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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b)-

_____(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

I>- (3) Exempted by otherstatute

_____(4) Trade secrets andcommercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy
(7) Investigatory

files

(8) Banking Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

S igned

Date

FEC 9-21-77



f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
• WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 22, 1983

Loren Smith, Esquire
Former Chief Counsel,

Reagan Bush Comaittee
d/o Ronald E. Robertson, Esquire
Musick, Peeler and Garrett
1200 18th Street - Suite 1175
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1308

9 Dear Mr. Smith:

C This is in reference to the complaint you filed with
the Commission on October 10, 1980 concerning the Committee

.! For An Independent Judiciary ("Committee").

0D After conducting an investigation in this matter, the

~Commission determined that there was reason to believe that
the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) and S 441d, and

oD 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). On April 13, 1983, the Commission
voted to take no further action against the Committee with

~respect to the aforementioned violations, thereby concluding
~the matter.

PC Accordingly, the file has been closed and will become
part of the public record within thirty (30) days. Enclosed

oCis a copy of the closing report to the Co~p~ssion.

General Counsel

Enclosure



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O463

April 22, 1983

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
d/o Simpson, Thacher and Bartlett
1 Battery Park Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10004

1RE: IbUR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

On April 13, 1983, the Commission voted to take no further
action against the Committee for an Independent Judiciary with

~respect to violations of 2'U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d and
26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) during the 1980 general election for

c President. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
~and will become part of the public record within thirty (30)

days.
0

If you have any questions, you may contact Attorney Daniel
%- J. Blessington of this office at (202) 523-4

General Counsel
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In timZhter of)
)urn C ttm for wi Irt 5mdut ) MJ 1308

I, N-rjorie w. Dmcns, I ,d;,g Secetary for theFera

Election Qmission i]eeoive Session on April 13, 1983, do rr

ertify that tre Comdission decided by a vote of 5-1 tD take tim

C'.? follci.ing acin in MJR 1308:

(',t 1. "Taia zo fut m acio ag i s tim Oc t.e

o for an ThkL~udit Jtdiciazy for violations
of 2 U.S.C. SS433(a) and 4414, and 26 U.S.C.

-~S9012(f).

o 2. approvre the sudn of Urn letter attu to
.Uth Germ'a1 O:zasel's Ibd 24, 1983 report.

o 3. CaDE lIE FflE.

rOQmiissionrs Elliott, Harris, H~onald, ) rr, and ~ir

voted affirmatively for tirn decision; Omi~sioner Aikars disented.

Attest-

Secretary of Urn Qmisin
Iate

/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
' \AH1NCTO'., O9 2O4h

MEMORANDUM TO:
FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/7AN SAVAGE _

1RCH 30, 1983

OBJECTION - MUR 1308 General Counsel's
Report signed March 24, 1983

The above-named document was circulated to the
Commission on !arch 2F1, 1Q83 at 4:00.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name (s)} checked:

Commissioner Aikens

Commissioner Elliott

Commissioner Harris

Commissioner McDonald

Conmmiss ioner McGarry

Commissioner Reiche

This matter will be placed on

agenda for Tuesday, Aoril 12, 1983.
the Executive Session

N

0D

qCb

0O

Xii ii i
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20463

MEMORANDUM
TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:z

Office of the Comission Secretary
Office of General Counse]&/

March 28, 1983

MUR 1308 -GC Rpt

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

O p e n S e s s i o n _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

Closed Session ___________

0D

CIRCULATIONS

48 Hour Tally Vote
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

24 Hour No Objection
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Information
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive

Other

[1
[]
[1

[]

DISTRIBUTION

Compliance

Audit Matters

Litigation

Closed MUR Letters

Status Sheets

Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
below)

[1

[1

[]

(]

[I



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) F AR2 P 1'2: I10

The Committee for An Independent) HUR 1308
Judiciary )

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT #ASIIIVE
BACKGROUND

On January 19, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe

that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary ("Committee")

violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by failing to file a statement of

organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming a

,. political committee and 2 U.S.C. S 441d by failing to provide a

~statement of candidate authorization or non-authoriziation on a

cM newspaper solicitation which expressly advocated the election of

a candidate for President.1! In addition, the Commission found

reason to believe that the Committee violated 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)

oD by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 in support of Jimmy

" Carter, an eligibile candidate who received public funding in the

C 1980 general election for President.

Thereafter, the Office of General Counsel notified the

Committee of the Commission's findings and requested the

Committee to respond to questions and produce documents. On

February 25, 1981, the Committee produced the documents and

submitted answers to the questions. In its response, the
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MUR 1308 -General Counsel's Report

Page 2

Committee Treasurer acknowledged that Committee expenditures

exceeded $1000, but denied that they had been made knowingly and

willfully. / The Committee Treasurer had previously a ckn owledged

that the Committee had not registered as a political committee in

a timely fashion, and apologized for the two-week delay.

Finally, the Treasurer indicated that the Committee's failure to

include the full disclaimer under section 441d in one of its

c newspaper advertisemnents was inadvertent; as evidence of this, he

(' included a copy of another advertisement which included the full

C! disclaimer.

CM

PC

CO

. / According to reports filed with the Commission, the Committee
expended a total of $9,214 to further the election of Jimmy
Carter.

• \



I4UR 1308 - General Counsel's Report

Page 3

DISCUSS8IOMl

The major issue in this matter involves 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f).

On January 19, 1982, the Supreme Court affirmed by an equally-

divided Court the finding by a three-judge District Court for the

District of Columbia that 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) is

unconstitutional. Common Cause v. Schmitt; Federal Election

Commission v. Americans For Change, 512 F. Supp. 489 (D.D.C.

-- 1980) (three-judge court), aff'd by an equally divided court, 455

~U.S. 129 (1982). The equally divided nature of the decision

' does not resolve the issue of the constitutionality of Section

9012(f) as a judgment entered by an equally divided Court is not

CDU

__ entitled to precedential weight." Trans World Airways v.

Hardison, 432 U.S.C. 63, 73 n.8 (1977). See also, Neil v.

- Biggers, 409 U.S. 138 (1959); Inman v. Baltimore and Ohio

C Railroad Co., 361 U.S. 138 (1959); and Ohio ex rel Eaton v.

'C Price, 364 U.S. 263 (1960). See Agenda Document *82-170.

With respect to this matter, the Commission must decide

whether or not to proceed further against violations of 26 U.S.C.

$ 9012(f) committed during the 1980 election. The parties in FEC

v. AFC made independent expenditures of $3,754,599 to further the

election of Ronald Reagan.I/ The Committee's expenditures,

4/ Based on reports filed with the Commission, the Fund for a
Conservative Majority spent $1,772,535 in independent
expenditures, the Americans for an Effective Presidency spent
$1,270,208 and Americans for Change spent $711,856.
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MUR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 4

in contrast, were approximately 0.2% of this amount and consisted

of several newspaper advertisements and a single mailing to a

limited audience. While the General Counsel believes that the

Commission may legally proceed against violations of 26 U.s.c.

S 9012(f) committed during the 1980 election, this office does

not recommend proceeding further in this matter. Given the

unique situation of a deadlocked Supreme Court on the issue as

: raised in the 1980 election, the General Counsel believes that the

Commission can consider avoidance of further litigation on this

04 same issue as a valid exercise of the Commission's judgment in

~enforcing the law. The statutory provision remains in force, and

those who wish to assert a Constitutional right to make such

expenditures in 1984 can take steps to bring the issue before the

~courts. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the

t' Commission should not pursue this issue in this case.

~In addition to section 9012(f), the Commission found reason

cC to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and

441d.

2 U.S.C. s 433(a) - The Committee failed to register within

10 days of becoming a political committee. After being notified

that a complaint had been filed, the Committee registered with

the Commnission. Although the Committee registered approximately

2 weeks late, it subsequently filed all required reports.

2 U.S.C. S 441d - In one of its newspaper advertisements,

the Committee did not fully comply with this provision. The



I'UR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 5

advertisement did indicate that the Committee had paid for it;

since it was a solicitation, however, the advertisement should

have also stated whether or not it was authorized by a candidate.

The Committee also placed other advertisements which were

identical to the one in question, except that they contained the

required non-authorization notice. It appears, therefore, that

this minor violation in this one instance was inadvertent.

,. Since this matter has been pending for some time, and since

~the Office of General Counsel believes that the violations of

~2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d are relatively minor, this office

~recoenends that the Commission take no further action and close

the file.

Recommendations

~The Office of General Counsel recommends that the

cCommission:

1. Take no further action against the Committee for an

~Independent Judiciary for violations of 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and

441d, and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f).

2. Approve the sending of the attached letter to the

Committe easrr

Date C les N. Stee .e
General Counsel

Attachment
Letter to the Committee Treasurer
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING~TON. D.C. 203

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
d/o Simpson, Thacher and Bartlett
1 Battery Park Plaza
New York, N.Y. 10004

RE: I4UR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

On , 1983, the Commission voted to take no further
action against the Committee for an Independent Judiciary with
respect to violations of 2 U.S.C. 55 433(a) and 441d and
26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) during the 1980 general election for
President. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter

! and will become part of the public record within thirty (30)
days.

~If you have any questions, you may contact Attorney Daniel
J. Blessington of this office at (202) 523-4060.

C Sincerely,

q.

CCharles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

MEMORANDUM TO :c
FROM: Samanda Soares

Docket Clerk

SUBJECT: Returned Letters

The following letter
returned. Please write a

and advise on what to do.

resend the letter, please

and green card (s) made.

MUR was

meno to the file

If you wish to

have envelope(s5)

Thanks

~A
1'~ 644.7,'

IN

0

0r



Richard I. Beattie
SIMPS ON THACHE:R & EAWF T

NEW YOftK, N.Y. 10004

Daatel 3. B le.SJ.% . bsq.Federal Ziection C issi n
Washington, D. C. 20,463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORA-NDUM TO : CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJ7ORIE W. EMM ONS./JODY CUSTER -

DATE : MAY 13, 1981

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1308 Memorandum to the
Commission, dated May 12, 1981; Received
in OCS, 5-13-81, 7:25

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 11:00, May 13, 1981.

Commissioner Harris submitted an objection at 12: 35,

May 13, 1981.

O This .matter will be placed on the Executive Session

I" Agenda for Wednesday, May 27, 1981.

0

CT



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE tMSS ION

DATE: MAY 13, 1981

SUBJECT: ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MUR 1308 Memorandum to
__ the Comuuission, dated May 12, 1981; Received

in OCS, 5-13-81, 7:25

~You were notified previously of an objection by

Commuissioner Harris.

Coimmissioner Thomson submitted an additional objection

at 3:18, May 13, 1981.

F This matter will be discussed in executive session

~on Wednesday, May 27, 1981. A copy of Commnissioner Thomson's

~vote sheet with commnents is attached.

Attachment:
Vote sheet



Nay 12, .181.

N3ICM5IDUI( TO: Narjorie W. Imnas

FRObis Ulissa T. Garr

SUDJECT: NUR 1306

Pl.ease have the att~ached Ns distributed to the

,. , Cois~son on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.

C



* -FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION i

WASHINGTON. D.C. 204*3 
/
i

• ~January 19, 1981 ~

CERTIFIED MAIL •RETURN RECE-IPT REOUEu!ED ,J
Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer iCommittee for an Independent Judiciary.
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1IEi
New-York, New York 10022 i

RE: RUE 1308•

Dear Mr. Beattie: 
i

i-3 The Federal Election Commission notified you on October
t' 10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee0 violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
O Act of 1971, as amended' ("FECA") and Chapters 95 and 96 +of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded /iii
, to you at that time.

0D Upon further review of the allegations contained in +the i
T complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, ion January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason to iloD believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary

violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the PICA~Of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title
26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee .0 violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by failing to file a statement +-.+

O of organization with the Commission within 10 days of.becoming i~~a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4). (
co
+ --. In addition, it appears that your committee violated ++++2 U.S.C. S 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate

• : authorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e., wan advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National' Law Journal which expressly advocated the election
of Jiuny Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).

-
" , . - . .I . . . . . o .--. .. . .. .4 .':..: .,.+'.• .-,.,.. . .+ +...

***. ~ **=,
.. - . -.



Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Two
?4UR 1308

Finally, aJX'ough not alleged in the complaint, the
Commjs'ion has determined based upon review of reports on

-'fie that your committee may have violated 26 U...
S 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on
behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public
matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your i

committee may have violated this provision by expending
a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy.Carter, for adver-
tisemenkts in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer, .

and-Legal Times; and by expen~ding an additional $3,568.79 in
support of Jimmy carter in connection with mailings, printing,
xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule N
of the 30 day Post-General Report. i_/

- Your response to the Commission's initial notification
of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding

~the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the
~enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of

Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where
4! appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. ii

OD The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this i

matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;
~however, in the absence of any information which demonstrates

othat no further action should be taken against your committee,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance

V" stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

C This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
, ) 2 U•S•C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you

notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
~be made public.

1/ On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal
- with the United States Supreme Court from a decision

• regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)
. .... (Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Chne

k : .., . Nos. 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)
,..'- -j:,-.(Three-Judge Court). - , L.o...: , ---

;- -

'

• --- -
.. 

,,.-- .i 
'-, 

.

- . .. . .. .. . .
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Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Three
£4UR 1308

•If you hav any questions, please contact Daniel
---. Biesdington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)

523-4529.

Sin cly r

Chairman

Enclosures

Procedures* Request for Answers to Questions and
Production of Documents

.*,o - *

-*-'---iL -:-.* --

* - .-.- " *L2~--...- *o-.



...... : ... ' '.... One Battery Park Plaza ' ........ " .,m~e YokNew 1ok 0004 eJ
(212) 908-2635":!i:,

February 25, 1981

Re: MUR 1308

Daniel Blessington, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission :
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Blessington-:"

I am writing in response to the Chairman's lett.

of January 19, 1981 concerning the complaint filed against '

~the Committee for an Independent Judiciary (the "Committ ').

'D I should note in passing that the letter was delayed i.n. .*. '

. reaching me because we have dissolved the Committee and no

' longer retain the previous mail address. Any future corre-

spondence to me and/or the Committee should be addressed to

the address indicated above.

- Please find enclosed answers to the questions en-

Cclosed with the Chairman's letter, together with copies of

~the requested documents.

As I also

indicated, while the expenditures of the Committee did exceed

$1,000, we did not knowingly or wilfully violate 26 U.S.C.

S 9012 (f).

I appreciate your assistance in this matter, and if

I can provide any further information, please do not hesitate

to call me.

Very truly, yours,

Enclosures Ri'cfard I. Beattie



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1308

Comatittee For An Independent}
Judiciary, et al. )

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

TO: Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New York, New York 10022

~The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
Treasurer of the Committee For An Independent Judiciary, or
your authorized agent having knowledge of the information
sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten

O (10) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

0 1. Please state your name and address.

~Richard I. Beattie
(D One Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10004
2. What is your position and what are your duties

oD and responsibilities with the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary?

~I was the Treasurer of the Committee. As such I prin-
cipally maintained the bank account and records for the

~Commnittee.
3. On what date did contributions received on

behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

September 30, 1980

4. Please describe in detail any agreement(s) with
Byron, Reirnus, Ridder and Finn which in any way
relate, refer or pertain to services provided to
or in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary. Include the dates of any agreements,
and identify the parties involved.
We had no agreements, as such, with Ruder & Finn, Inc.
Sometime on or around September 23, 1980, Byron Reimus
of Ruder & Finn agreed' verbally to do the xeroxing, mail-
ing and other administrative services for the Committee
at faall cost. Mr. Reimus, like others on the Committee,
donated his personal time.



F

- 2-

5. Please submit copies of all documents and materials
which in any way relate, refer or pertain tO any
agreement referred to in Request Number 4. Include
any written agreements, as well as billings.
See answer to number 4. Enclosed are copies of bills
received from Ruder & Finn.

6. Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.

See below.

7. Please submit representative copies of any mailings
~produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and

Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
o Judiciary.

~See below.

¢q 8. Please describe the audience to which any mailings
O referred to in Request Number 7 were directed.

- The mailing was sent to lawyers across the country, the
list for which was compiled by members of the Committee.

0

$6. The enclosed bill from Ruder & Finn dated October 29, 1980
oD details the services provided and dates of such services.

Ruder & Finn basically provided messenger services, xeroxing,
t)photocopying, mailing, collating and stapling and other

miscellaneous administrative services.

$7. One mailing on behalf of the Coimuittee was sent by Ruder
& Finn. The mailing consisted of a letter from the Couhuit-
tee and a copy of a news story from the September 15, 1980
National Law Journal. A copy of the letter, which was
reprinted in the October 13, 1980 issue of The National
Law Journal, is enclosed, together with a copy of the
news story included in the mailing.



' ~ ~Inter-office memo RoUTe TO: i

1.

flst,,: October 29, 1980 2.

To: Byron Relmus 3.

From: Bookkeeping 4

Subject: Law Cormt ttee Expenses 5

CO0 N F I D E NT I A I

The following bills are outstanding In your name, on behalf of the Commilttee
for an Independent Judiciary, as of October 13.

;Messenger Services ( r,.

September 23 - October 13 $ 517.00

Mail1g ram

September 23 - September 26 180.00

Press Kits

September 24 - September 25

Covers (100) 35.0
Photocopies of Contents (3,800) 380.00
Collating & Stapling NC

Postage

Memo to Editors
Press Kits Following Press Briefing 71.80

Telecopier Charges"

September 25 - October 3 28.00•

Addi tional Photocopying

tlemo to Editors & Miscellaneous Copies (1,500) 150.00

Stationery

Letterhead Design & Typesetting -170.00

SUBTOTAL ........................................... $ 1,531 .80



• ... PAGiE TWO/ Law Coni t ExPenses: Byron Ileimus

flail!ing

Printing -- 5,000 copies of eacha) Two-page letter, one page printed both sides
b/Two-page f,'ational Law Journal reprint, one

page printed both sides
c) Reply envelope--address printed front
d) Outside envelope--address printed back flap

Postage -- Totala) Total 3,217
b) Total 211

3,428 lettersletters mailed
letters mai led

mailed
at @ l5€ each
at @ 28¢ each

Collating & Stapling

Folding

Inserting

Sealing & Metering

Delivery to Post Office

1 ,109.00

482.00
59.08

232.00

145.60

177.36

35.00

SUBTOTAL (MAILING) ...................................... $ 2,240.04

Other Expenses

Chemist's Club--September 25 Press Briefing
Out-of-Pocket Costs (Taxi 3x)

Telephone (September 23 - October 23)

SUBTOTAL (OTIIER EXPENSES)....................................... $

86.45

10.50

NC

96.95

TOTAL OUTSTA;4DIWG............................................. $ 3,868.79

-V

*



iilE Jt S S IL D ING Co N

PLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNT

PLEASE PE.TtJRN TI-*l pQorilN V'ITH, 'f 0 '|1 CHFC(

CHEMISTS BUILDING CO.

(212) 532-7649

52 EAST 41 st STREET
NEW YORK, N. Y. 109)17

D.U-N-S
04-543-4602

ACCt. NO.
I 9P11 IPLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNT'

KINDLY MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO CHEMISTS BUILDING CO.

RUDER A FINN CO
110 EAST 59TH ST
NEW YORK NY 10022

1I09010MO. DAY YR.7,

'~*

II U

.1 v~ ~ * *.* ~ -. . '.~. ..~e *,*~. *-;.* *.v.. . .. '

SE$SC RI!P TItON A MO U NT, lKe! AX lO: M

8ANOUET r:' 1..''3.7,50 7.15 3.80 5P.,.5
PRIVATE rI]tING ROA?4 25.00 2.00 .700
N.Y.C., OCCUPANCY TAXl 1.0 00

... I:'

YOUR ATTENTION IS IRECTEo TO TM4E CREDIT TERMS ON THE SACK. ______

9881
86.45

' 5 P. 6.45

CO ,NY

?



c~rnm FC)R AN lNDEPlNDN jUICii
209 Euas 56th Stee

Su~ite I-E
Niew Yoaic, New York 10022

(212) 9i00)999

TO THOSE CONCERNED ABOUT A POSSIBLE REAGAN SUPREME COURT

Will you join us in the Committee for an Independent Judiciary?

: As a Committee, we support the re-election of Jimmy Carter because
the next President of the United States may appoint a majority of the Justices

I of the Supreme Court.

I The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the alarming
prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right wing Ideology. On race
relations, sex discrimination, freedom of speech and press, the rights of the

o:: accused, and on the environment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty,
decency and reason. We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme

r" Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas. And, this coni-
O cern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

gir The Republican platform pledges to work for the "appointment of
Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect traditional family values and

o the sanctity of innocent human life." Leaders of the bar who practice across
the spectrum of legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar Association,

0 Leonard Janofsky said that it is "improper.. .very dangerous and out of order.
I would think there would be a lot of Republicans, including myself, who
would be very much disturbed." The House of Delegates of the ABA has also
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of California,
Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological purity in his judicial nom-
inees. A recent article in a national law periodical reports that "(i~n
California, Mr. Reagan's administration often would quiz potential nominees on
the minutiae of their political thinking." His staff fed judicial selection
panels a diet of blue chip, right of center white and male nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that Jimmy Carter's
judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addition to having selected
about 40 women and 50 members of minorities (more than all his predecessors
combined) out of over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual achievement. They
include law school deans and professors, Wall Street type lawyers, sole prac-
titioners, labor lawyers and public interest lawyers. Their performance
generally has borne out the promise of their records.

in,
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Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between adversaries, +
but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the coiuntry. Those who object i~
to various Jimmy Carter policies and deeds have to ask not only whether
Ronald Reagan would perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan
majority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of America they i
want for the next generation, not merely the next four years.

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary will: (1) Send this i
letter to other lawyers across the nation and urge them to join; (2) Solicit ..
contributions to pay for mailings, advertisements and related activity; (3) :
Urge its members to hold press conferences, wr~ite articles and letters to the +
editor, and appear on radio and television to express their views on this Is-
sue; (4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation of simillar groups
throughout the country; and (5) Urge formation of student and faculty
groups on campuses to express the views set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in the
, election. We are asking others to join as independent members of the legal

profession, without regard to political party affiliation. The Committee is
-- and will remain unaffiliated with any political party.

~We hope you will complete the form below and return it to us with
your contribution. If you would like our assistance or thoughts on ways to l
communicate these crucial issues to the general public living in your region, i!o please don't hesitate to call us at: (212) 940-0999. :

- " We look forward to hearing from you.

CP

" Chairman: THE HONORABLE MARVIN E. FRANKEL
Former United States District Judge

~Southern District, New York

P+ Vice Chairman : JACK GREENBERG
~~D I rector- Cou nsel •

NAACP Legal Defense &. Educational Fund

Secretary/Treasurer: RICHARD I. BEATTIE
Partner

Affiliation For l.D. Only Simpson, Thacher & Bartlettm

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

( ) You may list my name as a member of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary.

( ) Enclosed please find my contribution of $
(Please make checks payable to "Committee for an Independent Judiciary)

NAME: : _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _

AFFILIATION: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _
(For I.D. Only.,
ADDRESS:"
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Candidate EyesPolitical Scree Test for Nominees

Reagan Judges
d

/
In His Image?

By JA^Es S. GRANELL
Nanonal LawJournal SwEl'.pmwr... .

RONALD REAGAN feel. he was betrayedl by one o
his key judicial appointees when he wa governor of
California, and his aides say he won't let the same
thing happen again if he ii elected president.

That resolve could lead to some of the moat Inten-
sive political screening of federal judicial candidates
ever, ft.eagan watchers say, and to uneasy confronta-
tions between the president and senators over
nominees.

Signals from Mr. Reagan's camp suggest that the
former governor, determined to fill the federal bench
with persons who share his conservative philosophies,
may be ready to challenge a centurie#-old system of
political accommodation that has given U.S. senators
virtual appointment power over federal judges...

"A senator from a given state would be very in-
fluential, but I'm quite certain that the senators
wouldn't be the only source of recommendations,"
.said William French Smith, Mr. Rteagan's lonsg-

OContinued on page 8
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Reagan WaWr on jucticl 2tppointments
Cbfasedjtros page 1
time personal lawyer and adviser on
judicial appointments. "We certainly
wouldn't turn over (the selection
process I to the present senators.' Mr.
Snith added. an apparent reference to
Mr. Reagan's feelings that the Senate
Is overly infiuenced by liberals.

In California. Mr. Reagan's ad-
ministration often would quiz potential
a ppointe on the minutiae of their
plitical thinking, and his aides aug.
gest he would show no reluctance to in.
stitute a similar policy on a federal
level.
'One Ifelluva garmy'

"'Anybody Reagan as president
would nominate for judge is going to
have one helluva survey done on him."'
sid one veteran California court

observer.
Presusably. one of the issues Mr.

Reagan will be most concerned with is
the Controversial Republican platform
plank, which he has embraced. calling
for the appointment of judges who
• "respect . .•the sanctity of human
life."

Tr aditionally, most federal court
appointments are made by the prst.
dent upon the recommendation of the
senior senator from is party in the
stae where the vacancy occurs. In the
past. the president has almost in.

- variably followed the senators' wishes.
Where a state has no snators of the

__ president's party, a compromise can.
didat is usually appointed. iSince
13"76. under a dirctive from President

. Carter. federal appellate judges are
rec.ommended by special screening
panels.)

, Persons close to Mr. Reagan
pointedly note that the former goyer.
nor has shown no reluctance in the past

C! to break with tradition in matters of
judicial appointments. In his first
week as governor in 116?. they said. he

" ' bucked convention in refusing to ac-
cept certain state senators" heoina.
tions for trlal-level judgeships.

"They said it was tradition;
Reagan said the tradition has ended."
said state Supreme Court Justice Wil-
lam P. Clark Jr., one the governor's
chief of staff.

C"~Poiical Affreni
Mr. Reagan's apparent determina-

tion to screen judicial candidates ex.
,, haustively to be certain that they mir-

roe his conservatism appears to stem
from a political affront he suffcred at

S thc hands of Donald Wright. the man
he chose to be the state Supreme Court
chief justice. It was Mr. Reagan's first
Supreme Court appointment - and it
turned into one of his biggest disap-
pointments.

Mr. Wright was selected shortly
after the retirement of the renowned
Chief Justice Roger Traynor. who had
been too much of a judicial activist for
Mr. Reagan's tastes.

The governor wau looking for what
he termed a strict constructionist - a
conservative who was hard on law.
and-order Issues and who took a dim
view on expanding the rights of the ac-
cused. Above all, he wanted someone
who would uphold the state's death
enalty law, and he thought he had
found such a man in Mr. Wright. an
able trial court judge whom Mr.
Reagan had elevated to an in-
termediate appellate bench in 1968.

But in 1672. two years after he
became chief justice. Mr. Wright
authored the 6.1 majority opinion that
struck down the death penalty. The
ruling in People t,. Anders on, 6 Cal.3d
628. came four months before the U.S.
Supreme Court's broa opini6f In-
validating state capital punishment
laws. Purses v. GeOrgia, 408 U.s. 238.
Justice Wright w~nt on to Join other
liberal colleagues in expanding the

rights of the injured and the accused.and he apparently reneged on what
some Reaganassociates thought was a
promise to retire in 1973. tHe eventual-
ly retired in 1677/.)

Mr. Reagan later said publicly that
he regretted having appointed Mr.
Wright.

The Wright affair spurred a
dramatic change in the way .Mr.
Reagan made his judicial appoint.
ment. In his first term, before the
death penalty case, judicial candidates
often didn't even know they were being
considered. Mr. Wright. for example.
said the only background information
he learned the administration had on
him was a single page of biographical
information. Robert S. Thompson. a
trial judge elevated by Mr. Reagan in
1968 to an appeallate bench, said he
never even went through an inter.iew.
.0 Pages of Questions

But after the death enalty rebuff, a
lengthy questionnaire - about 20
pages of Inquiries seeking
biographical data and information on
past cases and philosophies - became
standard fare before a judicial can.
didate was considered. Followup inter.
views with a battery of advisers were
also required of appellate nominees.

"It was a comprehensive form.
very detailed." said Court of Appeal
Judge Robert K. Pugla. a well'
regarded 1974 appointee known for his
conservative stances. "The interviews
were general questions about a
person's life philosophy. udlclal
philosophy and views on topical 15'

sues." he said.
Several lawyers and judges in

Calitornla say the quality of Mr.Reagan's appellate court appoint-
ments dropped after his first term, and
they attribute the change to his new
screening process.

'In the initial period, the appellate
appoin;men's were OK, maybe a notch
- and a sn'all one at that - weaker
than [former Guy. Edmundj Pat
Brown's. said Edward Lacher. an
appellate court practtoner and first
chairman of the S'ate Bar of Califor.
nia's commission on judicial appoint.
men s.

"Reagan seemed to be almost
vengeful." Mr. Lai cher said. "Xn the
beginning, his Judges were probably
conservative but were proper
craftsmen. Later, they were just con-
servative."

Mr. Thompson agrees that the
quality" of appellate appointments
dropped in Mr. Reagan's second term,
but attributes it more to the departure
of Paul Haerie as the governor's ap.
pointments secretary.

He said Mr. Haerle. a San Fran.
csso lawyer. "bellieyed that partisan
politIcs had no place in the selection Of
,'uries."'

Mr. Haerle offered a different e -
planation.

"It .could be that after a few
y'ears. a:; the right lawyers were
already on the bench.'" he said.
''Maybe th e pickings were not as
good *

Aides to Mr Reagan make no bones
about - or apoogies for - their wil-
llngness to ask prospective Judges

Persons close to Air. Reagan pointedv note that.
he has shozn no reluctance in the past to break
writh tradition in matters of judicia/ appointments.

about their views on major politcal is-sues.
Herbert E, Ellingwood, Mr.

Reagan's legal affairs advier, says
"it's not only fair but reasonable" tO
ask judges about their political and
judicial philosophies. "The judiciary."
he said. "is not immune from aecoun-
tability to the people."

Justice Clark agrees.
''Reagan was elected

overwhelmingly and hs felt that was a
mandate from the voters to appoint
generally those people of his same
political phlosophy somewhat across
the board." he said.
'An Inpropriety'

But Bernard G. Segal, a former
president of the American Bar As-
soiation who headed the first ABia

commission on the federal judiciary,
strongly criticizes such questioning of
Judicial prospects.

"It's an impropriety tO ive any
view on a subject that may come
before the candidate as a judge." he
said. "It's custom not to ask anything
about the substance of beliefs."
Merit Selection

Despite his insistence on politically
compatible court choices. Mr. Reagan
was the only California governor in re-
cent years to actively support a merit
selection system for judicial nominees.
The bill, introduced twice, never was
enacted.

Nevertheless. Mr. Reagan set up
merit seection panels and never ap-
pointed anyone who received less than
a qualif, ed rating from the panels and
the state bar.

Of course, merit selection didu't
Imean Mr. Reagan couldn't get judges

who followed his conservative views.
Ralph Nutter. for instance, was a

highly regarded jurist who left the
bench in 1969 during a family
emergency. When he later tried toge
reappointed, he said, he wau told by a

C','Ltimut'd e'n f'll.ig page, , • ,
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Contitned from preceding poge
Reagan staff adviser that he was "too
liberal."

Mr. Haerie said he used a lengthy
questionnaire in cases where a resume
or information on a prospective can-
didate was inadequate. Applicants
were screened "on paper," he said,
and the names sent to groups of
lawyers, the state bar and the selection
panels for advice.

The recommendations he got back
would be in the form of ratings, and the
highest-rated applicant usually got the
seat, he said, so long as the candidate
was qualified - and conservative.

'Generally Insipid'
In his eight years as governor, Mr.

Reagan put 478 lawyers on the bench
and elevated more than 150 sitting
judges. Of hris new appointments, 34
were minorities - about 7 percent -
and 13 were women - about 2.6 per-
cent. None went to the appellate bench
or the Supreme Court.

H-is predecessor, Mr. Brown, put
399 lawyers on the bench/ including
roughly the same perc'entage of
women and minorities.

San Francisco lawyer Melvin Bell
characterized the Reagan appointees
as "generally insipid without too much
cerebellum or cerebrum."

But many other California lawyers
skid Mr. Reagan's Judges were no bet-
ter and no worse than his predeces-
sor's appointments.

"Reagan's appointees are in-
distinguishable from those of Pat
Brown." said noted California legal
scholar B.E. Witkln of Berkeley, who
has authored numerous texts and
manuals and served as an appellate
and Supreme Court research attorney
for 18 years. "Very few governors go
out of their way to pick bums for the
court."

Besides Justices Wright and Clark.
the only other Reagan appointee to the
state Supreme Court is Frank
Richardson. a moderate who is praised
by lawyers across the political
spectrum as an "excellent, incisive"
Judge who "doesn't let personal pique
get into his opinions."

Mr. Richardson and Mr. Clark, a
rock-hard conservative, accede to the
Reagan belief that Judges should fol-
low the law, not make it. Both men ,ire
still on the bench.

Mr. Clark's appointment had been
criticized because he had never
finished law school and had flunked the
bar examination the first time around.
In fact, M*Cr. Wright, one of three state

c04
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officials who had to confirm the gova'nor's choice, voted against the appoint, I
mont.

Still, Justice Clark Is ganing I
respect, even if some of the praise is |
going for his full-time research at-|I
torneys, one of whom had been with
Justice Wright and the other with the
liberal former Justice Raymond
Peters.

Mr. Clark and Judge Puglia are
considered likely U.S, Supreme Cott
nominees in a Reagan administration.
'Advice and Consent'

Senators have pushed their choices
for Judicial nominees practically sine
the time the ink dried on the U.S. Con-
stitution, which gives the president the
power of Judicial appointment "with
the advice and consent" of the Senate.I

By the end of the 19th century,
senators had a shorthand way of in-I
dicating they didn't agree with a presi-
dent', choice-by stating" on the Senate
floor that the candidate was "personal-
ly obnoxious."

For the last 50 years or so, senates'
in the president's party recommended

'After beintg stung oc
by a judge, Mr. Reagant
seemed to get _veng f. '

nominees for vacancies in their dis-
trict. With rare exceptions, presdent
have agreed with them. In states
where both senators are political'
adversaries of the president, Judges
are usually picked after delicate*
negotiations involving the president's:
power to appoint and the senator's,
power to block confirmation.

The 1978 Omnibus Judgeship Act,1
which created 152 Judicial positions,
gave the president authority to set up.
merit selection panels. President
Carter's subsequent executive order
set up panels picked by the president to
find and screen candidates for the cir-
cult courts of appeals. Senators from
about half the states have set up merit
selection panels to produce one name
or a list of names to be sent to the
president for district court nomina-
tions.

But in reality, most Judges still
come from the president's party; and
any new president could easily do
away with the Carter executive order.

"Sen. Bob Dole (R-Kan.], for in-
stance, expects Democrats will be ap.
polntea to the bench in Kansas. He has
no illusions about that." a Senate
source said. And President Carter
"has no illusion that he's going to get
someone on the bench who is Dole's
arch-enemy."

a C./



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204*3

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

' Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
, Committee for an Independent

Judiciary
.,3 One Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10004

C',RE: MUR 1308

-" Dear Mr. Beattie:

C5. In a letter dated February 25, 198L, you indicated that
the Committee for an Independent Judiciary desired to resolve

%" MUR 1308 through conciliation.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement which this Office
S-, is prepared to recommend to the Commission in settlement of

this matter. If you agree with the provisions of the agree-
- menit, please sign and return it to the Commission within ten

(10) days. I will then recommend that the Commission approve
it. Please make your check for the civil penalty payable to
the U.S. Treasurer.

If you have any questions or suggested changes, please
contact attorney Daniel J. Blessington at 202/523-4529. Also,
please be advised that it is Commission policy to generally
limit pre-probable cause to believe negotiations to a period
of thirty (30) days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Geheral Coirnsel

Enclosure° -

Concilation Agreement



~~~~~' One Battery Park Plazarw ....... ..New York, New York 100(
~(212) 908-2635"

February 25, 1981i

Re: MUR 1308

Daniel Blessington, Esq.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Blessington:

am writing in response to the Chairman's lett. ....

of January 19, 1981 concerning the complaint filed against ,

~the Committ'ee for an Independent Judiciary (the "Committ'.
.4

-- I should note in passing that the letter was delayed i.n ":"L

)_ reaching me because we have dissolved the Committee and no

~longer retain the previous mail address. Any future corre-

0
,- spondence to me and/or the Committee should be addressed to

C) the address indicated above.

~Please find enclosed answers to the questions en-

Cclosed with the Chairman's letter, together with copies of

the requested documents.

.As I also

indicated, while the expenditures of the Committee did exceed

$1,000, we did not knowingly or wilfully violate 26 U.S.C.

S 9012 (f).

I appreciate your assistance in this matter, and if

I can provide any further information, please do not hesitate

to call me.

Very truly, yours,

Enc losure s Ri hrad I. Be a ttie,
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BEFORF TiHE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of )
) MUR 1308

Committee For An Independent )
,Judiciary, et al. )

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

TO: Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New York, New York 10022

-. The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
Treasurer of the Committee For An Independent Judiciary, or
your authorized agent having knowledge of the information
sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten

' (10) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

0
1. Please state your namle and address.

" " Richard I. Beattie
(D One Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10004

2. What is your position and what are your duties
~and responsibilities with the Committee for an

Independent Judiciary?
3 I was the Treasurer of the Committee. As such I prin-
00 cipally maintained the bank account and records for the

Committee.
3. On what date did contributions received on

behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

September 30, 1980

4. Please describe in detail any agreement(s) with
B yron], Reiimus, Ridder and Finn which in any way
relate, refer or pertain to services pr'ovided to
or in behalf of th~e Committee for an Independent
Judiciary. Include the dates of any agreements,
and identify the parties involved.
We had no agreements, as such, with Ruder & Finn, Inc.
Sometime on or around September 23, 1980, Byron Reimus
of Ruder & Finn agreed verbally to do the xeroxing, mail-
ing and other administrative services for the Committee
at full cost. Mr. Reimus, like others on the Committee,
donated his personal time.
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5. Please submit copies of all documents and materials
which in any way relate, refer or pertain to any
agreement referred to in Request N~umber 4. Include
any written agreements, as well as billings.

See answer to number 4. Enclosed are copies of bills

received from Ruder & Finn.

6. Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.•

See below.

7. Please submit representative copies of any mailings
~produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and

~ 9 Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
9Judiciary.

~See below.

('4
8. Please describe the audience to which any mailings

~referred to in Request Number 7 were directed.

~The mailing was sent to lawyers across the country, the

(D list for which was compiled by members of the Committee.

#6. The enclosed bill from Ruder & Finn dated October 29, 1980

Cdetails the services provided and dates of such services.
Ruder & Finn basically provided messenger services, xeroxing,

~photocopying, mailing, collating and stapling and other
~miscellaneous administrative services.

*7. One mailing on behalf of the Committee was sent by Ruder
& Finn. The mailing consisted of a letter from the Commit-
tee and a copy of a news story from the September 15, 1980
National Law Journal. A copy of the letter, which was
reprinted in the October 13, 1980 issue of The National
Law Journal, is enclosed, together with a copy of the
news story included in the mailing.
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Inter-office memo

October 29, 1980

Byron Reimus
Bookkeepi ng

Law Con~nittee Expenses

ROUTE TO:

CO0N[ F I D E NT I A L

The following bills are outstanding"- for an Independent Judiciary, as of in your name,October 13. on behalf of the Connittee

Messenger Services

September 23 - October 13 $ 517.00

MailI g rams

September 23 - September 26

0 Press Kits

September 24 - September 25
Co ve rs (100)
Photocopies of Contents (3,800)
Collating & Stapling

Memo to Editors
Press Kits Follo.'zing Press Briefing

Tel ecopier Cha rges

Septenber 25 - October' 3
Additional Photocop ic

riemo to Editors & M iscellaneous Copies (1,500)

Letterhead Design & Typesetting

SUBTOTAL...........................................$ 1$ 38

To:

From:

Subject:

f

180.00

35.00
380.0

71.80

28.00

150.0

170.00

I ,531.80
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flailing

Printing -- 5,000 copies of each
a) Two-page letter, one page printed both sides
b) Tw~o-page Iational Law Journal reprint, one

page printt ies
c) Reply envelope--address printed front
d) Outside envelope--address printed back flap

1 ,109.00

Postage -- Total 3,423 letters mailed
a) Total 3,217 letters mailed at @ 15€ each 482.00
b) Total 211 letters mailed at @ 28€ each 59.08

Collating & Stapling 232.00

SFolding 145.60

Inserting /177.36
'd)

Sealing & fHetering NC

o: Delivery to Post Office 35.00
- SUBTOTAL (;IAILING) .................................... $ 2,240.04

x" Other Expenlses

Chemist's Club--September 25 Press Briefing 86.45

Out-of-Pocket Costs (Taxi 3x) 10.50

Telephone (September 23 - October 23) NC

SUBTOTAL (OTHER EXPZfJSES)..............$ 96.95

TOTAL C)UTSTA:;DiiIG.................................... $ 3,868.79
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F~OR AN INDEPENDEN JUIi
209 Eiast 56th Street

Suite I-E
New York, Ncw York 10022

(212) 9,i0-0999

TO THOSE CONCERNED ABOUT A POSSIBLE REAGAN SUPREME COURT

Will you join us in the Committee for an independent Judiciary?

" As a Committee, we support the re-election of Jimmy Carter because
the next President of the United States may appoint a majority of the Justices

S of the Supreme Court.

f The possibility of Ronald Rteagan's election presents the alarming
prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right wing ideology. On race
relations, sex discrimination, freedom of speech and press, the rights of the

o accused, and on the environment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty,
.. decency and reason. We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme

Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas. And, this co i-
o: cern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

" The Republi can platform pledges to work for the "appointment of
Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect traditional family values and
the sanctity of innocent human life." Leaders of the bar who practice across
the spectrum of legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar Association,
Leonard Janofsky said that it is "improper... very dangerous and out of order.
I would think there would be a lot of Republicans, including myself, who
would be very much disturbed." t The House of Delegates of the ABA has also
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of California,
Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological purity in his judicial nom-
inees. A recent article in a national law periodical reports that "(i)n
California, Mr. Reagan's administration often would quiz potential nominees on
the minutiae of their political thinking." His staff fed judicial selection
panels a diet of blue chip, right of center white and male nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that Jimmy Carter's
judicial appoirntments deserve high marks. ln addition to having selected
about 40 women and 50 members of minorities (more than all his predecessors
combined) out of over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual achievement. They
include law school deans and professors, Wall Street type lawyers, sole prac--
titioners, labor" lawyers and public interest lawyers. Their performance
generally has borne out the promise of their records.
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Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between adversaries,
but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the country. Those who object
to various Jimmy Carter policies and deeds have to ask not only whether
loniald Reagan would perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan
majority on tlhe Supreme Court will help create the kind of America they
want for the next generation, not merely the next four years. i

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary will: (1) Send this '
letter to other lawyers across the nation and urge them to join; (2) Solicit :
contributions to pay for mailings, advertisements and related activity; (3)
Urge its members to hold press conferences, write articles and letters to the
editor, and appear on radio and television to express their views on this is-
sue; (4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation of slrmiliar groups
throughout the country; and (5) Urge formation of student and faculty :i
groups on campuses to express the views set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in the
: election. We are asking others to join as independent members of the legal

profession, without regard to political party affiliation. The Committee is
" and will remain unaffiliatedi with any political party.

~We hope you will complete the form below and return it to us with
your contribution. If you would like our assistance or thoughts on ways to ::
communicate these crucia! issues to the general public living in your region,

C3 please don't hesitate to call us at: (212) 940-0999.

We look forward to hearing from you.

i"Chairman: THE HONORAL3LE MARVIN E. FRANKEL
Former United States District Judge

C3 Southern District, New York

Vice Chairman: JACK GREENBERG
o ~D irector- Cou nsel :

NAACP Legal Defense &, Educational Fund .

Secretary/Treasurer: RICHARD I. SEATTlE
Partner

Affiiatrin or .D. nlySimpson, Thacher & Bartlett

( ) You may list my namae ns a member of the Commrittee for an Independent
Judiciary.

( ) Enclosed please find ;.iy contribution of $
(Plea~se nm.ake checis p Tyable to "Comm, ittee for an hinc~pendent Judiciary)

NAME: •________

ArFILIA'TION.

ADDRESS:.__ __ __________



Reagan W on Judicial Ibppointments'
Containued fro'a page 1
time personal lawyer and adviser on
judicial appointments. "We certainly
wouldn't turn over (the selection
psroces to the present senators." Mr.
Snith added, an apparent reference to
Mr. Reagazn's feelings that the Scnate
is overly influeneed by liberals.

In Califonlia, Mr. Reagan's ad-
ministrationt often would quiz potential
appointees un the minutiae of their
political thinking, and his aides sug-
gest he would show no reluctance to in.
stitute a similar policy on a federal
level.
'One Heliuwa Survey'

"Anybody Reagan as president
would nominate for judge is going to
have one heiluva survey done on him."
said one veteran California court
observer.

Presumabiy, one of the issues Mr.
Reagan will be most concerned wtt is
the ontroverslal Republican p',atformn
plank, which he has embraced, calling
for the appointment of Judges who
"'respect . . . the sanctity of human
life."

Traditionally, most federal court
appointments are made by the presi.
dent upon the recommendation of the
senior senator from his party in the
state where the vacancy occurs. In the
past, the president has almost in-
variably followed the senators' wishes.
Where a state has no senators of "tue

",y president's party. a compromise can-
didate is usually appointed. f-m..e
1978. under a directive from President
Carter. federal appellate Judges are
recommended by special screening
panels.)

N Persons close to Mr. Reagan
pointedly note that the former gover.
nor has shown no reluctance in the past

O to break with tradition in matters of
judicial appointments. In his first
week as governor in 1967. they said. he
bucked convention in refusing to ac-

cept certain state senators' nomina-o tions for trial-level Judgeships.
"They said it was tradition;

Reagan said the tradition has ended.'"
said state Supreme Court Justice WiI-
1iam P. Clark Jr.. once the governor's
chief of staff.

O Plliieal Affront
Mr. Reagan's apparent determina-

tion to screen judicial candidates ex-
i' haustivety to be certain that they .m.ir-

ror his conservatism appears to stem.'
cc from a political affront he suffered at

the hands of Donald Wright. the man
he chose to be the state Supreme Court
chief justice. It was Mr. Reagan's first
Supreme Court appointment - and t
turned into one of his biggest disap-
pointments.

Mr. Wright was selected shortly
after the retirement of the reno'wnred
Chief Justice Roger Traynor. who had
been too much of a judicial activist for
Mr. Reagan's tastes.

The governor was lookie" for :'-';,

he termed a strict construct::-.lst - a
conservative who was hard on law-
and-order issues and who took a d'.m
view on expanding the rights c,! toe ac-
cuased. Above all, he wanted sorneore
who would uphold the state's d,,th
penalty law, and he thought he ha d
found such a man in Mr. Wr'eo:. an
able trial court judge wi' ' Mr
Reagan had elevated to an.in
termediate appellate bench in ..-

But in 1972. two years after he
became chief justice. Mr. Wir.L
authored the 6.t majority o':., :r -.

struck down the d,,ath pena.ty The
ruling in Pe-opls t'. Andcrao-. ' 2~.
625. came four months befo~re the i..S.
Supreme Court's broad c..r~nl 0.

validating slate capital p:; hm'ent
laws. Furma t'r. Georgia. 405 1' . 3
Justice Wright wint on to juir. other
liberal colleagues lin exp ,dh-

A 0 GO%'luOi of California, Rtonald Reagan appointed Donald Wright (left) to be the state', "chief justice. Mr . otman

tatr said he regretted the selection.

rights of the injured and the accused.and he apparently reneged on what
some Reagan associates thought was a
promise to retire in 1973. tHe eventual'
ly retired in 1977.1

Mr. Reagan later said publicly that
he regretted having appointed Mr.
Wright.-

The Wright affair spurred a
dramatic change in the way .Mr.
Reagan made his Judicial appoint-
ments. In his first term, before the
death penalty case, Judicial candidates
often didn't even know they were being
considered. Mr. Wright. for example.
said th~e only background information
he learned the administration had on
him was a single page of biographic-ti
information. Rohert S. Thom~pson. a
trial juidge elevated by Mr. Reagan ;n
1%'s to an appeallate bench. said he
never even went through an interview.

Ii I'aige'u of Questions

Rut after the death penalty rebuff, a
lengthy questionnaire - about 20
pages of inquiries seeking
biographical data and lnforncation on
past cases and philosophies - becance
.standard fare before a Ju-.iiral ca

r:
-

d~datc was considered. l'cltuwup it"
views with a battery" of advisers wiee
also required of appellate nominees

'It was a comprehensive I:r.:
very detailed.'" said Court 1' Aue.2c
Judge Robert K. Puglia. a we..-
regarded 1974 appointee know n c,: ".

conservative stances. "The ic: '.-v cav
a ere general questions abc .c a
p,.rson's llfe philosophy, .:t,.
.hi sophy and views on :n? ca! a.

s.:es." he said.
f-everal lawyers and J' gea :.n

Californ.a say the quality of Mr.Reagan's app?'t.,e court appoint'
ments dropped .-.iter his first term. and
the}" attr;b'.te rh'- change to his new
screening process.

" Iin tne intila period, the appellate
appointnments were OK. maybe a notch
- and a small one at that -weaker
than Lfornoer Gov. Edmund] Pat
Brown's." so:./ Edward Laseher, an
appellate c .:rt practlttoner and first
chairman: of the'State Bar of Califor-

nia's com:uission on :udicial appoint-
menits.

''Reagan seemed to be almost
vengefuL" Mr. Lascher said. "In the
bein nine, his judges were probably
conservative bu~t were proper
craftsn" Lote r. they were just con-
scrvcative."

Mr. Thom~pson agrees that the
quaity -. I -'cilate appointments
dro:ppe-d i Mr. Reagan's second term.
but attr'-:t~s ' r,'.oe to the departure
of Paul Ha C'.e as the governor's ap-

He s'id Mr. Haer.e, a San Fran-
elscc~ awr,"eived that partisan
relici):. n:7 ;: n the selection of

M ',r' ",, i o fd a different cx-

"I1 :':d5 that after a few
vt.:s a:T h, rznt lawyers were
a:!,,i,' :,- t:e ce ch.'"- he said.

'ti, ". cr.c k::,gs were not as

..-:e Mr car': .' mak;e no bones
a£": ... ...ge a r -their wil-

' :' - ,. t ask prospective judges

Pe,'sonls close to , hr. A',:;; /ph.te 'Al sote that

lhe has shownz no r,-hCUmc~a i t/,,: /st to break
Wzit/h tradition in fl'/,t'r's jqi 'hci upoiitits.

about their -'iews on major political is-
sules.

Herbert E. Eliingwood. Mr.
Reagan's lega. afalrs adviser, says
"it's not only Lair but reasonable" tO
ask judges about their political and
Judicial philosophies. "The Judiciary."
he said. "is not immune from accoun-
tability to the people."-

Justice Clark agrees.
'"Reagan was elected

overwhelmlngiy and he felt that was a
mandate from the voters to appoint
generally those people of his same
political philosophy somewhat across
the board." he said.
'An Inproprily'

But Bernard G. Segal. a former
president of the American Bar As-
sociation who headed the first ABA
commission on the federal judiciary.
strongly criticizes such questioning of
judicial pran*ects.

"It's an impropriety to give any
view on a sub~oct that may come
before the candidate as a judge," he
said. "It's custom not, to ask anything
about the substance of beliefs."

De.acu'e h',s irsi.steone on politically
cormpat:ulo i'o rt ih ices. Mr. Reagan
was the cot:y C.'. :hrr.ia governor in re-
cent years to :ctiveb' a upport a merit
selection systen: for .'.dicial nominees.
Ti, T :'. '- . '.', : :viee, never was

Never:':ecs'. Mr. Reagan set up
merit 'e.' 2..= 7a~e.s and never ap
poirted '.':ec w:-o= rec eived less than
a quia!lv'd rauir.g Ir-on: the panels and
the state bar.

Of cou.rs'-. mxerit selection didn't
mean .Nr Peagan ouudn't get judge.
who !o:'ca., .. s con.servative views.

Rai;-c N..ter. !or instance, was a
highly reg:'d ju:rist who left the
bench v:" tO% during a family
emergency: Wvne. i .e later tried to get
reappo~rted, he sat.!, he was told by a

LiZ ii -
: .=: ................
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Reagan staff adviser that he was "too
liberal."

Mr. Haerle said he used a lengthy
questionnaire in cases where a resume
or information on a prospective can-
didate was inadequate. Applicants
were screened "on paper," he said,
and the names sent to groups of
lawyers, the state bar and the selection
panels for advice.

The recommendations he got back
would be in the form of ratings, and the
highest-rated applicant usually got the
seat, he said, so long as the candidate
was qualified - and conservative.

•'Generally insipid'
In his eight years as governor, Mr.

Reagan put 478 lawyers on the bench
and elevated more than 150 sitting
judges. Of his new appointments, 34
were minorities - about 7 percent -
and 13 were women - about 2.6 per-
cent. None went to the appellate bench
or the Supreme Court.

His predecessor, Mr. Brown, put
399 lawyers on the bench/ including
roughly the same per'entage of
women and mirnorities.

San Francisco lawyer Melvin Belli
characterized the Reagan appointees
as "generally insipid without too much
cerebellum or cerebrum."

But many other California lawyers
said Mr. Reagan's judges were no bet-
ter and no worse than his predeces-
sor's appointments.

"Reagan's appointees are in-
distinguishable from those of Pat
Brown," said noted California legal
scholar B.E. Witkin of Berkeley, who
has authored numerous texts and
manuals and served as an appellate
and Supreme Court research attorney
for 18 years. "Very few governors go
out of their way to pick bums for the
court."

Besides Justices Wright and Clark,
the only other Reagan appointee to the
state Supreme Court is Frank
Richardson, a moderate who is praised
by lawyers across the political
spectrum as an "excellent, incisive"
judge who "doesn't let personal pique
get into his opinions."

Mr. Richardson and Mr. Clark, a
rock-hard conservative, accede to the
Reagan belief that judges should fol-
low the law, not make it. Both men are
still on the bench.

Mr. Clark's appointment had been
criticized because he had never
,finished law school and had flunked the
bar examination the first time around.
In fact. Mr. Wright. one of three state

officials who had to confirm the gover.
nor's choice, voted against the appoint-
ment.

Still, Justice Clark is gaining
respect, even if some of the praise is
going for his full-time research at-
torneys, one of whom had been with
Justice Wright and the other with the
liberal former Justice Raymond
Peters.

Mr. Clark and Judge Puglia are
considered likely U.S. Supreme Court
nominees in a Reagan administration.
'Advice atnd Consent'

Senators have pushed their choice.
for judicial nominees practically since
the time the ink dried on the U.S. Con-
stitution. which gives the president the
power of judicial appointment "with
the advice and consent" of the Senate.

By the end of the 19th century,
senators had a shorthand way of in-
dicating they didn't agree with a presi-
dent's choice by stating on the Senate
floor that the candidate was "personal-
ly obnoxious."

For the last 50 years or so, senators
in the president's party recommended

'After being stung once
by a judge, Mr. Reagan
seemed to get veng ual.'

nominees for vacancies in their dis-
trict. With rare exceptions, presidents
have agreed with them. In states
where both senators are political
adversaries of the president, Judges
are usually picked after delicate
negotiations involving the president's
power to appoint and the senator's
power to block confirmation.

The 197S Omnibus Judgeship Act,
which created 152 judicial positions,
gave the president authority to set up
merit selection panels. President
Carter's subsequent executive order
set up panels picked by the president to
find and screen candidates for the cir-
cuit courts of appeals. Senators from
about half the states have set up merit
selection panels to produce one name
or a list of names to be sent to the
president for district court nomina-
tions.

But in reality, most judges still
come from the president's party; and
any new president could easily do
away with the Carter executive order.

"Sen. Bob Dole (R-Kan.], for in-
stance. expects Democrats will be ap-
pointed to the bench in Kansas. He has
no illusions about that," a Senate
source said. And President Carter
"has no illusion that he's going to get
someone on the bench who is Dole's
arc -enemy." .

0

0
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Candidate Eyes Political Screen Test for Nominees

Reaganudges: In His Image?
i/ ,

BY JAMES S. GRANELI.
Natonal Law Journal 5Sdffkeone

IRONALD RLEAGAN feels he was betrayed by one of
his key judicial appointees when-he was governor of
California, and his aides say he won't let the same
thing happen again if he is elected president.

That resolve could lead to some of the most inten-
sive political screening of federal judicial candidates
ever, Reagan watchers say, and to uneasy confronta-
tions between the president and senators over~
nominees.

Signals from Mr. Reagan's camp suggest that the
former governor, determined to fill the federal bench
with persons who share his conservative philosophies,
may be ready to challenge a centuries-old system of
political accommodation that has given U.S. senators
virtual appointment power over federal Judges. -

"A senator from a given state would be very in-
fluential, but I'm quite certain that the senators
wouldn't be the only source of recommendations,"
~said William French Smith, Mr. Reagan's long-

~iContinued on page 8
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

APRIL 7, 1981

MUR 1308 - Interim Investigative Report #2,
dated April 2, 1981; Received in OCS,
4-6-81, 11:34

The above-named document was circulated to the

Conuuission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 4:00,

April 6, 1981.

There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.



Aprl. 6, 1981

tWJMOP]NDUN TO: MrjoriLe V. ] ns

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SU]BJECT MUI~R 1308

Please have the attached Interim Investigative Report

!distributed to the Connussion on a 24 hour no-objeco basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

pakayson: 4-6-81

cc: Blessington



BEFoRTHFEEL ELECTO OMMoIssIoN ii
April 2, 1981

In the Matter of ) o ! ..
) MUR 1308 (80)

Committee For An Independent ) 07
Judiciary ) [r ".

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #2 __

On January 19, 1981, the Commission notified the Committee for

an Independent Judiciary ("Committee") that it had found reason to

believe that the Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d,

\ and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). Included with this letter was a request

for answers to questions and production of documents. As noted in

Report #1, there was a considerable delay before the notification

reached the Committee treasurer.

0
In his response to the Commission, dated February 25, 1981, the

oD treasurer requested to resolve the matters at issue through concilia-

tion. Given the circumstances surrounding the violations, the Office

OD of General Counsel is prepared to recommend that conciliation efforts

be initiated prior to a recommendation of probable cause. A memorandum

to that effect, and a proposed agreement, will be presented to the

Commission within the next one-two weeks.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MRM1LO.ANtDUM TO : CHARLES STEELE

. RM:MARJORIE W. EM.MONS/?JARGARET CHANEY
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

DATE : FEBRUARY 12, 1981

SUBJTECT: MUR 1308 - Interim Investigative Report #i,
dated 2-9-81; Received in OCS 2-10-81, 11:35

__The above-named document was circulated to the

Conmrission on a no-objection basis at 11:00, February 11, 1981.

( There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

C,
Report at the time of the deadline.

0

r o



February 10, 1981

MEMORAUM ITO: Ma jozrie We Ezunons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJ'ECT: 140 1308

Please have the attached Interim Invest Report distributed

to the Comission. Thank you.

(M

0



\"L:F
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~ r ' F!

February 9, 1981 . WA, , 'Ry

In the Matter of )}1FB0 l:3
)

Committee For An ) MUR 1308 (80)
Independent Judiciary )

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On January 9, 1981, the Conunission found reason to

believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary

("Committee") violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d, and

L 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). A letter was sent to the Committee

* treasurer, but the return receipt has yet to be received.

F) The Office of General Counsel contacted postal

('4authorities who are attempting to trace the letter. We

have been informed, however, that the New York Post Office

O must hold the letter until February 9, 1981 before sending

~it back unclaimed. If the letter is unclaimed or lost,

(:5 this Office will once again attempt to contact the

~~respondent. /

q/S •~

Date arl.es N. Steele
General Counsel



f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

"' m y WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Judith Viadeck, Esq.
Viadeck, Elias, Viadeck

& Engeihard
1501 Broadway
New York, New York 10036

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Viadeck:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
! complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

oD of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that0D on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*63

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard L. Ganz, Esq.
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ganz:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

. The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

oD no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
C Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

.. 523-4529. .

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morris P. Glushien, Esq.
123 E. 62nd Street
New York, New York 10021

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Glushien:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a...... complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended" ' and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
oD on the basis of the information in the complaint there isno reason to believe that you have violated any statute

~within its jurisdiction.
0 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2043

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Orville H. Schell, Jr., Esq.
Hughes, Hubbard & Reed
One Wall Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1308

-- Dear Mr. Schell :

-' On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
. complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
. 3 and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

o The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

(D within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

0 523-4529.



~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William B. Spann, Jr., Esq.
3415 Habersham Road, N.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Spann:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a, ) complaint alleging that you had violated certain sectionsof the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended/ and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

vy on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statuteo within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
O Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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SFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jay Topkis, Esq.
Paul, Weiss, Rifkin, Wharton
& Garrison

345 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

, Dear Mr. Topks:

9 On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
OD and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
o on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

0D If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~523-4529.

h b
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gFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN4 RECEIPT REQUESTED

Monrad G. Paulsen, Dean
Benjamin N. Cardozo School

of Law
55 5th Avenue
New York, New York 10003

RE: MUR 1308

" Dear Mr. Paulsen:. -

' On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amendedoD and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

.-T The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

0 no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

0 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

9 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Junius Williams
24 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102

RE: MLJR 1308

Dear Mr. Williams:

gO On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
- complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
" and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
D on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
T within its jurisdiction.

0 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sara-Ann Determan, Esq.
3514 Pine Tree Terrace
Falls Church, Virginia 22041

RE: MUR 1308

D Dear Ms. Determan:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
-on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
o within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)0D 523-4529.

General Counsel
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I. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

M.D. Taracido, Esq.
Puerto Rican Legal Defense

Fund
95 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10016

.; RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Taracido:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
CD of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thatoD on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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(. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
• WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jack Greenberg, Director
Counsel

NAACP Legal Defense & Education
10 Columbus Circle
New York, New York 10619

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amendedoD and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
oon the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

CIf you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Seth N. Eufstedler
Beardsley Hufatedler
611 W. Sixth Street
Los Angeles, California 90017

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Hufstedler:

i _ On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
4 and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
o within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

0D 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Langrock, Esq.
Langrock & Sperry
15 S. Pleasant Street
Middlebury, Vermont 05753

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Langrock:

, On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

C The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

0
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
oD 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest Bonyhadi, Esq.
Stoel, Rives, Boley & Fraser
900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, 23d Fir.
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bonyhadi:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

C The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

-T no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

(0 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ",
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernard D. Fischman, Esq. i
115 Central Park West
New York, New York 10023

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Fischman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a'0 complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that ii
o on the basis of the information in the complaint there is i

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

0D If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counse-i
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D C. 2043

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles L. Black, Jr., Esq.
Sterling Professor
Yale University Law School
New Haven, Connecticut 06520

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Black:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
03 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

0 within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 2O463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MHAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Baker, Esq.
Associate Dean
University of Indiana Law School
Bloomington, Indiana 47405

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Baker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
P complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
. ! of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
0

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

o no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
CBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

._ 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Bierman, Esq.
Foley, Lardner, Hollabaugh

& Jacobs
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bierman:

O On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

CD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
- on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
oD within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
CD Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
0 523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert L. Bogomolny, Esq.
24275 Lyman Boulevard
Cleveland, Ohio 44122

RE: MUR 1308

- Dear Mr. Bogomolny:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

' ) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
CD within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

C 523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERALELECTION COMMISSION
WSH NCTON. D.C. 2043

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Liewelyn G. Pritchard
Karr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbell

._ First National Bank Building
Seattle, Washington 90104

RE: MUR 1308

NDear Mr. Pritchard:

0 On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended andoD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
oD the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
9 its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

~IiY1Y WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jane Picker, Esq.
Cleveland State University
1801 Euclid
Cleveland, Ohio 44115

..... RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Picker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
D complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

-the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0
The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

Vthe basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

~its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

a
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael H. Posner, Executive Secretary
Lawyers Committee for International Human Rights
236 East 46th

.: New York, New York 10017

N RE : MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Posner:

OD On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

~the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
oD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

03 reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

3 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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FEDERALELECTION COMMISSION
WSHINCTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morton H. Maneker, Esq.
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mandelsohn
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Maneker:

0D On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
- complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
oD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
(D the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
, ) its jurisdiction. -

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 210463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard N. Golden, Esq.
Golden, Weinshienk and Handel
10 East 40th Street

G- New York, New York 10016

RE:• MUR 1308

'NDear Mr. Golden:

0D On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
-complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ando Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
o3 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
. ) its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~EIFiY)) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED" MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Honorable Marvin E. Frankel
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE : MUR 1308

09 Dear Judge Frankel:

' On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
- complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal hlection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
C Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
C3 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
r its jurisdiction.

03 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael Meltsner, Dean
Northeastern University

of Law
360 Huntington Avenue
Boston, Massachusetts 02115

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Meltsner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended andCChapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

r The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
oD the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
~its jurisdiction.

CIf you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.
CO

General Counsel



I~& A FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WUYLV) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Nabrit, Jr.
Howard University
2400 6th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Nabrit:

On October1I0, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
OD complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

__ the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0D The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

0its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONIE I~ ~~ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 Jnay2,18

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William A. Borders, Jr., Esq.
28 50th Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20019

. ... RE : MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Borders:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended andOChapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

" The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
o the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
~its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chesterfield Smith, Esq.
Holland & Knight
92 Lake Wire Drive
Lakeland, Florida 33801

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Smith:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
I and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statuteo within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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' .)FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONWSHINCTON. D.C. 2043

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Freedman, Dean
University of Pennsylvania
Law School

3400 Spruce Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

RE: MUR1308

Dear Mr. Freedman: -..

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

0no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

C If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~523-4529.

General Counsel

V
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J'erome J. Shestack, Esq.
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

RE: HUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Shestack:

C On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

0523-4529.

General Counsel
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I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONS ~~~WASHINGTON. DC. 20463 Jnay2,18

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Julius L. Chambers, Esq.
Chambers, Stein, Ferguson &

Becton
951 S. Independence Blvd.
Suite 730
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

-" RE: MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Chambers:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

o' complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

• and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

o The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

OD within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
co 523-4529.
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ap FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Win, WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1983.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Edward Silver, Esq.
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &

Mendel sohn
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

, RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Silver:

OnOtbri,180 h omsin oiidyuo
onOtoblerg1in18 theto Coamiionnifed youai setofna

(Dompath Feeallegctou adilate certain, asaetion
o ofn thaFeeral Electn Campigne Act ofi1971,tas ameded

an-hpes9 nd9 fTte2,UntdSae oe
O The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

0 on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.
0D

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
P9 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

__523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

LaDoris Cordell, Assistant Dean
Standford University Law School
2369 University Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94303

RE: MUR 1308

~Dear Dean Cordell:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
O complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oThe Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

T reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

~its jurisdiction.

, If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

('3 523-4529.

General Counsel



I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION"
WSHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Albert J. Rosenthal, Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue
New York City, New York 10027

C RE: MUR 1308

) Dear Dean Rosenthal:

! On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
O complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of0 the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
-y Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oThe Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

CD its jurisdiction.

O If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

cc 523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Rabb, Associate Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue
New York City, New York 10027

.,RE: ?4UR 1308

~~Dear Dean Rabb:

) On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
! complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

oD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

-U The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
0 reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

~its jurisdiction.

0D If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

Y) 523-4529.

General Counsel





o r*..
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204,63

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murphy, Esq.
Columbia University Law School

._ 116 and Amsterdam Avenue
New York City, New York 10027

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Professor Murphy:

On October 10, 1980, the Commnission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
0 Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
othe basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
8 ) its jurisdiction.'

00 If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel



IFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Allen Babcock, Esq.
4 Professor of Law

Stanford University
O Palo Alto, California-- 94305

" RE: MUR 1308

o Dear Professor Babcock:

"7 On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
o complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
- Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

C The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

cO its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 2 3, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mario Obledo
915 Capitol Mall, Room 200
Sacramento, California 95814

' RE: MUR 1308

" Dear Mr. Obledo:

, On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

o complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
(D the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
~its jurisdiction.

r') If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

€0 523-4529.

General Counsel
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( i FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETUR~N RECEIPT REQUESTED

David R. Hood
c/o Carnegie Corporation of
New York

437 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: HUE 1308

C? Dear Mr. Hood:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

oD and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

0 no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

CIf you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~523-4529.

Charles N. Sel
General Counsel



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David Tatel, Esq.
Hogan & Hartson
815 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

, Washington, D.C. 20006

oD RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Tatel:

CD On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

- the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Terry Adamson, Esq.
Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
3034 Q Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20007'

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Adamson:

C:; ,,On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

- the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
¢ reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
3 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Conrad Harper, Esq.
Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett
1 Battery Park Plaza

t~a New York, New York 10022

RE:z MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Harper:

C On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
- complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
OChapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

r The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
C3 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
~its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Marian Wright Edelman, President
Children' s Defense Fund
1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1308

.8 Dear Ms. Edelman:

On October 10, 1980, the Conuuission notified you of a
OD complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
__ the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

" Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
Cits jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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) FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

4715 January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Andrew L. Johnson
33 Public Square, Suite 513
Cleve land, Ohio 44113

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

CD the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
o the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
~its jurisdiction.

CIfyuhvanqusinpesdiettetoDne

. Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

0

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL '
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven L. Kass, Esq.
Eerie, Butzel, Kass & Case
45 Rockefeller Plaza
New York, New York 10020

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Kass:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
D complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
_. the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

CD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
o Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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. ) FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~ 'i.) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Adams, Executive Director
Natural Resources Defense

Council
122 East 42nd Street

: New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1308

! Dear Mr. Adams:
oD On October 10, 1980, the Cormmission notified you of a

. complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

o3 Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no0D reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
"its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William K. Coblenz, Esq.
Jacobs, Sills, Coblenz

, 555 California Street
San Francisco, California 94104

~RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Coblenz:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
" complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
0 Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
o3 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
O its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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( 'J FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463!

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Samuel Gaines, Esq.
1801 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44114

__ RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Gaines:

On October 10, 1980, the Conuuission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
~the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
oD the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
__ 523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carole Bellows, Esq.
1 IBM Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60611

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Bellows:

o3 On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
~the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

o reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Pilpel, Esq.
Greenbaum, Wolff & Ernst
437 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

",. RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Pilpel=

oOn October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

- the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

r The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is nooD reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

wee
January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert G. Ringo, Esq.
Ringo, Walton, Eves & Gardner
605 Jefferson Street

, P.O. Box 1067
Corvallis, Oregon 97330

, RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ringo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

o the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
C the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
. 0 its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lindsey Cowen, Esq.
2665 Leighton Road
Cleveland, Ohio 44120

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Dean Cowen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
5234529.

CD

C
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463U . S January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lyn Hecht Schafran, Esq.
54 Riverside Drive
New York, New York 10024

RE: MUR 1308

%" Dear Ms. Schafran:

q On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
o complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

o its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

' 523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Floyd Abrams, Esq.
80 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Abrams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

%'P and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thatoD on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

~within its jurisdiction.

0D If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

~Since

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Brosnahan, Esq.
Morrison & Foerster
1 Market Plaza
San Francisco, California 94105

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Brosnahan:

__ On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
qmcomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amendedand Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
0D within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
0 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel
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( FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael A. Cardozo
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

j Dear Mr. Cardozo:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

o The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

.... no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
O within its jurisdiction.

r if you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

0D 523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN: RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wiley A. Branton, Esq.
825 6th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20024

RE: I4UR 1308

Dear Mr. Branton:

. On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~.of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that -C on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
_ no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.
o If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
r Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

General Counsel



0

0

qr

0



f FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIONS WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert B. McKay, Director
Aspen Institute for

Humanistic Studies
717 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

-.. Dear Mr. McKay:

• --'.On October Io, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
oD and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

" The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there isOD no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

~within its jurisdiction.

oD If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Nabrit, Jr.
Howard University
2400 6th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

_. RE:= MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Nabrit:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
OD complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
__ the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
C

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
Cits jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charres N. Steele
General Counsel



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
( ~ WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael Meltaner, Dean
Northeastern University

of Law
360 Huntington Avenue
Boston, Massachusetts 02115

RE:= MUR 1308

"Y Dear Mr. Meltsner:

On October 10, 1980, the Conmmission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended andoD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
o the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
r its jurisdiction.

C If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.
€O

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Honorable Marvin E. Frankel
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Judge Frankel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to .Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

12>1?'



pFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION !

'Y e WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL ii~
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED .i)

Edward Silver, Esq. )
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & :
Mendel sohn ..

300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022 i

~RE: MUR 1308 :

. Dear Mr. Silver: .!

NOn October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a ::
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections " !O of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ,i~~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code. i

oThe Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction. i

. If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

) 523-4529.

Sincerely, i

0.

Charles N. Steele
Geneiral Counsel .



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

w S

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Julius L. Chambers, Esq.
Chambers, Stein, Ferguson &

Becton
951 S. Independence Blvd.
Suite 730
Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

__ RE:= MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Chambers:

On October 10, 1980, the Coimission notified you of a
C complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
- of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
" and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
F on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
Cwithin its jurisdiction.

" If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jane Picker, Esq.
Cleveland State University
1801 Euclid
Cleveland, Ohio 44115

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Picker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commnission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commnission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is noreason to believe that you have violated any statute within < -..its jurisdiction. ,o'

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel ..Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

0
r.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Liewelyn G. Pritchard
Karr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbell
First National Bank Building
Seattle, Washington 90104

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Pritchard:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no :: . °.
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within ,
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel , -
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) :
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

.. ~,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463]

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Albert J. Rosenthal, Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

C3 New York City, New York 10027

TO RE: MUR 1308

' Dear Dean:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
O reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

its jurisdiction. -, .

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
0 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

S incerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



( F EDERAL ELECTION COMMiSSIO O• WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Rabb, Associate Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue
New York City, New York 10027

RE: MUR 1308

__ Dear Dean:

4 On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

o the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

O The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
0 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel "'. .... ;' Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
~523-.4529.

Sincerely, '

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael H. Posner, Executive SecretaryLawyers Committee for International Human Rights
236 East 46th
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1308
q~.

Dear Mr. Posner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)...
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

4
• ,* . ,. • , , .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 206

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murphy, Esq.Columbia University Law School
, 116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Professor:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. -....

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

/2:

0(

~,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morton H. Maneker, Esq.Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mandelsohn
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Maneker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is no .. ~
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel .. iBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) ?i
523-4529.

S ince re ly,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/ 2
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED HAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard N. Golden, Esq.
Golden, Weinshienk and Handel
10 East 40th Street
New York, New York 10016

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Hr. Golden:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is no , ..reason to believe that you have violated any statute within ..
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General CounselA

~

ii
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William A. Borders, Jr., Eag.
28 50th Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20019

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Borders:

On October 10, 1980, the Couuuission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

fw.- ~

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION6• WASHINGTON, D.C. 204630

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

LaDoris Cordell, Assistant Dean
Standford University Law School
2369 University Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94303

RE: !4UR 1308

Dear Dean:

On October 10, 1980, the Commaission notified you of ao complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
__ the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
" Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

C3 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute withino its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
3 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

Sincerely,

CaesN. Steele

General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAIL r

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED i

Barbara Allen Babcock, Esq.
oJ Professor of Law

: Stanford University
Palo Alto, California 94305

RE: MUR 1308 o

0Dear Professor:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
o complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

CD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on •

~the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

~~its jurisdiction....,!, ..

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) .
523-4529.

Sincqrely,

m . Charles N. Steele -.. !. i'

General Counsel ..
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
S WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ira Milistein, Esq.
Weil, Gotshal & Manges
767 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10022

' RE: MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Milistein:

o On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

-Y the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
oD Chapters 95 and' 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

_- The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

O reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction....

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

"S
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

j
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David Tatel, Esq.
Hogan & Hartson
815 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Tatel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. ...+ . " ++

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. + +

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

1t~ / /~2/
/ /22-f
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( FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Terry Adamson, Esq.
Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
3034 Q Street, N.W.

" Washington, D.C. 20007J)RE: MUR 1308

~Dear Mr. Adamson-

o On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

T the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
oD Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

T The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

o3 reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/4/. ?
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 :i

CERTIFIED MAIL :!

Conrad Harper, Esq.
Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett -

,.D 1 Battery Park Plaza
~New York, New York 10022

. RE: MUR 1308 !

A
Dear Mr. Harper:

0D
On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

r complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

oD the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code...

*The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on i
o3 the basis of the information in the complaint there is no i

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within K... :- o;
~~its jurisdiction. !

SIf you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel ;,, !!
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) oi
52.3-4529....

Sincerely,

~Charles N. Steele•

General Counsel * .

/ ' / .* ~ *~** a . . ..



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Marian Wright Edelman, PresidentChildren's Defense Fund
1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Edelmnan:

On October 10, 1980, the Connaission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. ., L:.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/ ~

- .~ ~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Andrew L. Johnson
33 Public Square, Suite 513
Cleveland, Ohio 44113

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On October 10, 1980, the Cortmission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneial Counsel

/2.Z 2/I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven L. Kass, Esq.
Berle, Butzel, Kass & Case
45 Rockefeller Plaza

~New York, New York 10020

~Dear Mr. Kass-

RE: MUR 1308

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

° The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. .

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

-. .?, : .<,.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Adams, Executive Director
Natural Resources Defense

Council
122 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

RE: MUR 1308

ir Mr. Adams:=

On October 10, 1980, the Comnission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no .!:
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within ' "...- :
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) .-:... ,,!
523-4529. .... .. ,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/ 2 j /
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
*. WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463 "

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William K. Coblenz, Esq.
Jacobs, Sills, Coblenz

~555 California Street
9 San Francisco, California 94104

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Coblenz:

-On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of

o the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

(3 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on0the basis of the information in the complaint there is no ....
~~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within : :

its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

c Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Samuel Gaines, Esq.
1801 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44114

RE: MUR 1308

Dea Mr. Gaines:On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofoD the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

- If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~523-4529.

Sincerely, * .~

~
4-.

Charles N. SteeleGenekal Counsel

4
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20)463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carole Bellows, Esq.
1 IBM Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60611

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Bellows:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

- The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ..

Sincerely,

~9I
Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

~- - *~~$;i ~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mario Obledo

15Capitol Mall, Room 200
S~acramento, California 95814

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Obledo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there, is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

• .< " iI. ,,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Pilpel, Esq.
Greenbaum, Wolff & Ernst
437 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: PER 1308

Dear Ms. Pilpel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. .

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/22 2/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C 2046

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert G. Ringo, Esq.
Ringo, Walton, Eves & Gardner
605 Jefferson Street
P.O. Box 1067
Corvallis, Oregon 97330

N.

RE: NUR 1308

D5ear Mr. Ringo:- ) On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofoD the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and~Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is no~reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

I~22 ~2/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lindsey Coven, Esq.
2665 Leighton Road
Cleveland, Ohio 44120

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Dean Cowen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended andChapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that onthe basis of the information in the complaint there is noreason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction,

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
5234529.

Sincerely,

I

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

.- .. .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lyn Hecht Schafran, Esq.
54 Riverside Drive
New York, New York 10024

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Schafran:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincere ly,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

2
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
REURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Floyd Abrams, Esq.80 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Abrams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

/42/9/

Charles N. Steele i
General Counsel

0_
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(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
S WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Brosnahan, Esq.
Morrison & Foerster
1 Market Plaza
San Francisco, California 94105

RE: MUR 1308

N Dear Mr. Brosnahan:

~On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections,'W of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
O and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

S The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there isn~o reason to believe that you have violated any statute

•within its jurisdiction,
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
p) 523-4529.

O Sincerely,

~Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Xz~ ~k ~



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael A. Cardozo
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Cardozo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election -Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/2~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED HAILRETURN 'RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wiley A. Branton, Esq.
825 6th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20024

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Branton:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

/ 2 ~ 69,'
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O46

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert B. McKay, Director
Aspen Institute for

Humanistic Studies
717 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. McKay:

On October io, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

iZ/¢
&
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Judith Viadeck, Esq.
Viadeck, Elias, Viadeck

& Engeihard
1501 Broadway
New York, New York 10036

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Viadeck:

& On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a~ complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
'--'of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

i and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

~no-reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

C
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

o 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

f /22 e~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard L. Ganz, Esq.
Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ganz:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections .. !
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction. :

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel ,...,/
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)... :''
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

--.

C:)

• : ..'- . . ,



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2046?1

CERTIFIED HAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morris P. Glushien, Esq.
123 E. 62nd Street
New VYork, New York 10021

RE: MUR 1308 .~

Dear Mr. Glushien:

/ On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
: omplaint alleging that you hdviolated ceti setions

/ of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
ra nd Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

fO The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

- no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

0
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

~~523-4529.... ::i  :;

~~Since rely, i

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

,..

A,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Orville H. Schell, Jr., Esq.
Hughes, Hubbard & Reed
One Wall Street
New York, New York 10005

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Schell:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

Sincerely,

• - . .K

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

(262?I

--, -r , .. .1 , . . . .. . .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC. 20*63

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William B. Spann, Jr., Esq.
3415 Habersham Road, N.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Spann:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sectionsof the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thaton the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/
/2~ f2,'
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~~~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION ,i!
SWASHINGTON. D.C. 20491 i!

• i I

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

V
Jay Topkis, Esq.
Paul, Weiss, Rifkin, Wharton -.
& Garrisonr'

34-5 Park Avenue :!'
New York, New York 10022 'i

RE: MUR 1308 -

Dear Mr. Topkis :

On October 10, 1980, the Coimuission notified you of a ,:
"" complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended :
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that•
0 on the basis of the information in the complaint there is.,:. '.

Vr no reason to believe that you have violated any statute .;
within its jurisdiction. .

0D-. .-'"
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel"'

. O Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)-i"
O 523-4529.•,?

Since re ly,

Charles N. Steele :i
General Counsel

,8 £7

..



(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2046

CERTIFIED MAIL...
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Monrad G. Paulsen, Dean i
Benjamin N. Cardozo School

of Law
55 5th Avenue
New York, New York 10003 .:

; RE: HUR 1308

Dear Mr. Paulsen:

A. On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a- " ~omplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections ;
, Sf the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

O The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
0 on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction. "

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel.....:
O Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
X 523-4 529.•. ...

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

F -



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204fa

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Junius Williams
24 Commerce Street
NeWark, New Jersey 07102

RE : MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Williams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

/2
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20461

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sara-Ann Determan, Esq.
3514 Pine Tree Terrace
Falls Church, Virginia 22041

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms . Determan:

On October i0, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sectionsof the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amendedand Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thaton the basis of the information in the complaint there isno reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counself~1,

* .* ~ *.***<* .***. t 1 7
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204613

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

M.D. Taracido, Esq.
Puerto Rican Legal Defense
Fund

95 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10016

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Taracido:

On October io, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thaton the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to DanielBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

I Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/

4-

-j
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204%3~

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jack Greenberg, DirectorCounsel
NAACP Legal Defense & Education
10 Columbus Circle
New York, New York 10619

RE: ?4UR 1308

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

4'. On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of aO complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections..... of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
ini~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined thaton the basis of the information in the complaint there isno reason to believe that you have violated any statute :;
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel " " vBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely, :

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

-. 
2

0

0O

l .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046j

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Seth N. Hufatedler
Beardsley Hufstedler
611 we Sixth Street
Los-Angeles, California 90017

221
__ Dear Mr. Hufstedler-

0

0

4q.

RE: MUR 1308

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

(/2
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/2
2/2/

.. . ,.
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Langrock, Esq.
Langrock & Sperry
15 S. Pleasant Street
Middlebury, Vermont 05753

RE: MUR 1308

-i) Dear Mr. Langrock:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

~and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
oD The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

r on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

o within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)0523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele .

General Counsel

I:! '. 
..?2 / s
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON, D.C. 204641

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest Bonyhadi, Esq.
Stoel, Rives, Boley & Fraser
900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, 23d Fir.
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE : MUR 1308

" Dear Mr. Bonyhadi:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0 The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

o within its jurisdiction.

~If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
o3 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529. •*• ... ' ',

S incere ly,

Charles N. Steele i!i,:
General Counsel .

v*,,



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20461.

CERTIFIED MAIL !ii
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David R. Hood
d/o Carnegie Corporation of :

New York .i
4 37 Madison Avenue .!i
New York, New York 10022 ;!

RE: MUR 1308 : I

Dear Mr. Hood:...i

OnOtbr1,18,the Conunission notified you of a :iiii
~~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections .;

o of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended :
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
0 on the basis of the information in the complaint there is :

~~no reason to believe that you have violated any statute .i

within its jurisdiction."

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel-%
~Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

5 2 3 - 4 5 2 9.•'k

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele -i
General Counsel ..

... ,J

~•



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED NAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernard D. Fischman, Esq.
115 Central Park West
New York, New York 10023

RE: MUR 1308

.. Dear Mr. Fischman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/6/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2046?1

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles L. Black, Jr., Esq.Sterling Professor
Yale ° University Law School
Nev Haven, Connecticut 06520

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Black:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ,, .

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

~- I'r -.
~ ~'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Baker, Esq.
Associate Dean
University of Indiana Law School

BlomigtnIndiana 47405

~Dear Mr. Baker:

RE: NUR 1308

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. '.. ." ..

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

//'1 -2)2/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Bierman, Esq.
Foley, Lardner, Hollabaugh

& Jacobs
1 775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.shinhigton, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bierman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
523-4529.

Daniel
(202)

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/

. . -.,,,. . ., :. .: - .
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

•Robert L. Bogomolny, Esq.
24275 Lyman Boulevard
Cleveland, Ohio 44122

~RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bogomolny:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of aL complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
~of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
0

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
~on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute0D within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel 'oBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

3"0.
QO Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

3 .-



0

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAILRETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chesterfield Smith, Esq.
Holland & Knight
92-Lake Wire Drive
Lakeland, Florida 33801

RE: MUR 1308

__ Dear Mr. Smith:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them toBlessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
523-4529.

Daniel(202)

Sincerely,

I
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

I
'~4 *-r- ,..

r .



~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2O061

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Freedman, Dean
University of Pennsylvania .

Law School
3400 Spruce Street i
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104 !

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Freedman:
Lfl

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
~complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
o and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
o on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
~within its jurisdiction.

C If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel : •?

y) Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) ... .

523-4529...

" ~Sincerely, ii

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

A.• /./2
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2046

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jerome J. Shestack, Esq.
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Shestack:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of acomplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

°If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. .. ."

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

iv
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee for an Independent
Judiciary, et al.

MUR 1308

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 9, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions regarding MUR 1308:

1. Find REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated
2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d, and 26 U.S.C.
S 9012 (f).

2. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C.
SS 434, 441a, ro 26 U.S.C. S 9003(b) (2).

3. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the following
individuals have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters
95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code:

Floyd AbramsJohn H. Adams
Terry Adamson
Barbara Allen Babcock
John Baker
Carole Bellows
James Bierman
Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordel1
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman

Charles L. Black
Robert L. Bogonolny
Ernest Bonyhadi
William A. Borders, Jr.
Wiley A. Branton
James Brosnaham
Michael A. Cardozo
Arthur Murphy
James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obeldo
Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker
Harriet Pilpel
Michael H. Posner

(Continued)



CERTIFICATION - MUR 1308First General Counsel's Report
Dated January 6, 1981

Marvin E. Frankel
James 0. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
Howard L. Ganz
Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden
Jack Greenberg
Conrad Harper
David R. Hood
Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson,
Stephen L. Kass
Peter Langrock
Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker
Michael Meltener
Ira Millstein

Llewelyn G. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb
Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran
Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
N. D. Taracido
David Tatel
Jay Topkis
Judith Vladeck
Junius Williams
Richard I. Bettie

Jr.o

4. Approve and send the letters as submitted withthe First General Counsel's Report dated
January 6, 1981.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. EmmonsSecretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-6-81, 1:58Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-6-81, 11:00

Page 2

Date



Januar 6, 19812

MEMORMNDWI TO: Marjorie W. Eammons
FROM: 33issa T. Garr

SUBJ-CT: MUR 1308

Please have the attached First OC Report distributed

, to the Comuission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thahk you.

tip

0

0-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR # 1308"
BY 0GC TO THE COMMISSION /- !DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY 0CC: October 10,' 1980

STAFF MEMBER (S)

Daniel Blessington'..

COMPLAINANT: Reagan Bush Committee

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Committee for an Independent Judiciary, et al.

Li? RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. SS 431(4), 433(a), 434, 441a and 441d;
and 26 U.S.C. SS 9003(b)(2) and 9012(f)o.

0 INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Public Records j ,

o FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

(DSUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS U' ..

On October 10, 1980 Loren Smith, Chief Counsel of the
Reagan Bush Committee ("Reagan Bush"), filed a complaint with
the Commission on behalf of Reagan Bush against the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary ("Committee"), its treasurer
and sixty named individuals. The complaint is based upon a
full page advertisement which appeared in the National Law
Journal of October 13, 1980, in which the Committee communicated
its support for Jimmy Carter's presidential efforts and its
misgivings with respect to the type of appointments Ronald
Reagan might make to the Supreme Court were he to be elected
President. (Attachment #1)o

The complaint charges: that the Committee is a political
committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. S 431(4); that an
advertisement such as the one complained of costs $1,850
(according to information purportedly received from the
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National Law Journal by the complainant); that the ad expresslyadvocates the election of a clearly identified candidate; that,
at the time of the complaint, the Committee was not registered
with the Federal Election Commission ("Commission"); and that the
advertisement failed to state who paid for it and whether or not
it was authorized by a candidate. Based on the above, the com-
plaint indicates that there are violations of: 2 U.s.c. S 433(a)
for the Committee's apparent failure to register within 10 days
of becoming a political committee 1I/; 2 U.S.C. S 434(b)(3) for
the Committee's alleged failure to attempt to acquire contributor
identification; and 2 U.S.C. S 441d for the Committee's alleged
failure to disclose in the advertisement who paid for it and
whether or not it was authorized by a candidate.

In addition, the complaint states the possibility that
there have been violations of 2 U.S.C. SS 434 and 441a and

j 26 U.S.C. S 9003(b)(2).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

4 A. The Commi ttee

0
1. Registration

2 U.S.C. S 433(a) requires political committees to file a
o statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a political

committee. A political committee is defined in 2 U.S.C. S 431(4)
as "any committee, club, association or other group of persons

owhich receives contributions aggregating in excess of $1,000
during a calendar year or which makes expenditures aggregating
in excess of $1,000 during a calendar year. .. ." In its
monthly report for the period ending September 30, 1980, the

~Committee disclosed that it had received contributions of
$1,445. (Attachment *3). Since the Committee did not
register with the Commission until October 18, 1980, it appears
to have violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by not filing its statement
of organization within the required 10 day period.

In its response to the Commission notification of
receipt of the complaint, the Committee apologized for "the
inadvertent delay in filing its Statement of Organization,"
indicating it had received contributions in excess of

1/ The Committee filed a Statement of Organization with the
Commission on October 18, 1980, which indicated it had
become a political committee on September 30, 1980.
(Attachment *2).



$1000 on September 30 and contending that it had made no
expenditures prior to that date. (Attachment #4, p.2). 2/

2. Disclaimer

2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) provides:

Whenever any person makes an expenditure for
the purpose of financing communications expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or solicits any contribution
through any broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine,
outdoor advertising facility, direct mailing, or any
other type of general public political advertising,
such communication --

(1) if paid for and authorized by a candidate, an
oD authorized political committee of a candidate, or

L its agents, shall clearly state that the communica-
tion has been paid for by such authorized political

~committee, or

o (2) if paid for by other persons but authorized by a
candidate, an authorized political committee of a

~candidate, or its agents, shall clearly state that
o the communication is paid for by such other persons

and authorized by such authorized political committee;

(3) if not authorized by a candidate, an authorized
o political committee of a candidate, or its agents,

shall clearly state the name of the person who paid
for the communication and state that the communication

( is not authorized by any candidate or candidate's
committee.

The H~ational Law Journal advertisement expressly advocated
the election of a clearly identified candidate by stating that
it "supports Jimmy Carter for President • • ." See Buckley v.
Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 44n. 52. Although the advertisement did
indicate who paid for it, it did not state whether or not it
had been authorized by a candidate. It appears, therefore,
that the Committee is in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d with
respect to this particular advertisement.

2/ Schedule E of the Committee's 30 day post general election
report, however, indicates an expenditure of $3,568.79 on
August 1L7, 1980. (Attachment *8, p.4).
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In his response to the Commission, the Committee treasurer,
Richard I. Beattie, has acknowledged the above-described deficiency,
attributing it to an apparent oversight. (Attachment #4 p. 3)
Enclosed with this response, however, was a copy of another adver-
tisement which was carried in the N °v York Law .Thrhal. The
latter advertisement is identical in all respects to the first,
except for its inclusion of the additional disclaimer language:
"The Committee is not authorized by any candidate or any candidate's
committee." (Attachment #5). 3/

Section 441d appears to have been violated, although the
circumstances support the Committee's contention that it was
an oversight.

3. Re~orting

2 U.S.C. s 434 details the reporting requirements for
political committees. Subsection 434(b)(3) requires that each
report filed must identify each "person . . . who makes a

-" contribution. ., during the reporting period, whose contribution
~or contributions have an aggregate amount or value in excess

of $200 within the calendar year . . . " A review of Committee
~reports does not suggest that there has been a violation of

either this general section or the identification provision.
0 In its monthly report for the period ending September 30, 1980,
~the Committee itemized one contribution in excess of $200, and

it contained the required identification. (Attachment #3,
o3 page 3). The Committee's 30 day post-general election report

also shows one itemized contribution in excess of $200 which
~contains the required identification (Attachment #8 p.3).

At this time, therefore, it does not appear that there is
reason to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 434.

4. •contribution' Limits

2 U.S.C. S 441a imposes contribution limits on individuals
and political committees. The Committee's Statement of Organi-
zation (Attachment #2) indicates that it is an unauthorized,
single candidate committee, and its pre-general and post-general
election reports have itemized its only reported expenditures
on Schedule E, "Itemized Independent Expenditures" (Attachments
#4, p. 4 and #8 p. 4, respectively). Since there is no other
evidence suggesting that these expenditures are in fact excessive
contributions, it does not appear at this time that the Committee
has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a.

3/ The same advertisement was also carried in Legal TLimes of
Washington in its editions of October 13 and 20, 1980, and
the full disclaimer was included. (Attachment #6).



5. Conditibns For Eligibility

26 U.s.C. S 9003(b)(2) sets out conditions to which a
major party candidate must certify, and cannot be violated as
such. In any case, the Committee did not make such a certi-
fication. Accordingly, the Commission should find no reason
to believe that the Committee has violated this provision."

6. Unauthorized Expenditures and Coht~ibbtions

26 U.S.C. s 9012(f) provides:

[I]t shall be unlawful for any political committee
which is not an authorized committee with respect
to the eligible candidates of a political party
for President and Vice President in a presidential
election knowingly and willfully to incur expendi-

--. tures to further the election of such candidates,
which would constitute qualified campaign expenses,

12 if incurred by an authorized committee of such
candidates, in an aggregate amount exceeding
S$1,000.

0D Although the complaint did not charge a violation of the above
"4" provision, it appears that the Committee has violated it. The

pre-election report filed by the Committee on October 24, 1980
o indicates that the Committee expended a total of $2,150 in

support of Jimmy Carter for advertisements in the National Law
" Journal (Attachment #7). In addition, the Committee filed a

t 24 hour independent expenditure report and a 30 day post-general
election report which indicated further expenditures in support
of Jimmy Carter (Attachments #8 and #9). It appears, therefore,
that the Committee has violated 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by incurring

O expenditures in excess of $1,000 on behalf of an eligible
candidate.

Given the recent decision declaring 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)
unconstitutional, 4/ the Commission's future enforcement of
the provision is brought into question. It is the view of
this Office that the declaratory judgment must be given due
consideration by the Commission, but that such consideration
does not preclude the Commission from making an initial finding
pending the outcome of the appeal. Accordingly, this Office
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that the
Committee has violated 26 U.S.C. S 90i2(f) by incurring

4/ Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change, Nos.
80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980) (Three-Judge
Court), notice of appeal filed with the United States
Supreme Court on October 8, 1980.



expenditures in excesss of $1000 in behalf of candidate Jimmy
Carter 5/.

B. The Sixty Named Individuals

The complaint was filed against the Committee, its treasurer
and the "purported members" of the Committee. (Attachment #1, p.1)
With the possible exception of the charge involving 2 U.S.C.
S 441a, however, the violations complained of in the present
circumstances are more properly directed at a committee - not
officers or members of, or contributors to, a committee. More-
over, Committee reports on file with the Commission do not
suggest that any of the sixty named respondents has exceeded
his or her contribution limitations to the Committee under
2 U.S.C. S 441a.

For the foregoing reasons, the Office of General Counsel
-- recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that

the sixty individual respondents named in the complaint, and
tn the Committee treasurer, have violated the Federal Election
,% Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters 95 or 96 of

Title 26, United States Code.

Recommendations

1. Find reason to believe that the Committee for an(D Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d,
~and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f).

oD 2. Find no reason to believe that the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C. SS 434, 441a or

~26 U.S.C. S 9003(b)(2).

Q0 3. Find no reason to believe that the following individuals
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended or Chapters 95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

Floyd Abrams Charles L. Black, Jr.
John H. Adams Robert L. Bogomolny
Terry Adamson Ernest Bonyhadi
Barbara Allen Babcock William A. Borders, Jr.
John Baker Wiley A. Branton
Carole Bellows James Brosnaham
James Bierman Michael A. Cardozo

5/ According to Committee reports presently on file with
the Commission, it appears that the Committee has
made independent expenditures in the amount of $8,945.
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Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordell
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman
Marvin E. Frankel
James 0. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
Howard L. Ganz
Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden
Jack Greenberg
Conrad Harper
David R. Hood
Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson , Jr.
Stephen L. Kass
Peter Langrock
Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker
Michael Meltsner
Ira Millstein

Arthur MurphyJames M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obeldo
Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker
Harriet Pilpel
Michael H. Posner
Liewelyn G. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb
Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran
Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
M. D. Taracido
David Tatel
Jay Topk is
Judith Viadeck
Junius Williams
Richard I. Bettie

4. Approve and send attached letters.

Attachments

Attachment #1 -

Attachment #2 -

Attachment #3 -

Attachment #4 -

Attachment #5 -

Attachment #6 -

Attachment #7 -

Attachment *8 -

Attachment #9 -

Reagan Bush Complaint (4 pages)Statement of Organization (1 page)
September Monthly Report
Committee Response to Notification
of Complaint (3 pages)

Copy of ad appearing in New York
Law Journal (Exhibit A to Response of
Committee for an Independent Judiciary)
(1 page)
Copy of ad appearing in Legal Times (1 page)
12 Day Report preceding General Election
(4 pages)
30 Day Post-General Election Report (4 pages)
24 Hour Report of Independent Expenditures
( 3 pages)

Letter to Richard I. Beattie with attached "Request For Answers
To Questions and Production of Documents (5 pages)

Sample letter to Sixty individual respondents named in complaint
(3. page)

0



.7 ReaganBush Coaunilee

October 9, 1980

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf c !..
Chairman - -.
The Federal Election Commission .
1325 K Street, N.W. ..
Washington, D.C. 20463 _ .

Dear Mr. Chairman: ,,.

On behalf of the Reagan Bush Committee I am filing this
" complaint, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§ 437g against the Committee

for an Independent Judiciary located at 209 E. 56th Street,
-" Suite IE, New York, New York 10022, its treasurer, Richard I.
L Beattie and the following individuals, who are the purported
L')members of the committee: Floyd Abrams, John H. Adams, Terry
~Adamson, Barbara Allen Babcock, John Baker, Carole Bellows,

James Bierman, Charles L. Black, Jr., Robert L. Bogomolny,o Ernest Bonyhadi, William A. Borders, Jr., Wiley A. Branton,
James Brosnahan, Michael A. Cardozo, Julius L. Chambers,

~William K. Coblenta, La Doris Corell, Lindsey Cowen, Sara-Ann
O Determan, Marian Wright Edelman, Bernard D. Fischmian, Marvin
C E. Frankel, James 0. Freedman, Samuel T. Gaines, Howard L.
~Ganz, Morris P. Glushien, Howard N. Golden, Jack Greenberg,

Conrad Harper, David R. Hood, Seth M. Hufstedler, Andrew L.
OJohnson, Jr., Stephen L. Kass, Peter Langrock, Robert B. McKay

Morton M. Maneker, Michael Meltsner, Ira Millstein, Arthur') Murphy, James M. Nabrit, Jr., Mario Obledo, Monrad G. Paulsen,
~Jane Picker, Harriet Pilpel, Michael H. Posner, Liewelyn G.

Pritchard, Harriet Rabb, Robert G. Ringo, Albert J. Rosenthal,
Lynn Hecht Schafran, Orville H. Schell, Jr., Jerome J. Shestack,
Edward Silver, Chesterfield Smith, William B. Spann, Jr., M.D.
Taracido, David Tatel, Jay Topkis, Judith Vladeck, and Junius
Williams.

This complaint is based upon a serious violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. It involves
violations of sections 433(a), 441d, 434(b) (3), of Title 2 of
the U.S. Code as well as possible violations of 2 USC § 434
2 USC § 441a and 26 USC § 9003(b) (2).
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The basis of this complaint is an illegal independent :
expenditure made by an unregistered group which may be improp- i
erly coordinated with the Carter Reelection campaign. The i
October 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal carried
an advertisement (see Exhibit A) using out-of-context and i
untrue statements to attack Governor Reagan's campaign and - )
the Reagan judicial philosophy. The ad indicated that it
was produced by The Committee for an Independent Judiciary
and the above named persons. The ad also solicited funds for
further such ads and for further anti-Reagan pro-Carter ' !
electoral activity.

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary calls itself
a committee. It is a group that has apparently received
contributions and it solicits contributions in this ad. The
National Law Journal informed my office that a full page ad
costs $1850 and that the ad would have to have been placed
no later than September 25, 1980. The ad expressly advocates i
the election of a clearly identified candidate--Jimmy Carter ...
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary is therefore a i

._ "political committee" as defined in 2 USC i 431(4).

2 USC § 433(a) requires all political committees to file i
a statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a i

J political committee. The public records division of the FEC i
informed my office on October 8, 1980, that the Committee for !

03 an Independent Judiciary had not registered with the Commis-
~~s ion. •ii

o 2 USC 441d requires any person who makes an expenditure9
"expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly

~identified candidate, or solicits any contribution through any
t') ...magazine..." to include a disclaimer stating who paid for

the advertisement and whether or not it is authorized by the
,'O candidate. The enclosed ad does not carry the required

disclaimer.

The disclaimer provisions were originally included in the !
Act to prevent dirty tricks. The disclaimer is also necessary
to warn contributors that they are contributing to a federal i
political committee. In this case contributors are not on !
notice that their contributions will count against their in-
dividual limits, possibly require disclosure and go to federal
electoral activity. The solicitation makes no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required by 2 USC i 434(b) 3).

Since the ad carries no disclaimer we are unsure whether .
this is an independent expenditure, an unlawful contribution !
to the Carter/Mondale Committee, or an improper expenditure
by the Carter/Mondale Committee.
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Since we do not know who is really behind this committee
nor when it really was formed nor how much money it has raised
or spent we do not know whether it has violated the disclosure
provisions of 2 Usc £ 434, the limitations in 2 USC £ 441a or
the ban on private contributions to the Carter/Mondale Committee
in 26 USC 1 9003(b) (2).

We ask the Commission for an immediate action against these
violations and a speedy investigation of the other possible
violations. We request that the Commission seek to enjoin
further illegal actions of this kind by this group. Since it
is almost inconceivable that this group of attorneys was
totally ignorant of the federal law we must assume that this ad
was a knowing and willful violation of the law and should be
dealt with as such.

Under penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of
section 1001 of title 18, United States Code, I swear that

~the above is true to the best of my knowledge.

-- Yours truly,

NILoren A. Smith

O Chief Counsel

TF LAS/ jac

o Enclosure

~Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of October, 1980.

Notary Pu lic in and for Alexandria, VA

MY. COMMISSION EXPRES NQVE ,8ER 5, 1 S



,Reagan Bush c inittee Complaint -- Exhib. 1V-, - October 9, 1980
%iMudi. Ciclober is. 1me THI . 4r"IO AL lI tW JIM U1.Al

A 0vIEtL ME~ti To Those Concerned .

About A PossibleReagan Supreme Court:
• A5 J BILL YOU join ua in the Committee for an lade-

• V %3 I:endent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Independlent Judiciary

WVsupports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The possiblity of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming p:rospect Of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wi ng ideolOgy. On rac.e relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and prea, the rights of th accused, and on the envron.
mere tie Court hs been a buel of lbery. d~crny arid resn.
We fear that a Reagan appoinmted majority on the Suprernq
Court would change the law for the worse in all these &eas.
And, this concern extends to all levels of the !ud'c;ary. as ,well.

The Republican plaform pledges to work for the "appoint-
ment of Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values arid the sanctity of innocent-human
life." Leaders of the bar whod practice across the SpeCtrum of
legal issues nave deplored trie plaril as an 'dofogca: test for
judicial aopoir'tment. Forrer President of tinc Amercan Bar
Association. Leonard .Jariofsy Said that 't 'S ".trproper
very dangerous and out of order. I would think :Pete wouO tie
a tot of Republicans, including myself. who would be very
much disturtipd." The House of Oeao's of tre ABA has
adogted a resoluIon condemning thIe ota , As Governor of
Calhfornia. Ronald Reagan made every effo:r to .risure oaeoc'g~cal
purity in his judicial nominees. The Nabona Law Journal reports
that "iln California, Mr. Reagan's adminis 'trato often wou'd' puiz
ociential no,',nees on te minutiae of their politial tmnkir.g
His stat f ed: judc~aJ seemion pamnels a diet of blue Chi, r'gnt of
oa'4m wulte aind male rnornir~ne.

On the other hand, there Is near unanimity that! JimmyCarter's judicial appointments deserve high marka. In addi-.
lion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of,
minorities (more than all hIs predecessors combined) out of1
over 250 appointments, hie ChOicesN have virtually all hiad
backgrounds of profe~sionl excellenc, and high intelletual
achievement, They include law SChool deans and professors."
Wall Street typ)e lawyers, soie practitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne Out the promise of their recordls.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the
country ThOSe who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and dleeds have to ask not only whether Roalcd Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
iorty on the Supreme Court will hei; create the kind Of
America they want for the next generation, not merely the next
four years

The Committee will: 1 )Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join 2) Solc~t ContrO.,tons 10 pay for rYmhlngs.
advertisements and related aCtiwvt1 3) Urge :tS members to
hoid p:ress conferences, write arties iind letters to the tditar.
andi apoear on radio and tetewiso. to express their views on
this issue. 41 Urge undertaking reli-ied dctivty and formation
of Similar groups throughout the coun:ry 5) Urge formation of
student and faculty groups on campuses to express thO views
set forth in thOe statement.

The Committee will not take any position on Other iSSues in
the election.

We hope you will c~mplete the coupon andi return it to us
with your contribution.

CO M MITTEE IN FO RMATION tAriUA ;,ON .,Si 'u,.y t. r, ,v..i-iu,, auc.,
Royd Abrane, Lawyer. ff4VC). Jebe N. Adlam, Esecurniv Direcr. NeruralfPesouircu Defense Council.

,NYCi. Terry AdeeN1oii, Oannner Henseff. Post. Brat¢neon £1 Dcrsey f Wlal/ 0 C ). Serbra Allenlebeoch,
Proaf. Of Law. StanfOrd Univ Lea School (Sren~to,. Jobi lker ASSOC. Deant. Univ of Indana Law
Sc.tooi 'Blcomngon]l. Rich'ard I. atle. Pa.,tner, S~niao.', Tilacher £ Bartlett !NYC,. Trea$urer Cee
Seiea 0aer Pres. Illinois Sta re La Ass ( ChiCUgO,. Jeee Slrne, Partner FOiey. Lardrne,. Ho).
iIeaiugh a COOSi /weeh 0 C ). Clterlee L. ec. Jr., Storting Proessor. ViIe Uni/ v Law SchIOOl fNew
MI,,en). Robert L. heemln. Dean. Cleveland.-'Als-aj Cce:ego of Law Cleeiend. Enee Soeyhedl.
PartneOr Sloe!. P;. .e*Boley 5 ¢,iuser (P~r.;'ro Qre wuiiem %. erder, Jr.. P'gS, var cnai Bar AS~n

P~enter. 'AOrrison andl COers'er ain Francisco Mact=¢ A. cerdoxe, ODr,.'.r :os5Aller Pose• Coeti &
.'aeiesohn iHYC) J'JihS L. ChieeIIra. Paee, Cner"Oes. St ein i Feg s on & B e ct on C narlo nei wuR.
lIm K. ColenU, P, tner ,'acoo. Sills 4 CoO'enr 'San Fr-anciscoi. La Oon'al Cordeil. AS, t, Dean Sean.
ford Univ Law Schol0 .$rlntOr ). LMa Cewe., Dea,'. ThomaS Bacvs Scfiooi Of Law Wesiern
Reseorve Univ {Cleclalno,. eare.Ann Oeerwien, Pee. fogan & ettSon (Wash 0 C, at enl Wrihtl
Id elma. ares.. Chldrfe's' D Ieen$ F=und (Wash9 C C, Benr O,~rle. Fich erv. arti. Shea 5 Goulid
iftYCi. Makrv £. Prarinl. Former U S. Dil "udfge Sduthern Dis. Al V (NYC,. Chakrman, James 0.
Fredmsa. Deai,. Univ Of 0 e~nsvlvav,* Law Sc.ool A:' .Samuel T. Game.. :st 0

reS. the Ba' As.
sn of Gretrer Clee'a-d (C~aeearoj. wardl U. Gena. Partner+ P'esvae' Rose Gcerz £ i.ee'esohn
cr ,C;.. Moent P. Gitiahler'. Lawye' 4 ArOafrufor 'Id VC,. Hmoard N. diaden. Paere. Goioen.,fteinslt,ent
I& Mulnde, iNVC}; Javik Greenbelrg Oirector.Counse!. NAACP Lanei Defense I duCacnal .Fund 'rNYC.
.;eCfia'.maift Conra Harper'. Partner, Sin'Oscn. Tfiacfter £ Barrier, (NvC,. Deavid R. Hood. Lawyer

iN i'Cj, Sat M. HufaiedI , c:ast Preg. Cai+tor.a Sat~e Bar Assn iCeasforn,a, Andrew L Janram. Jr.,
Past P-es. Bar Assn Of G.reater Cleveland iCieveea. Stephen L. Kasa, Paiv 9er. Serle. Burial, Kass &
Case iNV'C. Peter Lanrock. Cha:rman. Sec on 'OuOie Pigrrs Resposoiuiry. ADA (fMid'eourg.
i/errnonft Robert C. McKay, D'rector. .dist'ce O'*zgrl.n. Aspen inst for HuinaisiSt$udies iNYCj.
Moto U. Manbe. Pu'tnr 

0
'#raXi~er Roser Goa & &E~naei$of~n i!NYC). ihael Meltlner. Dee".

fdoneastern Univ Sch'oOl of Law ,'BOatoi. ire Ml!itOaqe Pae'er Weil Gots.nai I Uarges ,NYCJ Arthur
Murpy, Prof of Law, Colu'oiae Uniw Law ScOt'Oi !NrC, Jelme U .iabrit. Jr.. Pas5. E n,.ritus. HOward
LI'iir iA's D C . Marl. Oblede. Sec:rery~ Caii, Dept a' Health 5 .eilee. 

0 ast Pre. Ade,,can
American Legal Defense Fund Sacramento+ IMoirad G. Peuiaev, Dee" Ca'oZOo Sch ool Of L.w N ici
Jan e Pikerl. Profesisor Of Liaw. C!eva!andO Si Univ 'Cieweierid;. HeIrnet Plibel, Partner. Gjreertocum
We'fl & Ernst .'NY'Cg Mkichael H. POenelr, EeOc Sac Lawye's Cormn".te bar 'ntiNun,'. Righ tS ,NYC,.
Liev'eey 0. Prutcherd Poatar. Kerr• TUtteO Koc' Cantpoe'i .Eoe A' I .AOw {Seattle. Hand+I Rabe.

(Corwe/his. Cra ,. Albtle J. Rinn'ai, Dean, Cc,.' o 'Unv Law Schoo. NYCi. Lp/nn Heetr SJChelr.
Vce Chie4rson. 

1
dV C Coniiv, on StatuJS of rton1e iNVCj. Orlle H. $chali. J.l.. PeSt Pros ASan of

8cr Cit Of NVY (NYC, Jeroam J. Saeeiac;k. Pen"ner Schnaoer harris ;ega' I Law's 'P,ia1;. Idwa'd
Slicer, ,ertner. Prosa aier Pose Goea 5 eene slcn :NVCi Ciheaserteid Smith . Penner HOiiard and
K.n+.ttt 

0
eSt 

0
'reS. Amer.c1a. Bar Asses iLaIear'c wuliemsl Slpann Jr_ 0931t Pros An,,carJn Ba' &Ag-

:in (Atlanta). M.D. Taiecido. POI a 'De/n Counse P, eio Rihcln Lega! Dlfens Fund (NYC,. David
Telel, Pa.rtner. Hogan I Hantson 'Wash 0 CJ. Jay Topkie, Paetner Paoi Weiss Rilk,,iii Wharfon 5 Gar-
rison , ) Jtl~ttv viadCkL Pgrtne,. l'e 0c, E.'as vadech a Engm eiha,'d 'NYC,. Junlue witilm, Past
Pes:. li .1+e.i4 Bar Asar (Newark l

Dr )p m Cancrfe. For Ac icdeeeiwei Jvdclarr

I I* You myIlt my nailO aS3
* member o the CommtteeS~ Io
*an Independent Jdcay
3 201 E. 56th Street. Suite 13,

|New Yo~rk, New York 10022

Ii
I
l* Affillatlon' (for IdetiflicatIOn)"

! ADDRESS |

* ENCLOSED IS MY* CONTRIBUTION OF ..

I
* (MAKE CHECK PAYABLEITO COMMITTEE FOR AN
*INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY.)I

/
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/ ." ee rees side for inrctos)
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XNDEPENIENT DICIARy
209 East 56th Street Suite 1-E

New York, New York 10022

October 29, 1980

Re: .NUR 1308 :

Honorable Charles Steele 1 '
General Counsel ED "Federal Election Cowuission ** -.: -

°
Washington, D. C. 20463 .

Dear Mr. Steele:

We are writing in response to your letter of
T October 10, 1980, received by the Committee for an !

Independent Judiciary (the "Committee") on October I

~~14, 1980, enclosing a copy of a complaint received by i

the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission")

from the Reagan Bush Committee with respect to the
0D
~activities of the Comittee.

(o . The Reagan Bush Coimittee alleges that

~the Committee had not filed its Statem~nt of
~Organization by October 8, 1980, apparently on

the assumption that the Committee became a

"political committee" on September 25, 1980.

The Committee's Statement of Organization was

not due by October 8, 1980. The Committee became

a "political committee" subject to the reporting

requirements under the Federal Election Campaign
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Honorable Charles Steele -2- October 29, 1980

Act, as amended (the "Act"), on September 30,

1980 when it received contributions in excess

of $1000. Contrary to the assertion of the

Reagan Bush Committee, no expenditures had

been made prior to that date.

A copy of the Committee's Statement of

Organization, its monthly report for the month

of September and its pre-election report, pre-

,.) viously filed with the Commission pursuant to

.) Sections 433 and 434 of the Act are enclosed

U) for your convenience. The Committee apologizes

4 for the inadvertent delay in filing its State-

0
ment of Organization.

•The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that

~the Committee, in its advertisement in the Octo-

oD ber 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal,

9 published by the New York Law Publishiilg Company,

~failed to include a disclaimer "stating who paid

for the advertisement and whether or not it is

authorized by the candidate". Contrary to such

assertion, the subject advertisement did include

the disclaimer "Paid for by the Committee for an

Independent Judiciary." The second part of the

disclaimer, however, indicating whether the Com-

mittee is authorized by a candidate, was omitted



) H
Honorable Charles Steele -3- October 29,• 1980 :i ,

apparently as a result of an oversight. As evi- ;
dence with respect thereto, the Committee's

identical advertisement published in the New York .l

Law Journal, also published by the New York Pub- ii
lishing Company, on October 7, 1980 (a copy of i,,

which is enclosed and marked Exhibit A) did }

contain the sentence: "The Committee is noti

authorized by any candidate or any candidate' s ::

mmit"

.The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that .
~~the Committee's solicitation made "no effort to +
~~~acquire the contributor identification required ~~

o by 2 USC S 434 (b) 31 (sic)." The Act does not '
F require that a solicitation seek such information.

0 However, as indicated on the enclosed reports,

r the Committee has obtained such information when

required.

~For the foregoing reasons, we believe the subject
complaint of the Reagan Bush Committee should be dismissed.

Very trlxy4ours,

Treasurer

" -- - +'tl lq,.l lt 
+

l~ l;,- hJ-..% J. .i, +++,.-,- .l-.*,, - •+-,n + .-
+
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To Those ConcernedAbout A Possible, NEW YORK LAW

Reagan Supreme Court:
W l JILL YOU join us In the Committee for an Inde-

S pendent Judiciary?
U U The Committee for an Independent Judiciary
• SUpports Jimmy Carter for President be-

cause thC next President maly appoint a majority ofth
Justices f the Supreme Court.

The p=ossibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect ofla wide swing by the Court towards right
wingeology. On race relations. sex discrimination, freeom of
sp ech and press. the rights f th accused, and on the environ-
ment. the Court has been a budww€ of Nieely. aeCenCy ad reason.
We fear that a Rteagan appointed maejoriy on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in ll thetse areas.
Arid. this concern extends to all leel of the judiciary, as well.

The Republican platform pledges to work( for the "appoint-
ment of Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity f innocent human
lie,' Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deplored the plank aS an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association. Leonard Janoisky Said that illS 'improper..
very dangerous and out of order. I would think there would beI
a lot of Republicans, including myself, who would be very
much disturbed." The House of Delegates ofl the ABA has

-,adop~ted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of
'CatJorna. Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure idelologicl
purit in his ludicial nomin4ees The National Law Journal reports

*ta 'jlM"inf Cailiforn:a. Mr. R=eagan's administation often would quiz
tential nomines on the menuas of thea political thinking..."
HPs :alf' fed iudicial selection panel a dit f bllue chip, rigt of
, center "hite andae nomines.

On the other hand. there Is neair unanlmity thai ,NfmmyCarters judicial appointments deserve high ms. lv addi-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 memberso
minorities (more then all his preldeessors combineld) ou o
OVer 25 appointments, his Choices have vital II bed
backgrounds of professionl excellence end hihitleta
achievement. They include law school deans an rleos
Wall Street type lawyers. soe practiioners, labor lwyers and
public interest lawyerS. Their perormanc~e gelly li
borne out the promise of their recordsL

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules ci law and a moral tone br the
country. Those who object tO verious Jimmy Cartr plus
and deeds have to askl not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform bete. They must alsO ask whether a Reg a
ionly on the Supreme Court will help crst the kind ci
Ameica they want for the next generation, not mete te next
four years.

The Comm~tte will: 1)! Send this letter to other layr and
urge them to loin.?2) Solicit contributions to pay formalns
advertisements and related aCtivity. 3) Urge its mebr to
hold press conferences, write articles and letters tO the editor.
and appear on radio and television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity andfomtn
f similar groups throughout tie country. 5) Urge fom~atio of
student and faculty groups on campuses to elxrs the views
sorth in the statement.

The Committee wil no take any position onl cover issues in
the election.

We hope you wIll complete the coupon and rebam I to us
wih your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION I(iFFIATONS USTEOFr; oENTICATONONI.Y)
(N .YC): levi, Adnem Partne. MenseS Pot Sinwdon 5 Ocas (Wash D.C.); Sesbev Alien Caml.

scnooi I ebom ingoi* Miwi I snm. Pentner. Simpeon. Thecher ai Bav (NVC). Temec cabes

:abaugfl S JatCO5 (Wool O.C1. € c ie L Sle.J. Slarhrg vofaaot, ale U W La. Scoo (New
vtseni.let L~~o seemeb. Dean. Ceveand-Manaa Colg ot Law (Clevlnd); Sinew 5OiyU.

,=rtns. uorruon and F'oemer (San Furaniso); Mi a A. Catios. Parner. Proslaua. flss Goe a

,.j le. K. Celsents, P arte. Jacbs Si a ColenftSan Francisco): La DrIa Caie. AsL Dean. S:ee.
leoi Univ. Lac Scho l tSlanlt'f: Ufa Oewen. Dean. Thmes Saciru Sc.hoxl o Law. Haes
Psserve Univ. (Clevtedj 5is.Aie Detainian Parner Hoa a Narbon (Wash DC.'. Mamas Whl
le l~m. Pres.. Chidrn's Dlanale Fnd (Wash. D.C.); Savmavi0. Ple~lanen Partnrma. 6 Gould
Pui/VC).. Mar~n 5 Frankal, Fanner UI D0et Judgs. Souther Dia. M.V. (NYC) Chnnn Jane 0.

t Freed mn Dean. Univ. fPenlvaiaLa.,School (Phdta). SafmlT. Gakwe. Past Pre.. 'he BarAs-
ant Ot CGesla Cleveland I(lve€i) Newavi L,. al. Partner. Proskauer. Roe Goat: S Uendeiaohfr

, ( NYC), Mevvie P. GlgIsKwlet aye Arbitrtor (NYC). WowedIN N. Godn Parter. GoldN. 'Wem'nahvenk
S MLanael qNYC); Jackl Gwebeg O ,rector-onae. NAACP Legal Oense 4 Eduvcatonal Fundf INYCL,

, V~ca-Chatmavv conradl Navpav Part'rst SimpaOn Thacher S Bartte~t (NYC): DavidlIt. Need. Lawye
( NYC). Seth N. blufitlav~, Past Pr$. Clitomi Sat ear Assn. (Cahhnial. Anre L,, .Johs Jrl.,
P st PraS.. Bar Aun. ot Greater Cleveland (Cleovland) 5leanL Ns.K, Partner. lims. 8utas. Nas a

* Ca.se N VCI; Peter La4ngvaeh, Chairman. Sec on individuall ights £ PeapoOnsBiltv. ABA4 (Ahddgeurg.
Vtrmn'on" Reev . MdcKay, Director. Jusc Program , Aspen Ins. (or Hufmanisti Slunies INYC);

t. Mate N. Menalker. Partlne..PrOshias, R@,ts. Goat:l S M~elaohrn (NYC) Mlichl Medltner Oven.
l,,tonhvstarn Untv..Schol atLaw (BOSt~n); Ir Mlklatein fIaoter. Wil Gctai S Aangae INYCI: Aue
Muvpwliy, Pro. ol Law. Columbia Untov Law School (NYC); Ja mt. Nativit Jr. Pres.. Imenus. Hoe
Us.. (edash. D C.): Mieitis OIled.. Sec.'etar, Castf Dept. at Heach S Weier. Past' Pres. (Aeut.a
Aer;cln Legall Dlatse Funld (Sacrleev'0 IMived 0. Palsen1 , Dn.Irda Scoo at Law tNYC):

• Jane Pikers. Proeaaor Of Lalw. ClveOlan St unitN (CsiolnOA pIjp Psr ' Gre .
:1WoitS Ernst INYC I. Milhli N PoSner. fecg. Sec.. Lawyers Committee (o t' H umlan Rignis INYCL:

Uewstyn 0. Pritclhard, Parrner, Kan ,u"fle. l(octi. Camptieli. l'er 5 M rrow (Seatres: MamaF~il Nlll
Las.t Ovan. Cotun'ba Univ. La Sch4ool (NVYC); Rebert 0. flings Past Pres.. Oregon rial Lawyelrs Assn.
I Corvaiks. Ore.)." Albei J. Io0enthl, Dean . Cotumasa Unrv. Lal Scho ol INYC). Lynnl NeedM 5ehr.,hli

4t vel CP'irperaoc. N. Y C. Comm. on Status$ o Women (NYC ); Otwille 14. scithll. . Past Ars ASan. at
Bar. Ctv or N.Y yNYCh Jeveme J. Steeled. Partner. Schner.b Harris. Segal 5 Leis~ (Phua.J; dhward
512gev.NII Partneir Proskaue floSel Goat? 5 Mandatsonn 'NYC). Oielelllild Smith, Pa,1ne. Hcltana and
KigP.( PaS' Preg.. Amerrcan 84r ain (Lakeinndt. WiliamSe. Spans. Jr.. Past Pres.. ,tmerrcan Bar AS.
an e Aiiafl., M.D. Tevacide. Pres. S Gen Counse. Puerto Ricati Legal Oalsnae Fund INYC); David
Tates. Parter. Hogan B Hars5on PWash. D.C ) Jay Tephie, os,,ne,. PlU Wls Pjfbmdl Jteln B Ga'-
rSOn ,i lYCy: Judihl V eeklll,a aff.r Va.Ioacv EiasI Vitidaca S En;elard (NYC). Junnlia williams. Past'

fiel hr Cp ln Cenimlies Far as laisenisn JiiwH~y.
Tita C mmits. ,wi iot a.ihoriee oy r canuoata O.' caP¢dno~io S comiisli

EXHIBIT A TO RESPONSE OF COMMITTEE
FOR AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY

5

C *D,~*U*f*

JOURNA

You may DIm -y oa
member of Phe Cemmlee Is,
en Independea Judhdler,
266 L. Seth 5WmN. Si 11,
New York. New tarN 1663M
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ADDRESS•
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ICONTRISUTION OF --

I(MAKE CHECK PAYAULE
STO COMMITTEE FOR AN

I INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY.)
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To Those ConcernedAbout A Possible
Reagan Supreme Court:

C

,_.

oi

• jJ

o '

o

W ILL YOU join us In the CommIttee for an Inde-

pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Indepenldent Judiciary

supports JImmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appont a majority 01 the
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The possibility of Ronld Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology. On race rltions, sx discrimination, freedom of
speech and press, the rights of the acue, anld on the enlvIron-
ment. Vhe Court has been a bulwark 01e rt, dceuncy arnd rsan.
We fear that a Reagan appinted majority on th Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all tom aras.
And, this concern extnds to ll levels of the judiciary, as well.

The Republican platform pledges to work for the "appoint-
ment of Judges at ll levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
alfe." Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum 01
legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former Presdent of the American Bar
Association, Leonard Janofsky said that It is "improper..
very dangerous and out of order. I would think there would be
a lot of Repubicsn. including myseff, who would be very
much disturbed." The House of Delegtes of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor 01
Caiornia, Roal Reagan made evey effot to insur ideological
purity in his judicial nominees. The National Law Journl rports
that "[ijn California, Mr. Reagan's adminIstration often would quls
potential nominees onthe minutiae of thi political thinking. . .
His staff led judicial sction panels a dial of blue chip, right of
center white and male nosiness.

On the other hand, there iS near unanimity that JimmyCarter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. 0 adI-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members 01
minorities (more than ll his predecessors combined) out 01
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually allbe
backgrounds of professional excellence and high Inteetual
achievement. They include law school deans and profeeeors
Wall Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor la r an
public interest lawyers. Their performance generaly has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes betmw
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a moral tons for rn
country. Those who object to various Jimmy Car lice
and deeds have to ask not only whether Ronald Rea~gan would
perform better. They must ls ask whether a Reagn m-
jority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind 01
America they want for the next generation. not merely the nex
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send thi lttr to otherlwyers ornd
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pa formaln,
advertisements and related activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences, write articles and ltters to the editor,
and appear on radio and television to express their views en
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation
of similar groups throughout the country. 5) Urge formaton 0ll
student and faculty groups on campuses to express the viw
set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not tke any position on other Isue in
the election.

We hope you will complte the coupon and retrn It to us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION iAFmLIATIOS LASTED) FOR ,ID.NT1FICATION ONLY)
IFleyd Abas Lawyer. (NYC); John H. Adms Exeutv Director, Natural Reaourss Defense Council,

(NYC); Tonry Adameen Partner, Hanaell, POst. Brandon a Dorsey (Waah. DC.); Carbara Lien Sbok
Prof of Law, Stanford Univ. Law Schtoo(StanforS); JeiAm Salter, Asoc. Dean. Univ. of Indiana Law
School (Bloomingron), Richard I. Sette Partner. Simiaes, Thacler 8 Bartlett (NYC). Treasuret; Carols
Selklews Pail Pres., Illinois State Bar Asia. (Chicago); Jame Sirmn Partnr.r Foley. Lardner. Na-
labaugh 8 Jacoba (Waalh. D.C.): Charles L Slk ,Jr., Slerling Professor, Vale Univ. Law Schoo (New
Haven); Robert L Skgemelny, Dean, Clveland-MarehellCollege Of Law (Cleveland); Ernest Senytidi,
Partner. Stoe. Rives. BOOy £ Fraser (Portland, Ore.); Wilesm A. Corlders, Jr., Pres.. National Bar Asn.
(Wash. D.C.); Wife, A. Srenten, Dean. Howard Univ. Law Schtool (Wash. D.C.); James Smoenahen,
Partner. Morrnson and Foe rater (San Francisco); Michael A. Cardeoao, Partner, Proakauer, Rose, Gostri
Mendelsohn (NYC); Julius L Chmbrs Partner. Chalmber Stein. Fearlson £ Beclon (rharlot);WI
11am K. Coblent/, Partner. Jacobs. Sills 8 Coblenti (San Francisco). La Derle Cordl, Asst. Dean, Stan-
ford Univ. Law Schol (Stanford); U~ndesy Cousn, Dean, Thomas Backus School of Law. Westrn
Reserve Univ (Cleveland); Sara-.Annterman Partner. Hogan 8 Harteon (Wash. D.C.); Mart WlgMl
IEdelman, Pres.. Children's Defense Fund (Wash. D.C.); Senr 0. Flecliman, Partner. Shtea £ Gould
(NYC); Marvin SL Frankel, Former U.S. Dell. JAudge. Southern Dial N.Y. (NYC), CIbalrnan; Jaes 0.
Fredma, bea~n, Univ. of Pennsylvania Law School (Phil.); Sue T. Gailnes Past Pres.. The Bar As-
in Of Greater Cleveland (Cleveland); Howard L. Gant, Part nr, Proskauer. Rose, Gosh 8 Mendelsoinr
(NYC;. M01ris P. Glulen.m Lawyer B Arbitrator (NYC); Howar~d N. Goldent, Partner. Golden. Weinshienk
8 Mandel (NYC). Jack Grenbrg Dirct or.Counsel. NAACP Legal Defense 8 Educational Fund (NYC).
Vlce.Chairman; Coweac Harper, Partner. Simpso~n, Thachier 8 Brtlett (NYC); David ft. Hood, Lawyer
(NYC). Sath II. Hutstsdier, Past Pras.. Cliforni State Bar Assn. (Californi); Andrew L, Johnlen, Jr.,
Past Pres.. Bar Assn. of Greater Cleveland (Cleveiand); Stephen L Kase, Partner Berle, Bulzel. Kass £
Case (NYC); Peter Langrook, Chairman, Sec. on Individual Rights £ Responsibility, ABA (Middleburg.
Vermont), Robert 5. McKay, Director. Justice Program. Aspen Inst. for Humanis(€c St.,dies (NYC);
Mdoron M. Manekr, Partner, Proskauer, Rose. Goet 8 Mendelsoh~n (NYC); Michael Maltanar, Dean,
Northeastern Univ. Schlool of Law (Boston); Ire Mileteln, Partner. Well. Gotshal £ Manges (NYC); Arthtw
Murphy, Prof. of Law, Columbia Univ. Law Scho (NYC); Jaen H. Habrit, Jr., Pres, Emeritus. Howard
Univ (Washe D C.); Mari Obldo, Secrtary. Calif. Dept. of Heltht £ weltare, Past Pres.. Mexican
American Legal Defense Fund (Sacramento); Montrad G. Palsien,. Dean, Cardoxo School of Law (NYC);
Jane Picker, Professor Of Law. Cleveland St. Univ. (Cleveland). Harriet Pilpel, Partner, Greenb)aurn,
Wolff 8 Ernst (NYC); ickhael H4. Poserf Exec. Sec.. Lawyers Committee for lnt7 Human Rights (Ni'C);
Liewelyn 0. Prltchard, Partner. Kerr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbell Mawer 8 Morrow (Seattle); Harret Radb,
AssI Dean. Columbia Univ. Law Schoo (NYC); Robert 5. Rinoo, Past Pres., Oregon Trial Lawyers Assn.
(Corvallis Ore ). Albert J, Roenthl, Dean, Columbi Univ. Law School (NYC); LynIn Hecht Schatran,
Vwce Chairperson. N.Y. C. Comm. on Status of Women (NYC); Orville H. Schehl. Jar., Past Pres. Assn. Of
Bar. City of N.Y. (NYC);" Jeromte J. Shestak, Partner. Schnader. Harrs. Seate 8 Lits (Phila.); Edwalrd
Sliver, Partner. Proskauer Rose GOetz 8 Mendelsohn INYC); Chesterflid Smith, Partner. HOlland and
Knight, Pst Pres . American Bar Assn (Lakeland); William S. Spann, Jr., Past Pres.. American Bar AS-
sn (Atlanta). M.D. Taracide, Pros £ Gen Counsel, Puerto Rican Legal Defense Fund (NYC); David
Totel, Partner, Hogan 8 Harfson (Wash D.C.), Jay Topkls, Partner. Paul Weiss Rilkind Wharton 8&Gar.
rison (NYC). Juditlh Viadeck, Partner. Vladeck Elis Vladeck 8 Engelhard (NYC); Junlua Williams, Past
Pres. National Bar Assn. (Newark) .PawM uor by the Committee For An Independont' Judiclar,.

The Committe is not authorlzed by any candidate or any candldate's commlffee.
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F EDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION~WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

!. Dear Mr. Beattie:

~~The Federal Election Commission notified you on October
10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee

O) violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
~Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA") and Chapters 95 and 96

of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded
o- to you at that time.

~Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,

Con , 1981, determined that there is reason to
~believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary

violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441b,. provisions of the FECA
~of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title

26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by failing to file a statement
of organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming
a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated
2 U.S.C. S 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate
aulthorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,
an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the election
of Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).
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Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Two
MLJR 1308

Finally, although not alleged in the complaint, the

Commission has determined based upon review of reports on

file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.
S 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on

behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public

matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your
committee, may have violated this provision by expending

a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy Carter, for adver-
tisements in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,
and Legal Times; and by expending an additional $3,568.79 in

support of Jimmy Carter in connection with mailings, printing,

xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule E

of the 30 day Post-General Report. i_/

6 Your response to the Commission's initial notification
) of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding

the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the

Lfl enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of

Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where

~appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

0) The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this

- matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;

however) in the absence of any information which demonstrates
o that no further action should be taken against your committee,

the° Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance

~stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

CD This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

O 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you

notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to

9 be made public.

1/ On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal

- with the United States Supreme Court from a decision
regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)

(Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change,

Nos. 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)

(Three-Judge Court).



Letter to Richard I. Beattie, TreasurerPage Three
ML1R 1308

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

Procedures
*Request for Answers to Questions and
Production of Documents

U)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CEfl I!FIED oHAIL

RE : MUR 1308

Dear

On , 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on , 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint there
is no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.•

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

ts.

In
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee for an Independent
Judiciary, et al.

MUR 1308

CERTIF ICAT ION

I, Marjorie W. Enmmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 9, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions regarding MUJR 1308:

1. Find REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated
2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441d, and 26 U.S.C.
S 9012 (f).

2. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C.
SS 434, 441a, ro 26 U.S.C. S 9003(b) (2).

3. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the following
individuals have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters
95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code:

Floyd Abrams
John H. Adams
Terry Adamson
Barbara Allen Babcock
John Baker
Carole Bellows
James Bierman
Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordell
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Deternan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischrnan

Charles L. Black
Robert L. Bogomolny
Ernest Bonyhadi
William A. Borders, Jr.
Wiley A. Branton
James Brosnaham
Michael A. Cardozo
Arthur Murphy
James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obeldo
Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker
Harriet Pilpel
Michael H. Posner

(Continued)

0D



CERTIFICATION - MUR 1308First General Counsel's Report
Dated January 6, 1981

Marvin E. Frankel
James 0. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
Howard L. Ganz
Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden
Jack Greenberg
Conrad HIarper
David R. Hood
Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson,
Stephen L. Kass
Peter Langrock
Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker
Michael Meltsner
Ira Milistein

Liewelyn G. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb
Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran
Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
M. D. Taracido
David Tatel
Jay Topkis
Judith Vladeck
Junius Williams
Richard I. B~ttie

Jr.

4. Approve and send the letters as submitted withthe First General Counsel's Report dated
January 6, 1981.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

! , ate
Secretary to the Conmmission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-6-81, 1:58
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-6-81, 11:00

Page 2
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

al,"

• . January 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT" REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New-York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on OctoberI10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election CampaignLf) Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA")and Chapters 95 and 96

N of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded
to you at that time.

0
Upon further review of the allegations contained in the" complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,o- on January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason tobelieve that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary

- violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECAof 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title( 26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by failing to file a statement. 0 of organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming

cO a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated2 U.S.C. S 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate
authorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the electionof Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).



Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer

Page Two
MUR 1308

Finally, ap X ugh not alleged in the complaint, the

Comuiss'ion has determined based upon review of reports on

'file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.c.
S 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on

behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public

matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your

committee may have violated this provision by expending 
..

a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy Carter, for adver-
tisements in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,

and-Lega! Times; and by expending an additional $3,568.79 in

support of Jimmy Carter in connection with mailings, printing,

xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule H

of the 30 day Post-General Report. 1/

Your response to the Commission's initial notification

~of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding

the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the

in enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of

Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath. 
:~

o_ The office of General Counsel would like to settle this 
!

~matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;

however, in the absence of any information which demonstrates

oD that no further action should be taken against your committee,

the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance

r stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.:

~This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

, O 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you

notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to

~be made public.

1/ On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal

-- with the United States Supreme Court from a decision

regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)

(Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change,

Nos. 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)

. (Three-J udge Court ).•

- ,-



Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Three
MUR 1308

If- you have any questions, please contact Daniel

--.. Bles~ington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)

523-4529.•

irren Mc~r

, Enclosures

~procedures
*Request for Answers to Questions and

L Production of Documents

N

0

q



CERTIFIED MAILREUNRCIP EUSE

Richard I. Deattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New York, INew York 10022

RE: I UR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

~The Federal Eaection Commission notified you on October10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committeeLO violated certain sections of the Federal Election CampaignAct of 1971, as amended ('FECA') and Chapters 95 and 963 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint yan forwarded
0 to you at that time.

~Upon further review of the allegations contained in thecomplaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,o on January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason tobelieve that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary" violated 2 U.S.C. §S 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECA
o of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committeeviolated 2 U.S.C. S 433(a) by failing to file a statementof organization with the Commission within 10 days of becominga political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated2 U.S.C. 5 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidateauthorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,an advertisement appearinQ in the October 13th edition of theU~ational Law Jour-nal which expressly advocated the electionof Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).



Letter to Richard I. iBeattie, Treasurer
Page Two
MUP 3.308

F'inally, although not alleged in the complaint, the

Coninission has determined based upon review of reports on

file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.

. 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on

behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public

matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your

comm;ittee may have violated this provision by expending

a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy Carter, for adver-

tisements in the National Law journal, PhilaIeiphia Inquirer,

and Legl TimeCs and Lby expending an additional 3,568. 9T i

support of Jimmy Carter in connection with mailings, printing,

xeroxinq, and other related charges itemiized on Schedule £

of the 30 day Post-General Report. I_/

__ Your response to the Commission's initial notification

-- " of this complainlt did not provide complete information regarding

L the matter(s) in nuestion. Please subnit responses to the

-~ enclosed Recuest for Answers to c'uestionls and Production of

.! Documents within 10 days of receip't of this letter. Where

apLoriate, statements shouid be submitted under oath.

o The Office of C eneral Counsel would like to settle this

" patter througjh conciliation prior to finding probable causei

oD nowevor in the absence of any information which demonstrates

that no further action should be taken against your committee,

" the Office of General Counsel nust p;roceed to the next compliance

staq e as noted on paqe 2, paraeiraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

T.his :matter wll re: ain confidentiaJ. inl accordance with

2__. .. 437 ;(a) (4) (B) and § 437q(a)(12)(A) unless you

notif.y th:e Cou.missifn in ritinc that you wish the matter to

be nade public.

±/ On Cctober , ±% 0, the Cormmission filed a notice of appeal

- with the United tates S~L;pretne Co&rt fron a decision

relaruiflc the constitutionality of 26 U.LS.C. 9012(t)

([edleral Election Coniission v. A;er-icanls for Ca,

2os. 06g. -75(.T..;entep ber 30,1980-)--

(T'hr-ce-J(:dQe Court).



Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Pane Three
MLJR 1308

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel
B;lessinqton, the attorney aasqned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.

S incere ly,

u. Lncioaures

P roced ure s
L' Request for Answers to Questions and

Production of Dlocur~nts

qr



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee For An-independent
J udiotary , "et'al .

MUR 1308

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONSAND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

TO: _Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E
New York, New York 10022

The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
S Treasurer of the Committee For An Independent Judiciary, or

your authorized agent having knowledge of the information11) sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten
~(10) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

oD 1. Please state your name and address.

0
2. What is your position and what are your duties

and responsibilities with the Committee for anoD Independent Judiciary?

3. On what date did contributions received on
behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

4. Please describe in detail any agreement(s) with
Byron, Reirnus, Ridder and Finn which in any way

' relate, refer or pertain to services provided to
or in behalf of the Committee for an Independent: ; •Judiciary. Include the dates of any agreements,

.... and identify the parties involved.
\



5. Please submit copies of all documents and materialswhich in an _ea telate, refer or pertain to any
agreement -refbrred to"in Request Number 4. Include

-any'wrlrtten agreements, as well as billings.

6. Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.

7. Please submit representative copies of any mailings
__ produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and

Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
t J udiciary.

Lfl

8. Please describe the audience to which any mailings
oD referred to in Request Number 7 were directed.

0)

0



COMMITTEE FOR AN INDEPENDENT 0UIIR
209 East 56th Street, Suite l-E '

New York, New York 10022

October 29, 1980 .

Re: MUR 1308 < '. :

Honorable Charles Steele :."-.General Counsel .- .Federal Election Commission-o :.-:
Washington, D. C. 20463

..- Dear Mr. Steele :

. We are writing in response to your letter of .,
_Lf) October 10, 1980, received by the Committee for an..,

J - Independent Judiciary (the "Committee" ) on October
0

14, 1980, enclosing a copy of a complaint received by

the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission")

~from the Reagan Bush Committee with respect to the

oD activities of the Committee.

, 9 .The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that

3 the Committee had not filed its Statement of

Organization by October 8, 1980, apparently on

the assumption that the Committee became a

"political committee" on September 25, 1980.

The Committee's Statement of Organization was

not due by October 8, 1980. The Committee became

a "political committee" subject to the reporting

requirements under the Federal Election Campaign



Honorable Charles Steele -2- Otbr2,18

Act, as amended (the "Act"), on September 30,
1980 when it received contributions in excess

of $1000. Contrary to the assertion of the

Reagan Bush Committee, no expenditures had

been made prior to that date.

A copy of the Committee's Statement of

Organization, its monthly report for the month

of September and its pre-election report, pre-

viously filed with the Commission pursuant to

Sections 433 and 434 of the Act are enclosed

O4 for your convenience. The Committee apologizes

oD for the inadvertent delay in filing its State-

~ment of Organization.

0D . The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that

~the Committee, in its advertisement in the Octo-

ber 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal,

~published by the New York Law Publishing Company,

failed to include a disclaimer "stating who paid

for the advertisement and whether or not it is

authorized by the candidate". Contrary to such

assertion, the subject advertisement did include

the disclaimer "Paid for by the Committee for an

Independent Judiciary." The second part of the

disclaimer, however, indicating whether the Com-

mittee is authorized by a candidate, was omitted

October 29, 1980



r ...........0..
Honorable Charles Steele -3- October 29, 1980

apparently as a result of an oversight. As evi-

dence with respect thereto, the Committee's

identical advertisement published in the New York

Law Journal, also published by the New York Pub-

lishing Company, on October 7, 1980 (a copy of

which is enclosed and marked Exhibit A) did

contain the sentence: "The Committee is not

authorized by any candidate or any candidate's

" " committee."

•The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that

the Committee's solicitation made "no effort to

o acquire the contributor identification required

- by 2 USC S 434 (b)3) (sic)." The Act does not

o require that a solicitation seek such information.

r However, as indicated on the enclosed reports,
C'the Committee has obtained such information when

required

For the foregoing reasons, we believe the subject

complaint of the Reagan Bush Committee should be dismissed.

9trultrours,

Richard I. Beattie
Treasurer



EMENT OF ORGANIZATION
(see reverse side for instructions)

1. Ia) Name of Committee (in Full) Cl Check if name or address is changed.
Committee for an Independent Judiciary

,,- , , ,,C. .
0

29/30/80

I)Address (Number and Street) t 3. FEC Identification Number209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E I N/A
Ic) City, State and ZIP Code 1 4. Is this an amended Statement? 10 YES K NO

New York, New York 100221
5. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one):'

0 (a) This committee is a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

2 (b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT • principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

11 1Neme of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought Stateistrct]

NJ (c) This committee supportsl/ilM only one candidate Carter(name of candidate) and is NOT an authorized committee.

03 (d) This committee is a
(Nationeal, State or subordinate)

committee of the
(Democratic. Republican, etc.)

o2 re) This committee isa seprte segregated fund.o! If) This committee supports/oppose more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

6. Name of Any Connected jMailing Addres and IRelationship
Organization Or Affiliated Comittee ZIP Code__________

None

-. '|fth. registering political committee has identified a "connected org~aniZation" above, please indicate type of organization:
03 Corporation O:1Corporation wlo Capital Stock 13 Labor Organization 03 Membership Organization 13 Trade Association 13Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records: Identify by name, address (phone number - optional) and position, the person in possession of committee books and
-m, records.

Mailing Address and ZiP Code Title or Position

C~reasurer - See #8
i 8. Treasurer: List the name and address (phore number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated

agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name
;w~ichard I. Beattie

Maddress and ZIP Code209 East 5.6th Street
Suite 1-E
New York, New York 10022

Title or Position

Treasurer

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the com.mittee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents sefety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Name of Bank. Depository. etc.
Manufacturers Hanover
Trust Conmpany

Mailing Address and ZIP CodeOne Battery Park Plaza
New York, New York. 10004

I certify that I have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge anJ b.e;ief it is true, correct and complete.

Richard I. Beattie
Type or Print Name of Treasurer

10/15/80

SIGNATURE OF TREASURER Date

NOTE : Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission. Toll Free 800-424-9b30, Local 202-523-4068

I I II I I I FEC FORM 1 (3/80)

Party.

Full Name

I| - II II I III I I II l

';7



/1 INST4eTIONS FOR PREI

[Print or type full name and mailin i address of the committee.
/ The name of a principal campais;n committee or other authorsz.

Iommittee must include the name of the candidate who authorized the
fomcO A political.committee which is not an authorized Comnmittee

fnonot inld th nam of any.. cndidate in its name, except that

/ deie, at om~ must include the, word "delegatels)*" in its name and

ma as d-icle mnte nme of u ¢theesdntial candidate which it supports.

Apolitical comnnittee established solely to draft an individual or to en-

S courage an individual to become a candidate may include the name of the

individual in thO tiame of the committee, provided the committee's name

cear indicates that it is a draft committee. The name of a separate

segregated fund must include the full name of its connected organization.

Any abbreviation or acronym used by the fund must also be reported.

•LINE 2

change in

State the date the group or organization became a political com-
mittee. If this filing is an amendment, note the date of the

information.

LINE 3 Only committees which have previously filed a Statement of
Organization should fill in this block with the number which was

originally assigned to the committee. All new committees will be assigned

identification numbers when the completed statement has been received.

LII"E 4 Al!. political committees registering for the first time check

"NO". Committees which have previously filed FEC FORM 1

and are now submitting changes or correctiOns check "'YES", If "YES" is

checked, complete Lines 1 through 4. With respect to Lines 5-9 include

only the change(s) ,n information previously submitted.

LINE 5 Check and fill out ONE of the six sections as follows:

(a) All principal campaign committees check (a) and fill in

"-.the corresponoing information for the candidate under {b).

(b) All other authorized committees check Ib) and fill in the corres-

*,,,ponding information for the candidate.
I c) A committee supporting/opposing a single Federal candidate which

is not authorized by a candidate checks Ic), and includes the candidlate's

f') name on the line provided. Delegate and draft committees must check (c),

and. provide the name of the candidate supported.
Id) All national, State and subordinate committees of a political party

check (d) and fill in the correspoonding information.

Ct is a political committee established, financedl, maintained, or controlled by

a corporation, labor organization, membership organization, cooperative

-- 'a or trade association.
( I A committee supporting/opposing more than one Federal candidate

and w-hich is not a seParate segregated fund nor a political party committee

O cne-cks box (f).

,LINE 6 Political committees must list all affiliated committees and con-

nected organizations (defined below) as follows:

- Principal campaign committees list all other committees authorized

by the same candidate.
Under "Relationship," write "affiliated."

, - Political committees authorized by, the same candidate (other than the

pirincipal campaign committee) list the principal campaign committee

e" tutho'ized by the same candidate.
• Under "Relationship," write "affiliated."'
- Political committees which have been established, financed. maintained,

or controlled by the highest level parent organization (i.e., the corpora-

tion, labor organization, membership organization, cooperative or trade

a~sociasion) list:
Cal Trhe name of the parent organization.

Under "Relationship," write "connected."
AND

(bI The rname of any other political committee(s) established,

financed. maintainstd, or controlled by the same parent organizu-

tion or by a subsidiary, bianch, or State, local, or other subordi-

nate unit of the same parent organization.
Under "Relationship," write "affiliated."

- Political committees which have been established, financed. maintained.
or controlled by a subsidiary, branch, or State. local, or other suborFt-

nate unit of an organization list:
(al The name of the subsidiary, branch, or State, local or other sub.

ordinate unit and the name of the parent organization ol which

t is a part.
Under "*Relationship." write "connected."

AND
Ibi The name of the' highest level political committee sponsored b ,

the parent organization.
Under "RelationshiP." write "affiliated."

- State party committees list any subordinate c~ommilte'es (i.e., any

county. di.-tric" or local committee) under the control or direction of

the State committee.
Under "*RelationshiP," write "affiliated."

The Treasurer must sign the Statement of Organization.

PARINGFEFRW

- Subordinate State party committees list the State party €omVitIt@6 i:"!

Undr'~r "Relationship," write "affiliated." :

Separnte s ~ret. tod fords must chee.k the most apipropriate boa( for th~e;;

type of "connected organization." -.4

NOTE: The term "c€onnected organization" rreans any oerganiZatio' .

which is not a political committee but which directly or indirectly estab-:

lishes, administers, or financially supports a political committee. A Ca r'- 'i~

nected organization may be a corporation (including a corporation without i

capital stock), a lascor organization. a membership organization, a coopera-

tive, or a trade association. The definition of "affiliated committee" it
ii

contained at 11 CFR 100.5 (9) of the Commission's regulations. :i

LINE 7 The name, address, and committee pos ition or title of the custo- i:

dilan o f the committee's books and records must be entered on !

Line 7. The telephone number is optional, but is helpful in expeditiously :

resolving potential filing problems. If the treasurer is the custodian @1 :i

records, the term "treasurer" is sufficient for Line 7/.

LINE B The name and address of the committee's treasurer must lbe:

entered on Line 8. The name and address of any designatedi

agent (e.g., assistant treasurer) must also be included on Line 8.Eey

political committee must have a treasurer and may designate an assistant :

treasurer who shall assume the duties and responsibilities of the treassire',

in the event the treasurer is unavailable. The Commission recommends tha

each political committee designate an assistant treasurer because no C n

tribution or expenditure may be accepted or made by or on behalf of ai

political committee at a time when there is a vacancy in the office of the i

treasurer. No expenditure may be made for or on behalf of a politiel

committee without the authorization of its treasurer or anothelr agenati

authorized orally or in writing by the treasurer. :'

LINE 9 The committee must provide the name and mailing adrs of

any bank, repository, or depository where the committee hods!

funds. Each political committee must have a checking account or trans-i

action account at one of its depositories. All receipts of a political conmmit'-

tee must be deposited into a designated campaGr, depository. All diluuia'

ments must be made by check or similar drafts drawn on an account Ia

designated campaign depository. except for expenditures of 5100 or le

made from a petty cash fund. :~

TREASURER'S RESPONSIBILITIES :!

The treasurer of the political committee must preserve a cop gf t

Statement of Organization and each amendment for a period of nt e

than 3 years after ;he date of filing. The treasurer of the political cmst

tee is personally responsible for the ti'nely and complete filing of *il

Statement and for the accuracy of any information cont.ained in itL !

Submit additional information on separate continuation sheets al O

priately labeled and attached to this Statement of Organization. Indicatei~

in the appropriate section when information is continued on 5eptJ~lle

page(s). 
:

WHERE TO FILE
The original Statement "f Organization (FEC FORM 1) and all amn

ments muit be filed with tru appropriatz office as follows: "

- The principal campai.gn committee of a candidate fot the House

Representatives and polit~c.l committees which support or oppose'i!

ca ndidates foi the House tile wit~h thre Clerk of the House, 1036 Longwor1
House Office Building, Washington. D.C. 20515. :!

- The 'rircipa: campaign committee of a candidate for the Sn~
and political co~mmitte-es which support or oppose only candidates fo

Senate file w-,ith the Secretary of the Senate, 119 D Street. N.E,oWasbi

ton. D.C. 20510. 
"

- An authorized committee which is not tthe principal camlpaign chrt

mittee of a candidate files with the principal campaign committeewhd

must forward a copy to the appropriate office listed herein. i

- All other cornmlttees, including the principal campaign committ-

of a candidate for the offlice of President or Vice Presid.-nt, file with tl
Federal Election Commission. 1325 K Street, N.W., WashingLon., D!

2043.
Authorized committees of candidates for the House of RePreswntatw

and for the Senate must also file a copy ot this Statement with the Sece

tary of State (or th' appropriate State officer) of the State in whl

nomination or efrection is sought. Authorized committees of candidates 4
the office of President or Vice President must also file a coPy of tli
Statement in each State in which the committee makes expendttPi

Political cormnittee5 other than authorized committees must also fb
cooy of this Statemennt in the State in which the committee has itsa hei

quarterS. 
!



For a Political Committee Other Then an Authorized Committee

(Summary Page)

1. Name of Committee (in Full)

Committee for an Independent

Judiciary

Address (Number and Stret)

209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

City, State and ZIP Code

New York, New York 10022

0 check if address is different than previoudy reported.

2. FEC Identification Number
No number assigned to date.

3. 0 This committee qualified ma• mutcandidat on

mittee during this Reporting Period on. N/A

SUMM,',AR Y
ppirrrid 9/1/80 _Through 9/30/80

(a) Cushon Hand January 1 8 0.......................

(b) Cash on Hand at Beginningl of Reporting Period ..............

(c) Total Receipts (from U.ne 18) .........................

(d) Subtotal (add lines 6(Ib) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B) ......................

7. Total Disbursement (from Une 28) .........................
8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(dI))

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule 0) ....................

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Commilttee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ..................

• • i | 1 II

Colm AI This Period

s1,445.00 $1,445.00

s 0s 0'

Sl445 .00
Si .4A~ ~nn* - ~

S 0
• : .%- , *.. , '

.e.

S aI - -

I certify that I have examnined this Report and to the best of my knowledge and beliefit Is true, correct and conmt.

Richard T. Beattie
Type or Print Name of Tmreeue

Federal Election Commisio
Toll Free 800424-9130
Local 202-423.4068

zo!2o1soSfGNATURE OF TREASURER Oete

NOTE: Submission of flee. erroneous, or Incomlee informaion may subjet the person signing thea Repot tO the penalties of 2 U.S.C. j437g.

AUl previ.o.s w---sionof FEC FRMo 3 an FEC FORM 30m e eboesad dhs no longe be ad

I II II II I EC ORM 3X 1380

c:)

4. TYPE OF REPORT (check appropriate boxes)
(a) Q] April l5OQuarterly Report

O July l5 ouartery Report

O October I 5auarterty Report

Q'- January 31 Year End Report

OJuly 31 Mid Year Report (hlon~eectlon Year Only)
I' Monthyneorfor p' ry e"', 4 r'e 30/80

oTwelfth day report preceding

election on _ ___in the State of
O-- Thirtieh day report followin the General Section

on intthe Stae of_____

O Termination Report

(b) Is this Report an Amendment?
o YES ] NO

$I .44 _nn



.DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
of Rsslp and Iurmmnt

(PAIN 2. FEC FORM 3X)

Name&,,, of Comm.ttee (in Pull)Committee for an Independent Judiciary
A

FIOI V~lf the PteIod:
I ~ . ! Ion - A T IJ (]L

Oi~AIOn
__ t .17I7I< - -.

L RECE IPT
11.CONTR IBUTIONS (ether than loan) FROM:

(a) Indheual/Puruon Other Than FI~it~n Committs..................

(Meo Entry Ualtemludt ..

(b) Political P~rgy Committes...................................

(ci Other Politial Commltm...................

(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than Ioanuiddd 11., lIb end l1) ......

12. TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEDIOTRER PARTY COMMfIIEES.........

i3.ALL LOANS RECEIVED....................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVE............. ..................

I5.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refuns Rebates et.) .......

15I.REFUNDS Uii CONTRIBUIlONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEh POLITICAL COMMITTEES..........................

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (D uss hitroe. et.).......................

. 13. TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add lid. 12,13.14.15.16 end 17).................

~II. DISUJRIMiENTS
19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES.................................

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFIUIATEDIOTRER PARTY COMMITTEEs............

21.CONTRIBUTION4S TO FEDERAL CANDiDATESANOI
o ~ OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES..............................

2.INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES le ,hdsIe E)....................

23.COOROINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.SC ,§4416(d)) (U. kteule F)..............................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE..................................

2.LOANS MADE.................................. 
e..........e..

26 REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTICNS TO:

(a) ndlvlduals/Ption Ofther "thn PolitIcal ,mm, mm~..................

(b) Political Party Cowtm ~.................................
(c) Othe Politica Commiues..................................

(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26e 26b and 2c) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS....................................

I9.TOTAL DiSBURSEMENTS (Add Lines 19, 20,.21, 2223.24, 21. 26d and 27)...
IlL. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other thin loan) from Line lid...............

30.TOTAL CONTRiBUTiON REFUNDS fromn Lin 26d....................

3. NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loan) (subtac Lin 30 from Line 29)..

3.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 19..........

33. OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Lin 15...............

34.NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (ubiec Lin 33 from Line 32) .........

COL.UIN B

• .I .4 . ..... 1,.45.S1...

0

o 0I

1,445.00

0

1,445.00

0
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JICHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS i~ mmmm, o~r

SAny inlfortnetin Coie from such Reports or Statelmlets my not be told or use by an perslon for the purpose of solietn goontributions or forcom1mercil purposes. other than using the name and address of any politicos commilttee to solicit cotntributions from such commilttele.
Nalme of Committee (in Full)

Com itee oran Indepe d t Judicia
A. Pulll Name. ai Ilb Addrs an ZIP Code , -. ......

William K.* Coblentz

c: a±1forn~a Street, Suite3100San FranciscoC ifri
Receipt For:

0 nOther (specify): uPrimary Gnerai

,wmow rcmpuoyar
Jacobs, Sills

.oblentz
&

Occupationa

&ttorne.v-- at- L, :-_ _"

Dew (month.
day, veer)

9/30/80

Amount of Each
Receipt this Pro

$250.00

S. Full Nata& MaIkM. hd~m m W . . . .-- _______

Receip For: 0 rmr0 Othe (specify):
0 Genera

Neme of Employer

Occupation

Dewm (month.
day. year)

Amount of Each
Rleceipt mis Period

C. ullNam. Milig Adnmmi ZI Coe Nme f EploerDate (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Raeip Thes Periodg

0. Full Name, Main Addias ad ZIP Cede Name of Employer De (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

OccupationRceip Fo: 0 Pr mr 0 Gnerl_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Other (specify):

P, PFll Nae MaiJlng Addl., an ZIP Code Namle of Employer Dew (month Amount of Each

day. year) Receipt This Period

o Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Dhe--S
0. Full Name, Maeilingl Addmo and ZIP Code Name of Employer De (month, Amount of Each m

day, veer) Receipt This Period

,, OccupationReceQipt For: 03 Primary 03 Generae
13 Other (specifyl: "AggrgateVa-oOt.

SUSOTL o RceitsThi Pge opionl)............................. .... r........hiPeio

TOA hs eid(ls aeOhclcenmeuol)................................$5n0

A

N

0

0

C,

I

n . ET

I

........... qr .... mm v iI



1. tnt ~of Cmmittee (in FuII)

Committee for an Independent
"Judiciary

Address (Number and Street)
209 East 56th Street, suite l-E
New York, New York 10022

City, State and ZiP Code
New York, New York 10022

0 Check€ if a.ddress is different than previously reported.

2. FEC Identification Number
Not assigned to date

3. 0 This committee qualified as a multicandidate comb

mittee during this Reporting Period on N/A
(date)

SUMMARY
5. Covering Perkod 1..0/1/80 Through. 1.0/15/80
6. (a) Ca~hon Hand January 1,.19 80

Ib) Cash on Hand am iBeginning of Reporting Period ..............

(ci Totul Receipts (from Line 18).............

(d) Subtotal (add lires 6(b) end 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6{(a and 6(c) for Column B) ............. -........... ,

7. Total DishbJrsements (from Line 28) ..........................

8. Cs h on H-f nd at CIo:,e of Reporing Period (ubtract line 7 from 6(d)) ..

9. Debts en Ob'ig;ations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ....................

10. D.ebts and Obligaions Owed BY the Committe
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Sc.hedule 0) ................... I

I ¢erify th,! I have e¢ceined thi, Report and to iha best of my knoie~e and b.eI. f
asi true, correct and comle.." :.." . " ,

RICHARD I. BEATTIE

Column A

S 1445.0 0 ;i:.'. $.,.:.:. .::-"'-- . . ..

LJ Cokirn,

S 2370.00

$ 0

S 220.00

$ 0

0$
I

$ 3n~n

$ 2370.00

$ 0
$ 220.00

.. .•....._. . ". . .

Tell Fcf\ .4-2. ' 3

- _.- ____....___________-_ 10/23/80
SINTUEOTREASURER Date

tkaTE: Submiss;u, of false, erronhous, or ncompete informatinr may subljvc! the p.rson $. nitrs th; R.-r4rt to vh.- e.;u of 2 U..C. 434 .

All previous versions of FEC FORM 3 and FEC FOR% 3. are o;?:a: dfd -3.o ;d rou lJ,',jdr L*) la ..

LIZIIITI I I. I I. - I I

,

0

C.

.'... ".-....

4. TYPE OF REPORT (check apprcpriate boes
(a) Q] April 15 Quarterly Report

[21 July 15 Quarterly Report

O3 October 15 Quarterly Report

O"- January 31 Year End Report

Q" July 31 Mid Year Repert (Non-election Year Only)

Q- Monthly Report for ___________

I Twelfth day report preceding ... Gn eraL
(Ty;e of Ellelion)-uectkon on ll1/ 4 /8Qn the :RJcxo -ePiej-a

(] Thirtieth day repo:.rt fo~lov,.' the Cieneral Election

on in the Steof

[J' Termination Report

(b) Is this Report an Amendm~nr?
1YES Ir .O

For a Political Committeoe Other Than an Authlorized Committee

(Summary Page)

.: ,;: ,: , !:

i :ii
:. ,;

• .. ,:.



.e DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
of Receipts and Disbursement

(Poge 2. FEC FORM 3X)

leIft=ait of Cjm'rittee (in Full)Committee for an :Independent Judiciary

I. RECEIPTS
11 I.CONTRIibUTIONS (oilher than loans) FROM: •

(a) Indivicdua's/Persons Other Trhan Political Committees.................

(Memo Entry Unitead

Ib) PoliticaI Partly Committees................................

(c) O:her Political Committees...................................

(dl TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than Ioans)ladd 1 l li nd li€).......

12.TRA'.SFERS FROM AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMIIrrEES.........

13.ALL LOAN:S RECEIVED......................................

14. LOANL R EPAYM.ENTS RECEIVED ......... :.........

15. OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds. Rebasus, etc.) .......

18.REF UNDs UP CONTRISUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHE=k POLITICAL COMMITTEES...........................

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends. Interest, sic.)........................

15.TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add l1d. 12. 13. 14. 15. 16 erid 17).................

II. DISBURSEMENTS

19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES................................

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTE ES............

21.CONTR I UTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES.AND
OTHER POLITICAL cOrjMrrrEE..............................

22,. IDEPEI. DENT EXPENDITURES (Use Schdjle E)..........

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY OMMTTEES
(2 U.S.C. .41a 'd)) {Use Schedule F)..............................

24. LOAN R EPAYI,'ENTS MADE...................................

25. LOANS MA DE...................................e..io...........

25. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(ml IndividuatlPcrsons Other Than Political Committees.................

(b) Po~ik.I Pa,,ty Commi.-tees..........................

(c) O-h.er P¢!ji;:l Committees...................................

(dl TOTAL CO! TRI3UTION REFUNDS (add 26a. 2Gb and 28c1............

27.OTHER DISCUR3EMENTS.....................

25. TOTAL DIS!URSEAENTS |Add Lin.-s 19. 20. 21. 22.23. 24. 25. 26d and 27)...

III. I('ET CON.TRiBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES :

29.TOTAI. COrNTRIBUTIONS$ lother than loans) from Line lid...............

30.TOTAL CON:TRIBUTION REFUNDS tram Lint, 2d...................

3 I.r ; T CO," TR.I aUTIONS (other than loanS) (subtract L i- 3O from LUte 23t ..

32.TOTAL CP'ERATN;G EXPENDITURES from Line 19....................
.9i

33.O.FFSETS "TO OPERATINIG EXPENDITURES from Line 15 ..............

34. NEST OI'EF;,TlIjG EXPENDITURES (Dubgroct Line 33 from Line 32) .........

I:m

Report Coverti: 3 the Period:i
FromL0/1/8 0T: 10/15/80

C OLUMN A COLUMN B

• S. 9.5. 0.Q f.$.2.3.70..0 0

$ 925.00

0

.0

0
0

0

0

.0

$2370.00

0

0
0
0

0

0 j 0

0 0

.0 0
o 0

$2150.00 $2150.00 -

0 0

00

....•0.............. ).........

n 0
$2150.00 $2150.00

$ 925.00 $2370.00
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_ _ 2
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S ::rULE A . ITEMIZED RECEIPTS
Summary Page) :;!::

A., € }.'r' ,;-; cc.;. ;.' from such R.-porls or S~a'em.encs mjy not b ' sa1d or used bv a,':y p. rsn tor t,', PurPo ,, of Vr)1 t;'Itn;} ntr~bttoni or for...-:

f;.' , c ¢ , r'it:ee |mn Full) :

A. FUnl l',,, i',a;:ing Addrass and ZIP Code Name of Emp)loyer O : (,,cn~ih* Amount of Each

dlay, yea') Receipt thiu Period

R.*ei .Fo-: 0 Primary 13 General Ocpto
0 Othe (specify): Aggregate Year-:o-Daie-S$_______

B. LJfl turns, I'.ailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer oae- (m, nth, Amount of Each

day, year) Receipt Thi Period

,ece;pt Fo:: o Primary a General Ocpto
O Other lipecify): Aggregate Year.t.oate-S -$____ ___________

C. Full ts)m*, Maiiing Addressand ZIP Code

Rec,'ips For: 0 Primary
1 0 her (specify):

0 General"

Name of Employer

Occupation

Aggregate Year-:o-Date-S

t13v. y-.aI
Amount of Ea:V

P.€ .;pt This P.,:iod I

i
0. Fuls Name° Mailing Addres and ZIP Code 1 rNe of Employer Date (month. Amount of EachI day, yeer) Receipt This Period

________ IOccupation
F-,.ept For" 0 Primary 03 General _________________

r 0:her (specify): AgJgregate Year-to-Date-$i_______

,E. Full Nlame, ?.1uikr Addres and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date (ar.rht A."our uf Eath
day, year) FLece-ipt Tf.s Period

(}Occupa,,iom

Receipt For: 03 Primary 0I Gene~ral _______________

0 O:Pher tsoecefy): Aggregate Yee,-:o-Date-S _____________

P. Full flarne, Mailing Addre ss and ZIP Code Name o1'Employer Date (no.th. A11ot of Each i

da y. ye-a:) Rece.pr Tn;, Period

____________________________Occupation

Receip: For: 0 Primary 0 General ....._______ __ ......

O Ot.h-: (;pecify): Aggre.gate Year.to-Date-S ___________

G. Full ;?Jame, f.7ai|ng Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer (). (tf-." |e '1. I Ani.nt c' EaIa;

flvc. y r'l P.imary 0. Gh.n P.Ir.

I

SUFITOTAL cI Receipts This Page (opitonal)........

TOTAL 1Tr, Period (lost pane this hyn. .-. ,,'bv only)........

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

Occupation

.I



OWlE £
ITEMIZED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES

(See Reverse Side toe Insmrcuiongl

Page @-.--o!1 ... Pages

Name of C tmila. (en Full) .. . . . I.O. No.

Committee for an Independent Judiciary NHot assigned to date
putt Name. Maing AdOress & ZIP Cod Piups Ofi aIof Amountl Name 01 Fecac, Clnasaie

of Each Payee Iapeedwilre cay. vear| suiOrted 0' O@0Oe.l byV the
espend01urel & of l~ce sought

National Law Journal
c/o New York Law Newspaper Jimmy Carter
Publishing Company advertisement 1i0/1/80 $1400.00 for President

233 Broadway

c/o New York Law Newspaper Jimmy Carter
Publishing Company advertisement 10/6/80 $ 750.00 for President

New York, New York 1027).____ 0 suor,  0 _Uooe.

O Suppo., 13 Ooos

O Suc)Dor 0 O~aose

(al SUBTOTAL of itemized Independet! Enpenditures..............................$ 21.5 0. 0 0
IIbI SUBTOTAL of Unstemozed Inde~een'~m E-penditures........................... 0
Ic) TOTAL Indepen en Expeditur...................................................... S 2150. 00

Under penalty. 0' perlury I certify that h~e indepedtlent eui~, ures reDOrted~erein were not made ,n coooeratioot. contsutatuon. concert with, or at trhC
r eouet or suggestion of any candidate or any authorized commitrtee or algent
of SuCht candidate O, authOoized committee Purthe-more. these exPenditures
C~d nO: ,nvotveth~e financing of dissemirlteon. distvibut,on. Or reoubticaion
en WhOte or en par:; of any caml~oeig4Yte~flats prepared by the candi~date, his
*.ahagf comm:,,,j... oua ,.h-" 10/ 3/8

* ..- " . 10/23/80/

...... Signature Date

23rd
Sub~scribed and sworn to btfoe m ti, , av at
October 23 8

My CommiSSion exores

NOTARY PUBLIC

S.; . Cxp'4-4,".1 * -l



INSTRUCTIONS FOR PREPARING SCHEDULE E

GENERAL

DEFINITION
Tne term "independent expenditure*' means: "an ex-

penditure for a communication by a person expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a clearly identified
candidate which Is made without cooperation or consulta-
tion with any candidate, or any authorized committee or
agent of such candidate, and which is not made In concert
with, or at the request or suggestion of, any candidate, or
any authorized committee or agent of such candidate."

WHO MUST FILE
Any political committee which makes independent

expenditures must report these expenditures on Schedule
E during the reporting period in which they were made.

Any independent expenditures aggregating $1,000 or
more made after the 20th day, but more than 24 hours,
before 12:01 A.M. of the day of the election, must be
reported within 24 hours after the independent expendi-
ture is made. The report must include all of the informa-
tion required on Schedule E and be filed with the appro-
priate office.

LINE BY LINE INSTRUCTIONS

" For Schedule E, the committee must enter the full nameof the committee and the FEC Identification Number in
the appropriate boxes at the top of the page. For each
person who receives a payment or disbursement during the

L) calendar year aggregating in excess of $200 in connection
with an independent expenditure, the reporting committee
must provide on Schedule E the full name, mailing address
and zip code of the payee receiving any disbursement, the

o date and amount of any independent expenditure aggre-
gating in excess of-$200, and thepurpose of the independ-
e nt expenditure (e4g., radio, television, newspaper). In
a ddition, the committee must provide the name of the

o candidate, the office sought by the candidate (including
State and Congressional District, where applicable), and

-. whether the independent expenditure was in support of,
or in opposition to, the candidate. A subtotal of itemized

C expenditures must be disclosed on Line (a) of the last

Schedule E filed. A subtotal of independent expenditures
not required to be itemized must also be disclosed on Line
(b) of the last Schedule E filed.

The total of all independent expenditures (Line (c)) is
carried forward to the appropriate line of the Detailed
Summary Page.

CERTIFICATION AND NOTARIZATION
The treasurer of any political committee which makes

an independent expenditure must sign Schedule E and
certify under penalty of perjury that the expenditure was
in fact an "independent expenditure."

Acldit~onally, Schedule E must be notarized.

NOTE: Any other person (other than a political commit-
tee) who makes an independent expenditure must file on
FEC FORM 5.
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To Those Concer'nedAbout A Possible
AO/8 PVIMM'r

NEW YORK LAW JOURNI

•October 7, 1980

Reagan Supreme Court:
W LL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-

pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology. On race relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and press, the rights of the accused, and on the environ-
menLthe Court has been a bulwark of liberty, oecency and reason.
We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas.
And, t.his concern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

The Repubiican platform pledges to work for the "appoint-
ment of Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
li'e." Leaders of the bar wh~o practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association. Leonard Janofsky said that it is "improper..
very dangerous and out of order. I would think there would be
a lot of Republicans. Including myself, who would be very
much disturbed." The House of Delegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of
Ca~ifornia, Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological
purity in his judicial nominees The National Law Journal reports
that "~i~n California. Mr. Reagan's administration often would quiz
potential nominees on the minutiae of their political thinking...
His staff fed judicial selection panels a diet of blue chip, right of
center white and male nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that JimmyCarter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addi-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined) out of
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors.
Wall Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the
country. Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have to ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
jority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of
America they want for the next generation, not merely the next
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pay for mailings.
advertiseme~nts and related activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences. write articles and letters to the editor.
and appear on radio and television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation
of similar groups throughout the country. 5) Urge formation of
student and facuity groups on campuses to express the views
set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in
the election.

We hope you will complete the coupon and return it to us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFILIATIONS LISTED FOR IDENTIFICATION ONLY)
Floyd Abrams, Lawyer. (NYC); John H..Adams, Executive Director. Natural Resources Defense Council,

(NYC); Terry Adams..,, Partner, Hensei, Post, Brandon 8 Dorsey(fWash. D.C.), Barbara Allen Babcocmk.
Prot. at Law. Stanford Univ Law School (Stenlord); John Baker, Assoo. Dean. Univ. of Indiana Law
School Ieloomlngton); Riehlard BeeNtis, Partner, Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett (N YC), Treaerer; Carols
Belkowe, Past Prea., Iltnola Stalel Bar Aas. (Chicago); James Bleman. Partner, Foley, Larriner, HoI-
labaughJ & Jacobs (Wash. D.C.)' CharlL Black Jr., Sterling Proleasor, Vale Univ Law Sehool (New
Haven); Robert L Boglnyl, Dean, Clevelnd-Marshal Coflege of Law (Cleveland); Eansl Bonydi.,
Partner. Stool, ies. Boey 6 Fraser (Portlnd, Ore.): William A. Borders, Jr., Prea., National Bar Assn.
(Wash. D.C.): WHiey A. Brntn Dean, Howard Univ. Law School (Wash. D.C.); James Brosnehan
Partner, Morrison and Foerster (San Francisco); Michael A. Cardos, Partner, Proskauer. Rose, Goetz &
PMendelsohn (NYC); Julius L Chammbers, Partner, Chambers, Stein, Ferguson & Becton (Ch~arlotte); Wit-
lamn K. Coblentz, Partner, Jacobs, S l & Coblentz (San Francisco); La Dmi. Cordel, Asst. Dean, Stan-

ford Univ. Law School (Stanford); indsey Cowan, Dean, Themes beAcus School of Law. Western
Reserve Univ. (Cleveland); Siara-Ae Detaman, Partner, Hogan & Hatuon (Wash. D.C.): Mme wrdgh
Edalmen, Pres.. Children'a Defense Fund (Wash. D.C.); Benr D. Pleia, Partner, Shea 6 Gould
(NYC); Marn S. Praidwi, Former U.S. 01st Judge, Souhern Dist. N.Y. (NYC), Clemsem; James 0.
Freedmnm, Dean, Univ. of Pwnyfal Law School (Phila.); Samuel T. Gaine, Past Pres.. The Bar As-
an. of Greater Cleveland (Cleveland) Howard LG., Partner. Presvayer, Rose, Goof, £ Mendeisohr
INYC); HMrlo P. Gluehln, Lawyter £ Arbitrtr (NYC); Howard N. Godn Partner Golden, Winshienk
S Mandl (NYC): JaCk Grebeg Dlraotor.Counsel, NAACP Legal Det enae 6 Educe~at~oa Fund (NYC),
VWee-Charma,' C; onrad Hare, Partner, Simpson, Thacher 6 Bartlett (NYC); ODvd H. Hoed, Lawyer
(NYC), Seth M. Huletedler, Past Pre , Californi State Bar Assn. (California); Andrew L, Jehnao, Jr.,
Past Pres.. Bar Assn. of Greater Cleveland (Cleveland); Stlephen L Kass, Partner. Berle, Butzel. Kass &
Case (NYC): Peter Langroo,'k Chairman. Sec. n Individual Rights & Resp=Onsibility. ABA (Maddlburg,
Vermont:HRObar B. McKay, Director, Justice Program, Aspen Inst. for Humanistic Studies (NYC);
Morton M. Maneker, Partner, .Preskauer, Rose, Goetz £ Mendelsohn (NYC) Michael Meltaer, Dean,
Northeastern Univ. School of Law (Boston); Ira Millelen, Partner. Well, Go~sha& Manges (NYC): Arthur
Murphy. Prof. of Law, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC): JamM. Nabrit, Jr., Pres.. Emeritus. Howard
Univ. (Wash. D.C.); Maria Obledo. Secretary, Calif. Dept. of Health & Welfare Past Prs.. Mexican
American Legal Defense Fund (acramento); MowedJ 0. Paulsen, Dean, Cardozo School of Law (NYC):
Jane Picker, ProfessOr of Law, Cleveland St. Univ. (Clevelnd); Hariet Pilpel, Partner, Grebaum.
Wolff & Ernst (NYC); Michaell H. Pisner, Exec. Soc., Lawyers Committee for lItl Human Rights (NYC);
Liewelyn 0. Pritchard, Partner, Kerr. Tuttle. Koch. Campbell. Mawar 8 Mor row (Seam.l): Harriet Rabb,
AOsh. Dean. Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Robert G. Hinge, Past Pres.. Oregon Trial Lawyers Ass.
(Corvallis. Ore.); Albert J. Rosentlhal, Dean. Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Lynn Heoht Schatran,
vice Chairpersoc, N. Y.C Comm. on Status of Women (NYC); Orvile H. Scheil, Jr., Past Area. Asan. of
Bar. City If N. Y. (NYC); Jerome J. Slheetack Partner. Schnader, Harris. Segal & Lewis (Phila.): Edward
Silver. Partner. Proskauer Ams Goorh 6 Mendelsohn 'NYC): Cheutefrleld Smith., Partner. Holland and
Knight. Past Pros., American Bar Asa. (Lakealndl; Willim e. Span.. Jr., Past Pres.. American Bat As-
sn. (Atlanta): M.D. Terauids, Prea. 6 Ge. Counsel. Puerto Rcan Legal Defense Fund (NYC) David
Tatl, Partner. Hogan & Ifar~sn (Wash. D.C.); Ja Topkls. 'arna(. Paul Wiss Ritbind Wharton & Oar-
'ason 'NYC): Judith Viadek, Partner. Wadeck Elias Vledeck 6 Englhard (NYC): ,Jnk. Wiliams. Past
Prn:., National Bar Assn. (Newark).

Pel a by le Cemmleee D iaeadeu J ir.
The Cenmituee Iij not aluthorzed by any cWa ate or any cano late Oomffaftie.

amanmmmnlnmm mnm ln

I* membe o@ the Comm.Ittee for
U an Independent Judiciary, I

I 2WLSt Stet SutlE

I . U
* (MAKE CHECK PAYABLE

STO COMMITTEE FOr AN
* INDEPtNDENT JUDICIARY.) !

|I . .. .. . . .

EXHIBIT A TO RESPONSE OF COMMITTEE
FOR AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY
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3a3 'WEST SIXTH STREET

1.05 AkNGELES. CA.I10RNIqA001
TELRONE (913) 696- 300

3100 COLUJD IA PAZ
10 U ROADWA.Y

TELEmPRONE (303 ) 631-l1OC

JAMES J. D90SNAEAN
SAN IFRANCISICO
DIRESCT DIAL (455) fl7-S1SO

MORflIBO2 &-FO3ItSTB3

TRL a,5 .-m00

October 22, 1980

!; : i i !i ,

Charles N. Steele, Esq.General Counsel
Federal Election Conunission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Steele:

You have sent me a copy of a letter from one Loren
A. Smith, Chief Counsel to the Reagan Bush Comuuittee
charging myself and others with a violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 in connection with an
expression on our part of our views concerning Governor Reagan's
anticipated judicial appointments should he become President
of the United States. You have also asked for a response and
have enclosed a self-addressed, special delivery envelope. My
views are as follows:

1. The statements made by the Committee are protected
by the First Amendment of the United States Constitution.

2. There is no violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act for reasons which others on the Committee will
shortly give to you.

3. The complaint of Mr. Smith is without foundation
and is done for the obvious purpose of distracting attention
from the merits of the debate.

4. Mr. Smith's complaint is an obvious attempt to
silence citizens who seek to express their views on a subject
of national importance. His request for an injunction discloses
his view and perhaps that of Governor Reagan that opponents
should be silenced. 70:01v j Iao c

UUIOCTZ.5 All: ' i!;

w, ummsrx. . a. mren
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Mo~mox & FOERSTER /iCalsN. Steele, Esq.
October 22, 1980 .
Page Two i

5. I intend to speak out on this issue without
regard to the wishes of Loren A. Smith. :

When the complaint is dismissed or disposed of
under your procedures, I would appreciate being notified so i
that I may consider what action might be appropriate against
Mr. Smith and the group for which he is an agent, the Reagan
Bush Committee.

Verytrly yours , :

IIJames . Brosnahan -

f-q cc: Floyd Abrams
Barbara Allen Babcock
Richard I. Beattie i t :

~~William K. Coblentz ,
Ira !illstein

~Mario Obledo
Jerome J. Shestack

0Chesterfield Smith
~William B. Spann, Jr.

Jay Topkis
cLoren A. Smith
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STOEL, RIVES, BOLEY, FRASER AND WYSE
(DAVIES, 51005, STRAYER, STOEL AND SOLEY)

(RIVES. SONYNADI £ SMITH)

ALLAN R.AlURAVAHErL
Jlr7rlREY MICHAErL ALDErN
RICHARID Er. ALrXANDErR
RICHARD D. GACH
PAUL L,.GOLEY
ENEST SONYNADI
PHgL.LIP O, CiHAOSErY
MARRY S. CHANDLErR
CLErVErLAND C. CORY
KANrEN K. CRE.ASON
THOMAS P. OffERINO
JOHN OlrTJE[NS. T~
SARNES N. EILLIS
EDWARD LE rPSTEIN
HOWARD N. 7rluERsTEIrN
RICHARD A. PrlANE~
GOROGE N. 7qASlrR
GOOllR M. OALLOWAY
LErONARD A. GIRARD
WILLI~AN J. GLASGOW
GERSHAM GOLDSTIN
RONALD S. GROSSNANN
CHARqLES H. MASERNIGO
ROSErRT 7

r
. HARRINOTON

JOHN RI.MHAY
RICHARD A. HAYDErN, JR.
DAVID 0. HAYMURST
HE[NRIY H. HErWITT
CHARLErS 7

r
. HINKLEr

RomSERT H. HUNTINGTON
STErPHEN T. JANIK
VE[LMA JErREMIAH
RIICHARD C. JosErPHSON
JOEL D. KUNTZ
DErNIER Et. MARTIN
WILLIAM N4. MCALLIISTE[R
CHARLErS J. MaMURCHIEr
GErORGEr K. MEIElR,m

r n

DAVID P. MILLER
GNrGORY R. MOWE
HARDY MYErRS
THOMAS R. NICOLAI
MILD Er.ORMSErTH
TEIRRNCE

r 
R. PmANCOAST

MARK II. PErTERMAN
CAM PUELL RICHARDSON
ROSErRT L. RIDOLEYW
GErORGEr D. RIVErS
RICHARD Et, ROY
JONN M. SCNWEIlTlrER
PATRICK J. SIMPSON
HUGH SMITN
THOMAS S. STOErL
MANLErY S. STRAYErR
JIEREr N. wESS~
CLARErNCEr R. WICKS
MARCUS WOOD
WILLIAM W. WYSEr

LAW Orricts
900 S W FIPTH AVE[NUE:

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

1503) 224-3350

October 20, 1980

DAVID L. DAVIES
MUON LULOGS

GAIL. L*ACMTErRMAN
CHARLEiS it. ADAMS
STErPHEN ES. ASSON
MARGARErT M. SAUMOARNE~lR
WILIiAM A. SERNO
RUTH A. SEVERN
CONSTANCE[ HlIMS CLOCK
JOHN A. SOODANSKI
JOMN IP

. 
URACACH

HErNRY C. SRITHAUPT
DEEl K. CARLSON
mSERTRAND .1. CLOSEr
EIZlASErTH 7. COSORi7Vr
NANCY L.COWOILL
t. JOSErP DErAN
7RNANCIS S. DErLIA
CHRISTINEr L. DICKElY
MARK R. 7IrlCNTINGErR
RANDOL.PH C. rOSTErR
NANCY N. GANONO
ANDREWM R. GARDNErR
SMlNNEyT N. GOLDSTIN
SUSAN Pl. GRAR
DAVID W. GRN
STErPHEN L. GRI7IlrTN

TMOMAS 0. P. GUILSErRT
KIRK Ri.HALL
SUSAN N. HAMMElR
JOYCE A. MARPOLEr
JAMESm C. HOWEr
PAMErLA L. JACKLIN
PErTER R. JARVhIS
GRErGORY IV. JENNErR
CHARLErS S. LErWIS. ]U
DErNNIS LErYSOLD
GlRORNY H. MACPHERNSOM

- WILLIAM Er. MErRRITT

€ AURT . MOOMAHOAS ,N. NOI.

-- IS, 0. RORUENSAUM

" 9l, N E, TNOMPSbN
iK WALTErR VAN VALKENIURqO
S tEPHErN S. W4L.TER5~MOTHY J. WYLDErR

.01 I

C,' -

Dear Mr. Steele:
Re: Your Letter of October 10, 1980 -

Committee for an Independent Judiciary

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of October 10,
1980 to Mr. Beattie, Treasurer of the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary, with a copy of the complaint by the Reagan-
Bush Committee.

While I assure you that my participation on the
Committee for an Independent Judiciary is totally unrelated
to the Carter-Mondale Campaign Committee, I deny any willful
violation on my part of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971. I understand that Mr. Richard I. Beattie or his law
firm, Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett, will respond substantively
on behalf of the Committee. You are hereby advised that I
personally will be pleased to be represented by Simpson,
Thacher & Bartlett in this matter, and I hereby authorize Mr.
Richard I. Beattie of Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett to receive
on my behalf any notifications or other communications from
the Commission in this matter.

Verilyyours,

E nest Boh

EB : vwd/

cc: Richard I. Beattie, Esq.

Charles N. Steele, Esq.General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20463
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OMRNDUM TO: Narjorie W. Bnmsn

n el Eissa T. Garr

SUDJUCT: blU 1308.

N Please have the attached Uo on ezpedited blUR 1308

distributed to the Caissioon on an inforttionl basis.

NThank you.

C

(0me,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION 80 OC T4 Iqp :
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 *1

October 14, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Kenneth A. Gross j
Associate General Counself43tm

SUBJECT: MUR 1308

On October 10, 1980, Loren Smith, Chief Counsel of the
' ) Reagan-Bush Committee ("Reagan-Bush"), held a press conference
I . in front of Commission offices on K Street. At the conclusion

of the press conference, Mr. Smith hand-delivered a complaint
~to the General Counsel's office.

(4Prior to his remarks, Reagan-Bush workers handed out Smith's
CD prepared statement and a copy of an advertisement which appeared
0in the National Law Journal of October 13, 1980. (Attachments I

wf and II). Attachment II was also included as the only exhibit
to the complaint.

0D
The complaint restates the allegations in Mr. Smith's

" statement, makes specific reference to provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA") and Title 26 of the
United States Code, and names as respondents the Committee for

r') an Independent Judiciary and the sixty individuals listed in
the advertisement.

The Office of General Counsel sent a notification of receipt
of complaint to all named respondents through Richard Beattie,
identified in the advertisement as the committee treasurer.
Individual follow-up notifications are to be sent to all respondents
by close of business, October 14, 1980.

If, upon initial review and analysis, it appears to this
office that there is no reason to believe that any of the
respondents have violated FECA or Title 26, it will make an
appropriate recommendation to the Commission by the end of this
week. Otherwise, we will prepare a First General Counsel's
Report after the expiration of 15 days from receipt of notification
or after responses have been received.



901 out Hihlan Stut:Arlington. Vfrglnia 22204 1703) 688.400

FO MET RELEASE :CNATLnNozerr
FORIMEDITERELAS: CNTCT Lyrn Nofigeho

Friday, October 10, 1980 703-685-3717

STATEMENT BY LOREN SMITH

CHIEF COUNSEL, REAGAN-BUSH COMMITTEE

Today we are filing a complaint against the Committee for an

Independent Judiciary and its members for violations of the federal
" election law. The committee has illegally solicited funds. It has

r failed to register with the Federal Election Commission. It has .

LI) failed to file financial disclosure forms. And it may also be

. making illegal in-kind contributions to the Carter-Mondale Reelec- i

o tion Committee.
__The facts of this complaint are as follows:

The committee, which is made up of members of the bar, who are
0

presumed to know the law, has published an advertisement in The

National Law Journal of October 13th which violates several provi-
o sions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

While the article makes false, distorted and out-of-context repre-

) sentations concerning Governor Reagan's judicial record, it displays

its authors' true disregard for the law as well as the facts by its

violations of the law. It is the kind of misleading political

tactic the election law was passed to prohibit. And since this act

was performed by members of the bar, it must be presumed that it

was a knowing and willful violation by those individuals who

-prepared it.

The heart of this violation is a newspaper advertisement which

contains misleading statements concerning Governor Reagan's record

on judicial appointments, as well as his judicial philosophy. In

the process, the authors of the ad quote former A.B.A. president

- more -

Paid for by Reagan Bush Committee. United States Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman. Bay Buchanan. Treasurer.



Leonard Janofsky in a way that implies he disapproves of Governor

Reagan's record and intentions with respect to judicial selection.

It is true that Mr. Janofsky disapproved of the Republican Party

platform plank on judicial selection if that plank is interpreted

as a litmus test on any particular issue. But, it is also true

that Governor Reagan does not hold to such an interpretation.

In fact, the Governor has stated that he is vitally concerned

with the quality of prospective appointees and that he will consider

as an additional factor only a "broad compatibility" with his own

judicial philosophy. Mr. Janof sky approves of Governor Reagan's

position in this regard and also believes the Governor's appoint-

ments to the California bench were generally excellent. Thus,

this illegal advertisement, which distorts Governor Reagan's

position on judic'ial appointments, is apparently part of the

Carter campaign of fear and divisiveness in its attempt to frighten

N..... members of the bar with the prospect of Reagan Supreme Court

b appointees.

! This advertisement failed to carry a proper disclaimer indi-

cating that it was an expenditure on behalf of the Carter candidacy. ..

Federal law requires that the ad either indicate that it was

authorized by the Carter campaign or that it was not authorized
0 by any candidate.

" The ad also solicited contributions for further efforts

Cwithout putting contributors on notice that they would be con-

tributing to a federal political committee. The ad asked indi-

viduals to spend money to further distribute the committee's"

election message without providing them with any indication that

such distribution would constitute an independent expenditure or

an illegal in-kind contribution to the Carter reelection effort.

Under the law, any group spending over $1,000 to influence

a federal election must register with the FEC within ten days of ;

its creation, listing bank accounts and a treasurer. The Committee

for an Independent Judiciary has not done this. We know The

National Law Journal sells such advertising space as the committee

bought for $1,850 per page. We do not know' how much other money

they have spent in organizing efforts. They operate out of a blind

letter drop in New York City.

- more -
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If the efforts of the committee were funded by the Carter
campaign or operated in coordination with the Carter Committee,

then another very serious violation of the contribution and dis-

closure laws is involved.
W e are-asking the FEC to investigate fully thi-s matter as

soon as possible. We are also asking the FEC to enjoin this

group from further violations of the election law, and to remind

them that as a group solely made up of lawyers, they have a

special obligation to obey the law. As lawyers who seek to influ-.

ence our legal system, they cannot claim ignorance of the law

while purporting to instruct others in judicial policy. We feel

the FEC should prosecute this complaint fully and immediately.

* * * * *

0
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EXHIBIT A, REAGAN BUSH COMMITTEE COMPLAINT
Y| NATYINAL LAW JImDNAJL

i., •' ' ' ' j - I. _

To Those Concerned
About A Possible

Reagan Supreme Court:

WILL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-

pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court."

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology. On race relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and press, the rights of "ha accused, and on the environ-
menlt the Court has beenl a bulwark of Uibery, decency and rema.
We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme)
Court would change the law for the worse in all these area.
And, this concern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

The Republican platform pledges to work for the "appoint-
ment of Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
life." Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal Issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association, Leonard Janofaky said that it is "improper..
very dangerous and out of order. I would think there would be
a lot of Republicans, including myself, who would be very
much disturbed." The House of Oelegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of
California, Ronald Rega mede ovary effort to ire ideological
purity in his judicial nominee. The National Law Journal reports
that "[Iun California, Mr. Reagan's edmtnistraion often would quiz
potential nominees on the minutiae of their political thinking. ."
His staff fed judicial selection pansls a diet of blue chip, right of
:enm' white and mi nmines.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that JimmyCarter's judicial appointmeta deserve high marks. In addi-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined) out of
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors,
Wall Street type lawyers, sole praictitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the
country. Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have to ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
jority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of
America they want for the next gen~wamon, not merely the next
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pay for mailings.
advertisements ad relaed activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences, write articlee and letters to the editor,
and appeal on radio aind television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity ad formation
of similar groups throughout the country. 5) Urge formation of
student and faculty groups on campuses to express the views
set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in
the election.

We hope you will cbmplete the coupon and return it to us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFILIATIONS LISTED FOR IDENTIFICATION ONLY)
ladAbrms, Lawyer. (NYC): ,Jim Ii. Adawm, Executive Director, Natural Reorces Delana. Council,

(NYC); TerrT Adqsn Partner, Hasl Poet Srdo 8 Dorsey (Wash. D.C.); lirbea AlMe Sbeadoli,
Prof. of Law. Stauford Univ. Law School (Stanlord); Johna Saker, Asoc. Dean. Univ. of Indiana Law
School (Sloan ngton); Elhrl S.eetle Pamrtnr S/repean, Thuohar 6 Bartlett (N VC). Treeswe;, Caon
Siews, Past Pros., lni Stat Bar Aan (Claago); James IWe,... Parter. Foley. Lsrdner, Hot-
labug £ Jacobs (Wash. D.C.); Chad. L Ilas, Jr., Sterlng Proessor. Yale Univ. Law Scoo (New
Hen); Roe L Seeem, Den ClvlndMrhll Colg of Law (Cleean); Si salel
Patner. Stool. Rive. Boey & Fraer (Portland, Ore.); Wilam A4. Soers Jr., Pres., National Bar Aaan.
(Waeh. D.C.); W e A. Urni. Dean. Howard Univ Law School (Wash. D.C.); James Oamb.
Partner. Morrison and Foerater (San Frncisco); MIchael A.Cardm Partner. Proakauer, Roes. oeer,&
Mondeleohn (NYC); Jeka L Chambers, Partner. Cha~mbere, Stein, Ferguson £ Becton (Charlote); wN-
Ilam K. Coleets Partner. JacOba, S lk Coblantz (San Francisco): La Doris Cerdel, Aset. Dean, Stan-
ford Univ. Law School (Stanford); LUndas C~owan, Dean. Thomas Beckue School oF Law. Western
Reserve Univ. (Cleveland); Sans-Am, Deleman, Partner, Hogan S Harteon (Wash. D.C.); MadnsWlg
Udelma., Pree., Chlre Delanee Fund (Wash. D.C.); Serner D. PliNtmam, Partner, Shea&8 Gould
(NYC); M~rvha , U. Faahl. Former U.S. Ole .Arep, Sothr Dit. N.Y. (NYC), Chka James 0.
Freedmn, Dean, Univ. f Pennralvanle Law Sco~o (Ph~la)* Samuel T. Galns.. Past Prs., The Bar Aa-
an. f Grete Clvln (Clvean) NewriL ,. Pa rtn,, Proekar, Roan, Ger £ Mendelehn"
(NYC); Mania P. @hus~em Lpyer S Arbtrto (NYC), Newrd N. eliA, Paunere, W elet

Vte.Cma a Co.ra i u, Par tner. Smr, ao. Thce 8 Bartlett (NYC); , I .lawy ern
(NYC); elhM U. Suchoolr P at Pm.In) CaIfomi Stt Barfen. WCelf Ootle &Mn ); Anre Lh r.
Past Prof a s. of Gre ola Cleveland (ChlaelNd); JlepluM. gLd, J~rnr Bar, BaLuB tfassr

Cmiv (NYmC.); e Oa~edeaimn ScoI n /.De odu al ih S Raep oblt. J~ Pa (dlbrg
Aeron Lebutal DMiay Fudi&re.Jnoe rora. Ase Denst froo mnSco StudLes (NYC);

Mae.M EMsehr Partn; er. Pees e Roe, Leek Medlonton th1HmnRg (NYC); ilalbasm en
Noteser nv Sehoo Larter, onkeIra ife. si Cn, Partner el a a~o Mgs (NY); HAdhmw
MArphy Prof. Cofb LwCUmb nv. Law School (N YC) Jame M. P e Jr., Preson Eritus owdwlAam

n.(Was. D.C.) elae 4 gObles. Dcea. Clif. Dept. ofwHealh aNC) W lfare PaePes. Mlexan
AmerCican , Lega De.ens Fu nd (Sacra Wmento;Moe 0. ) Palno D lean , Car , Schoo o Law C)
Jm, IckOer. Prlaso (N f) dLawe .Clvln StUnv. (Clvelnd) Hrret P S ew (ParteGrebam
Wlff a Ent(YkMls. P eo~aurR se e , Eac Sfec. awes omitefo ntlHua Rg (NYC); f n

AsntDe, Cout m.. Univ.e La Schoo (LelNYC); WIed 0, fls n PatPe.. Oegon ro Lawer Asn-
(Cal. Or.); be M J. ealhl Dean O. eW, mbl Univ. La chooln (NYC); LiuHeSShlem
Vcek Chanrers on N..C Cmm.o tatue D t. omCNY); OWTpkPritl .Smn , P astWee Pro A a.

,~n(NYC); JulI Vliai Partner. Vldc Ella. Vldc S EngelhNard (NYC); Jlu Wilams. Pat
Pres.. Natonal Bar Asan. (Newark).

Pat Web W e CewmA s Pr ha tae ades~edb.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO: George Demougeo

FROM: Dan Blessington

SUBJECT: Notification Letters - MUR 1308

According to my records, we have yet to receive green
cards from John Adams, Conrad Harper, Albert Rosenthal, and
Mario Obledo. I don' t know what your practice is, but would
suggest that you check with the Postal Service to determine

• if these have been received.
0In the case of Obledo, we can be reasonably certain

-p that he received the letter, given the phone call we
received from Debra Cabrera on October 23.

Letters to Robert Ringo and Robert Bogomolny were
~received unclaimed. I checked the latter's address and

D it appears that it was correct. I would suggest that we
send out another letter to that same address by regular

. mail. Ringo's address was wrong, so we'll send out another
one.
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~FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO: Elissa Garr

FROM- Dan Blessington

SUBJECT:• Re-Mailing of Notifications in MUR 1308

Please re-mail notification to Harriet Rabb ather law school address.

0
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FEDERALELECTION COMMISSION
WSHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 10, 1980

SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie
Treasurer
Conumittee for an Independent'-Judiciary
209 East 56th Street
Suite lE
Hew York, New York 10022

Re: MUR 1308

" Dear Mr. Beattie:

"-- This letter is to notify you that on October 10, 1980,
D the Federal Election Commnission received a complaint which

alleges that you, your coiuiittee, and the individuals named"
Nin Attachment I violated certain sections of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and
o 26 U.S.C. S 9003(b) (3). While this letter serves as notice

to all the individuals named in the complaint, the Commission
"Y will attempt to notify each person separately. A copy of the

o complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 1308.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you and the other respondents have the
oopportunity to demonstrate in writing, that no action should

~be taken against you or your committee in connection with
this matter. Any party named in the complaint may respond

~to the allegations within 15 days of receipt of this letter.
The complaint may be dismissed by the Commission prior to
receipt of the response if the alleged violations are not
under the jurisdiction of the Cornmission or if the evidence
submitted does not indicate that a violation of the Act has
been committed. Should the Commission dismiss the complaint,
all parties will be notified by mailgram. If no response is ..
filed within the 15 day statutory reqjuirement, the Commission
may take further action based on available information.

You are encouraged to respond to this notification prompt-
1v1 In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this
notification, we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage-paid,
special delivery envelope.



Page Two iUr

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.c. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission, in writing, that you wish the matter
to be made public.

If you or the other respondents intend to be represented
by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by
sending a letter of representation stating the name, address
and telephone number of such counsel, and a statement authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communica-
tions from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel 3.
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter at

~(202) 523-4529.

o General Counsel

Enc losure s
0 Attachment I
~Complaint

Procedures
0 Envelope



Attachment I

Floyd AbramsJohn H. Adams
Terry Adamson
Barbara Allen Babcock
John Baker
Carole Bellows
James Bierman
Charles L. Black, Jr.
Robert L. Bogomolny
Ernest Bonyhadi
William A. Borders, Jr.
Wiley A. Branto'n
James Brosnahan
Michael A. Cardozo
Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz

Lindsey Coven
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman
Marvin £. Frankel
James 0. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
H~oward L. Ganz
Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden
Jack Greenberg
Conrad Harper
David R. flood
Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson, Jr.
Stephen L. Kass
Peter Langrock

Robert B. McKayMorton M. Maneker
Michael Meltsner
Ira M~illstein
Arthur Murphy
James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obledo
Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker
Harriett Pilpel
Michael H. Posner
Llewelyn C. Pritchard
Harriett flabb
Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn flecht Schafran
Orville P. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
W~illiam B. Spann, Jr.
M.D. Taracido
David Tatel
Jay Topkis
Judith Vladeck
Junius Williams

0



FDERALELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

October 10, 1980

CERTIFIED IL
RETURN RECEIPT EEUSTED

Loren Smith
Chief Counsel
Reagan Bush Commnittee

J 901 South Highland Street
Arlinciton, Virgiinia 22204

) Dear Mr. Smith:

4 This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of October 10, .1980, against the Committee for

oD an Independent Judiciary, et al., Which alleges violations
of the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has

~been assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondents
o will be notified of this complaint within 24 hours and a

recommendation to the Federal Election Commission as to how
~this matter should be initially handled will be made 15 days

after the respondents' notification. You will be notified as
oD soon as the Commission takes final action on your complaint.

Should you have or receive any additional information in this
~matter, please forward it to this office. For your information,
~we have attached a brief description of the Commission's proce-

dures for handling complaints.

Please be advised that this matter shall remain confidential
in accordance with 2 U.SCo S 437g (a) (4) (B) and S 437g (a) (12) (A)
unless the respondents notify the Commission in writing that
they wish the matter to be ivade publi 7 ~~ /

General Counsel

Enclosure
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S1. The fotlowngj ser,, ice is requaested (check one). ~~
] Shw to whom and date delivered ......

[ hwto whom, date, and address of deliveryli

1 ] RESTRithTED DIELIVERY "

Show to whom and date delivered. .iL
fl RESTRICTED DELIVERY., ,i

Show to whom. date, and address of delivery .i~

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEEWI:.

!2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:
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~October 9, 1980

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf c r7 .
Chairman" "
The Federal Electioni Commission c
1325 K Street, N.W. ;
Washington, D.C. 20463 "5_ :

0*
Dear Mr. Chairman: r2' ''

., On behalf of the Reagan Bush Committee I am filing this
complaint, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§ 437g against the Committee

-" for an Independent Judiciary located at 209 E. 56th Street,
Suite IE, New York, New York 10022, its treasurer, Richard I.

O Beattie and the following individuals, who are the purported
members of the committee: Floyd Abrams, John H. Adams, Terry

! Adamson, Barbara Allen Babcodk, John Baker, Carole Bellows,
oD James Bierman, Charles L. Black, Jr., Robert L. Bogomolny,

Ernest Bonyhadi, William A. Borders, Jr., Wiley A. Branton,
-* James Brosnahan, Michael A. Cardozo, Julius L. Chambers,

William K. Coblentz, La Doris Corell, Lindsey Cowen, Sara-AnnoD Determan, Marian Wright Edelman, Bernard D. Fischman, Marvin
E. Frankel, James 0. Freedman, Samuel T. Gaines, Howard L.
Ganz, Morris P. Glushien, Howard N. Golden, Jack Greenberg,

oD Conrad Harper, David R. Hood, Seth M. Hufstedler, Andrew L.
Johnson, Jr., Stephen L. Kass, Peter Langrock, Robert B. McKay

~Morton M. Maneker, Michael Meltsner, Ira Millstein, Arthur
Murphy, James M. Nabrit, Jr., Marlo Obledo, Monrad G. Paulsen,

€O Jane Picker, Harriet Pilpel, Michael H. Posner, Llewelyn G.
Pritchard, Harriet Rabb, Robert G. Ringo, Albert J. Rosenthal,
Lynn Hecht Schafran, Orville H. Schell, Jr., Jerome J. Shestack,
Edward Silver, Chesterfield Smith, William B. Spann, Jr., M.D.
Taracido, David Tatel, Jay Topkis, Judith Vladeck, and Junius
Williams.

This complaint is based upon a serious violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. It involves
violations of sections 433(a), 441d, 434(b) (3), of Title 2 of
the U.S. Code as well as possible violations of 2 USC § 434
2 USC I 441a and 26 USC 5 9003(b) (2).



ge Two .

ctober 9, 19 80

The basis of this complaint is an illegal independent
expenditure made by an unregistered group which may be improp-
erly coordinated with the Carter Reelection campaign. The
October 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal carried
an advertisement (see Exhibit A) using out-of-context and
untrue statements to attack Governor Reagan's campaign and
the Reagan judicial philosophy. The ad indicated that it
was produced by The Committee for an Independent Judiciary
and the above named persons. The ad also solicited funds for
further such ads and for further anti-Reagan pro-Carter ,
electoral activity.

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary calls itself
a committee. It is a group that has apparently received
contributions and it solicits contributions in this ad. The
National Law Journal informed my office that a full page ad
costs $1850 and that the ad would have to have been placed
no later than September 25, 1980. The ad expressly advocates
the election of a clearly identified candidate--Jimmy Carter.
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary is therefore a
"political committee" as defined in 2 USC 1 431(4).

2 USC § 433(a) requires all political committees to file
a statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a
political committee. The public records division of the FEC
informed my office on October 8, 1980, that the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary had not registered with the Comumis-
sion.

2 USC I 441d requires any person who makes an expenditure
"expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or solicits any contribution through any
...magazine..." to include a disclaimer stating who paid for
the advertisement and whether or not it is authorized by the
candidate. The enclosed ad does not carry the required
disclaimer.

The disclaimer provisions were originally included inthe
Act to prevent dirty tricks. The disclaimer is also necessary
to warn contributors that they are contributing to a federal
political committee. In this case contributors are not on
notice that their contributions will count against their in-
dividual limits, possibly require disclosure and go to federal
electoral activity. The solicitation makes no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required by 2 USC 3 434(b) 3).

Since the ad carries no disclaimer we are unsure whether
this is an independent expenditure, an unlawful contribution
to the Carter/Mondale Committee, or an improper expenditure
by the Carter/Mondale Committee.



Page Three ,
October 9, 1980 ...

Since we do not know who is really behind this committee
nor when it really was formed nor how much money it has raised
or spent we do not know whether it has violated the disclosure
provisions of 2 USC 1 434, the limitations in 2 USC I 441a or
the ban on private contributions to the Carter/Mondale Committee
in 26 USC 3 9003(b) (2).

We ask the Commission for an immediate action against these
violations and a speedy investigation of the other possible
violations. We request that the Commission seek to enjoin
further illegal actions of this kind by this group. Since it
is almost inconceivable that this group of attorneys was
totally ignorant of the federal law we must assume that this ad
was a knowing and willful violation of the law and should be
dealt with as such.

Under penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of
section 1001 of title 18, United States Code, I swear that

C the above is true to the best of my knowledge.

. Yours truly,

4 Loren A. Smith

oChief Counsel

" LAS/jac

o Enclosure

~Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of October, 1980.

Noar PLic in and for Alexandria, VA

C~ OMMISSION EXPIRES NOVEMBER 5, 1982?
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." egnBs Comm ee Complaint -- Exii October 9, 1980 :
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To Those ConcernedAbout A Possible
Reagan Supreme Court:

' +*V pedant Judki~ay?VV The Committee for an Independent Judiiry
WWSupportS Jimmy Carter for President be-

cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The posibility of Reold Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospc _111Of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology/. On1 ra.e rlations, sex discrminatin freedom of
speech and press, the rights of th accused, and on the environ-

We fear that a Rega apote maonr y on th Suprin
Court woul change the la for the worse in all theee areas.
And, this ccrt extends to 5ll leel of the judiczary, as ,voll.

The Repulican platform pledges to work fOr the 'appoint-
ment of Judges at all livels of the judc alr who respect
traditional family values ad the Sanctity of ,nnocent human
life." Leaders of the bar whd practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deoplored the plank as an 'deologlca test for
judicial appointment. Former President of tme American Bar
Association, Leonard .JanOfsky sad tlIt ,t 's "improper
very dangerous and Out of order. I would thi~nk atere woud be
a lot of Republicans, ;ncluding myself. who would be very
much disturbed,' TheO HOuse of Delegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning th~e p+ar As Governor Of
California. Ron~ald Reag~an made every effort to insure ,oeolcca
purtty in his judicial nomin~es The Naoa LaIw Journall reOrt
that "rain California. Mr. Reaans e dministration often w~u'd Quiz
ootetiat onoes on the minutiae of ,th'eir pol ita thinking -
His stf fed judiia selon panels a die of blu chip, r'ght of

-mm -11 and mole novn

Care judica oppolnbtenth deserve high marks. In d
tion to having selected about 40 womenand 50 members of,.
minorities (more thall ol hIs predceeaNIora comne~d) out of
over 250 appontments, his chie have virtually ail had
b~ackgrounds of professional excellence Snd high intlellectual .
achievement. They include law school deans and professors,.
Wail Street type lawyers, sole practItUOners, labor lawyMer and
pulich interelt lawyers. Thehr performance generally has
orne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules f law and a moral tone fOr the
country ThOse who object to various Jimmy Carter policis

America thsey want for the next geeration. not mirely tea next
four years..

Th~e Commttee will: 1 ) Send this letter to otheor lawyers and
urge tlhem to join 21 Solicit contritons to pay for mailhngs.
advertisements and related activity 3) Urge tas members to
h~old prtess Conferences, write articles and letters to theo tditor
and app~ear on radio and televisio,i to express their views on
thiS issue 4) Urge undertaking rela'ed activity and formation
of simmlar grOups throughOut th~e Counry 5) Urge formation of
st,,dent and faculty groups on campuses to express he vwews
Set Worth ,n the statement.

The Committee will not tike any positionl on other iSHues in i
theo election.

We hOpe yOU will cbmplete hO cOupon And return it tO us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION jAFFIL nON5i LIS,1 #'tJ il, N , 'i,,A it~ft UN.,FlyAr- Laer. (NYC). Jalm N4. Adam. Ezecu,,,o ec to, Naturl eeourcea Defense Counc€l.
N YC). Tiny Ae/ an Paer. Iensoel. Post. Creneevi & Dor Wash D C . 114rbara Alki 5abceekl,

PrOf. of Law. Stanfor Unv Law School (Stanf#ord), Jeu 58kwA Asaoc. Dash. Univ @1 Indiana Law
School ,Bioomengton;: Rii I. 5atis Parter. S~imepo.n. Tleactier 5 Balfett NYC,. TroaserlV caro

aeughl & Jatooa$ fWalsh 0 C ), Oh L. Oloc' .,. Srert~ng P'+OtesseOr YaNe i,,mnev a.w Sool (New
eavOi). Reel i. sogelnyo , Dean. Cloioiand.les.'5 tal onee of Law, Cievedand. ine spiedI,

Partner, Stoo. P,vea. Belor 5 Fraser/Porland, Ore wiWla i. Carders Jr.. iws, vationa Bar Asgi
'WIIe DC,. wI eY A, 5wi, Dean. Howard '"v Las +ChCOl WasP OC. Jame oalianlltl,
Palrner, Pd*rrslOn ano ortfer {San Frsnc .co). Michae A, Careso , Parter 

0
r'osvauer P ose. Goer'z 5

f.Elnei51Otiii NYCI. ,Juihal L. chmbersI Part er CrinmberS. Sein+ Ferg,,son 5 Bectori 'ChlroneO WE-
ilern K. Ceolenul Paener. ,iacob41a. Slls 6 CoO4'. 'SaIn 'aencisco, La Danal COrdoNl As~gt. Dean. Stan.
fOrd Univ Law Sch ool /Stsntord). L de Cowen. Den h, as BtavsS$CtOOJi Of Law Weitern
ROeserve Univ (Cleveland). 5ws.Aan Deannaw, Partner. Hogan 5 Hattson {Waah 0 C .i, Ma m wrieMN
liekv'an, Pr eC.. Cilden's Defese Fundl ' Wal4s C C, semn O. Flc. 'arrer. Sheal a GouldI
NYC.Mrin IIllt raneltld, Forer U S. i1t .. J:ge. SOufl'eer Deat. N Y 'N YC,. Chairement; Jamne 0.
lreedmanl D.ean,. Univ of Don~nalvane Law School i ., saue 1'. Gaines,. gist PrtOs., th~e Bar LA-

sh Of Greater Clevelano (Cleveland) Heowttl L.. Gns Partner. Porauer Pose. Goats £ Ndeis10oen
'N YC MerriP. Sklte. Lawyer 5 Argetretor 'NYC.,, Heomd N. Seldom, Partrier. Goldent. Wemnl/heenk€
S Ucn~el (NYC). ac reenberlMg, D rector-Counsl, NAACP Legal Dteen, a Educ4ational Fundf (NYC).
Vico-Clal; Conrad NaIfw. Plliner. Simpso~n. Thachoer S Bartlett ('NYC,. David ft. Hood, Lawyer
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