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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D:C. 20463

©oPaye 2, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gail M. Harmon

Sheldon, Harmon and Weiss

1725 I Street, N.W,, Suite 506
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096
Dear Ms. Harmon:

We have received your letter of November 28, 1979,
inquiring about a possible violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Although the
Commission took jurisdiction over a complaint very similar
to the present one (MUR 1050) and found no reason to believe
that a violation had occurred, the Commission has reconsidered
the statutory basis for this kind of complaint and determined
on March 19, 1980, that such complaints are inappropriate for
challenging respondents under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)
(12)(A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B).

Consequently, the Commission has decided to take no
action on your complaint. We are writing Mr. Harrison to
apprise him of the necessity of submitting a written
consent to the Commission which would cover notification and
investigation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g{a)(12)(A) as well as
conciliation pursuant to § 437g(a)(4)(B) required by the
January 8, 1980 amendments to the Act to effect a complete
waiver of confidentiality. A copy of this letter is
attached hereto. Please feel free to contact R. Lee Andersen,
the attorney assigned to this complaint, if you have any further
guestions.

Chrdrles N. Steel
General Counsel

Attachment

Copy of letter to Mr. Harrison




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20463 :

April 30, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gail M. Harmon

Sheldon, Harmon and Weiss 7; L-(’
1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096

Dear Ms. Harmon:

We have received your letter of November 28, 1979,
inquiring about a possible violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Although the
Commission took jurisdiction over a complaint very similar
to the present one (MUR 1050) and found no reason to believe
that a violation had occurred, the Commission has reconsidered
the statutory basis for this kind of complaint and determined
on March 19, 1980, that such complaints are inappropriate for
challenging respondents under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)
(12)(A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B).

2 2
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Consequently, the Commission has decided to take no
action on your complaint. We are writing Mr. Harrison to
apprise him of the necessity of submitting a written
consent to the Commission which would cover notification and
/ investigation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l2)(A) as well as
-~ conciliation pursuant to § 437g(a)(4)(B) required by the
January 8, 1980 amendmen;i_to the Act to effect a complete
waliver of confidentiality.” A copy of this letter is
attached hereto. Please feel free to contact R. Lee Andersen,
the attorney assigned to this complaint, if you have any further
questions.

nn14n0

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment

Copy of letter to Mr. Harrison
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20463 '

fay 2, 1988" "

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Marion E, Harrison
Barnett, Alagia & Carey
1627 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096

Dear Mr. Harrison:

On December 5, 1979, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that your client, Life Amendment Political
Action Committee (LAPAC), may have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March 19, 1980, decided on the basis
of the information in the complaint to take no action on this
matter. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in

this matter.

However, we are in receipt of a letter written from you
to Gail M. Harmon dated November 30, 1979, (See Attachment)
in which you state in the last paragraph the following:

Our client routinely waives, and has waived,
confidentiality as to any complaint filed with
FEC against it, and it has filed no complaint
with FEC on its own.
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Mr. Marion E. Harrison
Page 2

The Office of General Counsel has not received a written
consent which would waive confidentiality for notification
and investigation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1l2)(A)
(former 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(3)(B)) as well as conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a)(4)(B) as is required by the

January 8, 1980, amendments to the Act. Should you

wish to waive confidentiality under both these provisions,
please resubmit your consent in writing to the Commission
indicating by number to which MUR or MUR's the waiver is

to apply.

If you have any questions, please contact R. Lee Andersen,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)523-5071.

Sincerely

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment
Letter by Marion E. Harrison

cc: Gail M. Harmon
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FEDERAL ELECTION COM

MISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 i -

.

April 30, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Marion E. Harrison ?Ai
Barnett, Alagia & Carey

1627 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUOR 1096

5

Dear Mr. Harrison:

2

~ On December 5, 1979, the Commission notified you of a

complaint alleging that your client, Life Amendment Political
Action Committee (LAPAC), may have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March 19, 1980, decided on the basis
- of the information in the complaint to take no action on this
matter. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in

= this matter.

h However, we are in receipt of a letter written from you
C to Gail M. Harmon dated November 30, 1979, (See Attachment)
o in which you state in the last paragraph the following:

Our client routinely waives, and has waived,
confidentiality as to any complaint filed with
FEC against it, and it has filed no complaint
with FEC on its own.

L




Mr. Marion E. Harrison
Page 2

The Office of General Counsel has not received a written
consent which would waive confidentiality for notification
and investigation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A)
(former 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(3)(B)) as well as conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a)(4)(B) as 1is required by the

January 8, 1980, amendments to the Act. Should you

wish to waive confidentiality under both these provisions,
please resubmit your consent in writing to the Commission
indicating by number to which MUR or MUR's the waiver is
to apply.

If you have any gquestions, please contact R. Lee Andersen,
g the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)523-5071.

o™ Sincerely,

(op Charles N. Steele
. General Counsel
c Attachment

< Letter py Marion E. Harrison

o CCc: Gaill M. Harmon
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1096

Life Amendment Political
Action Committee (LAPAC)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie ™. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on April 29, 1980,
the Commission approved by a vote of 6-9 the proposed
letters, as attached to the Memorandum to the Commission
dated Avril 24, 1980, to Mr. Marion E. Harrison, counsel

to the Life Amendment Political Action Committee and

[ex)
.

Gail Harmon, complainant in MUR 1(9

Voting for this determination were Cormmissioners Aikens,

Friedersdorf, Harris, Mcfarrv, Peiche, and Tiernan.

Attest:
, T
ey /"V 2 P P £ S e ;“'; / /- e T Sy SN ’
o = <7 s / //v’ "“’"//1‘/ L (A" [T V//’:'(TM
/ . »
Date L/ Marjorie . Emmons
, Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 4-24-80, 4:25

Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 4-25-80, 2:00




Marjorie W. w
ROMs Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECE: MUR 1096

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the
Commiszion on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 80 APRfN‘ P
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April 24, 1980

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

PROM: Charles N. Steel
Ceneral Counsel

SUBRJECT: MUR 1096 Letters

The attached letters are being circulated to the Commission
for approval. On March 19, 1980, the Commission considered
the First General Counsel's Report in MUR 1096 and voted to
take no action to close the file, and to notify the
Respondent and Complainant. The letters which are attached
to this memorandum reflect changes in the confidentiality
provisions of the Act caused by the 1980 amendments which
were not incorporated in the draft letters approved by the
Commission on March 19, 1980. These changes are not
substantive.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

r. Marion E. Harrison
Barnett, Alagia & Carey
1627 K Strect, N.W.
washington, N.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096

Dear Mr. Harrison:

On December 5, 1979, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that your client, Life Amendment Political
cction Committee (LAPAC), may have violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March 19, 18980, decided on the basis
information in the complaint to take no action on this

~t the
«ter. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in
tihls iatter. .
Howevelr, we are in receipt of a letter written from you

v 21l M. Havion dated November 30, 1979, (See Attachment)
tnowhich you state in the last paragraph the following:
Our client routinely waives, and has walved,

confidentiality as to any complaint filed with
Ft7 against 1t, and it has filed no complaint

with FEC on 1ts own.




-
<
c
<

Mr. Marion E. Harrison
Page 2

'he Office of General Counsel has not received a written
consent which would waive confidentiality for notification
and investigation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a){1l2)(A)
(former 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(3)(B)) as well as conciliation
pursuant to § 437g(a)(4)(B) as is required by the

January 8, 1980, amendments to the Act. Should you

wish to waive confidentiality under both these provisions,
please resubmit your consent in writing to the Commission
indicating by humber to which MUR or MUR's the waiver is

to apply.

I£ you have any questions, please contact R. Lee Andersen,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)523-5071.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment
lLetter by Marion E. Harrison

cor Gail M. Harmon
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C 20463

CLRUIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

ail M. Harmon

Sheldon, Harmon and Weiss

1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
Washington, ND.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096

vear Ms. Harumon:

We have received your letter of November 28, 1979,
lnquiring about a possible violation of the Federal Election
ampaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Although the
comilssion took Jurisdiction over a complaint very similar
to the present one (MUR 1050) and found no reason to believe
tnat a violation had occurred, the Commission has reconsidered
Ihe statutory pasis for this kind of complaint and determined
~n flarch 19, 1980, that such complaints are inappropriate for
challenging respondents under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)
(12)(a) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §4379g(a)(3)(B).

Conseyuently, the Commission has decided to take no

~tion on your complaint. We are writing Mr. Harrison to
tnrise him of the necessity of submitting a written
nsent to the Commission which would cover notification ana
1hestlgation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l2)(A) as well as
melllatlon pursuant to § 437g(aj)(4)(B) required by the
faitary 8, 1980 amendments to the Act to effect a complete
viver of confildentiality. A copy of this letter is
ttached herwto. DPlease fecl free to contact R. Lee Andersen,
the attorney assiygned to this complaint, 1f you nave any furthcr
s L1ons.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

it achient

copy of letter to Mr. Harrison



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1096

Life Amendment Political
Action Committee (LAPAC)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 19,

e 1980, the Ccmmission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the
™M following actions regarding MUR 10926:
(o} . .

1. Take no action on this matter.

2. Closc the file
c

3 Approve and send the letters as
- attached to the First General
- Counsel's Report dated March 14,

1980.
Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,

—_
- Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarrv, Reiche, and Tiernan.

é?ﬁ Z’ZMM@J& Z/ .//Zgyzm/ g

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Ve ?—],4—80, 10:14

Received in Oftfice of the Commissicn
3-14-80, 2:00

Circulated on 48 hour vote basis:




PROM; !lhoi T. Garxr

SUBJIBCT: MUR 108§

Please have the .t&aﬂh;d First GC Report distributed
to ths Commission onr a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISS
' : 1325 K Street, N.W.
: Washington, D.C. 204673

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR #_1096 e
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION 3-14-40 DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC__12/30/79

STAFF MEMBER Andersen

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Gail M. Harmon

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Life Amendment Political Action Committee (LAPAC)

’FBELEVANT STATUTE:

M

2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (4) (B) and (a) (12) (A) (formerl¥
2 U.S.C. §437g(a) (4) (B))

C\NINTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

c

70 40

[

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The complainant, Gail M. Harmon, alleges that through a -
direct mail, fundraising appeal the Life Amendment Political -~ .
Action Committee (LAPAC) has made a de facto waiver of con-
fidentiality under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)(12)(A)
(formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B)) of the Federal Election
Campaign Act ("the Act"). Complainant reguests the Commission
to "promptly share" the results of the Commission'®s investigation
of LAPAC. (See Complaint - Exhibit 1).

—~

ANALYSIS "

The Commission considered a complaint virtually identical
to this one in MUR 1050 on November 1, 1979. The complaint in
MUR 1050 alleged that the "airing" of the existence of an FEC
investigation by the National Right to Life Committee (NRL) 1in
a direct mail appeal amounted to a waiver of the NRL's right to
confidentiality under the Act. The Commission found no reason
to believe that the NRL waived confidentiality under 2 U.S.C. -
§437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)(1l2)(A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B))
and closed the case.

The Office of the General Counsel has reconsidered the
problem of de facto waiver under the Act. 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)
(4)(B) and (a)(l2)(A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B))
appears to provide protection only for persons against whom

complaints have been filed, or who are involved in an Federal
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Election Commission investigation, and does not seem tc provide
complainants with any right to assert a de facto waiver of con-
fidentiality outside of the original complaint. The use of a
seperate complaint thus appears to be inappropriate for chal-
lenging respondents under 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(4)(B) and (a)(12)(A)
(formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B)) in this instance. Therefore,
the Office of the General Counsel recommends that the Commission
take no action on this matter and close the file.

The Commission has received a copy of a letter written
by Marion E. Harrison, LAPAC's attorney, to Gail M. Harmon stating
that LAPAC "routinely waives and has waived confidentiality as to
any complaint filed with the FEC against it". (See Exhibit 2).
However, the Commission has directly received no written consent
to make public any complaint against LAPAC or the fact of any
investigation in which LAPAC 1is involved. The Office of the
General Counsel questions whether this letter constitutes written
consent to make public the Commission's investigation of LAPAC.
The last paragraph of the letter is somewhat confusing in that
1t speaks not only in the past tense concerning a waiver for which
the Commission has nc record, but also seems to imply an intent to
walve confidentiality for any and all complaints which may be filed
agalinst LAPAC in the future. Therefore, we are recommending
that a letter be sent to Mr. Harrison asking for written clari-
fication on the guestion of whether the letter of November 30,
1979, sent to Gail M. Harmon with a copy to the Commission, was
intended to be a consent to make public the Commiscion's investi-
gation of LAPAC.

KRECOMMENDATTONS

1. Take no action on thils matter.

nd Send the arrached letters.,

Attachments

Complaint - Exhibit 1
Exhioit 2
Letters to Gall Harmon and ’larion Harrison




SHELDON, HARMON & WE1ISsS

1725 | STREET, N. W.

. SUITE SO 6 J f 3 .
' U\ g 7] ' ngEPHONE

KARIN P SHELDON WAsHINGTON, D. C. 20006 !

GAIL M. HARMON (202) 833-9070

ELLYN R. WEISS
WILLIAM S JORDAN, HI
ANNE LUZZATTO

November 28, 1979

39

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Acting General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

()
wn
Jored
)

21d “BEAON 6!

gt

RE: Life Amendment Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed is another direct mail fundraising appeal in
which an anti-abortion group, this time LAPAC, characterizes
your agency's investigations as 'groundless'" and "ridiculous.

23

We believe that this letter constitutes a de facto waiver
he gonflqentlallty provisions of the Federal Election

n Act and request that you promptly share with us the
of your investigations.

£
e

9
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O
th 3
£°0 7
u

cr ok

-
[}

= LAPAC has at least a limited First Amendment right to
take pot shots at the FEC and use this for fundraising purpcses.
- The FEC, however, does not need to sit idly by: it could
declare confidentiality waived immediately or it could inform
APAC that confidentiality will be deemed waived unless it
a i

1judicious public comment on the FEC investigation.

[6}) 3>r-‘

¢

1
0
O I q
m
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tn harnes

LAPAC uses the letter to announce ampaign
the pro-choice movement so that it will sbep reporting illega-
lities of the anti-abortion movement. For your infcormation I
am enclosing the correspondence related to the question of
lobbying reports. Clearly in this instance LAPAC's attorneys
did not bother to verify the most elementary facts. I trust
that they will act more respoasibly when filing complaints

e

with the FEC.

I have prepared this complaint and believe tha
t a correct to ihe best of my knowledge. This
was not filed on behalf of or at the request or sug
candidate.

Sincerelv

_,/l /} /// ,7

Gall M. Harmon




SHELDON, HARMON & WEISS

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
November 28, 1979
Page 2

NOTARY:

Signed and subscribed before me
this 24 & day Of Mevirnds 1979.

I3
<.

o'

| N

[ e Coaetaten Doobes X 14, 194/
o
GMH/dmw
rm Enclosures
o
B
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: IT THE NATIONAL ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION LEAVUT THIM:
~ FOR OXL MINUTE THAT IT CAN HMARASS THE PRO-LIVE MOUE- -
) MENT WITH IMPUNITY, THEY HAVE ANOTHER THINI COMIRG!L . )

Dear Friend of Life:

About six months ago the National Abortion Rights Action League
(NARAL) filed charges against LAPAC and seven other pro-life organiza-
tions for election irregularities (their term) and other so-called
abuses of the Federal Election Law. A year earlier they launched
other charges through the Justice Department claiming “cover-up" by
a pro-life group in their lobbying report. o

Part of the anti-life strategy is to tie-up the pro-life movement
in legalities and make us waste time and money defending ourselves
against ridiculous charges. Even if the charges are groundless, we must
still use an attorney to defend ourselves. This is costly, and worse

yet, impossible for some local pro-life groups who can't afford a good
attorney.

About a month ago our attorney turned in ocur mcCst recent answer .
to the Federal Election Curunission. This was in response te charges

o]

filed against us by NARAL. Qver S0Q pages of material liad to be _
gathered and the time and expense in answering these charges is enor-
mous. What acve the local, city and state groups to do whan charged by
NARAL? Can they aff ord a good attorney? The answer to that is
generally NO. We can't afford one either, but ocur only other alterra-
tive is tc close-up shop and get out of the movement and that is
precisely what NMARAL wants.

It is now time for some pro-life group to put an end to this

nonsense! It is time for some pro-life group to take the offensiv
It is time to research NARAL and their reports and if possible, £
some charges of our own!

LAPAC is plea sg@_ggﬂaqnohnce that we ar2 deing just that. We
have on retainer two attornevs who have filed charges against NARAL -
with the Justice Department, the clerks of the House and Serate, and
the Federal Election Commission for various omissions frem their
lobbying and FEC reports. We have a good case, documented evidence
and all material necessary to w

win our case. My friends, we are on the
attack! let's lct the abortionists know what it is like. 1t is still :
a frec countiy and we demand they comply with the law, just like

everyone else.

(over, please)

A €Dy of gur report s Flez i 1m ang a.alinte for pos hace boe tmo Fogerat Dot e Sl s g R 7o e C

°. 0. BOX 14263 e BFN Fr\Ar'KUw STAW‘:N . ‘Vr«SHl'iCTON D C 2T0

[ A - -~ -~ o~ — - e et e s
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A copy of a suppressed (what's new?) press release is included in
this letter. I hope you will try to spread the word to all local
groups and investigate the abortionists and their compliance with all
laws. If you find a violation, let us know. My friends, we also need
your financial help. The burden of proof is now on NARAL but we must
initiate all legal action and that costs money. Attorneys don't come

cheap, but when they are able to send the message to NARAL and all the
abortionists to quit harassing the pro-lifers of this country, then it
is worth the effort. TIf NARAL finds itself answering all sorts of
charges then they might give some thought to dropping their strategy
of tying-up the pro-life movement in the courts!

We have a case, we can win! We will win! All we need is your
help and we need it now. We are doing something for all pro-life
groups in America. Please respond generously today. We have enclosed
a postage-paid envelope for your convenience. .

God is Life, Love Life,

%/////?M

_ Paul A Brown
e Director
LAPAC, INC.

(%
N P.S. Your postage-paid reply envelope and contribution form are
' attached to the enclosed brochure.
¢ .
-
~
C




SHELDON, HarMON & WEISs

1728 ¢ STREET, N. W,
SUITE SO6 B

1 . : TELEPHONE
R ] ELDON .
:;:H:NM."Hi:MON WASBxNGTON' D.C. zo0006 t202) 833-9070

ELLYN R. WELISS
WILLIAM S. JORDAN, N
ANNE LUZZATTO

1979

November 26,

The Honorable Phillip B. Heymann
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

Department of Justice : .
Washington, D.C. 20530 )

RE: National Abortion Rights Action League
Lobbving Reports

Dear Mr. Heymann:

I am writing in response to a letter dated November JJ,
- 1979 sent to you by Marion Edwyn Harrison of Barnett, Alagia

& Carey relating tec lobbying reports filed by National
Abor tion Rights Action League (NARAL).

is. Harrison objects tc NARAL's temporary and fully-disclosed
C efforts to keep confidential the names of its large contributors.
Ms. Harrison, however, neglected to check the current records or
she would have noticed that the relevant information was filed hy
letter dated October 26, 1979 - almost a month before her letter

to you.

g

A

I am sure that you do not wish to delve into th
First Amendment issues presented by a moot case. Br
because of repeated incidents of violcnce directed at ako
clinics, NARAL sought to protect its major contributors
ing their names confidential. In doing so it relied cn de
curt cases such as Loulsiana v. NAACP and Talley v. Calltorni .
When the clerk of the House informed NARAL that clinic violenc
did not, in his mind, indicate risks tc contributors, NARAL
promptly provided the names.

~

Fi

If you need any further intormation, please contact the
undersigned.

Sincere
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Galrl M. liarmon
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€c: Marion Edwyn Harrison - N
.. ~~.Paul Brouwn . : - - Co= e
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The Honorable Philip B. Heymann
Assistant Attormney General
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Department of Justice

Washington, D.C. 20530
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RUFUS E. WILSON

onn Rights Action League-
to Federal Regulation of
r the First Quarter of 1979

Ve represent Life Amendment Political Action

Cormittee, Inc. ("LAPAC").

LAPAC invites to our attention

unlawfully incomplete reporting by the National Abortion
Rights Action League ('NARAL" We enclose copies of the
reports filed by NARAL pursuant to the Federal Regulation
of Lobbying Act (''Lobbying Act') for the first and second
quarters of 1975.

On page 3 of each Report, in lieu of providing

the statutorily required listing of the names of persons
who contributed over $500 00 to NARAT during the recpective

quarcers, NARAL submits the following statement:
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"Under advice of counsel, we have omitted
the identities of those persons who made .
substantial c0ntr1but10ns to NARAL durlng
the last quarter.

"Frequent acts of violence against clinics
where legal abortions are performed, as

well as systematic psychological harassment

of many individuals exercising constitutionally
guaranteed rights in expressing support of

the pro-choice movement, necessitate this
omission.

3

"While the government's interest in disclosure
under these provisions of the Lobbying Act

was, and is, in the political process,

such interest cannot pvnn«11 if sustainead -
by means which lead to the stifling of

funddmental ?oxeonal liberties. Louisiana v.

NAACP [sic , 357 U.S. 449,

2 4
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intends to influence 1eg ar1 rt
ontributions in excess of $500.00. .S.C.
nd 267. This provision 18 intended to provide
the informartion needed *to assess the pressures
who for hire attempt to influence lezislation or
ct or spend funds for that purpose.'" United States
s, 356 U.S. 612, 625, 98 1,.Ed. 989, 1000 (1954).

- 0
n o
— t.l.
(SO o
T (O
e WD
[a S

N D rr

a
e

rr
tH
g

|

£
(

P

c

3

p
0 Q "3
G()m

o]
00 P b

O Own i 0
FIrCwh oM

o)
wOooTH OO O

%)
<

H OO M~

N =0 ®n
Her=m 0 N O

<

1/ Case name shculd properly be cited as NAACP v. Alabama.

Tt

cal e - - —




o

“BARNETT, ALAGIA & C’zEY

The honorable Philip B. Heyman
November 23, 1979
Page three

The constitutionality of the Lobbying Act was
upheld by the Supreme Court in Harriss. Id. 1In that case,
Defendants argue that the Lobbylno Act is unconstitutional
because various provisions are '"too vague and indefinite

to meet the requirements of due process”, ''violate the
First Amendment guarantees of freedom of speech, freedom

of the press, and the right to petition the Government"

and violate ''the right of the people under the First Amend-
ment to petition the Government'. Id. at 617. The Supreme
Court expressly holds that the statute does not infringe
upon First Amendment rights.

. In Bucklev v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 29, 26 L.Ed.2d 694

(1978), the Supreme Court ho.ds that compelled disclosure

<r can "seriously infringe on privacy of association and belief.”
Bucklev v. Valeo, supra, 424 U.S. at 64 and 46 L.Ed.2d at

19 713. Such compelled disclosure must be justified by something

' more than a "werc showing of some legitimate governmental

- interest.' Id. The test this justification must survive

c is described as "exacting scrutiny''. "Id. The state is
required to show a '"'relevant correiation” or a ''substantial

- relas the governmental interest furthered and

t
)

]
og
D
+
ot
(U
J

[ O'.' - - 1
the 1nformation to be disclosed. 1Id For purposes of
€ applving this ¢ st, the Court in Bucklevw treats members of
organizatcions and contributcrs to crganizations inter-
chanceablyv Rlﬂ“lhv sunra L4 .S ar 66’ LA T1..¥4.24

{

= 714, The Court goes on to find that the governmental
1nterests served by the disclesure requirements of the

4

< Federal Election Campaign Act are sufficiently important to
outweigh the poscibility of infringemenrt ¢f 2 right tc
”pw '\\"}(‘Yl AT '\:‘-rmf~~;-)f—-f/\ﬂJ N -:f\f.“-‘ PP l—- - 'L1 1—l
DY CL Zsgecraticn anac cexie . pParcicuLarly wonemn utne
froe funcrioning of our naticnzl inctituticns is invelved.
Id., quoting Cormmunist Partv v. Subversive Activities Control
Boara, 367 U.S. 1, S/, 06 L.La.zd o>
NARAL questions the constitutionality of the periodic
reporting required by the Lobbving Act. Such compelled dis-
closure, under the precepts cf Buckley, may "seriously infringe
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on privacy of association and belief.' Buckley, supra, 424

U.S. zt 64, 46 L.Ed.2d at 713. Therefore, the governmental
interest served must be subjected to exacting scrutiny and
there must be a relevant correlaticn or substantial relation
between the interest served and the information to be disclosed.

Because Congress can only assess. the pressure of
those attempting to influence legislation through the
expenditure of funds if it knows who those persons are,
the compelled disclosure of the Lobbying Act is substantially
related to the interest served. As in Buckley, the governmental .
interest in protecting the integrity of the political process
is a substantial governmental interest. Buckley, supra,

424 U.S. at 66-67, 46 L.Ed. 2d at 714-15. Although some
perccns who might otherwise contribute to NARAL may be
detaerred because of the ccmpelled disclosure and others

who ccntribute may be exposed to harassment or retaliation,
these burdens must be weighed against the interest which
Tongress sought to promote th*ough the Lobbving Act.
Bucklev, suora, 424 U.S. at 68, 46 L.Ed.2d at 715. On

this point, tne Court in Bucklev finds that "disclosure
reguizements . . . appear to be the least restrictive means

oI curbing the evils of campaign ignorance and c“*rﬂjtlcn

that Coigr:ss found to ewxist' and upholds the reporting re-
quircd by the Federal Election Campaign Act. Bucklev, supra,

2L U.S. at 68, 46 L.EJ.Zd at /ji5-16. As in Buckley, we belileve:
the ‘onvang Act dlsclos”re requirements, if attacked by NARAL

h

NARAL, in its rveports, refers to NAAC? v. Alabamno
S. 449, 2 L.Ed.2d 1488 (1958), and Tallev v. California,
.S, 60, 4 L.EA.2d 559 (1960). As we will show, neither
S.

0n

ases nor Flrot National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti,

765, 55 L.Ed.2d 707, rehearing denied 5/ L.Ed.2d 1150
is dispositlve of NARAL s contention that the
ure required by the Lobbving Act is unconstitutional.
1 any such COW“elled disclosure infringes upon a
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NAACP v. Alabama involves an attempt by the State
of Alabama to require the NAAC? to submit a list of its members
in connection with a hearing on the question of whether the
NAACP must register to do business within the State of Alabama
pursuant to Alabama Code 1940, Title 10, §§192-198. The
NAACP withheld lists of its rank-and-file members because the
release of such lists would infringe on its members' right
to privacy of association and belief and would subject those
members to economic and social reprisals. The Court holds that
the right to privacy of association and belief is one guaranteed
by the Fourteenth Amendment and that the action by the State of
£ Alabama infringes upon this right. It further holds that such
state action is subject to the 'closest scrutiny', NAACP v. Alabama,
< supra, 357 U.S. at 461, 2 L.=d.2d at 1499, and that the state
(o

interest must be ”compelling”, NAACP v. Alabama, supra, 2 L.Ed.2d
at 1500. The State of Alabama had indicated that its exclusive
reason for reguesting the wc:sership lists was ''to determine
whether petitioner was conducting intrastate business in violation

c of the Aleabama foreign corporation registration statute' and
"whether the evtent of petitioner's activities without qualifyin
-~ sugzesced 1ts povmanent ouster from the State.' NAACP wv. Alabcmc,
subra, 357 U.S. at 464, 2 L.zd.2d at 1501. The Court concludes R
= that disclosure of the names oI rank-and-file members had no N
@ bearing on these issues and that the state fails to show the )
”conhLoLL1ng justificaticn” nece sary to uphecld state action in-
£ fringinz on one of the liberties guaranteed by the Fourteenth

Amendment.
c p

NAACP v, Alebam= is relevant to a discussion of the

constitutionality of the compelled disclosure required by the
Lobbying Act only because it involves the right to privacy

of associlation and belief and sets forth the test to be used

in determining the constitutionality of statutes affecting that
right. In our opinion, application of the tests enunciated in
NAACP v. Alabamz would compel a different result from that reached
by the Court in that case. The governmental interests served

bv the Lobbying Act are compelling, the compelled disclosure
bears a substantial relationship to the governmental interest
served and the statute 1s closely drawn so as to avoid unnecessary

abridgement of First Amendment :Lbnts. Acceordingly, under the
tenets of the Ccurt in NAACDP v. Alabama, the compelled disclosure

Ltequirements of the Lobbyinz AcC are const1tut*onal

J T D




.

BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY

' 7 4 7

0

n

N

The Honorable Philip B. Heymann
November 23, 1979

Page six

In Talley v. California, the Supreme Court examines
the constitutionality of the requirement in §28.06 of the
Municipal Code of the City of Los Angeles that handbills
distributed within the City contain the name and address of
persons wno print, compile, manufacture or distribute the
handbills. The City intended the ordinance to provide "a
way to identify those responsible for fraud, false advertising
and libel." Talley v. Callifornia, supra, 362 U.S. at 64, 4 L.Ed.
2d at 562. Defendants argue that such a requirement interferes
with their freedom of speech and press in violation of the
Fourteentih and First Amendments. The Supreme Court holds that
the governmental interest is not sufficiently compelling to
justify this interference with Fourteenth Amendment rights,
particulerly in view of the historical significance of anony-
mously published literature in America.

As with NAACP v. Alabama, we do not believe that the

Court's decision in Talley v. California suggests the conclu-

sion that the compelled disclosure requirements of the Lobbying

Act are unconstitutional. The City of Los Angeles’ interest in

identifyinz those responsible for fraud, false advertising and

liEel is not as compelling as the governmental interest of pro-
3 S S

1ding Congress the information needed to assess the pressures
r hire attempt to influence legislation or who
collect or spend funds for that purpose.'" Harriss, suora, 256

o}
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U.S. at 625, 98 L.Ed. at 1000. Because of the imporcence of the
governmental interest furthered in the Lobbying Act, we believe
that Act would withstand NARAL's attack of its constituticnality.

The Supreme Court, in yet another case involving similar

issues, finds a Massachusetts statute forbidding banks and busi-
ness corporations from spending corporate funds for the purpose
of influencing the vote on referendum proposals to be unconsti-
tutional. TFirst National Banx of Boston v. Bellotti, 435 U.S.
765, 55 L.Ed.2d 707, rehearing denied 5/ L.Ed.2d 1150 (1978).
The Court finds the state interest furthered by the statute

to be inadequate to juscify "limiting the stock of information
frem which members of the public may draw.” ©Bellotti, supra,
435 U.S. at 783, 55 1. Fd.2d at 722. The Stats of Massachusetts
articulated two interests served by this legislation---

"The first, the State's interest in sustaining the
£ e individual citizen in the electoral

active role o
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process and thereby preventing . . . diminution
of the citizen's confidence in government. The
second is the interest in protecting the rights
of shareholders whose views differ from those
evpressed by management on behalf of the
corporation.

Bellotti, supra, 435 U.S. at 787, 55 L.Ed.2d at 725. The Court
finds that the statute Lnterfe*es with the corporation's free-
dom of speech and applies the following test---

"Where, as here, a prohibition is directed at
speech itself, and the speech is intimately re-
lated to the process of governing, 'the State may
prevaiW only upon showing a subordinating interest
which is compelling' . and the burden is on
the government to show the existence of such an
interest.' Even then, the State must employ means
'closely drawn to dvoid . . . unnecessary
abridgement . . ..""

Bellotti, sucra, 435 U.S. at 786, 55 L.Ed.2d at 724. The
Court gces con to find that the state interest is not suffi-
ciently com pelling to justify the interference with the

corp raticn's fleodov of speech and that the means for
achieving the state's interest are not closely enough related
Lo the interest s0 as to avoid unnecessary abridgement of the
freedom of speech.

VL)-

Beczuse Bellotti involves a prohibition directed at
speech itself, applicacion of the test enunciated in
the decision to a2 disclesure staturte is of questicnable
propriety. Ewven assuming applicabilitv of the test, the
governmencal interest ax ‘ticulated in Bellortti is less compelllnv

than that supporting the Lobbying Act and the statute in

Bellocti is less blosel\, dravm than is the Lobbying Act. The
Bellocttl decisicn is accordingly not dispositive ol the question

Delore us

ated Lefcre, we believe the cowpelled
he Lobbying Act l1s constitutional under the
by the Supreme Court in Harriss and Buckley.
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Until the Lobbying Act is repealed or amended, it is in-
appropriate for any organization to assume that it is above
a law which others must follow. Accordingly, if NARAL's
voluntary compliance cannot be obtained, we request that the
apprcpriate persons be prosecuted under 2 U.S.C. §269 for
willful violation of the Lobbying Act. -

Because of our interest in assuring that federal
laws are equally applied, we would appreciate a report on
your enfcrcement effort.

gncerely,

< &’_.

MARION EDWYm HARRISON

The Honecrable Edmund Henshaw

The Honorable J.S. Kimmitt

Life Amendment Political Action Committee, Inc.
Gail M. Harmon, Esquire ' '
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Lo Ms. Gail M. Harmon
Sheldon, Harmon & Weiss
Uy 1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
o Washington, D. C. 20006
Re: Life Amendment Political Acticn Inc.
O -
- Dear Ms. Harmon:
C
e Thank you for sending us a copy or your lettar of &
November 28 to Charles N. Steele, Esguire, Acting Cecneral
c Counsel, Federal Election Commission ("FEC"), enclosing
= ) therewith what appears to be an undated photocopy of a
letter from Life Amendment Political Action Committee,
Inc. ("LAPAC") to an unidcntificd 2d3recsee.
Your letter does not identify your client. We L
assume, 1in view of prior correspondence, it is National
Abortion Rights Action League. If it is otherwise or
personal, you might want to advise.
The precise naturce of your complaint to FEC also 1is

unclear.

= l .

Perhaps you complain because you contend LAPAC
charactera:ps [FEC's] invest
and 'ridiculous'."

Lrgaticns as 'groundless

ﬁﬂ ppndcr the First Amenduaent,
acteérize an FEC investigation.

. R Ua rmﬁ° Qﬁ%
lguu SO to char
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However, LAPAC has not done so. If one reads the second
paragraph of the LAPAC letter which you enclose (the only
place the words "groundless" and "ridiculous" are used

by LAPAC), one finds that LAPAC refers to your client's
charges as groundless and ridiculous, not to FEC's
investigations of those charges.

2. Perhaps you complain because LAPAC filed
charges against your client with the Assistant Attorney
- General, Criminal Division, Department of Justice, with
respect to a matter over which FEC has no jurisdiction.
in that event, we do not understand why you complain to

v

5

Perhaps you complain, to use your language,
r oi which speaks fcr itself, because ". . .
attorneys did not bother to verify the most

ry facts . fand shouldl act more responsibly

Qs -
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with the FEC." Inasmuch as LAPAC's
o complaint with the FEC pertaining
' unsure whereof you complain.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL '
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gail M. Harmon

Sheldon, Harmon and Weiss

1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
Washington, D.C. 200606

RE: MUR 1096 ?

Dear Ms. Harmon:

L We have received your letter of November 28, 1979,

(o inquiring about a possible violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). Although the

- Commission took jurisdiction over a complaint very similar

c to the present one (MUR 1050) and found no reason to believe
that a violation had occurred, the Commission has reconsidered

- the statutory basis for this kind of complaint and determined
on March , 1980, that such complaints are inappropriate for

- ~hallenging respondents undexr 2 U.S.C. §437g(a})(4)(B) and (a)

z (12){A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a){(3)(B).

c Ceonsogucentiy, the Commissicn has decided to tzke no
action on your complaint. We are writing Mr. Harrison to

c acorise him of the necessity of submitting a consent to the

Commisslion in writing in order to effect a waiver of con-
fidentiality. A copy of this letter is attached hereto. Please
ontact R. Lee Andersen, the attorney assigned to

1

f you have any further guestions.

Fanl Frma b
e N e A A o s

this complaint,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Marion E. Harrison
Barnett, Alagia & Carey
1627 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1096

Dear Mr. Harrison:

On December 5, 1979, the Commission notified you of a
cciiplaint alleging that yocur client, Life Amendment Political
Action Coummittee (LAPAC), may have violated certain sections
of the rederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March ; 1980, decided on the bkasis
of the Information in the complaint to take no action on this
matter. Accordingly, the Commission has closed its file in
this matter.

However, we are in receipt of a letter written from you
to GCail M. Harmon dated November 30, 1979, (See Attachment)
in whilich you state in the last paragraph the feollowing:
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Mr. Marion E. Harrison
Page 2

The Office of the General Counsel is aware of no written consent
submitted to the Commission constituting a waiver of the right
of your client, LAPAC, to confidentiality under 2 U.S.C. §437g
(a)(4)(B) and (a)(12)(A) (formerly 2 U.S.C. §437g(a)(3)(B)).
Your letter to Ms. Harmon implies that you have so waived this
right. Should you wish to waive confidentiality in this matter,
you must submit a consent in writing to the Commission pursuant
to this provision.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment
Complaint

cc: Gall M. Harmon
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Ms. Gaii M. Harmon
o Sheldon, Harmon & Weiss
1725 I Street, N.W., Suite 506
- Washington, D. C. 20006
(o)
- Re: Life Amendment Political Action Committee, Inc.
c
Dear Ms. Harmon:
- .
- Thank you for sending us a copy of your letter of
o November 28 toc Charles N. Steele, Esquire, Acting General
Counsel, Federsl Flection Coruwisgsion ("FEC"), enclosing
> therewith what appears to be an undated photeocopy of a
letter from Life Amendment Politicel Action Comnmlttes,
Inc. ("LAPAC") to an unidentified addressee.
Your letter does not identify vyour ciient. We
assume, in view of prior correspondence, it is National
Abortion Rights Action League. If it is otherwise or
perscnal, you might want to advise.
The precise nature of your complaint tc FEC also 1s
unclear.
1. Perhaps you complain because you contend LAPAC
". . . characterizes [FEC's] investigations a3 'groundless'
and 'ridiculous'."
in td}gf L ~runder the First Amendment, LAPAC

IR |

to charactér ze an FEC investigat

has a right so

L—lex .
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Ms. Gail M. Harmon
November 30, 1979
Page two

However, LAPAC has not done so. If one reads the second
paragraph of the LAPAC letter which you enclose (the only
place the words "groundless”" and "ridiculous" are used

by LAPAC), one finds that LAPAC refers to your client's
charges as groundless and ridiculous, not to FEC's
investigations of those charges.

2. Perhaps you complain because LAPAC filed
charges against your client with the Assistant Attorney
General, Criminal Division, Department of Justice, with
respect tc a matter over which FEC has no jurisdiction.
In that event, we do not understand why you complain to

bl

L

falnlal
L C .

3. Perhaps you complain, to use your language,

the tenor of which speaks tor itself, because ".

LAPAC's attorneys did not bother to verify the most
elementary facts . . . [and should] act mocre responsibly
when filing complaints with the FEC." Inasmuch as LAPAC's

attorneys have filed no complaint with the FEC pertaining
to your client, we agalin are unsure whereof you complain.

We do not understand vour suggestion of waiver of
confidentiality. Our client routinely walves, and has
waived, confidentiality as to any complaint filed with
FEC against it, and it has £filed no complaint with FEC
on 1ts own

Sixaterely,
A3 /\
< e / < - «»
| T AN
e a2 @
MARION EDWYN HARRISON
MEH:Kg
cc Charles N. Steele, Esguire
Life Amendwment Political Action Committee, Inc.
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1728 | STREET, N.W.
SUITE SO6

; TELEPHONE
KARIN P SHELOON WasaiNngTON, D. C. 20006 ok b ) > S

ELLYN R. WEISS
WilliAmM S. JORDARN, ili
ANNE LUZZATTO

November 28, 1979

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Acting General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: Life Amendment Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Steele:

™~
w Enclosed is another direct mail fundraising appeal in
) which an anti-abortion group, this time LAPAC, characterizes
¢ your agency's investigations as "groundless" and "ridiculous."
We kelicve that this letier constitutes a de facto waiver

o of the confidentiality provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act and request that you promptly share with us the -

- results of your 1investigations.

-

LAPAC has at least a limited First Amendment right to -
= take pot shots at the FEC and use this for fundraising purposes. [
The FEC, however, does not need to sit idly by: 1t could

< declare confidentiality waived immediately or it could inform
= LAPAC that confidentiality will be deemed walved unless it

ceases injudicious public comment on the FEC investigation. -

LAPAC usecs the letter to announce a campaign to harass
the pro-cholce movement so that it will stop reportlng illega-
lities of the anti-abcrtion movement. For your information I
am enclosing the correspondence related to the guestion of
lobbying reports. Clearly in this instance LAPAC's attorneys
iid not bother to verify the most elementary facts. I trust i
hat they will act more responsibly when filing complaints } v
ith the rrC.

I have prepared this complaint and believe that 1t 1is
true and correct to the best of my knowledge. This complaint
was not filed on behalf of or at the request or suggestiocn of
any candildate.

Sincerely,
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AChafles N. Steele, Esquire
November 28, 1979
Page 2

NOTARY:

Signed and subscribed before me
v this 24 & day of evernts— 1979.

Voo
o i

. o \LA?;/J:L[—]MW ]‘(z/aza;tm
C

e Conminlon Dpotee Aot M, 164/
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4 APAC INCORPORATED
(o LR st o . NRIE G ] SR e
" LIFE AMENDMENT POLIT‘ ACTION COMMITTEE ‘

IT THE NATIONAL ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION LEAGLT
FOR ONT. MINUTE TIAT IT CAX MARASS THE PRO-31HE
: MENT WITH IMPUNITY, THEY HAVE ANOTHER THINL COMING!!

Dear Friend of Life:

About six months ago the National Abortion Rights Action League
(NARAL) filed charges against LAPAC and seven other pro-life organiza-
tions for election irregularities (their term) and other so-called
abuses of the Federal Election Law. A year earlier they launched
other charges through the Justice Department claiming ‘'cover-up" by
a pro-life group in their lobbying report.

Part of the anti-life strategy is to tie-up the pro-life movement
in legalities and make us waste time and money defending ourselves
against ridiculcus charges. Even if the charges are groundless, we must
still use an attorney to defend ourselves. This is costly, znd worse
yet, impossible for some local pro-life groups who can't afford a good’
é, attorney.

59

!

About a month ago our attorney turned in cur most recent answer

to the Federal Election Coummission. Tnis was in response to charges
filed against us bv WNARAL. Over 500 pages of material had to be
gathered and the time and expense in answering these charges is enor-
mous. Wnat are the local, city and state groups to do when charged by

C ARAL?  Can they a ood atto*wev The enswer to that 1is

“h U0

, bul cur onlv vilier alterve-
the movement and that is

4

n

¢nd Lo this

|
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possible, fi
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it is still
like
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A copy of a suppressed (what's new?) press release is included in
this letter. I hope you will try to spread the word to all local
groups and investigate the abortionists and their compliance with all

‘ laws. If you find a violation, let us know. My friends, we also need

your financial help. The burden of proof is now on NARAL but we must

initiate all legal action and that costs money. Attorneys don't come
cheap, but when they are able to send the message to NARAL and all the
abortionists to quit harassing the pro-lifers of this country, then it
is worth the effort. TIf NARAL finds itself answering all sorts of
charges then they might give some thought to dropping their strategy
of tying-up the pro-life movement in the courts!

We have a case, we can win! We will win! All we need is your
help and we need it now. We are doing something for all pro-life
groups in America. Please respond generously today. We have enclosed
a postage-paid envelope for your convenience. .

God is Life, Love Life,

Your postago-paid reply envelope and contribution form are
attached teo the enclosed brechure.

N



BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY

1627 K STREET. N'W
WASHINGTON, D.C 20006
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R e

Charles M, Stccle, Esauire
Acting General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

December 5, 1979

Memo to the File :

From James Shutack :

This is to certify tnat i did mail a letter without

Vel

o making the necessary copy for the Permanent File.
. The letter was maliled to : Call M. Hammen

on 1725 "1"Street N. W.
- Washington D.& 20006
« The letter was mailed on 12-5-79. It contained a

notification of receipt of complaint, MUR 1096
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SHELDON, HARMON & WEISS

1725 | STREET, N. W,

SUITE 506
KARIN P SHELDON WAsHINGTON, D. C. BOOOGJ p’U\ DA ngEPHONE
GAIL M. HARMON N (202) 833-5070

ELLYN R. WEISS
WILLIAM S JORDAN, Il

ANNE LUZZATTO

November 28, 1979

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Acting General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

¢ld “BEAON 5/

g€

RE: Life Amendment Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed 1s another direct mail funaraising appeal in
which an anti-abortion group, this time LAPAC, characterizes
vour agency's investigations as '"groundless" and '"ridiculous."

We believe that thig let
f tne confldentiality provisions of the Federal Election
ampalgn Act and request that you promptly share w1th us the
esults cf vour investigations.

:-f-

er constitutes a de facto waiver
: -

~

o)

LAPRAC has Aat least g limited PFPirst Amendment riaht to
take pot shots at the FEC and use this fcr fundraicing purgccecs.
The FEC, however, does not need to sit 1idly by: 1t could
Aeclare Pﬂnfwﬂﬁﬁ*v:1 ity waived immediately or it cculd inform
APAC that confidentiality will be deemed waived unless 1t
ceases 1njudalclious pbudlic comment on the FEC 1nvestigation.

LAPAC uses the Jetter to annonnce a campaian to harass
the pro-choice movement so that it will stop reporting 1llega-
lities of the anti-abortion movement. For your information I
am enciosing the correspondence related to the guestion of
lobbyina reports. Clearly in this instance LAPAC's attorneys
did not bother to verify the most elementary facts. I trust
that they will act more responsibly when filing comolailnts
with the FEC

I have prepared this complaint and believe that it 1is
true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Thilis complaint
ciicy £

o 4 c17AFJ . L P = - ~ B " ~ £
was not on behalf of or at the request or suggestion of

any candaidate.

Sincerely,

1/ ¢
I A o,

A AA A

Gall M. Harmon
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SHELDON, HARMON & WEISS

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
November 28, 1979
Page 2

NOTARY:

Signed and subscribed before me
this 24 % day of teverse 1979.

~__
r o Dirleas Bpl W /G8/

GMH/dmw
Enclosures
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lAPAC INCORPOR,)
TICAL ACTION COMMITTEE

LIFE AMENDMENT POLI
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Dear Friend of Life:

NATIONAL ABORTION RIGHTS ACTION LiACUT THINHA
FOR ONL MINUTE THAT IT CAN MARASS THE PRO-11¥E MOVE-
MENT WITH IMPUNITY,

THEY HAVE

- . - et
ANOTHER THIN. COMIRZ..

About six months ago the National Abortion Rights Action League
(NARAL) filed charges against LAPAC and seven other pro-life organiza-
tions for election irregularities (their term) and other so-called

abuses of the Federal Election Law.
other charges through the Justice Department claiming

A year earlier they launched
“"cover-up" by

a pro-life group in their lobbying report.

Part of the anti-life

strategy is to tie-up the pro-life movement

in legalities and make us waste time and money defending ourselves

agalnst ridiculous charges.

still use an attorney to defend ourselves.

Even if the charges are groundless, we must
This is costly, and worse

yet, impossible for some local pro-life groups who can't afford a good

attorney.

About a month ago our
C
ed against us by NARAL.
he

il
at
ous. What are the local,
AR

It is now ti

LAPAC is pleased to announce that we

he Federal Eleccion Comnission.

Can they afford 2 goecd attorneyv?
can't afford one either, but our only other alterna-

me for some

nonsense . Tr iz time for some oro-
t

attorney turned in our most recent answer
This was in response fo charges
Over 500 pages of material had to be

red and the time and expense in answering these charges 1is enor-

city and state groups to do when charged by
The answer to that is

cout o the movement and that is

have on retainer two attornevs who have {il
with the Justice Department,

the Federal Electicn Commission for various omissions

lobbving and rEC reports.
and all material necessary
attack!

the clerks of

We have a vood case, documented evidence

to win our case. My friends, we avre on the

l.et's let the abortionists know what it is liwe. 1t 1is still

a free country and we demand thev comply with the law, just like

2vervene else

Serzs, 6 dur versl s Liesw tn ang 2. Lele o ity

PO BOC14263 @ KL FRANIRLIN

(over, please)
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A copy of a suppressed (what's new?) press release is included in
this letter. I hope you will try to spread the word to all local
groups and investigate the abortionists and their compliance with all

: laws. If you find a violation, let us know. My friends, we also need
your financial help. The burden of proof is now on NARAL but we must
initiate all legal action and that costs money. Attorneys don't come
cheap, but when they are able to send the message to NARAL and all the
abortionists to quit harassing the pro-lifers of this country, then it
is worth the effort. If NARAL finds itself answering all sorts of
charges then they might give some thought to dropplng their strategy
of tying-up the pro-life movement in the courts!

We have a case, we can win! We will win! All we need is your
help and we need it now. We are doing something for all pro-life
groups in America. Please respond generously today. We have enclosed

a postage-paid envelope for your convenience. : .
N ' God is Life, Love Life,
) 7

%/// /2%/»//”/’*”’/

Paul A Brown
o Director
LAPAC, INC.

P.S. Your postage-paid reply envelope and contribution form are
attached to the enclosed brochure.




SHELDON, HARMON & WEISS

1725 | STREET, N. W.
SUITE 508

TELEPHONE
KARIN P SHELOON WasHINGTON, D. C. 20006 263 S48.9070
ELLYN R WEISS
WwWiLliaM S JORDAN, IN
ANNE LUZZATTO
Novenber 26, 1979
The Honorable Phillip B. Heymann
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division
Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530
™~ RE: National Abortion Rights Action League
<& Lobbying Reports
(o% Dear Mr. Heymann:
= I am writing in response to a letter dated November 23,
~ 1979 sent to yvou by Marion Edwyn Harriscon of Barnett, Alagia
153 . N . . - :
& Carey relating to lobbying reports filed by National
- Abortion Rights Action League (NARAL).
C Ms. Harrison objects to NARAL's temporary and fully-disclosed
- cfforts to keep confidential the names of its large contributcers.
Ms. Harriscn, however, neglected Lo check the current records or
- she would have noticed that the relevant information was filed by
ietter daved October 26, 1979 - almost a month bzfore her letter
< to you.

I am sure that vou do not wish to delve into the difficult
First Amendment issues presented by a moot case. Briefly,
because of repeated incidents of viclence directed at abortion
clinics, NARAL sought to protect its major contributors by keep-
ing their names confidential. In doing so it relied on Supreme
Court cases such as Louisiana v. NAACP and Talley v. California.
Whein the clerk of the House informed NARAL that clinic violence
did not, in his mind, indicate risks to contributors, NARATL
promptly provided the names.

If you need anv further information, piease contact the
undersigned.

Sincerely,

N . /A A
- \/A _‘.",. . { s ‘ v \‘
A 7 X K : R AR \
Gail M. larmon
GMH/dmw
Enclosures
ca: Marion Idwyn Harrison

Paul Brown
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D. PAUL ALAGIA, JR.
WILLIAM A. CAREY
ALLAN 8. SOLOMON"
M. BROOKS SENN"
JOSEPH M. DAY"

A. PAUL PROSPERI*®
§7. JOHN BARRETT
CHARLES DAWSON BARNETT
FRANKLIN DRAKE"®
JOHN E. EVANS®
RONALD L. GAFFNEY*®
WILLIAM 8, GLADING
JOMN §. KECK®

KARL F. LOUCKS Ii°°
OONALD F. MINTMIRE
JACK E. RUCK"

JOMN F. SHERLOCK it
LEE C. SUMMERS"*
MARY JO WINKLER®

BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY NOV 2 6 ReC®
1827 K STREET, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008

TELEPHONE (202) 785-5572
CABLE ALL OFFICES ALBAR

BARNETT & ALAGIA®
KENTUCKY HOME LIFE BUILDING
sox 1178
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 40201
TELEPHONE (502) $85-4131

BARNETT, ALAGIA & PROSPERI**
249 ROYAL PALM WAY
PALM BEACH. FLORIDA 33480
TELEPHONE (305) 832-800%4

November 23, 1979

BERNARD H. BARNETT
MARION EDWYN HARRISON
RICHARD M. TRAUTWEIN
JOHN T, MILLER®
MICHAEL E. LANNON®
RICHARD A. GLADSTONE
PATRICIA C. ANDERSON
ANTHONY O. BROWN*
DARRYL W. DURHAM®
WM, CARL FUST*

GARY D. GARRISON"®
JOHN M. HIMMELBERG
W. DAVID KISER®

MARY CHERYL MATHEIS
VAN RICH®

OFf COUNSEL
RUFUS E. WILSON

The Honorable Philip B. Heymann
Assistant Attorney General
Criminal Division

Department of Justice
Washington, D.C. 20530

Re: National Abortion Rights Action League-
Report Pursuant to Federal Regulation of
Lobbying Act for the First Quarter of 1979

Mr. Heymann:

We represent Life Amendment Political Action
Committee, Imc. {("LAPAC"). 1LAPAC invites to our attentiocn
unlawfully incomplete reporting by the National Abortion
Rights Action League (''NARAL'"). We enclose copies of the
reports filed by NARAL pursuant to the Federal Regulation
of Lobbying Act ('"Lobbying Act') for the first and second
quarters of 1979.

On page 3 of each Report, in lieu of providing
the statutorily required iisting of the names of perscons
who contributed over $500.00 to NARAL during the recpective
quarters, NARAL submits the following statement:
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BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY

The Honorable Philip B. Heymann
November 23, 1979
Page two

"Under advice of counsel, we have omitted
the identities of those persons who made .
substantial contributions to NARAL during
the last quarter.

"Frequent acts of violence against clinics
where legal abortions are performed, as

well as systematic psychological harassment

of many individuals exercising constitutionally
guaranteed rights in expressing support of

the pro-choice movement, necessitate this
omission.

"While the government's interest in disclosure
under these provisions of the Lobbying Act
was, and is, in the political process,

such interest cannot prevail if sustained

by means which lead to the stifling of
funuamental yersonal liberties. Louisiana v.
NAACP ([sic 357 U.S. 449.

t PP REyey

'As has been recognlzed by the Supreme Court
in Tally [suJ v. California, 362 U.S. 60,
1ubuh¢uj and the fear of continued re-
prlsaLs might deter discussion; a matter

of grave public concern where that discussion
should be encouraged."

The Lobbying Act clearly requires that an organi-
zation which intends to influence legzislation report the
source of contributions in excess of $500.0C. 2 U.S.C.

§§ 264 and 267. This provision 1s intended to provide

Congress the information needed to assess the pressures

of those "who for hire attempt tc influence legislation or
"

who collect or spend funds for that purpcse. Uuited States
v. Harriss, 356 U.S. 612, 625, 98 L.Ed. 989, 1000 (193%).

i/ Case name should properly be cited as NAACP v. Alabama.
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BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY

The Honorable Philip B. Heyman
November 23, 1979
Page three

The constitutionality of the Lobbying Act was
upheld by the Supreme Court in Harriss. Id. In that case,
Defendants argue that the Lobbylng Act is unconstitutional
because various prov151ons are ''too vague and indefinite
to meet the requirements of due process', ''violate the
First Amendment guarantees of freedom of speech, freedom
of the press, and the right to petition the Government"
and violate '"the right of the people under the First Amend-
ment to petition the Government" Id. at 617. The Supreme
Court expressly holds that the statute does not infringe
upon First Amendment rights.

In Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 29, 26 L.Ed.2d 694

(1978), the Supreme Court holds that compelled disclosure

can '"'seriously infringe on privacy of association and belief.”
Buckley v. Valec, supra, 424 U.S. at 64 and 46 L.Ed.2d at
7137 Such comoe11_3~a*sclosure must be justified by something
more than a "mere ahO'wlné of some Lt:gJ.L._LrDatt: gove1nmenta:.
interest.’” Id. The test this Justlflcatlon must survive

is described as exacLLng scrutiny’ Id. The state is
required to show a ''relevant c:orre;.at15—YT or a ''substantial
relation” bhetween the onvpmmenra'i interecst furthered and

the information to be d urposes of
appiying this test, the Court in Bucklev ti‘eaLs members of
organizations and contributors to organlzations inter-
Cndﬂttdbky Buckley, suora, 4Z4 U.S. at 6%, 46 L.Ed.Z2d

714, The Court gees on to find that the Qovernmcntal
interests served by the disclesure requirements of the
Federal Election Campalgn Act are sufficiently important to
mlfweﬁ'oh the peoesibility of Lnfrlﬁcﬁmﬁﬁg of a right to
"privacy of association and belief", particula*ly when the
free functioning of our national institutions is involved.
Id., quoting Cormmunist Party v. Subversive Activities Control

Board, 367 U.S. 1, 97, 6 L.Ed.2d 625.

e

NADAT ~swe~nn - 1._.

NARAL guestions the comnstitutionality of the periodic
reporting required by the Lobbying Act Such compelled dis-
closure, under the precepts of Buckley, may "seriously infringe




a

"

n

BARNETT, ALAGIA & CAREY

The Honorable Philip B. Heymann
November 23, 1979

Page four

on privacy of association and belief.'" Buckley, supra, 424
U.S. at 64, 46 L.Ed.2d at 713. Therefore, the governmental
interest served must be subjected to exacting scrutiny and
there must be a relevant correlation or substantial relation
between the interest served and the information to be disclosed.

Because Congress can only assess the pressure of
those attempting to influence legislation through the
expenditure of funds if it knows who those persons are,
the compelled disclosure of the Lobbying Act is substantially
related to the interest served. As in Buckley, the governmental
interest in protecting the integrity of the political process
is a substantial governmental interest. Buckley, supra,

424 U.S. at 66-67, 46 L.Ed. 2d at 714-15. Although some
persons who might otherwise contribute to NARAL may be
deterred because of the compelled disclosure and others

who contribute may be exposed to harassment or retaliation,
these burdens must be weighed against the interest which
Congress sought to promote through the Lobbying Act.
Buckley, supra, 424 U.S. at 68, 46 L.Ed.2d at 715. On

this point, the Court in Buckley finds that "disclosure
requirements . . . appear to be the least restrictive means

of curbing the cvils of campaign ignorance and corrupticn

that Congress found to exict" and uﬁhclds the reporting re-
quired by the Federzl Elcction Ca:pa;gn Act.  Buckley, supra,
424 U.S. at 68 46 L.EQ.2d at 715-1¢6. As in .ﬂqul\.)c}' we believe

the Lobbying Act disclosure requirements, 1if attacked by NARAL
as unconstitutional, would be upheld.

NARAL, in its reports, rvefers to NAACY? v. Alabama
357 U.S. 449, 2 L.EJ.2d 1488 (1958), and Talley v. California,
362 U.S. 60, 4 L.Ed.2d 559 (L960). As we will show, neither
these cases nor First National Bank of Boston v. Bellottei,
435 U.S. 765, 55 L.Ed.2d 707, rehearing denied 57 L.Ed.2d 1150

(1678), is dispositive of NARAL's contention that the
disclosure required by the Lobbving Act is unconstitutional.
Although any such compelled disclosure infringes upon a
contributor's right to privacy of association and belief,

the disclosure required by the Lobbying Act bears a substantial
relationship tc a compelling governmental interest and is
therefore constitutional.
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The Honorable Philip B. Heymann

November 23, 1979
Page five

NAACP v. Alabama involves an attempt by the State
of Alabama to require the NAACP to submit a list of its members
in connection with a hearing on the question of whether the
NAACP must register to do business within the State of Alabama
pursuant to Alabama Code 1940, Title 10, §§192-198. The
NAACP withheld lists of its rank-and-file members because the
release of such lists would infringe on its members' right
to privacy of association and belief and would subject those
members to economic and social reprisals. The Court holds that
the right to privacy of association and belief is one guaranteed
by the Fourteenth Amendment and that the action by the State of
Alabama infringes upon this right. It further holds that such
state action is subject to the ''cleosest scrutiny', NAACP v. Alabama,
supra, 357 U.S. at 461, 2 L.Ed.2d at 1499, and that the state
interest must be 'ccmpekaﬂg NAACP v. Alabama, supra, 2 L.Ed.2d
- at 1500. The State of Alabama had indicated that its exclusive
reason for requesting the membership lists was ''to determine
whether petitioner was conducting intrastate business in violation
of the Alabama foreign corporation registration statute' and
"whether the extent of petitioner's activities without qualifying
suggested its permanent ouster from the State.'" NAACP v. Alabama,
supra, 357 U.S. at 464, 2 L.Ed.2d at 1501. The Court concludes
thal disclosure of the names of rank-and-file members had no
bearlng on these issues and that the state fails to show the
ing justification" necessary to uphold state action in-
on one of the liberties guaranteed by the Fourteenth

Q

"
i

P

n

NAACPY v. Alabama is relevant to a discussion of the
constitutionality of the compelled disclosure requlred by the
Lobbying Act only because it involves the right to privacy
of association and belief and sets forth the test to be wused
in determining the constitutionality of statutes affecting that

right. In our opinion, application of the tests enunciated in
RAALP v. Alabanma would compel & different result from that reached
D) the Court in that case. Thue governmental interests served

by the Lobbying Act are compelling, the compelled disclosure
bears a substancial relaticnship to the governmental interest
served and the statute is closely drawn S0 as to avoid unnecessary
abridgement of First Amendment rights. Accordingly, under the

-~ tenete of the Court in NAACP v. Alabama, the compelled disclosure

reguirements of the T.obbving Act are consti Firional
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In Talley v. California, the Supreme Court examines
the constitutionality of the requirement in §28.06 of the
Municipal Code of the City of Los Angeles that handbills
distributed within the City contain the name and address of
persons who print, compile, manufacture or distribute the
handbills. The City intended the ordinance to provide "a
way to identify those responsible for fraud, false advertising
and libel." Talley v. Callifornia, supra, 362 U.S. at 64, 4 L.Ed.
2d at 562. Defendants argue that such a requirement interferes
with their freedom of speech and press in violation of the
Fourteenth and First Amendments. The Supreme Court holds that
the governmental interecst is nct sufficiently compelling to
justify this interference with Fourteenth Amendment rights,
particularly ir view of the historical significance of anony-
mously published literature in America.

As with NAACP v. Alabama, we do not believe that the
Court's decision in Talley v. California suggests the conclu-
sion that the compelled disclosure requirements of the Lobbying
Act are unconstitutional. The City of Los Angeles' interest in
identifying those responsible for fraud, false advertising and
libel is not as compelling as the governmental interest of pro-
viding Congress the 1nrormatlon needed to assess the pressures
of those '"who for hire attempt to influence le lation or who
collect or spend funds for that purpose.'" Har s, supra, 256
U.S. at 625, 98 L.Ed. at 1000. Because of the i portance of the
governmental interest furthered in the Lobb}lng Act, we believe
that Act would withstand NARAL's attack of its constitutionality.

4 -1
1T OyTY O Wiy

The Supreme Court, in yet ancther case involving similar
issues, finds a Massachusetts statute forbidding banks and busi-
ness corporations from spending corporate funds for the purpose
of influencing the vote on referendum proposals to be unconsti-
tutional. First National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti, 435 U.S.
765, 55 L.Ed.Z2d 707, rehearing denied >7 L.Ed.Z2d 1150 (1978).

The Court finds the strare inrerest furthered by the statute
to be inadequate to justify "limiting the stock of information

from which members of the public may draw.'” Bellotti, supra,
435 U.S. at 783, 55 L.E4.24 =zt 722. The State of Massachusetts

articulated twe interests served by this legislation---

"The first, the State's interest in sustaining
active role of the individual citizen in the e
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process and thereby preventing . . . diminution
of the citizen's confidence in government. The
second is the interest in protecting the rights
of shareholders whose views differ from those
expressed by management on behalf of the
corporation."

Bellotti, supra, 435 U.S. at 787, 55 L.Ed.2d at 725. The Court
finds that the statute interferes with the corporation's free-
dom of speech and applies the following test---

"Where, as here, a prohibition is directed at

™~ speech itself, and the speech is intimately re-

. lated to the process of governing, 'the State may
prevail only upon showing a subordinating interest

- which is compelling' . . .'and the burden is on

o the government to show the existence of such an
interest.' Even then, the State must employ means

- 'closely drawn to avoid . . . unnecessary
abridgement T

~

- Bellotti, supra, 435 U.S. at 786, 55 L.Ed.2d at 724. The

: Court goes on to find that : state 1lnterest is not suffi-

i;id tiiac ‘L_‘L'i

ciently compelling to justifv the interference with the

corporation's freedom of speech and that the means for

C achieving the state's interest are not closely enough related
to the interest so as to avoid unnecessary abridgement of the
freedom of speech.

g

Because Bellotti involves a prohibition directed at
speech itself, application of the test enunciated in

the decision to a disclosure statute is of questionable
propriety. Even assuming applicability of the test, the
governmental interest articulated in Bellotti is less compelling
than that supporting the Lobbying Act and the statute in

Bellotti is less closecly drawn than is the Lobbying Act. The
Bellolll decislon 1s accordingly not dispositive of the guestion
pefore us.

‘‘‘‘ As stated before, we believe the compelled
. disclosure of the Lobbying Act is constitutional under the
. rules set [forih by the Supreme Court in Harriss and Buckley.
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Until the Lobbying Act is repealed or amended, it is in-
appropriate for any organization to assume that it is above
a law which others must follow. Accordingly, if NARAL's
voluntary compliance cannot be obtained, we request that the
appropriate persons be prosecuted under 2 U.S.C. §269 for
willful violation of the Lobbying Act. :

Because of our interest in assuring that federal
laws are equally applied, we would appreciate a report on
your enforcement effort.

SAticerely,

MARION EDWYN HARRISON

MEH:plv

cc: The Honorable Edmund Henshaw
The Honorable J.S. XKimmitt
Life Amendment Political Action Committee, Inc.
Gail M. Harmon, Esquire
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ANNE LUZZATTO

November 28, 1979

Charles N. Steele, Esquire

Acting General Counsel

Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W. . CrESD:
Washington, D.C. 20463 h

RE: Life Amendment Political Action Committee

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed is another direct mail fundraising appeal in
which an anti-abortion grcup, this time LAPAC, characterizes
your agency's investigations as “groundless" and "ridiculous."

27 7

We believe that this letter constitutes a de facto waiver o=
of the confidentiality provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act and request that you promptly share with us the
results of your investigations.

9

LAPAC has at least a limited First Amendment right to

=T take pot shots at the FEC and use this for fundraising purposes.
The FEC, however, does not need to sit idly by: it could
declare confidentiality waived immediately or it could inform
LAPAC that confidentiality will be deemed waived unless it
ceases injudicious public comment on the FEC investigation.

LAPAC uses the letter to announce a campaign to harass
the pro~choice movement so that it will stop reporting illega-
lities of tho anti-aborticn movement. For your information I
am enclosing the correspondence related to the question of
lobbying reports. Clearly in this instance LAPAC's attorneys
did not bother to verify the most elementary facts. T trust
that they will act more responsibly when filing complaints
with the FRC.

I have prepared this complaint and believe that it is
true and correct to the best of iy Knowledge. This complaint
was not filed on behalf of or at the request or suggestion of
any candidate.

erv‘( relv
4 r

\K% L / /V/ APV

39) a1l M. Harmon
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NOTARY:
Signed and subscribed before me
this 24 & day of Jerermare 1979.
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APAC INCORPORATED

(. RUNAE . . e . . —_— PR, - - s — ety (b e
LIFE AMENDMENT POL.AL ACTION COMMITTEE .

IT THE NATIONAL ABORTION RICHTIS ACTION LiArUd THINHA
FOR QXL MINUTE THAT TT CAN HARASS THE PRO-7 V8 MOUVE-
MENT WITH IMPUNITY, THEY HAVE ANOTHER THIL COMINTIL

Dear Friend of Life:

About six months ago the National Abortion Rights Action League
(NARAL) filed charges against LAPAC and seven other pro-life organiza-
tions for election irregularities (their term) and other so-called
abuses of the Federal Election Law. A year earlier they launched
other charges through the Justice Department claiming ''cover-up" by
a pro-life group in their lobbying report.

Part of the anti-life strategy 1is to tie-up the pro-life movement
in legalities and make us waste time and money defending ourselves
against ridiculous charges. Even if the charges are groundless, we must

still use an attorney to defend ourselves. This is costly, znd worse

yet, impossible for some local pro-life groups who can't afford a good
attorney.

About a month ago our attorney turned in our most recent answer
to the Federal Fiection Comnission. This was in response to charges
filed against us by NARAL. Over 500 pages of material had to be

gathered and the time and expense in auswering these charges is ener-
mous. What are the local, city and state groups to do when charged by
NARAL? Can they a'»ﬁrd a good attorney? The answer to that is
generally NO. We can't afforé one either, but our only other alterna-
I get out of tne meovement and that is

It is now tim2 for gome pro-life group to put an end to this
nonsense. It is time an some pro-life croup to tawke the ofieusive.
It is time2 to rescarch \ RAL and their reports and if possible, file
some charges of our own

LAPAC 1s pleased to announce that we are doing
have on retainor two attorneys wioe have riled charge
with the Justice Cepartment, the clerxs of the House

i : ous 0 i

lection Commission
s We have

to viﬂ




A copy of a suppressed (what's new?) press release is included in
this letter. I hope you will try to spread the word to all local
groups and investigate the abortionists and their compliance with all
laws. If you find a violation, let us know. My friends, we also need
your financial help. The burden of proof is now on NARAL but we must
initiate all legal action and that costs money. Attorneys don't come
cheap, but when they are able to send the message to NARAL and all the
abortionists to quit harassing the pro-lifers of this country, then it
is worth the effort. TIf NARAL finds itself answering all sorts of
charges then they might give some thought to dropping their strategy
of tying-up the pro-life movement in the courts!

We have a case, we can win! We will win! All we need is your
help and we need it now. We are doing something for all pro-life
groups in America. Please respond generously today. We have enclosed
a postage-paid envelope for your convenience. . .

C God is Life, Love Life,
e
— N
o ;771L"//iz/j;?¢/ e
(it S

- i Tyl A T

fagul A DLOWN
c Director

LAPAC, INC.
- P.S. Your postage-paid recply envelcope and contribution form are
i attached to the enclosed brochure.
<
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(e Charles N. Steele, Esquire

" General Counsel

N\

Federal Election Commission

~ 1325 K Street, N.W. ARy
K Washington, D. C. 20463 ”dgsls

- Re: NARAL v. LAPAC, Inc.
MUR #1096

Dear Mr. Steele:

) Thank you for your letter of May 2, received May
' 5.
Your letter begins by saying that "On December 5,

1979, the [Federal Election] Commission notified [us] . . .
= This statement is in error. The Federal EleclLion
Commission wrote us no letter dated December 5, 1979. As a
matter of fact the first we or our client, Life Amendment
Political Action Committee, Inc., ("LAPAC") knew that
National Abortion Rights Action League ("NARAL") had filed
vet another complaint against LAPAC, this one denominated
MUR #1096, was on May 5, when we received your May 2 letter.

We forthwith requested the file; were told the file
had been sent to microfilm; and finally on June 9 received
the file. The file, ?%;qqggse,_cqntains no December 5, 1979
letter. e Ui gl e L.
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The November 30, 1979 letter which is in the file
is a communication from us to Ms. Harmon. It is not
addressed to the Federal Election Commission. At the
time we wrote it we did not know NARAL had filed vyet
another groundless complaint against LAPAC. Evidently Ms.
Harmon sent our letter to the Federal Election Commission.
Be that as it may, our letter could not have referred to
MUR #1096 because we did not know MUR #1096 existed.

However, the statement in our November 30 letter to

™~ Ms. Harmon is accurate. Our client LAPAC routinely waives,
— and has waived, confidentiality as to each and all of the
spuricus complaints filed by NARAL against LAPAC. Our
N client similarly waives confidentiality as to MUR #1096
and requests that the file be spread upon the public record.
3 2 USC §437g(a) (3) (B).

OQur client will continue to request that all NARAL
complaints against our client be available to the public as
long as the NARAL harassment continues.

We should appreciate being notified if and when NARAL
T files a further complaint against LAPAC. Meantime, we
appreciate the wisdom of the Federal Election Commission in
dismissing NARAL's complaint denominated #1096.

MARION EDWYN HARRISON [

MEH:kg

cc R. Lee Andersen, Esguilre
Ms. Gail M. Harmon
Life Amendment Political Action Committee, Inc.
Commissioners, Federal Election Commission
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G Re: NARAL v. LAPAC, Inc.

-~ MUR #1096
Dear Mr. Steele:

[kl

€

Thank you for vour letter of May 2, received May
5.

~y

Your letter begins by saying that "On December 5,
1979, the [Federal Election] Commission notified [us] . . .

This statement is in error. The Federal Election
Commission wrote us no letter dated December 5, 1979. As a
matter of fact the first we or our client, Life Amendment
Political Action Committee, Inc., ("LAPAC") knew that
National Abortion Rights Action League ("NARAL") had filed
yet another complaint against LAPAC, this one denominated
MUR #1096, was on Mav 5, when we received your May 2 letter.

We forthwith requested the file; were told the file
had been sent to microfilm; and finally on June 9 received
the file. The file, of course, contains no December 5, 1979
letter.
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The November 30, 1979 letter which is in the file
is a communication from us to Ms. Harmon. It is not
addressed to the Federal Election Commission. At the
time we wrote it we did not know NARAL had filed yet
another groundless complaint against LAPAC. Evidently Ms,
Harmon sent our letter to the Federal Election Commission.
Be that as it may, our letter could not have referred to
MUR #1096 because we did not know MUR #1056 existed.

However, the statement in our November 30 letter to
Ms. Harmon is accurate. Our client LAPAC routinely waives,
and has waived, confidentiality as to each and all of the
spurious complaints filed by NARAL against LAPAC. Our
client similarly waives confidentiality as to MUR #1096
and requests that the file be spread upon the public record.
2 USC §437g{a) (3) (B).

Our client will continue to request that all NARAL
complaints against our client be available to the public as

long as the NARAL harassment continues.

We should appreciate being notified if and when NARAL
files a further complaint against LAPAC. Meantime, we
appreciate the wisdom of the Federal Election Commission in
dismissing NARAL's complaint denominated #1096.

MARION EDWYN HARRISON

MEH: kg

cc R. Lee Andersen, Esqguire
Ms. Gail M. Harmon
Life Amendment Political Action Committee, Inc.
Commissioners, Federal Election Commission
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