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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

William D. White

b e petitioner, muR E—] (3

Pittsbur?h Post-Gazette
League of Women Voters
respondents,

COMPLAINT
The above named respondents produced and distributed a 14 page
supplement to the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette newspaper purportimg to
be a comprehensive guide to the electorate prior to the primary
elections held here in Pennsylvania in April 1992. The pPitteburgh
Post-Gazette and the League of Women Voters refused to make any
mention of the petitioner as a candidate in any publication £or
public dissemination, instead publicizing the Republican an®
Democrat party candidates. This and other publications fajled to

:; make any mention of the procedure to nominate an independes’ J
candidate. This and other publications are in-kind and T

K prohibited contributions to the campaigns of 80n¢t5tfigi¢n specter =3

e and Lynn Yeakel. : -

wn 2 U.8.C. 431(8) - 8$100.7(a)(1) defines a contribution a#

o "...anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

- influencing any election for federal office...%,

i 2 U.S.C. 431(8) - $100.7(a)(E)(111)(A) defines anything of

value as Including "all in-kind contributions®™ and that "the

provision of any goods or services wvithout charge or at a charge

which is less than the usual and normal charge for such goods oOr

services is a contribution." Examples cited in this regulation of

goods and services include "facllities, equipment, supplies,
personnel, advertising services, membership lists...®
In coordination with the Specter and Yeakel campalgns,

photographs of their candidates and other information was ptovidcd

to the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette and the League of Women Voters for
publication. The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette refused to publish say of

the information provided by the petitioner.

As a news event, there was no attempt made to provide the

"reasonably egual coverage to all opposing candidates in the

-

circulation or listening area" required under & 100.7(b)f2Feid) to

exempt the publication from contribution reporting regulirsmsmts.
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Further, the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette frequently featured Mr.
Specter and Ms. Yeakel in their news reporting of the U.S. Fenate
campaign while deliberately omitting all mentlion of the petitioner
in editorials and features about the U.S. Senate campaign.

As a business organization not registered with the Federal
Election Commission as a political organization, The Pittspwrch
Post-Gazette is prohibited from making political contributisns to
specific candidates under these clrcumstances.

The League of Women Voters, while publicizing itself as & non-
partisan political organization, is in fact a partisan

organization which functions on behalf of the Republican and

Democrat parties.
A copy of this complaint has been served, via First Clase
United States Mail, postage pre-paid, on November 19, 1992 £# the

following;

Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
34 Blvd. of the Allies
Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219

League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania
226 Forster Street
Harrisburqg, Pa. 17102-3220

Willlam D. White, swear that the foregolng is correct #nd

the best of my knowledge.

t ps-i‘ tioner
1la Aven

_.'L-’LA\
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

November 30, 1992

William D. White
16 East Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

MUR 3713

Dear Mr. White:

This letter acknowledges receipt on November 23, 1992, #f
your complaint alleging possible violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and Sidney Rosenbl#tt,
as treasurer, the Honorable Arlen Specter, Citizens for Arle®
Specter and Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer, the League of
Women Voters of Pennsylvania and the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette.
The respondents will be notified of this complaint within five
days.

You will be notified as soon as the Federal Election
Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should yow
receive any additional information in this matter, please
forward it to the Office of the General Counsel. Such
information must be sworn to in the same manner as the origissl
complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 3713. Please rofer
to this number in all future correspondence. For your
information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

r 4

— - " 4

> - ey
. Sl D e
Lisa E. Xlein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

November 30, 1992

Lynn Hardy Yeakel
257 8. Ithan Avenue
Rosemont, PA 19010

MUR 3713

Dear Ms. Yeakel:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter NUR 3717.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which yov
believe are relevant to the Commission’s analysis of this

matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted smder
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the Gener#l
Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receip” of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Lynn Hardy Yeakel
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffmer,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. ror
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

_.‘//
< L€;4~__“_

Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

November 30, 1992

Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate
304 C Lombard Street
Philadelphia, PA 19147

MUR 3713

Dear Mr. Rosenblatt:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate ("Committee”) and
you, as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3717.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Committess and
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factwsl or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Sidney Rosenblatt, Treasurer
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate
Page 2

I1f you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffmer,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. Fror
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

7
—F,
Lisa E. Klein
Kssistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20461

November 30, 1992

The Honorable Arlen Specter
United States Senate

303 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

RE: MUR 3713

Dear Mr. Specter:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that you may have vioclated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the
complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3713.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against you in this
matter. 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 swder
oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the Gener#l
Counsel’s Office, must be submitted within 185 days of receipt of
this letter. If no response is received within 15 days, the
Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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The Honorable Arlen Specter
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffmer,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. rot
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints,

Sincerely,

7 A
/"""’

pisa E. Klein l\“-u-h_

Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

November 30, 1992

Stephen J. Harmelin, Treasurer
Citizens for Arlen Specter

6th & Walnut Streets

Suite 860

Curtis Center

Philadelphia, PA 19106

MUR 3713

Dear Mr. Harmelin:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that Citizens for Arlen Specter ("Committee”) and you.
as treasurer, may have violated the Federal Election ign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is
enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 3713. PFlease refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate i0
writing that no action should be taken against the Committes ond
you, as treasurer, in this matter. Please submit any factusl or
legal materials which you believe are relevant to the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Wwhere appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Stephen J. Harmelin, Treasurer
Citizens for Arlen Specter
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If you have any gquestions, please contact Craig D. Reffmer,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. Fror
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints,

Sincerely,

- o

“Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

cc: The Honorable Arlen Specter




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

November 30, 1992

League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania
226 Forster Street
Harrisburgh, PA 17102-3220

MUR 3713

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania my
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended ("the Act"™). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. #e
have numbered this matter MUR 3713. Please refer to this swsber
in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate i0
writing that no action should be taken against the League &f

Women Voters of Pennsylvania in this matter. Please submit 20y
factual or legal materials which you believe are relevant t& the
Commission’s analysis of this matter. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which
should be addressed to the General Counsel’'s Office, must be
submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
respcnse is received within 15 days, the Commission may take
further action based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania
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fer,
If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reff#
the atto¥ney essiqnzd to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. Fo¥

your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

(iisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. DC 20463

November 20, 1902

Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
50 Boulevard of the Allies
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

MUR 3713

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
indicates that the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette may have violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”/.

A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 3713. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in
writing that no action should be taken against the Plttshlizf
gal

Post-Gazette in this matter. Please submit any factual or
materials which you believe are relevant to the Commission’#
analysis of this matter. Where appropriate, statements showld
be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be
addressed to the General Counsel’s Office, must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response i#
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this
matter, please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed
form stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.




Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
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If you have any questions, please contact Craig D. Reffmer,
the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 219-3400. ror
your information, we have enclosed a brief description of the
Commission’s procedures for handling complaints,

Sincerely,
7

.—"‘-‘

g 7
\&isa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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COUNSELORS AT Law
2000 OnE LOocan SouamE
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA IS0 8993 . :

PriLapgLmmia
LOS AncGELES
Ll YT

LONDO TeuErwONE '8 #8)-3000
N N

F 1 L T
PRANKFUNT Ax (218) 9E3-0288

SrREGORY M HaRVEY
Diay oumgerT (218 9638427

December 11, 1992

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Federal Election Commission
999 YE" Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Re: MUR 3713
Greetings:

This letter responds to the Complaints of William .
White, pursuant to Ms. Klein’s two letters dated November 30,
1992 addressed to our client Lynn Hardy Yeakel.

We incorporate by reference our earlier response t& the
Complaint of William D. White docketed at MUR 3706, especial .y
the portion of that response dealing with whether iillian D.
White was a bona fide candidate for election to the office of
United States Senator.

The activities challenged by Mr. White in the
Complaints docketed at MUR 3713 constitute
appropriate public affairs programming or news coverage in wiics
the participation of the League of Women Voters was appropriste
and proper.

On behalf of Lynn Yeakel, we respectfully request that
the additional Complaints of William D. White be dismisses.

ﬁz,pnctfully yours,

o1

Harvey

GMH: pg
enclosure




MORGAN, LEWIS & Bockius

COoOuUNSELORS AT Law
2000 OnNE LOGAN SouamE
PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19103 -8983

TELEPwone (218) #83-8000

Fan (218) D83-B2909

GREGORY M HaRVEY
Dias pimter @i8) e-sazy

December 4, 1992

YIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Federal Election Commission
999 “E" Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Attention: Lisa E. Klein
Assistant General Counsel

Re: MUR 3706
Greetings:
This letter responds to the Complaint of William D.

White, pursuant to Ms. Klein’s letter dated November 20, 1992
addressed to our client Lynn Hardy Yeakel.

The Complaint purports to attribute a prohibited in-~
kind contribution to the campaign of Lynn Yeakel from a radie
station described in the Complaint as WDUQ-FM 90.5 and Kevin
Gavin, described in the Complaint as News Director of WDUQ.

The Complaint should be dismissed without further
inquiry because the facts alleged in the Complaint constitute 2
description of conventional public affairs programming by a radio
station.

To the extent that additional facts may be relevant
concerning that public affairs programming, respondent Lynn
Yeakel incorporates by reference the Affidavit of Judy Jankowski,
General Manager of WDUQ-FM, a copy of which is attached hereto.

The complainant has either failed to understand or
intentionally misquoted sub-séction 100.7(b) (2) (ii) of the
Commission’s Regulations. The portion of the Regulation guoted
by the complainant would be applicable only if the radio station
were "owned or controlled by any political party, political
committee or candidate."™ On information and belief, WDUQ-FPN is
licensed to Duguesne University, a degree-granting institutiom of
higher education.




MORGAN, LEwWIS 3 Bockius

Federal Election Commission
December 4, 1992
Page 2

Moreover, the implication of the Complaint that William
D. White ("White"), the complainant, was a bona fide candidate
for election to the office of United States Senator is
misleading. Although White, on information and belief, commenced
litigation in a Federal District Court seeking an Order to compel
the office of the Secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvanis
and each County Board of Elections to circulate nomination papers
for him, the relief sought was denied by the Court. Thereafter,
White failed to present to the Secretary of the Commonwealth &nYy
nomination papers to cause his name to be printed on the ballet
as a candidate and failed to conduct any substantial campaign &8
a write-in candidate. Having failed to take reasonable steps to
establish himself as a bona fide candidate for the office, White
should not be given any relief based on his complaining that the
respondent o station and the League of Women Voters treated
him differently than they treated those candidates who had

demonstrated substantial support by performing the procedures
needed to place their names on the general election ballot.

This response is supported by the verification of the

undersigned, who made the inquiries deemed necessary to him to
establish the background concerning complainant White’s failure
to establish himself as a bona fide candidate.

On behalf of Lynn Yeakel, we respectfully regquest that
the Complaint be dismissed.

Respectfully yours,

GMH:pg
enclosure

bcc: Ms. Lynn Hardy Yeakel
Ernest Sanchez, Esgquire




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:
$S.:
COUNTY OF PHILADELPHIA s

)
o
thel W4 %) 23026

Gregory M. Harvey, being first duly sworn according

law, deposes and says that he is the attorney for Lynn Hardy

¥
= |

Yeakel, the respondent named in the foregoing Letter Response
MUR 3706 ("the Letter Response™), that he has made inguiry
concerning the facts set forth in the Letter Response and that

the facts set forth in the foregoing Letter Response are true and

correct to the best of his knowl nformation and belief.

Dated: December 4, 1992

Sworn and subscribed to
before me this 4th day
of December, 1992:

- ) .
‘gé& SAivg b OV e g A
7/ /4
/

v Sogeve S
====;:fnhlulqnmt
My Commsson Expres May 1* *30¢
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AFFIDAVIT

My name is Judy Jankowski. I am the General r of
WDUQ-FN, licensed to Duquesne University. I am p::::mg
information concerning Bill White's letter and complaint
g:;im by the Federal Election Commission on November 16,
In September 1992, WDUQ offered free and essentially
unrestricted time to gqualified candidates for the offices of
Bouse Districts 14 & 18 and the U.S. Senate for
Pennsylvania. This offer was made in the spirit of Section
312 (a)(7) of the Federal Communications Act of 1934, which
that Federal candidates be given "reascnable access”
stations during the sixty days before the
genaral election. We felt an effort to permit political
muwummtmutmutmuin:lu:m.

What follows is a paragraph-by-paragraph response (whers
response is warranted) to Mr. White's FEC complaint.

Mr. White's sssertions in Paragraph 1 are inaccurate;
no distribution of (nor was there any attempt to
WDUQ's unedited interview with U.S. Senate
As with all uses, this use was

the fact that he too was
Gavin in a political use of WDUQ,
1992 (t.ol)nb.:gldwt




On Friday, October 30, he called WDUQ's Program
Director, David Becker, to inform Nr.
Ullhtnl'nin bylr.c::im Becker that he did not

gquestion
the second of ths five coptions, namely the broadcast
of an unedited intarview with a member of WDUQ's News

"In paragraph 5, Mr. White cites Mr. Gavin's vehemant
opposition to the sxtension of an offer of free time to Mr.
White as a Pederal candidats, incorrectly implying a

on between this opposition and the political use by

Ms. Yeakel. While Mr. Gavin's initial opiniom (actl
Mtun.munpna!mprm-ot
candidacies) was that Nr.
candidate, Mr. Gavin was entirely cooperative in carrying
out duties relating to all political uses of WDUQ by
Mnmm&mmk.mumumuu

fied. MNr. wWhite's use of the term “"vebement™ in

describing Mr. Gavin's opposition is pejorative and a matter
of opinion, and as Nr. Gavin was not the fimal arbiter in

determining qualified candidates it is entirely irrelevant to
the point at band.
Additionally,




the views axpressed wera those of Ns.
not necessarily represent those of
of WDUQ--the same standard

Paragraph 8 inaccurately cites what Mr. White describes
as Mr. Gavin's "refusal™ to make mention of the White
campaign. Beyond a self-described public declaration of iis
write-in candidacy, the self-professed establishment of &
campaign office at his home, and his forty-nine political
broadcasts on WDUQ, Mr. White exhibited no tional
elsments of n-w::rt.h:lnul in his campaign, such as scheduled
campaign stops tours, speeches, or press releases.

. Gavin's "refusal" of news
coverage, Mr. White's lack of campaign coverage on WDUD (and
every other media ocutlet in Pennsylvania, for that mattsr)
reflects his lack of effort, skill, and experience in this
aspect of campaigning.

Mr. White, in this complaint, appesars tO demand personal
coverage of an all-but-nonexistent canpaign. Were such
coverage to be enacted, it could easily be construed as

. ¥White's misunderstanding of the roles news
broadcasts play ir keeping the public informed to
lead him to assert that news cover should be
subject to Federal law governing po iticoal
{1l1-reasoned and potentially dangercus notiom.




During this offer of free access to Federal candidates,
broadcast sixty political uses totalling ten hours and
thirty-nine minutes of air time during the 1592 campaign.
Forty-nine of those uses and three hours and one
of this time ware takan by Bill White--time offered
same terms to all other Federal candidates, incl
White clearly had the lion's

t WDUQ, Mr. Whi
fairly, equally, and

stoea L4 Dodsl
D. Jankowski
Manager, WDUQ-FN

Date December 1. , 19 92

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this _Jgf day of

Ll . 1992




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF SE!!!!E

3706
3733

NAME OF CCUNSEL: GREGORY M. HARVEY

ADDRESS: 2000 ONE LOGAN SQUARE

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103-6993

TELEPHONE:( 215 )_963-3427

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my -
counsel and is autiarized to ceceive any notifications sed other

ce=municatisns frsaz the Commissicn and to act on ay bensif

befcze the Cocamissica.

RESPONDENT'S NAME: LYNN HARDY YEAKEL

ADDRESS:___ 1735 MARKET STREET, 35TH FLOOR

PH B 103

TELEPHONE: HOME( 215 ) _525-3143
BUSINESS( 215 )994-1330
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VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Craig D. Reffner, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Matters Under Review 3706, 3713

Dear Mr. Reffner:

As we have discussed, on behalf of Citizens for Arlen Specter
("CAS"), I am submitting this letter response to the "complaints"”
filed in the above-captioned Matters Under Review. I have also
included designation of counsel forms for each matter.

CAS believes that these complaints are frivolous and, indeed,

abusive. In all matters, William White -- appareantly an
unsuccessful senatorial candidate -- raises the same legal "issue":
whether the coverage and participation of the media, the press, and
citizens groups respecting Peunsylvania's 1992 Senatorial Election
somehow constituted prohibited "in-kind" contributioms under the




OBERMAYER, REBMANN, MAXWELL .mn.

TO: Craig D. Reffner, Esquire
December 1, 1992
Page 2

Federal Election Code. The Federal Election Commission (*the
Commission”) must reject this plainly frivolous contention, as it
would grossly impair constitutionally protected activity. To the
extent that CAS is obligated to respond further to each MUR, it
incorporates its response in MUR 3710, a copy of which I heave
included for your convenience. In sum, the Commission sheould
dismiss each matter as to CAS for the following reasons:

MUR 3706. White directs this complaint against Lynn Yeakel,
radio station WDUQ, and News Director Kevin Gavin, not CAS.
Nonetheless, White gratuitously complains that WDUQ's coverage of
Senator Specter's presentations to the League of Women Voters'
Citizens Jury constituted a "prohibited" contribution. This is, of
course, nonsense. The Commission's regulations explicitly provide
that the costs incurred in such news coverage are neither
"contributions" nor "expenditures" within the meaning of the
Federal Election Campaign Act. 11 CFR §§100.7(b)(2), 100.8(b)(2)-
See U.S.C. §431(9)(B).

MUR 3713. Once again, White directs this complaint not
against CAS, but against the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette and the League
of Women Voters. Nonetheless, White gratuitously suggests that an
election guide provided by both respondents and the Post-Gazetts 'S
coverage of the senatorial campaign constituted prohibited *in~
kind" contributions to CAS. Once again, the law explisitly
provides exactly the opposite. 11 CFR §§100.7(b)(2), 100.8(®)(2)-

See U.S.C. §431(a)(B).

In sum, CAS reiterates that these "complaints.,* insofsr as
they are directed against CAS, are frivolous and abusive. It is
manifest that the actions complained of are constituticosslily

protected discussion and debate respecting the Senatorial Election.
i 731

See generally :
S.W.2d 897, 905 (Tenn. 1987). Accordingly, the Commission should
dismiss all the complaints as to CAS.

Respectfully,

@.J 3),“.....,,

Paul S. Diamond
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RESPONDENT'S NAME: Citizens for Arlen Specter

By: Patrick L. Meehan, Esgquire —

Campaign Manager
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8th Floor, Curtis Center

Philadelphia, PA 19107

TELEPHONE: HOME( ---- )
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Craig D. Reffner, Esquire i =
General Counsel's Office = g
Federal Election Commission = s
999 East Street, N.W. 5 =
S Washington, DC 20463 e W
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. Re: MUR 3713 o
—_ Dear Mr. Reffner:
P I have enclosed the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette's response
w to the above-referenced complaint filed by Mr. William White on
November 14, 1992 and a copy of the response for you per the
- certificate of service. Please return a copy of the date-stamped
response to me in the enclosed self-addressed envelope.
-

Please do not hesitate to contact me at the above
- address and telephone number if you have any questions regarding

this matter.
Very truly yours,

REED SMITH SHAW & McCLAY

By
Marketa Sims

MS:tah
Enclosure
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Respondents.

RESPONSE TO COMPLAINT

The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette responds to the

above-referenced Complaint as follows:

The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette is a general circulation

newspaper serving the greater Pittsburgh area. As stated in the

Complaint, the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette printed newspaper articles

and an election supplement regarding the primary electiomn in

Pennsylvania in April of 1992.

This conduct is specifically exempt from the Federal
Election Campaign Act (the "Act") under 2 U.S.C. § 431(9)(B)(1)

and 11 CFR § 100.7(2) which provide that expenses incurred in




producing new stories are not expenditures or contributions under

the Act.

Section 431(9)(B)(i) provides that:

"The term expenditure does not include any
news story, commentary or editorial
distributed through the facilities of any
broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine, or
other periodical publicatioa unless such
facilities are owned or contrclled by any
political party, political committee or
candidate.”

2 U.S.C. § 431(9)(B)(1).

Similarly 11 CFR § 100.7(b)(2) provides:

"Any cost incurred in covering or carrying a
news story, commentary or editorial by any
broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine or
other periodical publication is not a
contribution unless the facility is owned or
controlled by any political party, political
committee or candidate in which case the cost
for a news story (i) which represents a bona
fide news account communicated in a
publication of general circulation or on a
licensed broadcast facility and (ii) which is
part of a general pattern of campaign-related
news accounts which give reasonably equal
coverage to all opposing candidates in the
circulation or listening area, is not a
contribution."™

11 CFR § 100.7(b)(2).




The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette is not a facility "owned or
controlled by any political party, peolitical committee, or

political candidate." See Declaration of William Deibler,

Managing Editor, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, attached as Exhibit A.

Thus, the articles and election supplement cited in the Complaint
are neither expenditures nor contributions within the meaning ©f

the Act.

Additionally, the Complaintant's claim that the 11 CFR
§ 100.7(B)(2)(ii) "requires reasonably equal coverage to all
opposing candidates in the circulation or listening area™ is
patently incorrect. The regulation imposes this requirement only
"when the facility is owned or controlled by any political party:
political committee or candidate." There is no such requirement
for an independent newspaper of general circulation such as the

Post-Gazette.

Such a requirement of enforced equal access would
viclate the First Amendment guarantee of freedom of the press.

See Miami Herald Publishing Company v. Tornillo, 418 U.S. 241

(1974). In Miami Herald the United States Supreme Court held that

a statute imposing a right of "equal access" on a newspaper

violated the newspaper's rights under the First Amendment. The




court expressly rejected the argument for equal access implicit in

the Complaint in this matter, stating that:

"A newspaper is more than a passive receptacle
or conduit for news, comment and advertising.
The choice of material to go into a newspaper,
and the decisions made as to limitations on
the size and content of the paper and
treatment of public issues and public
officials - whether fair or unfair -
constitutes the exercise of editorial control
and judgment.”

Miami Berald Publishing . V. Tornillo, 418 U.S. at 258.

Moreover, even if a right of equal access existed, Mr.
White would not be entitled to exercise this right because the
Post-Gazette is informed and believes that Mr. White was not &
candidate in the April, 1992 primary election. To the extent
Mr. White planned to wage a "write-in" campaign, he stood in a
position no different from that of any of a potentially infinmite
number of such candidates and the Post-Gazette was under no
obligation to print a news story concerning his activities. See

Miami Herald, 418 U.S. at 256-257 (noting the economic burden that

would be imposed by a requirement that a newspaper afford all

interested parties a "right to reply" to stories in the

newspaper).




For the reasons set forth above and in the attached

Declaration of William Deibler, the Post-Gazette urges the

Commission to dismiss MUR 3713.

December /¢, 1992 %M

Marketa Sims

Reed Smith Shaw & McClay
435 Sixth Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412) 288-4292

Counsel for the Pittsburgh
Post-Gazette
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Respondents.

DECLARATION OF WILLIAM DEIBLER

I, William Deibler, declare that I am the Managing

Editor of the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette Newspaper. I make this

declaration of my own personal knowledge and if called upon to do

so would testify truthfully to the following:

The Pittsburgh Post-Gazette is a newspaper of general
circulation serving the greater Pittsburgh area and is owned by
Blade Communications. Neither the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette nor
Blade Communications is owned or controlled by any political

party, political committee or candidate.




I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoimng is

true and correct.

Executed on December /S , 1992 at Pittsburgh,

Pennsylvania.

Lo, Dbl

William Deibler




STATZNENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

Marketa Sims, Esquire

MuR 3713
NAME OF COUNSEL:

Reed Smith Shaw & McClay

ADDRESS:
435 Sixth Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

288-4292

TELEPHONE:(_ 412 )

-

The above-named individual is hereby designated as oy
counsel and is autlorized to receive any notifications sed other

cezmunications from the Commission and to act on sy bensif

before the Commissicn.
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Dace

William Deibler

RESPONDENT'S NANE:

PG Publishing Company

ADDRESS:

50 Boulevard of the Allies

Pittsburgh, PA 15222

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS( 412 ) 263-1668




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, certify that I served or caused to
be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing RESPONSE 10
COMPLAINT by UPS Overnight Mail on the _|U day of December,

1992, upon the following:

Craig D. Reffner, Esquire
General Counsel's Office
FPederal Election Commission
999 East Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Mttt

Marketa Sims
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THE LﬂGUE
OF WOMEN VOTERS

OF PENNSYLVANIA
CITIZEN EDUCATION FUND

December 14, 1992

Ms. Lisa E. Klein .
Assistant General Council -
Federal Election Commission

Washington D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 3713

Dear Ms. Klein:

I am writing in regard to the complaint (MUR 3713) about the 1992
Fp primary election Voters Guide filed against the Pittsburgh Post-
o Gazette and the League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania by William

D. White. It is our contention that there is no basis for the complaint
O filed by Mr. White.

The main purpose of a League of Women Voters Voters Guide is to
help voters make informed choices. All candidates who are certified
to appear on the ballot are invited to respond t0o Voters Guide

questionnaires. All candidates for an office are treated alike, major
and minor party candidates as well as independents.

In Pennsylvania, political party candidates are nominated at
primaries. A candidate’s name is printed on the primary ballot spown
the filing of a candidate’s affidavit, filing fee, and nomination

petitions signed by party electors in the district.

Minor political parties do mot conduct primaries but circulate and file
minor political party nomination papers in order (o nominate
candidates directly to the November ballot.

226 FORSTER STREET * HARRISBURG, PA 171023220 » (717) 234-15%6 Eri;,,
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As with minor political party candidates, the nomination of
independent candidates must be made by nomination papers instead
of primary elections.

It is my wunderstanding from conversations with the Pennsylvania
Department of State that Mr. White filed a suit against the state priof
to the 1992 primary election seeking to require the state to
distribute his nomination petitions to all primary election polling
places in the state. He also requested that the state be compelled t®
pay the notary fees and postage for the filing of these petitions with
the state. He lost this suit

At any rate, in accordance with the Pennsylvania electoral process.
Mr. White's name would not have appeared on the primary election
ballot. The League of Women Voters obtains a copy of the official
ballot after the last day to file nomination petitions has passed. This
list of certified ballot candidates is then used to solicit Voters Guide
information from candidates. Since Mr. White's name did not appesr
on the certified ballot list he was not sent a request for Voters Guide
information.

Mr. White did not contact me regarding the Voters Guide. To my

knowledge, he did not contact the office of the League of Women
Voters of Pennsylvania or the office of the League of Women Vosers
of Allegheny County, which is the League in the area of the
Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, regarding the Voters Guide.

It is not clear to me from Mr. White's complaint if he intended 10 be
a write-in candidate. In Pennsylvania there is no provision for a
write-in candidate to declare candidacy. Write-in candidates canmot
be officially identified. Since it is League of Women Voters of
Pennsylvania policy to include only certified ballot candidates in the
Voters Guide, write in candidates are never included.

We trust that you will agree with our contention that Mr. White's
complaint against the League is without merit. He was not a
qualified candidate in the 1992 primary election in Penmnsylvania. A
"mention of the procedure to nominate an independent candidate™ i»
the Voters Guide is not an appropriate use for the Voters Guide simce
the purpose of the Voters Guide is to give the voters ballot
information to enable them to make informed choices on election

day.




For further information on this matter, contact:

Lynda Trowbridge
Voter Service Director
328 Tower Lane
Narberth, PA 19072
215-664-7796

Sincerely,
D rare, & dmumnrdes,,

Diane Edmundson, Chair

cc: Lynda Trowbridge
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MUR & 3713

DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC 11,/23/92

DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO
RESPONDENTS 11/30/92

STAFF MEMBER Craig D. Reffner

COMPLAINANT: William D. White

RESPONDENTS : League of Women Voters

of Pennsylvania

Pittshurgh Post-Gazette

Lynn Hardy Yeakel

Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate &#4
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasuvr®r

The Honorable Arlen Specter
Citizens for Arlen Specter and
Stephen J. Harmelin, as tressvrer

RELEVANT STATUTES: 2 U.5.C. § 441b(a)
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Disclosure materials

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

I. GENERATION OF MATTER

This matter arose from a complaint by William White
challenging certain expenditures made by the League of Women
Voters of Pennsylvania (the "League”) and the Pittsburgh
Post-Gazette (the "Post-Gazette"). Responses have been
received. Attachments A-D.

II. FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

In this complaint, William White alleges that the League
prepared and distributed a "16 page supplement to the Pittsburgh

Post-Gazette newspaper purporting to be a comprehensive guide”
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to Pennsylvania’s 1992 primary elections. Complaint at l.l

In
addition, complainant alleges that the Post-Gazette also prinmted
numerous articles concerning that year’'s Senate election.
According to the complainant, these expenditures are actually
contributions to Lynn Hardy Yeakel and Arlen Specter, two 1992
Senate candidates. In support of this allegation, Complainsnt
maintains that he was an independent senatorial candidate is
that election, yet Respondents failed to include him in the
supplement and the news articles in question or "make any

mention of the procedure to nominate an independent candidate”

for that seat. Id. He alleges that they instead featured only

A Mr. White has filed numerous other complainants challenging
the activities of various persons in connection with
Pennsylvania’s 1991 and 1992 Senate elections. These include,
MURs 3706, 3709 and 3710, all of which the Commission clogsed with
no reason-to-believe findings on May 25, 1993,

In addition, Mr. White has filed several related civil
actions in U.S. District Court. First, he filed suit challenging
the constitutionality of the Act. His suit, in which this agency
was a party, was dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. white v.
United States, No. 92-1202, (W.D. Pa. Jan. 7, 1992). Second.

Third,
Mr. White filed several suits challenging Pennsylvania‘’s method of
conducting special and general elections. These suits were
similarly dismissed, for lack of standing or failure to state 2
claim for which relief could be granted. White v. Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, No. 91-1059 (W.D. Pa. December 10, 1991); White

v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, No. 91-1060 (W.D. Pa. Oct. 189,
1991) aff’'d, 968 F.2d 15 (3d Cir. 1992); White v. Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, No. 92-0710 (W.D. Pa.) aff'd, 983 F.2d 1054 {3d Cir.
1992). Last and most recent, Mr. White has filed suit pursuant to
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8B)(A)




the Democratic and Republican party candidates.2

With regard to the League'’'s supplement, complainant further
alleges that Respondents prepared the supplement “in
coordination" with the Yeakel and Specter campaigns, which
purportedly furnished photographs of the candidates ai well &8
other information in connection with the preparation of the
supplement. Complainant characterizes the supplement as "a mevs
event" and states that "there was no attempt . . . to provide
the ‘reasonably equal coverage to all opposing candidates is the
circulation or listening area’ required under § 100.7(b)(2)(id)
to exempt the publication from contribution reporting
requirements.” Id. at 5

Although neither the complainant nor the Respondents
provided copies of either the League’s publicarion or the
Post-Gazette’'s news articles, Respondents acknowledge making the
expenditures at issue in the complaint. In her response of

behalf of the League, Diane Edmundson, the Chair of the League,

2. Ms. Yeakel and Mr. Specter were, respectively, the
Democratic and Republican party candidates in the 1992 gemeral
election. The earlier primary election included a total of seven
Democratic and Republican party candidates. The Democratic party
candidates included: Robert Colville; Freddy Mann Friedman;

Mark Stephen Single; Philip Valenti and Lynn Hardy Yeakel. The
Republican party candidates included: Stephen F. Freind and

Arlen Specter.

. 8 The complainant also alleges that the League is "a partisan
organization which functions on behalf of the Republican and
Democrat parties."™ Complaint at 2. Apparently, the complainant
is challenging the League’s status under Sectiocm 501(c)(3) of the
Internal Revenue Code, which requires organizations gualifying for
tax-exempt status to meet certain nonpartisan criteria. The
determination of whether an organization like the League gualifies
for Section 501(c)(3) status, however, is not within the
Commission’s jurisdiction.




-
describes the supplement in question as a "Voters Guide"” and
explains that the complainant was not included because he was
not a candidate on the primary election ballot. Attachment &.
Ms. Edmundson asserts that the League’s policy with respect %o
the publication of its voters guide is to include "[a]ll
candidates who are certified to appear on the ballot™ and, #s 2
purported independent candidate, Mr. White was not certified to
appear on the primary ballot. 1d. She explains that in
Pennsylvania, “"political party candidates are nominated at
primaries [while]. . . . [m]inor political parties do mot
conduct primaries but circulate and file minor political pasty
nomination papers in order to nominate candidates directly *©
the November ballot." 1Id. at 1 (emphasis in origimal). She
notes that "[a]s with minor political party candidates, the
nomination of independent candidates must be made by nomin#tion
papers instead of primary elections.” 1Id. at 2.

Counsel for the Post-Gazette similarly acinowledges that
her client "printed newspaper articles and an election
supplement regarding the primary election in Pennsylvania.”
Attachment B at 1. She maintains, however, that the
Post-Gazette’'s "conduct is specifically exempt™ under
Section 431(9)(B)(i) of the Act, which exempts from the

definition of expenditure the costs of any news articles.




Id. at R Counsel further notes that she "is informed amd
believes that Mr. White was not a candidate in the April, 1992
primary election [and]. . . . [t]o the extent Mr, White plammned
to wage a ‘write-in’ campaign, he stood in a position no
different from that of any of a potentially infinite number of
such candidates [whom) the Post-Gazette was under no obligation
to print a news story [about]." 1d. at 4.

The Act broadly prohibits corporations from making
contributions or expenditures in connection with Federal
elections. 2 U.S.C. § Cllb(-).s Broadcasting stations,
newspapers, magazines or other periodical publications may,
however, make expenditures toward news stories, commentaries, or
editorials in connection with Federal elections. 2 U.S.C.

§ 431(9)(B); 11 C.F.R. 100.7(b)(2) and 100.8(b)(2). 1Im
addition, corporations may also make certain nonpartisan

communications to the general public. Federal Election Comm’n.

v. Massachusetts Citizens for Life, 479 U.S. 238 (1986). Thase

permissible corporate communications include registration and
get-out-the-vote efforts and the preparation and distribution

voting records of Members of Congress. 11 C.F.R. §§ 114.4(b).

4. Counsel for the Yeakel and Specter campaigns also raise
Act’s press exemption in their respective responses. See
Attachments C at 1 (Yeakel)(activities in guestion are
"appropriate public affairs programming or news coverage”) and

D at 2 (Specter)(law explicitly provides that the expenditures in
question are not contributions).

P According to the Pennsylvania Secretary of States 0ffice,
the Pennsylvania League is a non-profit corporation. Similarly,
the Post-Gazette is published by the PG Publishing Company, a
Pennsylvania corporation.
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Corporations may also prepare and distribute voter guides to the
general public.6 Such communications may, however, result in
prohibited in-kind contributions if they are made in
coordination with a candidate’s campaign.

As an initial matter, Respondents’ assertions concerning
Mr. White’s failure to gualify as a candidate on the primary &nd
general election ballots appear accurate. Indeed, Mr. White has
acknowledged that he was an independent candidate and under
Pennsylvania law candidates in the primary election must be
nominated by a political party to have their names placed on
that election ballot. 25 P.S. § 2862 (1964). Although
Pennsylvania law provides for independent candidates to have
their names placed on the general election ballot, Mr. Whits,
who challenged Pennsylvania’s general election candidate
nomination process, was unsuccessful in having his name placed

on that election ballot. White v. Commonwealth of Pemnsylvania,

No. 92-0710 (W.D. Penn.), aff’'d, 983 F.2d 1054 (34 Cir. 1992).
Furthermore, Mr. White did not file a statement of camdidacy

with the Commission in connection with the 1992 Senate election

6. In Faucher v. Federal Election Comm’'n., 928 FP.2d 466 (1lst
Cir. 1991), cert. denied, 495 U.S. (October 7, 1991), the
court held that the Commission’s regulations governing the
preparation and distribution of voter guides by corporations
exceeded the statutory authority of the Act. Howewver, such
communications may constitute prohibited expenditures if they
expressly advocate the election or defeat of a candidate. Federal
Election Comm’'n. v. Massachusetts Citizens for Life, 479 v.8. 238
(1986). 1In the matter at hand, however, the complainant is
challenging the expenditures in gquestion as in-kind contributions
and not as prohibited expenditures which contain express advocacy.
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at issue herc.7

In this regard, there appears to be no factual
basis supporting Mr. White’s assertion that he was a candidate
in the 1992 Senate election, let alone a candidate who should
have been included in the League’s publication or the

Post-Gazette’s news articles.

With regard to the allegation of coordination, the Chair of

the League explains that in preparing its "Voters Guide," the
League obtained a list of the certified ballot candidates im the
Primary election and then used that list to solicit photographs
and other information from the various candidates. Although the
League was apparently in contact with various candidates, the
contacts at issue here, in the context of preparing a
publication featuring the candidates in the election, would not
appear to rise to the level of coordination. Indeed, the Ast
permits corporations to make certain nonpartisan communications
to the general public and in the case of voter guides, the
Commission has recognized the need for such contact, noting that
there is a distinction "between the limited contact with
candidates that is necessary to produce voter guides

the more extensive discussions resulting in arrangement,
coordination or direction of [the] . . . activities by the
candidate. See 57 Fed. Reg. 33548 at 33554 July 29, 1992

(notice of proposed rulemaking for "MCFL"™ regulations). Here,

1. Disclosure materials show that Mr. White filed a statement
of candidacy in connection with an earlier Senate electiom in
Pennsylvania. That election was a special election held in 1991
for the purpose of filling the vacancy that arose when the
Honorable John Heinz died in a helicopter crash.




the information shows that the League’s contact with the various
candidates did not extend beyuond a request for information and
photographs to include in the publication.

Likewise, the allegation that Respondents’ expenditures
were "news stories” which should have provided equal coverage of

all candidates to gualify for the media exemption is misplaced

here. Under the Commission’s regulations, the requirement of

equal coverage is only imposed when the media entity in gquestion
is owned or controlled by a political party, political committiee
or candidate. 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(b)(2) and 100.8(b)(2). 1m the
case of the League, it does not appear that that organizatio®
was operating as a media entity, much less one that was owned ©F
controlled by a political party or a candidate. In the case of
the Post-Gazette, counsel submitted the affidavit of Williaw
Deibler, the managing editor of the newspaper, who states that
the Post-Gazette is "a newspaper of general circulation serving
the greater Pittsburgh area. . . . [and that it is not] "owned
or controlled by any political party, political committee o
candidate.”™ Attachment B at 6-7. 1In this regard, it does not
appear that the Post-Gazette would have been required to report
on Mr. White's election efforts, even if Mr. White actually had
been a candidate in the 1992 Senate election. In short, it
appears that the news stories in gquestion would clearly fall
within the legitimate press function for the Post-Gazette and

thus within the Act’s media exemption. See Reader’'s Digest

Ass'n. v. Federal Election Comm’'n., 509 F. Supp. 1210 (S5.D.M.Y.

1981).




Based upon the above considerations, this Office recommends

that the Commission find no reason to believe that any of the

Respondents in this matter violated any provision of the Act

based upon the complaint filed in MUR 3713.

III. RECOMMENDATIONS

i. Find no reason to believe that the League of wWomewn
Voters of Pennsylvania, the Pittsburgh Post-Gazetts.,
Lynn Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S§, Senate and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, The Honorable Arlen
Specter, and Citizens for Arlen Specter and Stephen J.
Harmelin, as treasurer, violated any provision of the
Act based upon the complaint filed in MUR 3713.

Approve the appropriate letters.

Close the file.

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Associate

Attachments
A. Response of the League of Women Voters
B. Response of the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette
C. Response of the Honorable Arlen Specter and Citizens for
Arlen Specter and Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer
D. Response of Lynn Hardy Yeakel and Lynn Yeakel for U.S5.
Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

League of Women Voters of MUR 3713
Pennsylvania;

Pittsburgh Post-Gazette;

Lynn Hardy Yeakel;

Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and

Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer;
The Honorable Arlen Specter;
Citizens for Arlen Specter and

Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal Electiso®

Commission, do hereby certify that on July 8, 1993, the
Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions in MUR 3713:

Find no reason to believe that the League of
Women Voters of Pennsylvania, the Pittsburgh
Post-Gazette, Lynn Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel
for U.S. Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt, as
treasurer, The Honorable Arlen Specter, and
Citizens for Arlen Specter and Stephen J.
Harmelin, as treasurer, violated any
provision of the Act based upon the complaint
filed in MUR 3713.

(continued)




Federal Election Commission
Certification for MUR 3713
July 8, 1993

Approve the appropriate letters, as
recommended in the General Counsel’s Report
dated July 1, 1993.

Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry, Potter.
and Thomas voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

DatE: arjorie W. Emmons

ary of the Commission

Received in the Secretariat: Fri., July 2, 1993 9:46 a.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Fri., July 2, 1993 12:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Thurs., July 8, 1993 4:00 p.m.

bjr




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

JULY 15, 1993

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William D. White
16 Bast Manilla Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15220

RE: MUR 3713

Dear Mr. White:

On July 8, 1993, the Federal Election Commission reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated November 23, 1992, and found
that on the basis of the information provided in your complaint,
and information provided by the Respondents, there is no resson to
believe the League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania, the pittsburgh
Post-Gazette, Lynn Hardy Yeakel, Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, The Honorble Arlen Specter, and
Citizens for Arlen Specter and Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasvrer,
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3713.
Accordingly, on July 8, 1993, the Commission closed the file in
this matter.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, #llows
a complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission’s
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G,/ Lerner
jate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON DC 20463

JULY 15, 1993

S. Diamond, Esq.
Obermayer, Rebmann, Maxwell & Hippel
l14th rloor, Packard Building
Philadelphia, PA 19102-2688

RE: HMUR 3713
The Honorable Arlen Specter
United States Senate
Citizens for Arlen Specter and
Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Diamond:

On November 30, 1992, the PFederal Election Commission
notified your clients, the Citizens for Arlen Specter and
Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer, and The Honorable
Arlen Specter, of a complaint alleging viclations of certaisn
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On July 8, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by yov that
there is no reason to believe the Citizens for Arlen Specter and
Stephen J. Harmelin, as treasurer, and The Honorable Arlen Specter
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3713.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legeal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois G./Lerner —
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

JULY 15, 1993

Gregory M. Harvey, Esqg.
Morgan, Lewis & Boskius

2000 One Logan Sguare
Philadelphia, PA 19103-6993

RE: MUR 3713
Lynn Hardy Yeakel
Lynn Yeakel for U.S. Senate and
Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer

Dear Mr. Harvey:

On November 30, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your clients, Lynn Hardy Yeakel and Lynn Yeakel for U.S.
Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, of a complaint
alleging viclations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On July 8, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you that
there is no reason to believe Lynn Hardy Yeakel and Lynn Yeakel

for U.S. Senate and Sidney Rosenblatt, as treasurer, violated any
provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3713. Accordingly, the
Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legal
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

o

Lois GJ Lerner -
Associfte General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 2046)

JULY 15, 1993

The League of Women Voters
of Pennsylvania

226 Forster Streest

Harrisburgh, PA 17102-3220

RE: MUR 3713
League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania

Dear Ms. Edmundson:

On November 30, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified the League of Women Voters of Pennsylvania of a complaint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On July 8, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by you,
that there is no reason to believe the League of Women Voters of
Pennsylvania violated any provision of the Act with respect %o

MUR 3713. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S5.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record within 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legsl
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lo Gf Lerner
Associ%te General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

JULY 15, 1993
Marketa Sims, Esqg.
Reed Smith Shaw & McClay
Mellon Square
435 Sixth Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

RE: MUR 3713
Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

Dear Ms. Sims:

On November 30, 1992, the Federal Election Commission
notified your client, the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette, of a complisint
alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On July 8, 1993, the Commission found, on the basis of the
information in the complaint, and information provided by yow,
that there is no reason to believe the Pittsburgh Post-Gazetts
violated any provision of the Act with respect to MUR 3713.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.

The confidentiality provisions at 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12) no
longer apply and this matter is now public. 1In addition, although
the complete file must be placed on the public record withis 30
days, this could occur at any time following certification of the
Commission’s vote. If you wish to submit any factual or legsl
materials to appear on the public record, please do so as soon as
possible. While the file may be placed on the public record
before receiving your additional materials, any permissible
submissions will be added to the public record upon receipt.

Sincerely,

Lawrence M. Noble
General Counsel

Lois GJ/ Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel’s Report
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