this noney was spent on behalf of federal candidates is still unknown. 

However, preliminary data indicates that by Cx::tober 15, 1980, at least $50.7 million had 

been ccntributed to 1980 Congressional races. Presidential candidates received $1.8 million, 

and $3.2 million had been given to debt retirerrent ccmnittees or to future races. PAC 

oontributions to all federal candidates through mid-Cx::tober therefore totalled approximately 

$55.7 millicn. 

PAC's also spent noney independently on behalf of or in opposition to federal 

carrlidates. Total dollar anounts in this category have not yet been finalized. 

The FOC cx.nputerizes carrpaign finance info:rmation in two stages. When reports are 
first filed, the total receipt and expenditure info:rmation is imrediately processed. 
Cont.ri but i oos by PAC ' s to carrpaigns are p rocgs~ later da e. THEREFOREL SINCE 'IUI'AL 
FIG(JRFS FOR PAC OON'I'RIBUTIONS 'IO CANDipATE.S ARE oor ·AVAIIABLE THRCXJGH THE SAME TIME PERIOD 
AS ARE TOI'AL RECEIPI' AND EXPENDI'IURE FIGJRES, PERCEm'AGES CANNar BE CAI.DJI.ATED. 

Preliminary figures (:fran January 1, 1979, through mid-Cx::tober 1980) indicate that: 

$50.7 million was oontributed to 1980 House and Senate races 

$35.2 million to House candidates 
$15.5 million to Senate candidates 
$27.4 million to Derrocrats 
$23.3 million to Republicans 
$31.7 mill1on to Incunbents 
$12.5 million to Challengers 
$ 6.5 million to (pen Seat races 

In the 1977-78 election cycle, PAC's raised $80 million and spent $77.4 million 
through the end of the two-year cycle. Crnlparison figures for oontributions to federal 
candidates through the pre-general election period (mid-Cx::tober 1978) sllaved at that~: 

$32 million was contributed to 1978 House and Senate races 

$23.0 million .to House candidates 
$ 9.0 to senate can:iidates 
$18.2-million to-DeroGrci:ts-
$13.7 million to Republicans 
$19.1 million to Incurcbents 
$ 6.7 million to Challengers 
$ 6.2 million to (pen Seat races 

Figures for the sane~ period for the 1975-76 election cycle are not available. 

OOIE: In oaq::iaring the financial activity of the 2 electioo cycles, certain variables shoold be 
considered. First, there has been an increase in the nuroer of PAC's in existence, and in the 
nmt>er of PAC's actually making cxntriblt:ials to candidates. Seocnd, there has been an increase 
in the nmt>er of candidates to whl;Jn cxntri.buticns could be nade. For exarrple, as of Deoelti:ler 31, · 
1978, there were 1,653 PAC's in existence. 'lbrough <>=toter 1978, 1,360 PAC's had nade cxntribu­
ticns to candidates. By year's end 1980, there were 2,551 PAC's in existence. 'lbrough mid­
<>=tober 1980, 1,997 PAC's had made cxntriblt:ials to camidates. A similar increase o-icurred 
in· the nmiler of camidates inclmed in the FEX: stu:iies. '!here were l:,909 in 1977-78; there are 
2,265 in the 1979-80 data. Any oarparative analysis shoold cxnsider these variables, since 
they could affect any ocnclusioos made en chan;Jes in PAC financial activity over time. 
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Figures in this 
.,.·- chart. are canplete 

fran January 1, 
1979 through 
Decanber 31, 1980 • 

INl'ERIM FIGURES FOR NCN,;,.PARI'Y RELATED POLITICAL CCMITTI'EE.S INVOLVED IN 1980 EI.B:TICNS 

1/ 2/ rorAI. AnUmD IATEST [.'fBl'S 

CXH«'l"ftE TYPE • cxm; '1omL RfJ Ei P('S ~ RID:IPl'S DISBlllmHNI'S DISl:llREefl'S CASH Clf H1lll> CH!D 'ID CH!D Bl! 

CJHlCIU\TI(Jf 1,249 $ 34,197,824 $ 34,124,977 $ 31,857,357 $ 31,762,107 $6,415,071 $99,830 $. 292,509 

~CIGINIZATI<Jf 332 $ 27,421,571 $ 25,979,426 $ 26,360,398 $ 25,049,257 $5,929,879 $ 61,644 $ 20,502 

oo-<nHX:Tm CR;. 439 $ 39,057,379 $ 39,049,575 $ 37,781,Sll $ 37,759,257 $2,694,576 $133,138 $1,609,039 

·---· 635 $ 35,436,244 $ 33,712,547 $ 33,720,564 $ 32,090,312 $5,009,553 $458,700 $ 390,769 
-y 

~ 37 $ 2,857,917 $ 2,733,957 $ 2,749,788 $ 2,629,788 $1,498,733 $ 150 $ 4,258 

CXH>. W/OS'ltXlC 59 $ 1,140,740 $ 1,ll9,970 $ 1,047,883 $ 1,038,428 $ 203,614 $ ll,380 $ 3,073 

rorAI. 2,1si31 $ 140,lll,675 $ 136,720,452 $ 1.33,517,501 $130,329,149 $21,751,426 $764,842 $2,320,150 
- 1- .... -·· .-- ...... ·- ... .. .. 

CllfflUllJTICNS 
DETAILS OF GONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES 4/ 

(Data relating solE ly to 1980 lbuse and senate races shown in parentheses) 
'ID 

c~~ BY 'rYI'E CF C.ANDICI\TE BY C.ANDill!\'IE STA'l m BYPARI.Y - T1'fTT (If 

Figures in this 
chart are only 
cx:mplete through 
rnid-0::tober 1980. 

ClHfiTIBE TYPE I CDM J\KlNl' Plf:SIIEa'IAL SENATE IDJSE m::.u&Nl' ~ <PalSFAT IEO::RAT REPUBLICAN 

aacalG'JOI 1,037 $19,275,473 $1,103,392 $ 6,644,306 $11,527,775 $11,527,372 $5,743,657 $ 2,004,444 $ 7,121,508 $12,129,086 $ 
(16,816,914) (5,856,561) (10,960,353) (10,064,637) (4,750,833) (2,001,444) (6,310,207) (10,497,107) 

IMCll Cllil!IIIW'I(II 225 $13,746,615 $ 315,668 $ 4,006,049 $ 9,424,898 $ 9,817,234 $2,379,399 $1,549,982 $12,828,293 ~ 903,372 $ 
(12,751,328) (3,632,285) (9,119,043) (9,094,564) (2,109 ,2!32) (1,547,482) (11,903,877) (833,701) 

ll><Dla::ftD(R;. 201 $ 4,214,766 $ 82,802 $ .1,618,600 $ 2,513,364 $ 1,325,358 $2,136,455 $ 752,953 $ 1,310,796 ~ 2,865,670 $ 
(3 , 973 , 906) (1,564 , 770) (2 ,409 , 136) (1 , 227 , 283) (1,995,786) (750,837) (1,225,513) ·(2, 713,293) 

~ 463 $16,626,169 $ 264,381 $ 4,495 , 771 $11,866 , 017 $10,844,147 $3,762,049 $2,019,973 $ 7,319,000 $ 9,271,543 $ 
(15,499,522) (4,010,376) (11,489,146) ( 9,993,062) (3,493,337) (2,013,123) (6,817,585) (8,666,427) 

UD.wal'VI! 27 $ 1,475,589 $ 42,700 $ 386,112 $ 1,046,777 $ 1,205,701 $ 104,790 $ 165,098 $ 952,286 ts 523,303 $ 
(1,338,602) (328,675) (1,009 ,.927) (1,093,814) ( 81,690) (163,098) (880,499) (458,103) 

a:R'. wona 44 $ 374,967 $ 38,349 $ 102,310 $ 234,308 $ 297,832 $ 62,060 $ · -15,075 $ 251,006 ~ 122,661 $ 
(316,018) ( 89;710) (226;308) . (268,515) (32,428) (15,075) (218,939) ( 96,979) 

'lOIN, 1,997 $55,713,579 $ 1,847 .~·;U. $17,253,148 $36,613,139 $35,017,644 $14,188,410 $6,507,525 $29,782,889 ; 25,815,835 $ 
(50,696,290) (15,482,377) (35,213,913) (31,741,875) (12,463,356) (6,491,059) (27,356,620) (23,265,610) 

i/ 'lbtal receipt and disbursenent figures inclooe natl.es transferred .between affiliated cx:mnittees. For that ~. they are sateoilat inflated. 
2/ Adjusted receipt and disbursel!ent figures do not inclooe m:nies transfet'red between affiliated cxmnittees, and therefore, are rime representative 

of actual receipts and disbursenents. · 

MA.RCH 1981 

01HER 

24,879 
(9,600) 

14;750 
(13,750) 

38,300 
(35,100): 

35,626 
(15,510) 

0 

1,300 
( 100) 

114,855 
( 74,060) 

3/ '!be nutiJer of cx:mnittees inclooed in this report IXES WI' represent the nutiJer active as of a particular date. See l'CIE other side for these figures. 
4/ Figures include oootrihlti.oos to all candidates, including those who did not run for office during 1979-80, and Presidential candidates. 

Figures in parentheses represent arount given aily to candidates seek:inJ office in 1979-80 Q:ngressia'lal races. 
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~-EDERAL ELECTION 
COMMISSION PressOffice 
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20463 

EMBARGOED FOR RELEASE TUESDAY 
AUGUST 4, 1981 

CONTACT: FRED EILAND 
SHARON SNYDER 

FEC ISSUES FINAL SUMMARY DATA ON PAC GIVING 

WASHINGTON -- Candidates for the U.S. Congress received a total of $55.3 million from 
PAC's for their 1979-80 election campaigns, according to information released today by 
the .Federal Election Commission. 

An additional $2 million was contributed by PAC's to Presidential candidates, and 
$3.2 million was donated for other purposes, e.g., to retire debts from. prior campaigns. 
Total PAC giving during the election cycle was therefore $60.5 million. 

The FEC's computer data shows that non-party t"elated political committees began the 
election cycle with almost $15 million cash-on-hand. They raised an additional $137.8 
million and spent $133.2 million between January 1, 1979, and December 31, 1980.* There­
for.e, PAC contributions to candidates represented between 42% and 45% of all PAC spending, 
depending on whether you consider only contributions to 1980 Congressional races, or 
contributions to all federal candidates, including Presidential and past, present or 
future Congressional candidates. 

In· conjunction with money directly contributed to campaigns, PAC's spent appro~imately 
$14 million, or 10½% of their funds, on independent expenditures to promote or defeat 
certain candidates. 

PAC's also gave several million to the political parties and to other non-candidate 
groups, but final figures for these contributions are still being reviewed by the FEC. 

A summary of the FEC figures shows that: 

***More money was contributed to 
House races than to Senate or 
Presidential campaigns. 

House 
Senate 
Presidential 

***Incumbents received a greater 
percentage of the total amount 
contributed than did the challengers 
or open seat races. 

Incumbents 
Challengers 
Open Seat Races 

'80 Congressional 

$ 38.14 - 69% 
$ 17.15 - 31% 
$ N/A 

$ 33.79 - 61% 
$ 14.33 - 26% 
$ 7.17 - 13% 

***PAC contributions were almost evenly 
divided between Democrats and Republicans. 

Democrats $ 29.05 - 52.5% 
Republicans $ 26.15 - 47.3% -~ Others $ .09 .2% 

(Figures in millions 

·A11 ·cartdidates 

$ 39.56 - 65.4% 
$ 18.97 - 31.4% 
$ 1.96 - 3.2% 

$ 37.2 - 61% 
$ 16.1 - 27% 
$ 7.19 - 12% 

$ 31. 57 - 52.2% 
$ 28.78 - 47.6% 
$ .13 - .2% 

of dollars) 

* Figures presented in this release differ from those released Ma:rch 29, 1981. This 
is due to amendments filed by committees and to corrections made. to the FEC data 
base. Note in particular the increase in all activity for Corporations without 
Stock. One committee was removed from the Trade/Membership/Health category & was 
added to Corporations without Stock. This change accounts for the increased 
activity in this field. 

-more-



In an effort to depict more clearly the cash flow for each of the six PAC 
categories and to examine the distribution of contributions to candidates, the FEC 
has produced two charts, which follow • . Note that the contribution table lists all 
PAC contributions to all candidates (past, present and future) during 1979-80, and 
parenthetically shows the lesser amounts which were contributed to 1980 Congressional 
candidates only. · 

Today's release by the FEC is an interim report on the financial activity for 
the 1979-80 election cycle. A 4-volume study, containing more detail and itemizing 
each political committee, plus a list of the "Top 10 Spenders" will be issued in 
October of this year. 

-2-
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FOC PRESS OFFICE 

Figures on these 
charts are carplete 
fran January 1, 
1979 through 
December 31, . 1980. 

~ 

IMCll CMWIIW'ICJI 

IO<XIIB:'JB) <JIG. 

~ 

CXlCHMl"1VB 

<DIP. 'lfOS'ltnt 

'lOIM, 

.AIXiUST1981 

INTERIM FIGURF.S FOR NON-PARTY REf.A'lID POLITICAL CXM-ITT.l'EES INVOLVED m 1980 EllCTIONS 

1/ 2/ 'lUrAL AllJ1E'.lE) IMFSI' DEB'rS 
CXM-ilTIEE TllPE I CMIES 'lUrAL REx::EIPTS AllJ1E'.lE) REX:EIP1'S DISBURSEMENI'S DISOORSEMENTS CASH 00 H1IND ()·E) 'ro 02ED BY 

CDROORATIOO 1,250 $ 34,160,224 $ 34,082,301 $ 31,763,995 $ 31,662,042 $6,440,923 $ 9i9,83o I$ 292,509 

IAOOR OIG\NIZATIOO 331 $ 27,185,095 $ 25,704,513 $ 26,409,793 $ 25,078,812 $5,929,645 $61,644 $ 20,502 

oo--a::um::im oro. 466 $ 40,052,161 $ 40,0~3,357 $ 38,491,785 $ 38,469,531 $2,652,381 $143,137 i l.~43,669 

TRADE/MEMlEIVHETH 635 $ 35,433,926 $ · 33,.711,114. $ 33,591,399 $ 31,886,672 $5,107,349 $458,700 $ 396,985 
~~ 

CXXlPERATIVE 36 $ 2,936,000 $ ~ 2,·799,000 $ 2,818,832 $ 2,698,832 $1,497,178 $ 150 $ 4,258 

CDRP. W/O S'ItX:lC II 61 I $ 1,488,859 $ ·1,488,859 $ 1,376,996 $ 1,366,869 $ 333,414 $11,380 $ 3,073 
31 

'lUrAL 11 2, 779- I $ 1n,256,265 t $ 137,829,144 I $ 134,452,800 I $ 133,175,411 1$21,960,890 I $774,841 l$2,360,996 

DETAILS OF qONTRIBUTIONS TO CANDIDATES 4/ 
(Data relating sol~ly to 1980 fbuSe and Senate races shcwl in parentheses)-cnmu:Bl1rIOOS 

'ro 
qtl)Ill1\ff.S 

• CX"'11 NO.NI' 
BY 'fYPE CF OINDI[)l\TE 

PlmIDENI'IAL I SENATE I HOOSE 
BY OIND~ STM,m 

nnH3ENl' . I OIAI.ll2G:R I CHN SFAT 
BY P,ARIY AFFILIATfOO 

IECX::RAT I REPUBLICAN C1lHm 

1,095 I$ 21,105,016 
(19,173,787) 

$1,138,628 I$ 7,651,5551$ 12,914,83311$ 12,469,2651$ 6,863,9021 $ 2,371,849 11$ 1,176,1281$ 13,895,4211 $ 33,467 
(6,834,781) (12,339,006) (10,963,672) (5,841,266) (2,368,849) (6,930,179) (12,227,708) (15,900) 

240 I$ 14,146,84311 $ 345,8831$ 4,150,3591$ 9,650,60111$ 10,068,9621$ 2,477,2641$ 1,600,617 11$ 13,208,0421$, 9~1,051 I$ 17,750 
(13,120,465) (3,777,969) (9,342,496) ( 9,327,770) (2,194,578) (1,598,117) (12,247,589) (856,126) (16,750) 

241 I$ 5,097,519 11 $ 
(4,818,881) 

490 I$ 17,237,160 $ 
(16,091,229) 

31 I$ · 1,514,314 $ 
(1,381,977) 

49 I$ 784,515 
(707,186) 

$ 

118,010 f$ 1,821,oi31$ 3,1s2,48611$ 1,644,640 1$ 2,545,843 f $ 
c1,113,.21l> <3,o4s,668> I c1,s35,363> c2,378,s98> 

907,036 
1

1s 1,626,279 is 3,426,839 I $ 44,401 
(904,920> I c1,525,o14> I <3,2~2,666> (41,201> 

214,506 f$ 4,663,6581$12,298,99611$ 11,119,693 1$ 3,995,0881$ 2,062,379 
<4,163,305) c11,927,924> I c10,322,399> <3,113,301> c2,os5,529> 

~ 7,557,340 1$ 9,644,2441 $ 35,576 
<1,051,615> I C9,o~3,594> c15,96o> 

42,700 ,$ 399,087 
1
$ 1,072,527

1
1$ 1,228,726 

1
$ 111,890

1
$ 173,698 ir 968,911 1$ 545,403 , $ 

(346,400> <1,035,577> I c1,121,s89) < 88,690> c111,698) (901,11,>I <4~0,203> 
0 

39,479 I$ 211,143 I$ 
(253,293) 

461,293 I~ 
(453,893) 

559,100 I$ 
(515,583) 

152,090 I$ 
(118,278) 

73,325 
(73,325) 

~ 434,029 1$ 
(392,662) 

318,886 t $ 
(314,124) 

I 
1,600 

( 400) 

~,146 I$ 60,485,367 II$ 1,959,206 1$ 18,969,425 1$39,556,7361~ 37,150,386 1$16,146,0771$ 7,188,904 
(55,293,525> c11 ,148,961> (38,144,564) I (33, 786,376> <14,334, 111> <1 ,112,438> 

~ 31,510,129 1$ 2a-;-1s1,a44 I$ 132,194 
(29,048,893) 1· (26,154,421) ( 90,211) 

I_ 
1/ 'lbtal receipt and di.sb.Jrsement figures inclwe natl.es transferred between--aff iliated cx:mnittees. - For that reascn, they are IICll&ihat inf~ ted. 
2/ Adj~ted receipt and di.sburseoelt figures do not inc:lwe nodes transferred bebieen affiliated cx:mnitteea, and themfon, are nme xep.eeertative 

· of actual receipts and diswrsenents. 
3/ 'lbe nllliler of oannittees incl\ded in this report IXl:S 001' represent the rui>er active as of a particular ~te. 
-V Figures include ocntrihltions to all candidates, including tmee 1oiho did not run far office during 1979-80, and fresidential Qlllldidat:ea. 

Figures in parenthe&es rep: ent aaomt given au.y to candidates seeking office in 1979-80 OXlgl:'eaaialal races. 
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FEDERAL ELECTION 
COMMISSION 

™8ARGED FOR RELEASE: 
M:NDAY - AUGUST 10, 1981 

Press Office 
1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, O.C. 20463 

Phone: Local 523-4065 Toll Free 800-424-9530 

OJNrACl': FRED EIIAND 
SHARCN SNYDER 

COSTS OF C.AMPAIQITNG lNCRE'ASE 

WASHING'lXN - costs of campaigning for Congress in 1979-80 were 23% higher 

than in 1977-78, according to up:lated figures released today by the Federal 

Election camri.ssion. 

camri.ssicn data slrMs that candidates for the 97th congress collectively 

spent $45 million nore on their campaigns than did their CO\.mterparts in the 

1978 Congressional elections. 

This does not take into account the irrpact of inflation or the fact that 

there were 356 nore candidates involved in 1980 than in 1978. 

OJ.ring 1979-80, U.S. House and Senate candidates raised $252 million 

and spent $242 million. In 1977-78, U.S. House and Senate campaigns raised 

$202 million and spent $197 million. 

For the 1979-80 election cycle, nost of the noney was spent by campaigns 

that waged successful pr:imary elections and which were contenders in Novanber 1 s 

general election. can:iidates who lost in the primaries spent less than a 

canbined total of $50 million. 

The FEX:'s infonration also shows that PAC's ccntributed $55.3 million -

· or 22% - of the $252 million raisai by Senate and House candidates. ~ain, 

nost of the PAC cx:mtrirutions were made to campaigns involved in roth primary 

an:i general elections. Losing primary campaigns received less than $4 million 

fran PAC's. 

An Interim Report on Finaocial ktivity for 1979-80 U.S. House and Senate 

campaigns will be published by the FEX: in O::tober. That Rei;x:,rt will contain a 

detailed review of the soorces of congressional campaign fun:ling, as ,;..ell as an 

itemization of each House and Senate canpaign. 

Surcma.ry infonration on various categories of 1979-80 Congressional 

carrlidates appears in the attached charts. 
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CANDIDP.'IE 'lUI7\L 

I CANOO 'lUI7\L DISBURSE-
CATFXDRY RFX::EIPl'S 1'EffS. 

'IUI'AL: 
SENA'IE & 2265 251.9 242.2 

HOOSE 

SENATE SumuI'AL: 346 107.4 105.4 

DEM::CRAT 137 56.0 55.0 

REPUBLICAN 143 51.0 50.0 

OJ.HER 66 .4 .4 
'-

HCUSE SUB'!UmL: 1919 144.5 136.8 

IJEM:X:RAT 903 72. 7 68.8 

REPUBLICAN 722 70.9 67.1 

CJlHER 294 .9 .9 

BYPARI'Y 
AFFILIATICN: 

DEMX:RAT 1040 128.7 123.8 

REPUBLICAN 865 121.9 117.1 

OJ.HER 360 1.3 1.3 

BY CANDIDATE 
STA'IUS: 

INCUMBENT 444 113.7 106.3 

OIALLENGER 1424 93.4 92.0 

OPEN SFAT 397 44.8 43.9 

' 

INI'ERIMSlM-11\RY 
SEI8:TED CAMPAICN FINANCE ACTIVITY 
1979-80 SENA'IE AND HOOSE ELECTIOOS 

IA'ffST tm-PARIY 
CMH "PAC" CXJUlOOATE IAOOR 

CN HAND CINl'RIBUl'ICNS -

18.8 55.3 19.2 13.1 

3.0 17.2 6.83 3.8 

1.8 8.32 2.13 3.4 

1.2 8.83 4.70 .4 

--- --- --- ---

15.8 38.1 12.34 9.3 

8.39 20.7 4.80 8.86 

7.35 17.3 7.52 .46 

.01 .09 .02 .02 

10.2 29.05 6.93 12.25 

8.6 26.14 12.23 .86 

.01 .09 .02 .02 

16.3 33.8 11.0 9.33 

1.6 14.3 5.8 2.19 

.9 7.2 2.4 1.60 

tm TRAIE/ 
CXlflECffD MM3ER/ 

HFl\LTH 

4.8 16.1 

1.8 4.2 

.5 1.92 

1.3 2.24 

0 0 

3.0 11.9 

1.03 5.1 

1.96 6.8 

.04 .02 

1.52 7.05 

3.24 9.02 

.04 .02 

1.5 10.3 

2.4 3.7 

.9 2 .1 

JULY 1981 . 

cmP. 
CD.:l>m- W/0 
ATIVES S'IDl{ 

1.4 .• 7 

.35 .2 

.26 .1 

.09 .1 

0 ---

1.04 .5 

.65 .3 

.39 .2 

0 --

.9 .4 

.5 .3 

0 ---

1.12 .5 

.09 .1 

.17 .07 

I 

ALL CANDIDATES -

GURES IN MILLIONS 
OF OOLLARS 

s chart includes 
inancial activity 

ALL candidates 
LVOlved in 1979- 80 
ections. 

--" irrlicates 
1egligible anount. 
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CANDID1\'IE 'lUl'AL 

ICND; 'lUl'AL DISOORSE-
CATEX,ORY REXEIPl'S M:NI'S 

'IOrAL: 
SFNA'IE & 

HCUIB 1202 204.5 194.8 

SWA'IE SlBIOl'AL: 123 79.7 77.5 

~ 38 42.5 41.4 

REPUBLICAN 35 36.9 35.8 

CJ.lHER 50 .3 .3 

lllJSE SUBTOI'AL: 1079 124.8 . 117. 3 

ll1HX:RAT 431 61.8 57.9 
I 

REPUBLICAN 403 62.2 58.6 

OlllER 245 .8 .8 

BYPARIY 
AFFILIATICN: 

DEMX!RAT 469 104.3 99.3 

REPUBLICAN 438 99.1 94.li 

OIHER 295 1.1 1.1 

BY CANDIDATE 
STA'IUS: 

~ ; . 
nnJMBEN1' 422 109.1 101.2 

I 
rnAJ:.UN:iER 663 68.3 67.1 ,. ' 

~ CPENSFAT 117 27. ;I, 26.5 

INTERIM Stff.11\RY 
SELF.CI'ED CAMPAirn FINAOCE JJCrI.VI.T'i 
1979-80 SENA'IE AND HCl.JSE El.OCTICN.S 

IA'ffS1' ~-PARI'Y 
CAg{ "PJIC" ~ lMCB 

m IWI> a:mRIB11'ICNS 

17.9 51.7 18.0 12.2 

2.8 15.7 6.4 3.4 

1.7 7.3 1.9 3.0 

1.1 8.4 4.5 .4 kl 

... . . . . . . ... 

15.1 36.0 11.6 8.8 

8.1 19.6 4.5 8.4 

7.0 16.3 7.1 .4 

.01 .1 .01 ,, .02 

9.8 26.9 6.4 11.4 

8.1 24.7 11.6 . 8 

.01 .1 .02 .02 

16.0 32.5 10.5 9.0 

1.3 13.3 5.5 1.9 

.6 5.9 2.0 1,3 
. 

UVA.J.1.. -~~ 

~ TIWE/ 
CIJHCm> M:MQ/ CIXPER-

HF.Al.'111 ATIVES 

I 
4.3· 15.2 J 1.3 

1.6 3.8 .3 
.. 

.4 1.7 l-, .2 

1.2 2.1 .1 
I 
! 

0 0 ~ 0 

2.7 11.4 I 1.0 

.9 4.9 .6 

1.8 6.5 .4 
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NEiWS CONTACT: Ron Pearson, 301/986-0666 
Phyllis Merrill, 301/986-0666 

NEWSLETTER PUBLISHER SUES FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION TO HALT INVESTIGATION 

Court Hearing Set for Wednesday, June 17, 1981 
in Key First Amendment Case 

WASHINGTON, D.C., JUNE 11, 1981 ••• Phillips Publishing, Inc. announced today that 

it had filed a countersuit against the Federal Election Commission in U.S. District 

Court here. Phillips Publishing cited First Amendment grounds in seeking an 

injunction against the federal agency from continuing its 15-month investigation 

of the publishing company. Phillips Publishing is the target of . an FEC probe be­

cause it sent out promotional material for one of its newsletters, The Pink Sheet 

on the Left, a conservative, anti-communist publication, which contained editorial 

comment critical of Senator Kennedy's 1980 bid for the presidency. 

The FEC is demanding, among other things, that the company turn over to FEC 

investigators the location and numbers of all its bank accounts, as well as the names 

and addresses of all of its editorial staff. The FEC is charging that the company 

violated five federal rules. These rules center around the FEC charge that the 

publishing company, because of its commentary in the promotional material, should 

be registered with the FEC as a political committee and file reports with the FEC. 

When the company refused to turn over the subpoened information, the FEC filed 

suit in federal court for an order to force the company to divulge the information. 

Phillips Publishing is not only opposing the FEC effort, but it is asking 

the Court in its countersuit for an injunction against the FEC. Phillips Publishing 

is asking the Court to prohibit the FEC from any further investigation on the 

grounds that the FEC has no jurisdiction over legitimate press activities under the 

First Amendment. 

Thomas L. Phillips, owner and President of Phillips Publishing, is a leader 

of the newsletter industry and presently serves as President of the Newsletter 

Association of America. Phillips also publishes 11 consumer and business 

---more 
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newsletters on a wide variety of topics. Supporting Phillips' effort is the 

Washington-based Reporters Committee for Freedom of the Press, which, over strong 

FEC objection, has been permitted to appear and argue as a friend of the court 

at the court hearing set for Wednesday, June 17, 1981, at 9:30 a.m. before 

U.S. Federal Judge Thomas A. Flannery. 

Election law experts note the similarity between this case and the recent 

Reader's Digest case in which a federal judge in New York sharply limited the 

FEC's inquiry into the dissemination of a video-tape illustrating a Reader's Digest 

article critical of Senator Kennedy's version of the Chappaquiddick accident. 

Phillips Publishing blasted the FEC in its 35-page legal brief indicating 

that the FEC's conduct amounted to bad faith and harassment. Some of the high­

lights of the brief are: 

FEC charges include the breaking of one law that was repealed by 

Congress even before the FEC action in the case began in March, 1980; 

An FEC charge that subscriptions to the 10-year old newsletter were 

political contributions was labelled by Phillips "absurd on its face." 

If subscriptions to The Pink Sheet are contributions, then so are sub­

scriptions to The Washington Post, New York Times, and other newspapers 

and magazines "except perhaps Field & Stream" Phillips asserted; 

FEC internal documents that show the agency in 1976 absolved Penthouse 

magazine on First Amendment grounds for making anti-Carter comments on 

the magazine's promotional material, in contrast to their current 

harassment of Phillips; 

An FEC letter to a U.S. Senator obtained by Phillips shows the FEC 

drafted a self-laudatory form letter to be used by the Senator to 

send to his constituents complaining about the FEC's handling of 

The Pink Sheet case; 

Affidavits documenting Phillips' unsuccessful effort to disqualify FEC 

Commissioner Tiernan from The Pink Sheet case because of bias since his 

---more 
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son, Robert Tiernan, Jr. had been actively seeking employment 

with Phillips Publishing, Inc. while the company was under FEC 

investigation. 

"The FEC' s vicious, yet incompetent, conduct in this case would not be 

so dangerous were it not for the fact that this agency regularly engages in 

wholesale violations of First Amendment rights" said Thomas L. Phillips, 

president of the publishing company. ''We expect to win in Court on June 17th" 

said Phillips, "and I hope the Court can permanently put a stop to FEC abuses 

in my case and others. The FEC is a power-mad agency running berserk as it 

squanders the taxpayers' money and tramples on our rights as citizens." 

---END---

NOTE: Phillips will hold a press conference outside U.S. District Court, 

(John Marshall Place and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.) immediately 

following the June 17 hearing. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Mr. Thomas L. Phillips 
President -
Phillips Publishing Inc. 
7315 Wisconsin Avenue 
Suite 1200N 
Bethesda, Maryland 20014 

Dear Tom: 

June 18, 1981 

Thanks for your help in assembling the financial 
newsletter list, and thanks for keeping me informed 
of your strong efforts regarding the recent outrages 
by the FEC. 

Sincerely, /, 

P I--,.: . ' ) I l ·f ,. 
I i t .- (., -->~ .{._ 

', ? ) -"-<,• )- '- • I,?- ~ 

Horton C. Blackwell 
Special Assistant to the President 




