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Federal Election Commission
999 E. Street, N.W., Room 719

2 ~ Washington, DC 20463
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I am outraged at the illegal treatment
of Alan Keyes by WSB-TV in Atlanta, Georgia on.
March 3. I request that you launch a full
investigation into the violation of Federal
law.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

I NWahno DC 203

March 21, 1996

Dear Concerned Citizen

We have received your corresnpoenc, regarding the possibility of a violation of the
Federal Election Camp Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act").

T"he 1976 aedments to the Act and Federal Election Comissio regulation require
that a complaint metcertain specific reureets. Your Coriespodenc does not meet these
requirements. Consequenty, the Commission can take no action at this time unles the

C' allegations are refiled meetin the reurmnsfor a properly filed complaint.

If you desire the Commission to look into, the matter discussed in your correspndence
to determine if the Act has been violated, a formal complaint as described in 2 U.S.C.
j 437g(a)(1) must be Mied. Requirements of this section of the law, and Commission
regulations, at I I C.F.IL § 111.4, which are a prerequisitie to Commission action, are detailed
below-.

(1) A complaint must be in writing. (2 U.S.C. § 437g(aXI1)).

(2) Its contents must be swmmto and signed in the presence of a notary
public and shall be zwiacizcs. (2 U.S.C. § 437g(a~ I)). The notary must indicate as pert of the
jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred form is "Subscribed and Sworn to before me
on this __dayof ,__

(3) A formal complaint must contain the full name and address of the person
making the complaint. (I I C.-F. R. § 111.4).

(4) A formnal complaint should clearly identify as a respondent each person
or entity who is alleged to have commaitted a violation. (I I C.F.R. § 111.4).

(5) A formal complaint should identify, the source of information upon
which the complaint is based. (I11 C.F.R. § 111.4).



(6) A formal complaint should contain a clear md concis reitation of th
facts esRubn the violation of a statute or law over which the Coaunission has jursdkActo
0 1 C.F.R. I111.4).

(7) A formal complaint should beacmaidbysupng

documentation if knov~n and available to the person making the complaint. (I I C.F.R.
§ 111.4).

Finally, please include your telephone number. as well as the full names and addresses
of all respondents

Enclosed is a Commission brochure entitled "Filing a Complaint." I hope this material
will be helpful to you should you wish to file a legally sufficient complaint with the
Commlission.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a 15 day period to allow you to
correct the defects in your complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled within the 15
day period, the respondents, iill be so informed and provided a copy of the corrected complaint.

m~ ~ondnts w1l then have an additional 15 days to respond to the complaint on the merits.
if the complaint is no corrected the file will be closed mnd no additional notification, will be
provided to the itesponidents.

if we can be of any fuirthier assistance, pleas do not hesitate to contact me at (202)

219-3410.

sinret

Retha Dixon (

Docket Chief

Enclosure

cc: WSB-TV
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age 4169 Kenneth Road
Stow, Ohio 44224

March 30, 1996

Federal Election Cnimmission
999 9 Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Retha Dixon
Docket Chief

Subject: violation re Alan Keyes

Dear Ms. Dixon:

In response to your letter dated March 21, 1996, we submit the
~C) following formal complaint of possible violation of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended:

On the evening of March 3, 1996, two days before the Georgia
primary, Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the
studios of WSD-TV, Atlanta for the Republican party candidates
for the office of President of the United States.

CNN was a joint sponsor and televisor of this debate, and
participant in the decision to exclude Ambassador Keyes.

The Secret Service requested that Dr. Keyes be detained when
he tried to enter the WSB-TV building, and was placed in
handcuffs and physically removed from the premises by the
Atlanta Police, and taken away in a squad car. What a
travesty that this could happen to such a man as Mr. Keyes. A
commnon criminal is afforded more protection of his rights.

Dr. Keyes is a viable candidate for the pition having
declared so, having qualified for federalmatching funds, and
by being on the ballot in most states, including Georgia.

we have generously contributed our time and money for his
candidacy and submit to you that our rights, too, were
violated by this discriminatory act by an elite few to dilute
and rnanipulte our efforts.

The electoral process in this nation is founded on the
principle of one person having one vote. This principle was
blatantly violated in this case by an elite few deciding for
the electors who they should have information about when
deciding their vote.



The source of this information is the news accounts reported
by the Associated Press, Reuter, CNN, and all other maJor news
outlets.

Our complaint is registered against, but not limited to the
following:

WSB-TV, Cox Cormmunications, owner
Greg Stone, Vice President & General Manager
Jonathan Woodin, Station Manager
Lee Armstong, Director of Progranming
Bill Nigut, political reporter

CNN

The Secret Service: Mike Tarr

The Atlanta Police Department:
Bill Campbell, Mayor
Beverly J. Harvard, Chief of Police
J. Redlinger, the arresting officer

CO The Sergeant that released Amb. Keyes
Elizabeth Watson, the officer that implicated the

Secret Service

We appreciate you and your service to your country. We trust that
this matte r will receive the justice due it.

Sincerely,

Robert W. Haver(

Shirley"' M. Haver

Charles W. Haver

S c r i b a r 4-- s w oo 
b e f o r e ,,m e o fl

copies: Robert Dole, Senate Majority Leader
Newt IGingrich, Speaker of the House FVzGeorge Gekas, U.S. THouse Slow* a.
David Funderburk, US. House ~
Haley Barbour, Chairman RNC Ow. V ,W



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Wahington. DC 20463

April 9, 1996

Greg Stone, Vice Pres. and Geneal Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Stone:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have -violated the Federal Elecion 1C11, -ip Act of 197 1, as anmded ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4334. Pleae refer to this
number in all futurecorsndce

Under the Act, you have the oppoututy to demonstrate in wift 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 under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the General
Counsel's Office, must be submaitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received %ithin 15 dys, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)(B) and
S437g~aX 1 2)(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
C ommission 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.



If you have Omy qsinpkam contac Alva E. Smidh at (202) 219-3400. For yow
inmion, we have enclosd a brfUdstption" of the Commission'spocdesfihnig

complaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lemer
Associate General Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WasngtnDC 20483

119 April 9. 1996

Robedt W. Haver
Shirley M. Haver
Chares W. Haver
4169 Kenneth ROWd
Stow, OH 44224

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Messrs. & Ms. Haver

This letter acknowledges receipt on April 3, 1996, of your complaint alleging possible
C'violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

The respondent(s) 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 you receive any adiinlinformation in this matter, ple ae forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such ination must be swrn to in the same manner
as the original complaint We have numee this matter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9,, 1996
CT Corporation Systemns, Registered Agent
Cox Broadcasting, Inc.
1201 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30361

C~JRE: MUR 4334

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that Cox
Communications and WSB-TV may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1,
as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numubred thAis matter
MUR 4334. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to denmstrae in writing that no action should
be taken against Cox Communications and WSB-TV 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 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)(4XB) and
§ 437g(a( 1 2)(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.



If you hawe any questionks, please contact AN&a E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
inibimation we have enclosed a brief decrpto of the CoMm2ia,- proceures for handing

Sincerely,

Lois G. LI"=e
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I1. Complaint
2. Procedure
3. Designatio of Counsel Statement

NO



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washinton, CC 2046

11N; April 9, 1996

Jonathan Woodin, Station Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Woodin:

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 umuib.eried this matrMUM 4334. Please refer to this
number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the oppotwuity to demionstrate 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. Wher appropriate, statemnents
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
informnation.

This matter w&ill 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
comnic ations from the Commission.



If you have any ques, please contact Alvan E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
infrmtimwe have elosed a brief dcrpinof the Commissions procedures for handlin

Sincerely, 
0

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I Coplin
2. Pow cP fses

'n 3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9, 1996

I em Armstrong, Directo ofPrgamn
WSB-T"V
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUTR 4334

C Dear Mr. Armstrong:

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 numbre this matter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all future corrsodne

Under the Act, you have the oportnity to dmntaein 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 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
nformation.

This matter %kill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4)B) and
$43 7g(as, I 2)(A) unless you notify- the Commission in %%riting that you %Nish 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.



Uf you have any qucatim. p lem p r ift Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
uifoin we hawe enclosd a brief description of the IComsis procedures for handin
Cot its.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate Geneal, Counsel

Enclosu
I . Co1pa nt
2. Prwcedurbes
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

NO
01



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington. DC 20483

Bill Nigut, Political Reporter April 9, 1996

WS B-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: NfUR 4334

Dear Mr. Nigut:

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 MUR 4334. 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 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 withd 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)K4)B) and
1 437ga)j 12 2)A) unless vou 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 ernioscd form stating the name, address and telephone number
Of Such counsel. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
commnunications from the Commission.

-- haw



If you hawe any -usinpea contac Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For yo~w
information we have enclosd a brifdsito of the Commission's jwocedures for haing
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counel Staent



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W I~n DC 20463

lip April 9.,1996

Steven Komn, Registered Agent
Cable News Network
I CNN Center
13th Floor, North Tower
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: MUR 4334

07 Dear Mr. Kom:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that CNN may
haveviolated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended C'he Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR 4334. Ples refer to this
number in all future corepndne

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in witing that no action should
be taken against CNN in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. VWre 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 %kill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4)B) and
§ 437g(a) I 2)(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.



If You hav anY questiomw plow contact At"a E. Smith at (202) 21943400. For your
informin we have enlosed a brief decitOnf the Comi 5o' procedures, for handlin
complainms

Sincerely.

Lois G. Lerner
Associae General Counsel

Enclosures

2. Pr--ceduresb
- 3. Designation of Counsel Sttmen



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
YW~ngmn DC 2048

A pril 9, 1996

Beverly Harvard, Chief
Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Ms. Harvard:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the Atlanta
Police Department and you, as Chief of Police, 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 4334. Please refer to this number in all future correpnee

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to deamstrat in writing that no action shoud
be taken against the Atlanta Police Departrmt and you as Chief of Police, 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 under oath. Your
response, wh~ich 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 wkill remain confidential in accordance %%ith 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4XB) and
§ 4 3 7g(a$X 12 2)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
C ommission 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
cormunicat ions from the Commission.



If you have any que1st . 10 - please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, w have enclosed a biefdescipio of the Commissions Mpa c cre for handling
complaints.

Sinceely,

Lois G. Leiner

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure

2. Pawcc dwes

3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W -astngn, DC 2046

April 9, 1996

I. Redlinger, Police Office
Atlanta Police Dprmn
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Redlinger

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which uiicates, that you may
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"'). A copy of
the complaint is encked We have numbered this nmter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all futur correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action shouild
be taken against you in this matter. Please submit any factual or lega 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 %ill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4XB) and
§ 4 3 7g(a)( I2XA) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
miade 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.



If you have mny q-isk-ns pleas contact Alva E. Smnith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief descripion of the Co ison produrs for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

$&G
Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I1. Complaint
2. Procedures

In 3. Designation of Counsel Statement



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W a s h in g to n .D C 2 0 4 8 3A 

p i 9 . 1 9

Elizabeth Watson, Police Office
Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta. GA 30309

'~C)RE: MUR 4334

Dear Ms. Watson:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have violated the Federal Election Capaign Act of 197!1, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosed. We have nubrdthis matter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all future corendece

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 factua or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Where appopriate, statements
should be submitted under oath. Your response, %rhich 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)X4)B) and
§ 437g(a)( I 2)(~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
cumniuni cat ions from the Commission.



If you have any qe Tspee contsc Alv E. Smith at (202) 219%-3400. For your
inforation, we have enclosed a befdsrption of the Commidssion's proeduresi for handiling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lerner
Associate Greneral Counsel

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



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

I SO WashWnton. DC 2043

April 9, 1996

Director
U.S. Secret Service
1800 G Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Sir or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that the Secret

Service may have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act").

A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbeZtred%, this matter MUR 4334. Please refer
to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in witing that no action should
be taken against the Secret Service 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 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 %%ill remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4)B) and

§ 437g(a)( I 2)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you %%ish the matter to be

made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the

Commnission 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.



If you have miy questions please cntact Alv E. Smith a (202) 21943400. For your
infrmtinwe have enclosed a brief dsiponof the Commissons procedures, for handling

complaint.

Sincerely, (N

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
1. Complaint
2. Procedwes
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9. 1990
Mike Tafr
U.S. Secret Service
1800 G Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006

C)RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Tarr:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that you may
have 'violated the Federal Electio Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of
the complaint is enclosedi. We have numbered this matter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all fuftur corrspondence.

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 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 wkill remain confidential in accordance Aith 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)B) and
§ 43 7 g(a)( 2X(A) unless yo)u 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.



If you have any questions, please conact Alva E. Smnith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief dcrpinof the Commisson's prcdue for handling
coimplaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lamne
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
I1. Complaint
I2 Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement

'0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9. 1996

The Honorable William Campbell
Mayor of Atlanta
-55 Trinity Avenue, S.W.
Suite 2400
Atlanta, GA 30335

RE: MUR 4334

CDr~ Mayor Campbell:

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 ntumbered this matter MUR 4334. Please refer to this
number in all furture 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 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
nformation.

This matter wkill remain confidential in accordance %kith 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)B) and
§ 4-37 gaX I2)(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.

7- *- - -1 -- "; f , 7 7 - T-



If you have any questions, please conlt Alv E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
infomatin, we have enclosed a brief descrilptioa of the Commission's prWoedure for handling

Sincerely,

&'%, G.~f

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures,
3. Designation of Counsel Statemnent



* rOR.GINAL
Dow, LORNES & ALBERTSON ~ ,

A PA02MSOL LIMITED UAS3UTV COMPANY

ATTORNEYS AT LAW n 5u n
TELSPHONIL 2014 76400- FACSIMILE 201-776-U7,2Z

April 23. 1996

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Lois G. Lerner, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington. D.C. 20463 or'

o 12

Re: Cox Broadcasting. Inc.
MUR-4333
MUR-4334

Dear Ms. Lerner:

Cox Broadcasting. Inc. ("Cox"), by its attorneys. hereby resonds to tecomplaints fled
with the Commission under above-referenced MUR numbers. CT Corporation System. agent for

C process for Cox. received copies of the complaints by letters from you dated April 4. 1996
(MUR 43 33) and April 9. 1996 (MUR 4334), on April 9, 1996 and thereafter. Accordingly, this
response is timely. Your letter offers Cox the opportunity to demnonstr-ate in witing that the
Commission should take no further action in this matter. Each complant also mentions the
names of employees of Georgia Television Company. a subsidiary of Cox Broadcasting. Inc. that
operates Television Station WSB-TV. Atlanta. Georgia. This submission also demonstrates why
no action should be taken against those employees.

Both the complaint of Barbara Helm (MIJR 4333) and that of Robert, Shirlev and Charles
H-aver \IUR 4334) arise from the complainants' viewing of television nws coverage
surrounding a Republican presidential candidate debate co-sponsored by Television Station
WSB-TV. The debate w~as also televised, but not co-sponsored, by CNN. The top four
Republican presidential candidates were invited to participate. Mr. Alan Keyes. a candidate for
the Republican nomination who wvas not one of the top four candidates in electoral success in
previous pri maries at the time of the invitations. did not receive an invitation.~ Other candidates
w~ho -kere not among the top four also did not receive invitations. Days before the scheduled
debate. Mr Keyes %%as fully aware that he was not and would not be an ivied participant. Mr.
Ke,'es. ho\\e'er. ne~ertheless came to Television Station WSB-TV the day before the debate and
ignoring instructions to leave the premises. began camping out on the WSB3-TV lawn to protest

I 1Uhe lielm complaint refers to an Invitation to Mr. Keyes having been withdra'An.
That reference apparentl% is to an event planned at one time by the Atlanta Press Club. but ne~er
held.



Lois G. Lerner. Esq.
April 24. 1996
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his not having been inv ited. At the time of the scheduled debate. Mr. Keyes sought physically to
force his wayt into the WSB-TV studios and insisted upon being allowed to participate. When
Mr. Keyes persisted in his refusal to Iea% e and to pemuit the debates to take place %ithout him.
the matter was placed in the hands of la%% enforcement authorities.

Although both the Helms and the H1a% r complaints generallIy request an investigation
into violations of federal election laws arising from this event, neither complaint describes any
law or rule within the jurisdiction of the Commission that Cox Broadcasting. Inc. or its
employees might hale violated. Also. the facts recounted by the complainants, even if
presumed to be true. showv no such violation. News media may sponsor and hold candidate
debates. and are not required to invite all candidates. The FEC's rules do not treat the failure to

r) inv~ite a candidate to a debate as unlawful "suppression" or "censorship" of the candidate's
message. The complainants do not question the structure and organization of the debate, apart
from the decision to limit participants to the top candidates and the consequent absence of an
invitation for Mfr. Keyes.

Understandabi'. a decision to limit the participating candidates did not please MW. Keyes
and his supporters. Mr. Ke'es knew. howe~er. when he attempted to force his way into the
WSB-T-V studios. that he wt.as not an inv ited participant in the debate. The complainants do not
suggest other" ise. Mr Keyes's behav ior presumabl% wkas an act of civil disobedience to protest
his not having, been in\'ited to the debate and to dramatize his candidacy. His actions
nevertheless properl% resulted in his remo\ al from the station premises by law enforcemnent
authorities Nothine in thewe e' ents amounted to any% iolation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act or the ruleS of the Commission b\ Co\ or its emplo~ees

Please int-orm us if there is additional int'Ormation that the Commission would find
helpful in disposing of these matters.

Respectfull\ d.

- V V/1



A copy of the executed Statement of Designation of Counsel will be submitted when received.
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NUR 4333
IMU4334

NAME OF COUNSEL:.
James Treanor
John Logan Peter Canfield

Dow. Lohnes & Albertson Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

ADDRESS:. 12100 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. One Ravinia Drive

Suite 800

Washington, D.C.- 20036-68102

TELEPH4ONE:(2o2.) 776-2000

FAX( 202 776-2222

Suite 1600

Atlanta, Georgia 30346

770/901-8857

770/901-8874

TMe ebov-anwntsd ftddu b endmgddem counse MWd Is
JUthrie treevannofcelsadoiercgwnalnsrOni

Comemsso and towto W bfeOnColsi.

Andrew A. Merdek, Secretary

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Cox Broadcasting, Inc.

AfnlonR48 1400 L~ik~ H~arn flriiw.. ~F.

Atlanta, Georgia 30319

TELEPHONE: HOMEJ

BUSINESSL .4U4 ) 8,43-5000
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE

Ip

ANR 06L

Ms. Lois 0. Lerner 4A
Associate general Counsel
Federal Election commission
Office of the General Counsel
999 2 Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Complaint No.: KUR4334

Dear Ns. Larner:

Reference is made to your letters dated April 9, 1996 to the
Director of the Secret Service and to Michael Tarr, the Secret
Service Deputy Assistant Director for Government Liaison and
Public Affairs concerning the above-referenced complaint.

Initially we, note that the Secret Service has reviewed the
Complaint and the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971 (the Act) and found nothing in the Complaint concerning
the Secret Service or Mr. Tarr which falls under the purview of
this Act. The Complaint is merely a reiteration of media accounts
of this incident and does not point to any provision of the Act
which was violated by the Secret Service or Kr. Tarr.
Consequently, the Commission lacks jurisdiction over this
Complaint and should take no action against either the secret
service or Deputy Assistant Director Tarr in this matter.

Moreover, even if the Complaint had articulated a possible
violation of the Act, no action should be taken on the Complaint
as neither the Sscret Service nor Mr. Tarr were in any way
involved in this incident. The Complaint states with no
specificity or support, other than a vague reference to media
accounts, that the Secret Service participated in this incident by
requesting that Kr. Reyes be detained. This allegation is simply
not true. The Secret Service's involvement at this event was
solely to ensure the safety of Presidential Candidates Patrick
Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes. Secret Service employees present at
the debate indicate that at no time did any secret Service
employee participate in detaining or removing Mr. Keyes from the
ISE Studio.

-jr .-- " -- %- V W MW RxW9Tff-V-- 6



The Complainants# misrepresentation of the facts is
particularly egregious with regard to Deputy assistant Director
Tarr, the only Secret Service employee named in the Compinit,
Deputy Assistant Director Tarr was not at this event. Me is
assigned to the Of fice of Government Liaison and Public Affairs
located at the headquarters for the secret service in Wasbingtour
D.C. and was in Washington, D.C. when this event occurred. Mr.
Tarr#* only involvement in this matter was responding to a
telephone press inquiry concerning this incident after it
occurred.

The Complainants in this matter are obviously relying on
second hand information and do not have any basis in law or fact
for their allegations against, the Secret Service and Deputy
Assistant Director Tarr. Therefore, we are requesting that your
off ice make a recommendation to the Commission that no action be
taken in this matter and that this Complaint be dismissed with
regard to the Secret Service and Mr. Tarr.

Should you need additional information in this matter, please
contact Kathy DiPippa of the Office of Chief Counsel at (202) 435-
5771.

Sincerely,

Richard S. Miller
Assistant Director
Protective operations



Mintz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris, Glovsky and Popeo, P.C.
701 Pennsylvania Avenue. N.W.

Wasington, D.C. 20004

One Finanicial Center Telephii 202/4-14-7300
Boston. Massachusets 0.2111 Fax 202/434-7400
Telephone 617! 54.1-6000 Telex- 751689
Fax 617!542-2241

Bruce D Sokier Direct Dal Number
202'434-7303

April 29, 1996

BY HAND 
0~.

Lois G. Lerner. Esq.
Associate General Counsel r)
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street. N.W. ;

-~ Room 719
Washington. D.C. 20463

Re: Complaint of Robert W. Haver, Shirley M. Haver and Charles W. Haver
Aans Cable News Network. Inc.
No. hfM4JU~

Dear Ms. Lerner:

Cable News Network. Inc., ("CNN"). by its attorneys, hereby responds to the
above- referenced complaint, which was filed with the Federal Election Commission ("FEC")
on April 9. 1996. and which CNN received on April 15. 1996. In their complaint. Robert
W.. Shirley M.. and Charles W. Haver ("the Havers") claim that CNN participated as a
"joint sponsor and televisor" of a Georgia Republican presidential primary debate held on the

evernn of March 3. 1996. in the studios of WSB-TV. Channel 2. Atlanta- The Havers
claim that, in its capacity of 'joint sponsor" of the debate. CNN may have caused a "possible
vi 'olation" of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, by "partic ipaf tins!I in
the decision to exclude Ambassador [Alan] Keyes," a candidate for the Republican
presidential nomination, from the debate. 2

The Havers' grievance against CNN is factually unfounded and legallN
misinformed. Contrary to the Havers' apparent misimpressions. CNN took no part in the
planning or sponsoring of the March 3. 1996. debate. As CNN's Senior Vice President f or
Special Events. Jane Maxwell. states in her affidavit (attached). CNN in no wav sponsored.

- lJ

Comnplaint at 1.



Mintz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris, Glovsky and Popeo, P.C.

Lois G. Lerner. Esq.
April 29. 1996
Page 2

organized or staged the debate. nor in any way participated in the decision to exclude
Ambassador Keyes from the debate." Instead, CNN's involvement with the debate
consisted only of televising it nationally, given its obvious newsworthiness."' It is Ms.
Maxwell's understanding that the debate was sponsored by and staged under the sole
direction of WSB-TV.'

Contrary to the Havers' misunderstanding. the Federal Election Campaign Act
and the FEC's rules provide no cause of action for a candidate (or his or her supporters)
against a news organization that merely televises a debate from which the candidate was

- excluded.' To the contrary, in amending the Federal Elections Campaign Act in 1974,
Congress made clear that the Act should not be interpreted to hinder the legitimate news
related activities of the free press. which include coverage of campaign events such as

xc ~ candidate debates.' The Act's *news story" exemption. in fact, provides the statutory basis
for this protection."' and undergirds Congress' and the Commissions longstanding
commitment to protect the right of news organizations. like CNN. to cover political
campaign events, like the March 3. 1996. debate. without government interference. The
Supreme Court. as well, has emphasized the importance of a free and unencumbered press in
the American political process." and has recognized that cable programmers "engage in and

Affidavit of Jane Maxwell. attached hereto, at 3.

Id. at 2.

Id. at 4.

'See - U.S.C. § 431 et q. 11 C-F.R. §, I et g.

Congress recognized the "unfettered rieht" of the media to coxer and comment on
political camnpaigns. See H.R. Rep. No. 1239. 93d Cong.. 2d Sess , at 4 (1974).

'See 2 U S C 431 1 9)(B~miexempt ing 'newxs stories" from the definition of
expenditure).

' See Mclntvre N . Ohio Elections Commission. 115 S -Ct. 15 11. 15 17 (1995): Roth v.
U.S.. 3-54 U S. 476. 484 1 957)(noting that "[dliscussion of public issues and debate on the
qualification of candidates are integral to the operation of the '.vstemn of govemment
established b\ our Constitution ". Mills '. Alabama. 384 U S 214. 218 11966).. Times V.
Sullivan. 3 6 U' S 254, 2(11964),
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transmit speech. and .. are entitled to the protection of the speech and press provisions of the
First Amendment."

The Commission it-self underscores its commitment to preserving a free and
unfettered press in its February 1. 1996. Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in which it
proposes new rules clarfying that cable programmers. like CNN. may even stage candidate
debates themselves or cover debates sponsored by other entities as part of their news
activities ''In sum. CNN's coverage of the March 3. 1996. debate in no way violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act, and, to the contrary. was fully consistent with the articulated
commitmnt of the Commission. Congress and the Supreme Court. to protecting the free
press right of media entities, like CNN. to cover newsworthy political events.

In addition. CNN was in no way responsible for the manner in which law
enforcement officers present during the March 3. 1996. debate handled the expulsion of
Ambassador Keyes from the studio, In their complaint, the Havers claim that the Secret
Service and the Atlanta Police committed a "travest%" by forcibly removing Dr. Keyes, in
handcuffs. from the site of the debate after Dr. Keyes demanded to participate in the
debate.' The Havers appear to hold CNN partially responsible for the way in which Dr.
Keyes w~as treated by these law enforcement officers. Given that CNN was in no way
involved with the organization and execution of the debate, and played no part in the decision
to exclude and remove Ambassador Keyes from the studio in which the debate took place,
the Havers' implication that CNN %; as somehow responsible for the Ambassador's forcible
remo~al is wholly unfounded

Turner Broadc:astinL, 5'. tcm. In,: v F-ederal Commrqunit,:at ik , n,('ni ss Ion. 114 S.Ct.
21445. 456 1lQq4)

See Candidate F)ebates and _Ne.'. StoricN.. Fi-.( Notic:c A Priipo~ed Rulemaking. Notice
I p6-. t~ Fe R~ -2 -2 icr\ 1I. I 9q-h N'c ()I~ I . , , to clarify that cable

teie'.ision prov!ramncr,\ Tnit\ ,t,_c o~r ,oe'.er .indid~itc dehaic\)

() 'mpla1 zn .I~
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For the foregoing reasons, the Commission should dismiss the complaint of
Robert. W., Shirley M. and Charles W. Haver against CNN. Inc. Please address any
inquiries to the undersigned.

CABLE NEWS NETWORK, INC.

By:

C'Mint. Levin. Cohn, Ferris,
Glovsky and Popeo, P.C.

701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington. D.C. 20004
202/434-7333

Its attorneys

cc: Robert W. Haver
Shirley M. Haver
Charles W. Haver

April 29. 1996

F 5 2 2 1rs



it 3ms Maxwells do hereby dlaeas follows:

1. 1 am Senio Vice Preidunt for peilBvabt of Cabbe News Neiwwk be.

(OCNN*). I am sUi=Is~ this Affidavit in mappwst of CNN. forcgOIng Reply to the

Complai led with the Federal Fiection Commission ('FEB) by Rlobert W., Sbidey X.,

arnd Charies W. Haver (the *Eavers') against CNN on April 9, 1996 (No. MUR4334).

2. 1 declare tdat, given its newsWWrhinms, I pmrued carzage of the March 3.

19961 eorgi Repblican --- ±nia primary candidt debate, and oversw CNN'

negtitinswith WPSB-TV, Chane 2, Atlanta, Georgia for the acqusition by CNN Of

%0 alx cable television ditibution rigit for the debate.

CD3. 1 fuithe declare that, besie acfrigth national cable televisio

disr6bti- right for the March 3, 1996, debate, CNN bad no involvement in the debat,

played no role in the staging, raizto or execution of the debate,, and as a result, di M

paticipate in the decision to exclude and remove Ambassador Alan Keyes from the dlebte.

4. 1 further declare, that, to the best of my knowledge, the March 3, 1996, debat

was sponsored and staged solely by WSB-TV, who was the only entity involved in selectin

candidates for participation in the debate.

5. 1 have reviewed CNN's reply to the Havers' complaint and certify, under

penalty of peijury, that the facts contained therein are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief.

Executed this -1 day of April, 1996.

Maxwell
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MUR 4334

NAME OF COUNSEL: Bruce R. Sokler

FIRM:Mintz, Levin, Cnhn. E&Xr1- G1nmkv na nn&1__

ADDRESS: 201 Pjnnqv1 VanIA -vnt

Ie1~hingtonm n' C_ 2004

TELEPHONE:( 22 434-7300

FAX( 2o2 4-34-7400

The above-named 1i
authorized to receive any
Commission and to act an

4/18/96

Date

RESPONDENTS NAME: cahic

desgnated as my counsel and Is
1he communications from the

News Nptwork, Tnr

ADDRESS: one _____________________

Box 105366

Atlanta. Ge.orgia 10348-51ni

TELEPHONE: HOME(-___) Nut Arialicabl

BUSINESS( n )gR)-_j56j

P. C.
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CITY OF ATLANTA
S4Jil 4100

CAMPBELL city KOd ib DEPARTMENT OF LNd
MAYO)R 08 MCh@ SW 9W Chtford E. Nedwick, IV

Atiaru, Georgi 303354=33 C"t Anonw
(404) 330-4400

FAX (404) 6564094

May 14, 199%

Lois G. Lerner
Aissociate General Counsel
Office of the General Counsel
Enforcement Division
Federal Election Commis~ion
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 ff-

RE: MUR 4334 V

Dear Ms. Lerner.

On behalf of my client, Officer Elizabeth Watson of the Atlanta Police
Department, I am submitting this letter in response to a Complaint filed with the
Federal Election Commission by Robert W. Haver, Shirley M. Haver, and Charles
W. Haver. Although you apparently mailed a copy of this Complaint to Officer
Watson on or about April 9, 1996, Ms. Watson routed the Complaint through her
chain of command and I did not receive it until today. I am hopeful that you will
consider this response even though the fifteen day period has expired. Enclosed
with this letter is the completed Statement of Designation of Counsel form.

The Complaint states:

The Secret Service requested that Dr. Keyes be detained when he tried
to enter the WVSB-TV building, and was placed in handcuffs and
physically removed from the premises by the Atlanta Police, and taken
away in a squad car. What a travesty that this could happen to such a
man as Mr. Keves. A common criminal is afforded more protection of
his rights.

The City of Atlanta submits that the Complaint has failed to allege any
N-1olation of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Department or any of
it,;. otticers, including Officer Watson. Indeed, no section of the relevant Act or

U
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Federal Election Commission
RE: MUR 4334
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Page 2

regulations addresses, or even contemplates, any such situation as detainment of a
candidate during a debate. The conduct of the Atlanta police did not involve
campaign contributions or expenditures. See 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

The Code of Federal Regulations which sets forth the criteria for candidate
debates refers only to the "staging organizations." I I C.F.R. § 110.13. The regulation
provides that "Iff r all debates, staging organization(s) must use pre-established
objective criteria to determine which candidates may participate in a debate." 11
C.F.R. § 110.13(c). The Atlanta Police Department is not a broadcaster, newspaper,
magazine, or other staging organization defined by subsection (a) of the regulation.
Nor did the Atlanta Police Department or any of its officers play any, role in
candidate selection. Rather, the police merely sought to enforce Georgia law, as they
are charged to do. See O.C.G.A. § 16-7-21(b) (Criminal Trespass). Any claim that the
detention of Mr. Keyes violated his rights would have to be brought by Mr. Keyes
himself pursuant to the Civil Rights Acts, or state tort law, not the Federal Election
Campaigns Act.

Moreover, Officer Elizabeth Watson was assigned to the office detail at Zone 5
of the Atlanta Police Department on the evening of March 3, 19%. She was not
assigned to the WSB-TV detail and she was never present at WSB-TV that evening.
Rather, she answered the telephones at the Zone 5 precinct and referred all calls
regarding the debate to the Special Operations Section (SOS) of the Atlanta Police
Department, indicating that SOS and the Secret Service were handling this matter.
Thus, Officer Watson had absolutely no contact with Mr. Keyes, nor did she have
any personal involvement with the'debate, with WSB-TV. o'r with Mr. Keyes'
detainment.

Therefore, on behalf of Officer Elizabeth Watson, I respectfully request that
the Commission dismiss the Havers' Complaint to thie ex\tent that she is implicated.
If anyone in the Office of the General Counsel has any questions, I can be reached at
4 04 - 3,-)-6 75 .

Sincerel% our,.

Karen F. \ood,,
Assistant 0itv AttorneN
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Enclosure

cc Overtis Hicks Brantley
Deputy City Attorney

Beverly J. Harvard
Chief of Police

Elizabeth Watson
Officer, Zone 5 Evening Watch
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FEL~ f

BEFORE THE FEERAL ELECTION COMMISSlOW.,.1

In the Matter of)
) Enforcement Priority

SE! 131VW
GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. ~IRODUCTION

In accordance with the objectives of the Enforcement Priority System ("'EPS")

adopted by the Commission in May 1993. the Office of the General Counsel has

periodical!' recommended that the Commission not pursue cases that are stale or that, in

'C' comparison to other pending matters. do not appear to wrrant the use of the

Commission's limited resources. This General Counsel's Report recommends the

Commission not pursue 43 cases that fall .%Ithin these categories.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. (a%e,% Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other Cases Peading
Before the Commision

A critical component of the Prnorit% Sysvtem is identifying those pending cases that

do' not \%arirant the further e'.penditure of Commission resources. Each incoming matter

is e\ aluated usinL! (ommission-appro\ ed criteria and cases that. based on their rating, do

not \%' arrant pursuit relati\ c to other pending cases are placed in this category. By closing

such cases. the Commission is able to use its limited resources to focus on more

important cases



Having evaluaed incorin matter, this Office has identified 24 case which do

not warrant further pumsut relative to other pending matwes.3 A short d SAMpto of each

case and the factors leading to assignent of a relatively low priority Wl cosqet

recommendation not to pursue each case is attached to this Repor. Atwhinnt 1-24.

As the Commission has previously requested. we have also attached responses and

referral materials where that information has not been circulated previously to the

Commission. Attachment 25.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are sevrely impeded and require relatively greater resources when

the activity, and the evidence of the activity. are old. Accordingly, the Office of the

NO General Counsel recommends that the Commission focus its efforts on cam involving

more recent activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the current electoral

process and are a more efficient allocation of our limited resources. To this end, this

Office has identified 19 cases that

this Office believes are

no%% It%, old it, %%arrant the- use (fthe Cotnimlsslon s resources

Thesc matters are ML1R 4227 (Wellsione for Senate) (Attachment 1); MUR 4273 (Jesse Wineberry)
i Anachment 2). KIUR 4290 (Lincoln Club of Rmerside Count-) (Attachment 3); MLIR 4292
(Contgressm=f Ron Packard) IAttachmenlt 4). MUR 4-293 (Wilie Colon for Congress) (Attachment 5);
%IV'R -42443 Alan Keices for President 96) IAttachment 6). MUR 4299 (UAW-V-CAP) (Attachment 7);
NIR 43 12 (sonomai Count% Republicans) (Attachment 8). MUR 4316 (Ross Perot) (Attachment 9); MUR
4 "18 (Patrick Combs for Congress) (Attachment 10). MUR 4324 (Buchanan for President) (Attachment
i n. %,i R 4325 (man Garsiecki fot Congress 96)(Attachment 12). MUR 4329 (Golen Door)
(Attachment 13). MIUR 4330 (Trice llarvey)(Attachment 14): MUR 4333 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 15);
MUR 43, 34 jCox Comnmunications) (Attachmenlt 16. MUR 4336 (WSB-TV) (Atachnent 17): MUR 4339
(WkSB-TV') Attachment 18 1. MIUR 4349 (Soglin for Congress) (Attachment 19): MUR 4359 (Francis
Thompson for Congress) IAttachment 20). MUR 4 360 (Weygand Committee) (Attachment 21): MUR
4363 (WkSB.TVN) Attachmenlt 22). ML'R 4364 (Friends of Jimmy Blake) (Attachment 23) and Pre-MUR
328 (Decpartment of the Interiori Attachment 24)



Became otWV rcauMnaton not to

PWuiW thewe caemI bae on thei sadlnus this office has to prprdsparat

narrtives for these c aes. we have attached

esponse and referral materias in those instances where the information was not

previously circulated. Attachments 26-45.

'*0 This Office recommends the Commission exercise its pioseutoia discretion and

C
no longer pursue the cases listed below effective September 3.,1996. By closing the

cases effective that day. CED and the Legal Review Team each will have the necessary

time to prepare closing letters and case files for the public record.
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A. Decli= to open a MUR, close he file effectve September 39,199, andl
approve the aprori tetr in the 11loin mmm:PI

1) Pre-MUR 293
2) Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 321
4) RAD Referral 93L-03
5) RAD Refe'a9"L- 11
6) RAD Referral 95L- 16
7) RAD Referal 95L-22
8) RAD Referral 95NF-21

B. Take no action, close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in the following matters:

1) MUR 4061
2) MUR 4074

NO 3) MUR 4101
0 4) MUR 4146

5) MUR 4151
6) M.UR 4175

N-7) MUR 4180
8) MUR 4184
9) NILR 4198
10) NIUR 4201
11) M11 R 4227
I2 I t *R 42314
I3 \11 A 4273
14) NIR 4290
15) MUR 4292
16) NIUR 4293
17) MUIR 4294
191 NWR 4299
19) MUR 4312
20) NILTR 4316
21) MUR 4318
22) MUR 4324
2.3) MUR 4325
24) MUR 4329
25) MUR 4330
26) MUR 4333
27) MUR 4334

IEL



28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)

MUR 4336
MUR 4339
MUM 4348
MUR 4359
MUR 4360
MUR 4363
MUR 4364

C. Take no fwither action. close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve
the apprprate letters in MUR 3326.

atc 7 %melwe Noble

General Counsel



DIFRNTRZ FZDU&AL ILECTION COUMssOXO

In the Matter of)

Enforcement Priority.

CERTIETI ATI-ON

I, Marjorie W. rnons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Coinission, do hereby certify that on August 21, 1996, the

Conmission took the following actions on the General Counsoes

August 14, 1996 report on the above-captioned matter:

I. Decided by a vote of-.5-0:

A. Decline to open a MUR, close the file
effective September 3. 1996, and approve
the appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

1) Pre-MUR 293
N.2) Pre-MUR 311

3) Pre-NUR 328
4) R&D Referral 95L-03
5) R&D Referral 95L11l
6) R&D Referral 95L-16
7) R&D Referral 95L-22
8) R&D Referral 95N17-21

B. Take no action, close the file effective
Septenber 3. 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

1.) MUR 406:
2) MUR 4074
3) KUR 41C:
4) MUR 4146
5) MUR 415.
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 418C
8) MUR 4184
9) MUR 4198

(continued)



Pederal Ziection Comission Pae 2Ceftification for anforcemeut
Priority

Auquat 23v 1996

10) NUR 4227
11) MUR 4232
12) KUR 4273
13) NUR 4290
14) NUR 4292
15) NUR 4293
16) MUR 4294
17) MUR 4299
18) NUR 4312
19) MUR 4316
20) MUR 4313
21) MUR 4324
22) MUR 4325
23) NUR 4329

024) NUR 4330
25) MUR 4333
26) MUR 4334

NO 27) HUR 4336
28) MUR 4339c29) XUR 4348
30) MUR 4359

'C31) MUR 4360
32) HUN 4363
33) MUR 4364

Co rmisioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomas voted affirmatively with
respect to each of the above-noted matters.

Attest:

Date ("rorie W. Emon
Secdtary of the Commission

Received M. the Secretariat: Wed., Aug. 14, 1996 4:56 p.m.Circulated to the Co~.3.uaion: Fri., Aug. 16, 1996 12:00 p.m.Deadline for vote: Wed., Aug. 21, 1996 4:00 p.m.
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RETURN RECQEIPT REOUESTED

Robert W. Haver
Shirne' M. Haver
Charles W_ Haver
41I69 Kenneth Road
Sto%%.OH 44224

RE- MUR 4334

Dear Messrs & Ms. Ha~er

On April 9. 1996. the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
cernain x tolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act or 1971. as amended ("the Act").

Aftecr considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
N. c\rcise its prosccutonal discretion and to take no action against the respondents. _$ attche

narniti' e Accordngly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3. 1996.
I hi, matter %%ill become pan of the public record within 30 days.

The~ Act allow~s a complainant to seek judicial reu ew of the Commission's dismissal of
1hi'..ction Nec2t'SC 437viapgp

since el%.

rColleen T Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

*\ tachment
Narrat i'
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tried to enter the V/SB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes wias placed in handcuffs. ph%-sictll% removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its
employees. the Secret Serv ice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers, and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . ',-hich operates V/SB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues tvith complainants* allegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
V/*SB-T%*. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently %-ithdrew a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that V/SB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the V/'SB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been in% ited to the V/SB debate Accordint: to WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes
ne'.erheless came to the teleu sion station the da% before the event and stayed outside on
the lawnr in protest of his not having been inuted Counsel asserts that at the time of the

N..scheduled debate- Ambassador Ke'es -sought to force his wa physically into the studios
and insi-,ted on beine allo%%cd to participate When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after rervatcd requests. counsel states that -the matter %%as placed in the hands of la%%t
entorcement authorities "Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations. news
media ma'. sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
cand 'd42i'.

t*\\ throuch a sm-c'm atfida~it from its Senior Vice President for Special Events,
den'e', an% rolc in the decision to exclude Ambassador Ke~es from the debate or to
remo'.c him Irom the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, organizer or

'.tlv the e'.ent Counsel states that C\Ns role %%as limited to televising the debate
and that it did %(- bOca3use Of itS *"ob\ ious ncvwsvkorihiness - Accordingly. counsel relies
on in.. 11I C'.\ ,"nev. si ,or\ *e\emption at - ( S C 43 19 HB i) and argues that the

IC -NPro'. ide- no cause 01 action against a ne'.v% organization that merck% televises a
dcbat;e trom %%'hich a candidatei'. o, cluded

I he Ci. of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
ahleL'e an. \ molaiion of equal election opponrim b\. the Atlanta Police Department or
an\. of, w, on-icers Counsel states that the officer vkho was named as a respondent, who
%%as apparenti' ans%%creinv the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact %%'.mth Ambassador Ke\ e Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission retaimadressess or even cnepae.the is=suecte detamn of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes by noting tha n the wi&l at issu, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enrce Goa cfimabl uespm law as
the police are charged with doing,

The Secret Servce responds that the complaint contains no allegtion of a FECA
violation by the Secret Service and is merely a reiteratin of media acouts of tis
Incident. According to the Secret Servce. no Secret Service employee participae at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Keyes from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of pi-esidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEP 06"e

The Honorable William Campbell
Mayor of Atlanta
55 Trinity Avenue, S.W., Suite 2400
Atlanta.GA 3013351

RE. MUR 4334

Dear Ma% or CampbellU

0 On April 9. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain % olations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1. as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

0) After considering the circumstance-,, of this matter. the Commission has determined to
exerciw_ its prosecutonal discretion anid to take no action against you. Sc attached narrative.
Accordinal%. the Commission closed it% file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

Thv confidentiality~ pro% ision of?2 U S C § 437&v(a)( 12) no longer apply and this matter
t% n% public In addition. although the complete ile must be placed on the public record

~~ihmn30 a-s. this could occur at an,% tim follow~ing cenificai of th Commission's vote.
If %ou %%ish to submit an% factual or leval materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials, an% permissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record %wen

r % ied

11* %ou ha% e an% questions. please contact Aka E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

SmnEbre1%

Colleen T. Sealander, Attorey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati'.c
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented frTom
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta, Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tried to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs, physi%.all% removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employees, the Secret Service and one of its agvents, the Atlanta Police Department, its
Chief of Police and two officers, and the May or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . %#htch operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues W~ith complainants' allegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparenfly w'ithdrewA a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate. In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format, counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the start Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of !he top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not

0) been in% ited to the WSB debate According to WkSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keye
ne% ethe less came to the tele% i sion stat ion the da% before the event and stayed outside ont
the lawn. in protest of his not ha%-ing been in% iied Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate, Ambassador Kexes sought to force his way physically into the studios
and insisted on being allowied to participate When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after repeated requests. counsel states that "the matter w~as placed in the hands of law
enforcement authorities -Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media ma' sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidates

CYN throuch a sm-om affida% it from its Senior Vice President for Special Events,
denies an% role in the decision to exclude Ambassador Keyes from the debate or to
remo' e him from the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, organize or
stacerofthee'ent Counsel states that CNN s role .%as limited to televising the debate
and that it did so because of its *'ob% ious newsv,%orthiness "Accordingls'. counsel relies
on the VCAsne%-',so e~empic'na _ USC 43fl9)iBXO and argues that the
I ECA pro% ides no cause of action avainst a ne~*.s ore.anization that merelv televises a
debate from \%hich a candidate is e\cluded

The Cit\ of Atlanta respo-nds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allege an,. \uolaton of equal election opporiunit\ b\ the Atlanta Police Department Or
an% of its officers Counsel states that the officer w4ho whas named as a respondent, who
\kas apparentlk ans'%enne the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate,
had no contact %\t Ambassador Ke'es Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or

I :1V



Commission regulations addr esslles. or even Coneae, tmhe- "issu ofthe detaimen of a
cndteduring a debate. Counsel concludes by noting doe on the night at issue, that

the Atlant Police Ig1JFM~ weas seek~ig to eniforce Georgia cfilmitil trespas law as
the police are charged with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by, the Secret Serice and is merely a reiteration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service, no Secret Service employee paticipated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Keyes from the WSB studio. T7he Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensurng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes.

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission.

N



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
w45H%(;t,~ C ..'mb*sI

SEP06
Mike Tarr
U.S. Secret Service
1900OG Street. N -W.
Washington. D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Taff

On April 9, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain %'iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended. A copy of the
complaint %%as enclosed with that notification

N0
A fter considering the circumstances.r of this matter. the Commission has determined to

excercise its prosectorial discretion and to take no action against you. ! attached narrative.
I'D Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this Matter On September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality proiiseon of?2 U -S C *4.37g(a X 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no%% public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
%% ihin 3 0 davs. this could occur at anv time following certification of the Commission's vote.
If you %%ash to submit an,% factual Or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

C as soon as possible While the role may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials, an% permnissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record when
recei % ed

If you ha'e any questions. please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Sini-crel%

Col leen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
NarratiP4
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NUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accous
alleging that on March 3, 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented froni
prticipating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs, physicallI% removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employees. the Secret Ser% ice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broad'-astine. Inc . %hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues with complainants' al legat ions Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WkSB-T\. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentl% vothdrew'k a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that ItheWBTidbt a limited to the top foiur
Republican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one

"0 of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
o ken in. tied to the- WSB debatec Accordine to WSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes

nes enheicss came to the teks% ision station the da% before the event and stayed omtide on
0 ~the law,,i in protest of his not ha% int be-en in% ied Counsel asserts that at the time of the

-~ scheduled debate. Ambassador ke'ck sought to force his wvay physically into the studios
ind in~t'ted on being allo%%cd to participatc When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after reprated reqluest's counsocl state.. that-thc matter w~as placed in the hands of lawN
eniorcement authorities "Counw.1 also notes that under Commission regulations. nws
mcdij m3% sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidate,

\\throueh a %%wm aflida~it trom it% Senior Vice President for Special Events.
dcnie, ann. role in the deci'ion to es.cludc *Nmhassador Keyes from the debate or to
rem0o1: him trom the debate premises and states it wvas not a joint sponsor, organizer or

ofic ~ incc eni Counsel state,, that CNS- %. role ~qslimited to televising the debate
inJ tna,, il did so' be-cause of it, oh% iouw, nev.svonhiness * Accordingly, counsel relies
or tn,.JK; , 'nc%%,- tOrkV eseMPtona 21'S C -',431l(B x i and argues that the

I I, Qr id,,- no cause 01 action aL'ain't a ncesss organization that merely televises a
deruii. irorm \-hi~h ~j candidate i,s escludcLJ

I he (_ it\ of Atlanta rcsponds throuL'h counsel that the complainants have failed to
allcL'e anl\ \ iolat ion of equal election opponuni's b\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an% of its officer, Counscl states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
\%a-' appatrnis anssennt: the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contaci %% ith Ambassador Ke-s Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission regultons addresses, or even conteipmplates, issue oftbe detainment of a
candidate 1duinea debate. Counsel concludes toy nottgdomdenigl3at isse thae
the Atlanta Police Depnenta was seeking to enforc Georia cuiminal trepass law as
the police are ctmrpd with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation b the Secret Smsc and is mere)' a reiteration of media accounts, of this
incident. According to the Secret Service, no Secret Service empkloee paricipated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Ke~es from the WSB studio. The Secret
Smices states its involvmementwas limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbc

This matter is legs sig-nirucant relatnv to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA^ICTO% ̂ C 2i4w,

SEP0o6 m6

Richard S. Miller, Assistant Director
Protective Operations
U.S. Secret Service
ISOO G Street. NW.
Washington. D.C. 2000

RE- MUR 4334

Dear Mr Miller

On APri 9. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified the Director of a complaint
alleging certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed With that notification

C) After considerng the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to

exercise its prosecutorial discretio and to take no atoagIns h ertSrie
attached narratre Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3,

The confidentiality pro% Isions of 2 US SC § 4.37g(a)( 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no'u public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record

c '~~,thin V)t da% s. this could occur at any time follo%'ting certification of the Commission's vote.
I I"%ou %%is'h to submnit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as -Axin as pivssible While the file ma% be placed on the public record prior to reept of your
additional maienals. an% permissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record when
recei% cii

I f %ou ha% e an% questions. please contact Al a E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Sin l1%

Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Na rrat i% e
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver iled a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented front

participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in

Atlanta, Georgia The% contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he Ined to enter the W'SB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcuffs. physicaiI' rrmo% ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and seveal of its
employees. the Secret Sem ice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Departmen t s
Chief of Police and tvo officers. and the Mia% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Co\ Broadi-astint: Inc %-'hich operates WSB-T\'. raises factual and
lIcal I ssue,, %%ith complainants* allet'at ions Counsel begins by stating that it was not
\kSB-T\. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentl\ withdre%% a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TN\ organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
l1'res- Club format. counsel contend.- that thi: WkSR-TV debate w~as limited to the top four
kepublican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one

'0 oWthe top four candidates at the time of the invi'tations and ivas aware that he had not
tk-enin' tiedto thce WSFI dhati Accor dint: to WSR.TV counsel. Ambassador Kee

C n.. erihcles' came to the telc% ision station the da\ before the event and stayed outside on
\C) h-. ljTr in protest of his not ha% inc beecn in% ited Counsel asserts that at the time of the

--icheJuied debatte Ambassaooir kc\C% %,Vought to force his %,.a\ physically into the studios
jnd in~i-.ted ont bine allo'-ed to panicipaic: When Ambassador Keyes refused toklave
jtic*. rcm~aicJ rcuue't! countcl state, that **the matter %%as placed in the hands of bitA

.,nor~me! juthoitie' -(joun,,eI ak~o note, that under Commission regulattions. news
mcit-, mi'. _r6n,_kr and hold candidatc debaice' and are not required to invite all

k. N% thissuch .i %%om .ill'dj' it horn If% Snior Vice President for Special Events.
jcniL> in\' ori tht. dec,-ion it, eccudtc *mhast.ador ke'es from the debate or to
;ernts% L him 1mtm the debate premise-, and %itce it was not ajoint sponsor. organizer or

.it, ih.: c\ en: (~ oun--cl -tate,, that CNN. role \%as limited to televising the debate
,jnJl tu' ij ml C' Cau*%C Of I, tN\ tiou., ncev'.vh-orihiness * Accordingly. counsel relies
tir in, I .* - %t-ior\' c~emriiion at "' S C 43 h91 WB N i and argues that the

I rr'w' w-.- nt cau~c o1 action aeainr.i j n%:",, 0rrvanilitofl that merely televises a
JdJ'ji. ironr-' %%i' i candidate I*. C\cludc,.

1 h . ( ii'\ of Atlanta rc'ponds throui,'h counsel that the complainants have failed to
ahceL1 an, \ 'i('datiofl of- coual election opprl-unit\ h\~ the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ 0! Ws on*Lcer' C ounscl -,,ate, that the officer vbho was named as a respondent. who
%%a-. apparentih, an%.ennc the telephone,, at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
hic] nol conta,-' w':h \mbassador Kc'e., C ounsel contends that no section of the FECA or



commission 4eultin ad es. of even coieipltes the isse of the daimnent of a
candidate dtu~ng a debate. Cownel condludes b%. noting that on the nigh at issuie, that
the Atlanta Plice Depsauneve was seeking to enoc eo*i criminal bespsss law as
the police ame charged with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of.a FECA
violation b%- the Secret Service and is merel% a reiteration of media accounts of this
Incident According to the Secret Servce. no Secret Service employee pncptda n
time in detaining or remong~n Ambassador Keics frm t WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvemnent was limited to ensuing the safety of peieta
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Fob

This matter is legs sig~nificant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission
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J. Redlinger, Police Offlicer
Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE- MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Redanger:

On April 9.1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint allegng
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended A copy of the
complaint was enclosed wi'th that notificalion.

A fter considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
eercise its prosecutorial discretion anid to take no acton against you 5M attached narrative.
Accordingl%. the Commissio closed mtsfile in thismte nSnebv3 96

The confidentiality pro%-isions of 2 U. S C. § 437gv(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no%% public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
w~ithin 30 days. this could occur at any time follow'ing certification of the Commissions vote.
lfyou 'wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible While the ile may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. any permissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record when
rccered-

If you have any questions, please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati'.e



MUWR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
allegng that on March 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented frons
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia The% contend that the U -S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs. physicail1' remo% ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its
employees. the Secret 5cr' ice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and twAo officers. anid the Mia'or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Co\ Broadrastine Inc . "hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
leC3l issues mvith complainants' al levat ions Counsel begins b\ stating that it was not
W7SB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparent% % ithdre%% a debate invitation issued

to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
C)held and that WkSB-TV' organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta

Press Club form-it, counsel contends% that the W*SR.TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the start Counsel staies that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the inviuaitons and was aware that he had not

C) been mn% ited to the WSB debate According tn WkSR-TV counsel, Ambassador Keyes
ne.ertheles- came to the tele' 1cion station the da' before the event and stayed outside on

I) tht: laiwi in protest of his not ha% ing hbeen in% ited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
--chcJuleJ debatc. Ambassadior ke'c. %ogh to force his wav physically into the studios
ind in-wted (in N.-int allo%%ed to participate: When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
alter rcrteatcd feLquef-t- couno-elmsate, that *thu- matter %%as placed in the hands of lawa
vni&'rc*.mcnt authorities -Counw.l also note,- that under Commission regulations, newvs
meajij ma, kson'.o! and hold candidate ddbates, and are not required to invite all

i m \\ tnvuih i -.%% m aflidassit Iromr it. %eniior '\,ice President for Special Events.
* dcnic> ajn% rohk in iie O~ciston it, &e\cludc *\nmaclor ke\ es from the debate or to

rem11% I. him irorm th debatc remises- and states it %w not a joint sponsor. organizer or
lt c%~ c n' C ounsel 'tt~that CN\ '.. role %%as limited to televising the debate

i,.' nx ~I: diJ ' tx-.cause of it,'.ohtious ncA%1-orihincss- Accordingly, counsel relies
o'r in-I *: fl':''. ior - e~rmion a: _"I S C ',,43 19 xB x iand argues that the

! I - rr'%% t, n, ca3use o1 action a':,im a ne'w.' organization that merely televises a
Jdcr'jt. trtorr %%i.A candidat,. is, c\CIUJC~J

1 hc ( Mt o( A~tlanta responds throuch counsel that the complainants have failed to
allciec an\ %h ,mixion of equal election opponiunit b\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ o! it. oflicer'. Counscl states that the officer vdio wvas named as a respondent, who
\%a% apparentl% 3ns%%cnnL! the telephonesk at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contacl, %%i Ambassadot Kc\ c, C ounsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Comission w regulain addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of die uainetof a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes, bY notn dun on the niglM at issu, that

the Atlanta Police De IrIeI was seeking to enforce Georgia criminal urspms law as
the police are charged wi'th do",g

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Service and is merel% a reiteration of media accouints, of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee patiipte at any
time in detaining or removing~ Ambassador Ke% es from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes~

This matter is less significant rclative to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~J~jj~7 w WASIHiGTI% D C 2Omb

SEP 0 6 1996

Bewrly Harvard. Chief
Atlanita Police Departmenr
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Ms Harvard

On April 9.1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint allegng
certainl %iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
eu-rcise its prosecutorial discveion and to take no action against the Atlanta Police Dqmrtinent

and %ou. as Chief of Police. 1mattached narrati'le Accordingly, the Commission closed its
fitk in this matter on September 3. 1996

The confidentiality pro% isbon of?2 U-SC- §437s(aXl12) no longe apply and this matter
vimi"o public In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
%% ithin 30'( days. this could occur at any time follo%%Ing certification, of the Commission's vote.
If 'ou %% ish to submit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, pleae do so
as smin as poss~ible While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
aiitotnal materials.. an% permissible submissions %%ill be added to the public record whien
recei% ed

11'.ou hate any questions, please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

o len T.a ander. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati'.e



MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on Marchi 3, 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented fromi
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of' WSB-TV In
Atlanta. Georgia They contend that the Ul S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tried to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs, physicillI% remo'ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car b% the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its
employ ees. the Secret Ser% ice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma~or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Co\ Broadcasting Inc . %-hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lecal issues %vith complainants' alleg~ations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WkSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparenti' withdrew'% a debate inviation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-T\ organized a second. unrelated debate. In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club formnat. counsel contend,- that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top fiur
Republican candidates from the stan Couns-el states that Ambassador Keyes wvas not one

'C' of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been in\ tited to the WASB debate Accordine to WSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes

C ne% crheless came to the tele' ision station the da\ beore the event and stayed outside on
the la'%n in protest of his not ha\ ing been in% ited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador keses sou&h to force his wsay phy'sically into the studios
and inoistcc on being allo%%ed to participate When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after repeated requests. counsel state,. that "the matter \%as placed in the hands of Isa*
eiorcement authorities -Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
mediaj ma% spo~n'.or and hold candidate debates and are no! required to inv ite all
candidate'.

i. \throuch a ,%%om affida'it from iv'. Senior Vice President for Special Events.
denie'. an\ role in the decision to e'~cludc *\mhbassador Keses from the debate or to
remo~c him trom the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, organizer or

'.teer& te e emCounsel, states that C\\',. role \%as limited to televising the debate
and iha: it did so hecause of it.osious! nes onhiness - Accordingly, counsel relies
oin th:, Q A ncw' ktor\" e'empiion at 21 SC ',,4'31(9Bxil and argues that the
I I C A Pro% id,,\ nil cause ot action acainsi1 a nesss, organization that merely televises a
dchxte Iromr 'shi#.h a candidate is e~cludcJ

I hL_ 00,t of.-\tlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allcce an\ \ iolaiton of equal election opportunit\ bs- the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ of it'. officer'. Counsel states that the officer \oho \,%as named as a respondent, who
\%a,, apparentk an'.ssenni: the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact %% ith Ambassador kes Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission rgliouadsesOr even cneuIss the ims Of the deanetof a
candidate durng a debate. Counsel cosochde by nohng tha on the nigkt at issue" tha
the Atlanta Pohc esinn was seeking to enfoce Georgia criminal uspass law as
the police are cbargd with doing

The Secret Service responds thaw the complaint contains no allegaion of a FECA
violation bv the Secret Service and is merck% a reiteration of media accounts of this
incident. Accordilng to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee psnicipWd at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Keyes from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states Its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbe%.

This matter Is less significant relativ to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
%vAsII%t,.1O% fl n I4s

SEP 0 6

Kare E. Woods, Esq.
City of Atlanta Law Dept.
6$ Moitchell Street, S.W. ,Suite 4 100
Atlama.GA 30335-0332

RE. MUR 4334
Elizabeth Watson

Dear Ms Woods-

OnAp19. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified your client, Elizabeth
Watson. of a complaint alleging certain % iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

*10 1971. as amended. A cops, of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

C) After considering the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorual discretion and to take no action against your client. ' attached
narratiwc Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in &hS matter on September 3, 1996.

Thce confidmniality pro% isions of 2 U S C § 437 LI a X 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no%- public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
~wthin "0 cia\s. this could occur at any time followving certification of the Commission's vote.
If %ou %% ish to submit an,% factual or legal matenials to appear on the public record, pleas do so
as soon as possible While the file ma% be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permissible submissions %%ill he added to the public record wn
recei ed

l'\ou ha'e an% questions. please contact Ak~a E Smith at (20?) 219-3400.

Si nce\

Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Nan-ati e
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MUIR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver riled a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on Marchi 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented from
participating In a public ly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia The% contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tried to enter the WkSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs. ph% sicall% remo'ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of ts
employees. the Secret Ser% ice and one of Its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcastinv Inc . %%hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
leIcal Issues wvith complainants* allegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB3-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently %kithdrew a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never

'0 held and that WSB3TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Plres% Club format. counsel contends that the WkSB-TV debate w-as limited to the top four

110Republican candidates from the start Counw.l states that Ambassador Keyes was no one
'0of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he ha o

c be.en in' ited io the WkSIB&haic Accindinse to WkSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes
ne' ertheless came to the telex ision station the da% before the ev ent and stayed outside on
the lawn in protest or his not ha% intc been in% ited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
-cheduled debate. Ambassador Ke'e-' %ought to force his wa physicallv into the studios
mnd in,%ted tin beine allinied to participate: When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after trvpateJ requesis. counsel state,. that *-the matter %%as placed in the hands of law
vniorcement authorities -Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media ma% ,pon'or and hold candidate debates and are not required to Invite all

\\throueh a "'i'nt afida% it t1mm wi' Senior Vice President for Special Events,
denie.. in% role in the decistin tit excludc Ambassador Ke~es from the debate or to
rcmo' c him from thc debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, organize or

~iacr ' mi~c~ niCounkel cstate'- that CN\ s role %%as limited to televising the debate
anJ tia it did %o be-cause ol'it,. oh% tous newts'orthiness " Accordingly. counsel relies
(in in, ! c \ ,nc%'. ,torx' e\emption a-, _' SC , 43 h(9)Bi and argues that the

11 A ro. 1i.* no causc: of action acainst a nc%'.s organization that merely televises a
dchbat.' from %%hah candidaiv iN ecludcd

I h c Cit% of Atlanta resrxind!s throug.h counsel that the complainants have failed to
allcL'c an\ \ iolaiion of equal election opportunit\ b\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ ol it, ofliccr'- Counsel states that the officer vsho w&as named as a respondent. who
%%as. apparenik ans %,erinu the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no coniact \% th Amhasador Kce'e' Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission reu a ftio&sice or even conitmaes, the isseof thedetainment of a
candidate during a debae. Counsel concludes by noting th an the Wigh at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enforce Georgiall!mmal trespass law as
the police ame charge %with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation or&a FECA
violation by the Secret Sevc and is merely a reiteration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service e-mply participated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Keyes firom the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEP 0 6 N6

Bill Nigut, Political Reporter
WSIB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE- MUR 4334

Dear Mr. NIguU

On April 19. 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint allegng
scertain % iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exrieits prosecutorial discs ion and to take no action against you. .S attached narrative.

Accordangi'. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality pro% sions of 2 U.S.C § 43)7g(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no%% public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
"ithin 30 days. this could occur at any time folloiiing certification of the Commission's vote.
If vou wish to submit any factual or legal matenals to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible. While the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permissible submissionsit% ill be added to the public record when
rec i % ed

If %ou ha~e an' questions, please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

0 en TSealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrani~e
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes wvas prevented frone
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia The% contend that the L' S Secret Servce requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he ined to enter the WkSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes w~as placed in handcuffs. physicallk frmo'ed from the premises and taken aw*.ay in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its
emplo'ees. the Secret Serw ie and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Depairtment. its
Chief of Police and tw~o officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Co\ Broadastini: inc . %hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lecal issues% i'uh complainants' alleat ions Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-T\. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparent)' %%ithdrew a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
lrcs,. Club format. counsel contends that the WSB.TV debate wa liiefotetpr
Republican candidates from the start Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was no one

\0 of the top four candidates at the time of the Inv.itations and was aware that he had not
been in% ted to ithe WSH debate: Accordine to WSR-TV counsel, Ambassador Keyes
n,~rhee came to the tlcc'ision station the da% before the event and stayed outside on

tht: lwn in protest or hi-, not ha'. ing be-en in%. tied Counsel asserts that at the time of the
-.chi:oulcd debate. Ambassacor ke'.> %ou~ht to force his %%'a\ physically into the studios
ind in-wtcd tin htne allomw.d to panicimau: Whun Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
,ite'- trpeated reiuue'.i counwl state% tOut -iht matter %%as placed in the hands of a%%
ciorc :mcn! authoriie - -C..oun%el also note,. thai under Commission regulations, news
mci. rnj% %Nno jnJ hoda candidate dehate, and are not required to in%. ite all

k. \\ thitsueh i %%%r ijll Ida% it i rorn w. Senior Vice President for Special Events.
d :ntc. n\ rol'i- in th.decvion 14'e'.cluJe *\mbha'..ador Ke'.es from the debate or to
rCM4)% himn Itrm the debate premise% ind ,4ttc, it %%~as not a joint sponsor. organizer or

o, th.. : c.n, ( oun'.et %iate-- that C\\ -, role %%as limited to televising the debate
Stru, i! ,JV_1,' t recauw 01 it, oh% ous ncwo '.'orthiness -AccordinglN. counsel relies

~' i.%i ~~ or\ e'.emption a-, S C' 4_ 4 QBN ii and argues that the
pitu, ij,,-. no' cju,.c ot action aLcains.i j nc\%*. organization that merely televises a

ijn. t io~ rr~ i candidate I, c\ciu&dCo

hLu C it. (i Atlanta re'pond' ihrtoui'h counsel that the complainants have failed to
ancx f\ % ioiation of couaI election oipjxwunit' h%~ the Atlanta Police Department or

an\ ol, it,~ oflcer, (iounwl tae that the officer %&ho was named as a respondent. who
%%j. appirenil' afl"'.-cfnLl. hc te lephone-, w the local precinct on the night of the debate.
hic no contac! %%ith Ambha,,ador ke'e-, C ounwl contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission reua Ions addresses. or ee cotmlts the issu of the detainment of a
cididate dtviq a debate Counsel concludes by noi4"tam the d* hI at issue that
the Atlant Police Depatmfenwt was seeking to enforce Georgi crimninal urespmn law as
the police ame charged with doing.

The Secret Servce responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Serviace and is nmeel% a reiteration of medi accounts of this
incident According to the Secret Service, no Secret Service emnploye paricipated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador ke~es from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement %%as limited to ensurng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicolm Forbc!.

This matter is les simificant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission



*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIC?( 1% rlC214

SEP 0 6 10
Jonata Woodin, Station Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peadhtee Street. NE
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE- MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Woodin-

On April 9.1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain % iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1. as amended. A cop%- of the
complaci %as enclosed %With that notification

0 After considerng the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
ex~ercie its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against you-. Ij attached narrative.
Accmrdingh%. the Commission closed its ile in this matter on Septemiber 3, 1996.

The conidentialiti prov isions of?2 U S C § 437g(a)( 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no,, public In addition. although the complete fik- must be placed on the public record
within 34, days. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.
If % ou " ish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible While the file ma% be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your

-' additional materials. an% permssible submissions wl be added to the public record when
rcciwi d

I '%ou ha'~c an% questions. please contact Al~a E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Smn6ce&l

4o I e enT S e'n de r, A ttorny
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narratime
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MVR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
allegig that on March 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented froml
p.rtcipating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georria The% contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tned to enter the WkSB-TV building, and that Ambassador

Ksad caced in handcuffs. ph%-sicai I% remo' ed from the premises and taken away in
a suadcarb% the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its

emplo~ees. the Secret Ser% ice and one of its acents. the Atlanta Police Department. ms.
Chief of Police and tuo officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Co% BrfoadrastinL' Inc . %htch operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
leical issues% iteh complainants' allei 'ions Counsel beeins by stating that it was not
%kSB-T\'- but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparenti' %#1zhdre%% a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TV* organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top fowr
R.-publican candidates from th-. start C ounsel states that Ambassador Keyes wasnoit one
of the top four candidates at the time of the in itat eons and wvas aware that he had not
twen in% itcd to the WSH dettatc Accordine to WSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes
n-.-%enNO I s' came to the icle% iion siat ion t h- da% beore the even't and stayed outside on
inc lit in protest of hi,. not haint: tx-n in% tied Counsel assertsthat at the time of the
-.chedulcd dethat;. Amba'saaow kce, ou1ghi to force his %-a ph\ sicall\ into the studios
jnd mte~Id on heine allo%%ed topprticipat: When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
itic- repejtcd reauc.'% counwi state-. thit -thc matter %%as placed in the hands of laA
niorc-mcnt juthorit, -(.ounsel also note that under Commission regulations, news

m;.*uij mj% ruw and holi candidate dr.-ate% and are not required to invite all

( tirsulch ,j %%,vn i Jlidlit irom w. Senior Vice President for Special Events.
jcni.>-in storiK in th.: dcci',on it, ecclud. \mha,.,,ador Ke~es from the debate or to
rcrm L- him 1mmr the, debate prcmiwe' ind %tjtc% it %%as not a joint sponsor. organizer or

'IJ." tmiX c\ cn: (. (uflse; ,tatc that (\\ . role %%as limited to teleising the debate
.jn,.O1M i ji. mi e' hcau'c 01 it oh% tou, ncev.',orthiness -Accordincl\. counsel relies

orIIM Cn n>.'tr Cmrl lon x: S C 4_ 1( 4 h iB H 1and awvues that the
Co i j> nis ceu.. 0f action atzint a ne' 0tLganitatiofl that merely televises a

.r1, !o,! jr~ canidate i, c\c1U&,2

I hc C it\ ol Atlanta resPonds, throuvh counsel that the complainants have failed to
abee. av~ 'ommon o, etoual election opprtrunit\ h\ the Atlanta Police Department or

an\ 0' it.. offVicr' C ounsci rtate-, that tre. officer %Aho vkas named as a respondent, who
\\j,, arpparcnll. aflnflenn thc telephonc- at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
hid no cowmac % th Amt'assador kc~e. C ounsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission reWIgulaion WIadresses, or even cotps tes .the issue of the dew-UA 1-1nent o f a

candidate duing a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the nigh at issm, dtha
the Atlanta Police Departen was seeking to enforce Georgia criminal trespas law a
the police are charged with doing.

The Secret Ser'ce responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Service and is merel% a reiteration of media accouints, of this
incident. According to the Secret Servce. no Secret Service employee patcptdat amy
time in detaining or removing Ambassador ke~ e' from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Bucianan and Malcolm Forbc's

This matter is leg saignificant rclaiivc to other matters pending before the
Commission

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEP 06 199
Le A nsum&g Director of Programming
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE -MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Armstrong.

On April 9, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
cemtan violat wons of the Federal Elctono Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed wuith that notification.

A fter considering the circumnstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
excercise its piosecuonal discretion and to take no action against you. 5M attached narrative.

10) Accordingly. the Commissio closed its fil thsmteonSpmbr3196

The confidentiality pro'on of?2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)( 12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public In addition, although the complvte file must be placed on the public record
wiithin 30 days. this could occur at any time foilowing certification of the Commission's vote.
If you witsh to submit anv 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 prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permissible submissions it ill be added to the public record when
recei % ed

C -

If you haic any questions. please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Siii-crel% -

AColleen T. Sealander, Attorey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrat 'C
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on Marchi 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented front
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia The% contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tried to enter the W'SB-rV building. and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs. ph% stcal remnoed from the premises and taken awvay in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplo'ees. the Secret Scr' ice and one of its ag~ents. the Atlanta Police Department, its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma~or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter,

Counsel for Co% Broadrdstint: Inc ." hich operates WSB.TV. raises factual and
leg.al issues wvith complainants' allei'at ions Counsel beitns by stating that it% waMo
WkSB.T\*. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparent> vwithdrew a debate invitation issued
to A'mbassador Keyes It appears. thereforc, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never

f) held and that WSB-T%* organized a second- unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
l'rcs% Club format. counsel contend. tht the Wk*SH.TVl debate vias limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan C ounsel staies. that Ambassador Keyes was not one

N. ot thc top four candidates at thc time of the in% itat ions and was aware that he had no
Deevn in' tiedto the WSH debate Accordinc to WSH-IV counsel. Ambassador Keyes

n-- eritese came to ihe ide'% ision sttion the d3% before the event and staved outside on
iti l% in prts of his. not h3% ine tbeen mn% ied Counsel asserts that at the time of the
-.%hcJui;:j debatc .Ambar-saor kc't> -.ou~ht to force his %%a% ph>'sicall% into the studios
in,,. tnst'.ted in tkeinu alio'%cd to participate Wkhen Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
jilt.- rcmrtjte relue.t% counsel;to: 'teit 'the matter %%as placed in the hands of IsA
,ni,'rcmnin juthorities "L nunsel akoi note.. that under Commission regulations, news
medtj ma). *-ponm1' and hold candidate dchate% and are not required to inv ite all

(. \\io~tuL'h .j %o .iffidj. it ifrom it%' sentor Vice President for Special Events.
J~i.> fl Tulif ti.dei'tn i)e'elJA*mhav 'dor Ke'es from the debateor to

reVm4%%L himr tim the debat: premi'.e% ind s.tiles it 'kas not a joint sponsor, organizer or
. &j:: itrvn ctcn: k. tun'.eI %iate% that (\\ k. role %%as, limited to televising the debate

.in,, iu i doJ -.it heciu'. of it- oh% oiou' ncv%. ornhincss **Accordingly. counsel relies
or' In. nL,,, X , 'br' cemptton a: 2 I sC , 4 3, t Bk i iand ariues that the

rfil\ i&,% nl ciuwc of action a-_1in#.:i jncw' org~anization that merely televises a
J..*r. Ifr'r %%hi,i canidat, i% c\clUjdC,

I h : L ttl. (i Atlantj respond'. throuLh counsel that the complainants have failed to
alc! n'. % tofaton of et~ual election oprtunt\ b\ the Atlanta Police Department or

an\ ol it', oficr'. L oun'.el sttsthat ihc officer %4ho was named as a respondent, who
\\ja. apipatefltb an-.%'crine the telephone. at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had nol contac! %% tth Amhai%'.ador ke'' c ,Loun'.cl contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission -eglat is adesses or even contemplats, the sueorthe detainmen t of a
I andidate dainn a debate. Counsel concludes by noting thet on the night at isue that
the Atlanta Policem Ieunm was seeking to enforce Georgi criminal vespass law as
the police are charged 'rnth doing

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegaion of a FECA
violation by the Secret Service and is merel% a reiteration of miedia accounts, of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Semvce emigapl.owywee Mtiipated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador ke% es from the WSB studio- The Secret
Services states its invoiwinent was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidaies Pat Buchanan and Malcolm lortwc.

This matter is legs significant redaii' c to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEP061es

Greg Stone. Vice Pres, and General Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE. MUR 4334

Dear Mr Stone

On April 9, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain % iolations, of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1. as amended. A cop., of th
complaint was enclosed %AIth that notification

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
C cevercise Its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against you. S attawhe narrative.

Accordinul%. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3. 1996.

The confidentialt pro% isionsof2 U -SC, § 437ga X12) no longer apply and this matter
IS. niw% public In addition. althouigh the complete file must be placed on the public record

__h n '3!0 davs. this could occur at any time folloiiing certification of the Commission's vote.
If% ou %-.ish to submit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, pleas do so

3% o~na~po~sabc hiIe the file ma% be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
adiditional maierials. an% permissibk submissions %%ill he added to the public record %flen
rcccI % ed

If ou hawc an% questions. please contact Al'a E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Col een T Scalander. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachmeni
Narraii~.

P\j( jj Ki )

Ht 1( 1\1 (



MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
allegpig that on March 3 , 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented fronto
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta, Georgia The% contend that the U' S Secret Servce requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he ined to enter the WkSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Key'es was placed in handcuffs. phvsicail% rrmo'ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CN~N, WSB-TV and several of its
employ ees. the Secret Set' ice and one of its ag'ents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma~or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Co\ Broadcasting Inc . %hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues %%ith complainants' allec'ations Counsel begi ns by stating that it was not
W'SB-T\. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentl' %v.thdrev a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlat
Pfesl Cluh forrmat. counsel contends thut the WSR-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the inv itations and was aware that he had not
txeen in ited to thc WSB debate According to WSR.TV counsel. Ambassador KeysC).* neics. came to the ie' ision statinon the d3\ before the event and staved outside on

')tin. lj\1, in protec.i ofi h, not ha% int: been in% ited Counsel asserts that at the timne oftthe
%.:hcJulcJ dehatt Ambassaoor ke'e' s.ought to borce his wa physicall% into the studios
jnAl i%ictd on heine alln'%ed to panicipate: When Ambassador Keyes, refused to leave
J1ILc! re~ated rcjuevt . coun-wi state, that "thic matter %%as placed in the hands of Is%
vnioCrcin authl(ite-, *Counsel also note% that under Commission regulations. news
rn~' m. %rvw nd hoic candidate debate% and are not required to invae all

C.\ thrtiuch j \%%%rn affida\ it 1mmr it,, Senior Vice President for Special Events.
2' dniv' in\ rt'i;. in in*. diccioion to c'clut,. \mnhaksador Ke' es from the debate or to

vemo%%. him Irrm tNh debaie prcmise'- and state, it %as not a joint sponsor. organizer or
to tn,. c% cn, C.ounsel '-tatc-, that CN\ k role %%as limited to televising the debate

in in i dc4-- t,*ccau*.o it, , oh'iow ncA,,ohns Accordingly, counsel relies
o'r in. c t~i cmption x: S SC k -43SQ9XBN i iand argues that the

\rro io: n,. cjiu,- oi action acainki i ne'%., org~anization that merck, televises a
d~t~j%% tvrii~.r .j canJiaditC II- V\C 1110.1L

C it\ tO ^\' tlanta recsxnd!, throuL'h counsel that the complainants have failed to
311 ce. anl\ 'io~ ion of eiual election opponunit\ n\~ the Atlanta Police Department or
am~ o! it., oficer_ C ounsci M;ates that the officer "hro '.as named as a respondent. who
\\a"apparcntt\ an,-nn. the telIephone,. at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contac' %-. ih Ambassador kc'e, C ounwel contends that no section of the FECA or



Com"ission I gulatis ad ss or evenl c~a iwt pltle uie of the detainm ent of a
candidate dwiag a d&+ate. Counsl concludes b% nosing tha on t nigh at issu, that
the Atlanta Pohic Deatment was seeking to enfore Geoia uinw aluss law as
the police ame charged wIth doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Serice and is mereh% a reiteration of media accounts, of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service enmploynit participated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador lKe'es from the WSB studio. The Secrt
Services states its involvement %2s limited to ensuring the safety of preidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbe.%

This matter is leg significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WV"%$CT(% OC .1114fit

SEP 0 6 1996

Bwuce D. Sokier, Esq.
MINTZ. LEVIN, COHN, FERRIS,
GWOVSK1 AND POPEO, P.C.

701 Pennsylvania Avenue. N. W.
Washngton. D.C. 20004

RE- MUR 4334
Cable News Network, Inc.

Dear Mr. Sokiler.

On April 9, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified your client, Cable News
Network. Inc.. of a complaint alleging certain % tolations of the Federal Election Camnpign Act
of 1971. as amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed With that notification.

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosiecutorial discretion and to take no action against your client. SM attached
narratue Accordingl%. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3. 1996.

The confidentialitv prov isions of?2 U.S.C. § 4.37g(a)( 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no". public In addition, although the complete f ile must be placed on the public record

C' within 30 days. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.
If vou %% ish to submit an% 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 prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permissible submissions %%dil be added to the public record when
recee' ed

If %ou ha~re an%- questions, please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

S i4n

ol1en T.Sclander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati: e

W W

AI Kf j i'IN( , 7 41, ti, it- 11,f( )kj([)



MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented firom
participating In a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgiak They contend that the U S Secret Servce requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed in handcuffs. physicall% remo'ed from the premises and taken away In
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employees, the Secet Serviace and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . % hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues %41th complainants* allegations Counsel begins by' stating that it was not
WkSB-T%*. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentl%, withdrew a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate. In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format, counsel contends that the WkSR-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the start Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the timc or the invitations and was aware that he had not
been in% ated to the WSB debate Accordine to WSLB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keme
ne% ertheless came to the telex ision station the da% before the event and stayed outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having be-en in% ited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador ke~es -sought to force his wvay physically into the studios
and insisied on being allo%%ed to participate When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after repeated request.% counsel states that -the matter %%as placed in the hands of law
enforcement authorities '*Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media max sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to inviate all
candidate .

(\throuch a s%%orn affida% it from ts Senior Vice President for Special Events.
decn arole in the decision to e~clude Ambas-sador Ke~es from the debate or to
remo% c him trom the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor. organizer or
'.tver & the e~ent Counsel states thai CNN', role \%as limited to televising the debate
ind ihai ii did so~ because of its -oh' ious nev- %korhiness- Accordingk\. counsel relies

on te H.. \ n'~ torVe~epain a V C ~4SU9I(Bxii and argues that the
I C*\ pro,- idi.> no cause of action aL'ainst a new,~ organization that merck\ televises a

debate irom -Oich a candidaic is c~cluded

I hc C)1t\ of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
aliece an\ \ iolation of equal election opporiunit\ h\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an% of its officers Counsel states that the officer w~ho was named as a respondent, who
\%as appareni' ansvkering the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contaci \% ith Ambassador ke\ es Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



commission rgatos meor even comnteplates the issu of the de tet ofa
caniW t dwrq a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the nighit at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Deatmnt was seekig to enforc Georgia criminal trespass law as
the police are charged with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Senice and is merely a reiteration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Key es from the WSB studio. The Secret
services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbues

This matter is less significant relative to other matters pending before the
Commission

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEP 0 6 199

James Treanor, Esq
John Logan, Esq
DOW & LONNES & ALBERTSON
1200 New Hampshire Ave., N.W.. Suite 800
Washington, D.C. 20036-682

RE MUR 4334
Cox Broadcasting Inc and WSB-TV

De-ar Messrs Treanor and Logan

On Apri 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commissin notified your clients, Cox
Ilroadeastne. Inc and WSB-TV. of a complaint allepngj certain iolations of the Federal
I-l ect ion Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended A cop.% of the complaint was enclosed with that

Nnotification

After considering the c ircumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined! to
'0w~rca'.e its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against your clients. Se attached

narrati'e Accordinglv. the Commission closed its file in this matter on Septemer -3, 1996.

The conl'identialit% pro% isions of 2 U S C § 4-37ga) 12) no longer apply and this matter
i'. no%% public In addition. although the complete ile must be placed on the public record
~'ithin 3 f1 da\ s. this could occur at an\ time follow~ing certification of the Commission's vote.

11 \ ou %%ih to subm it an\ factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
a,,. Axin ia-. povsiblc While the file ma% he placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
idditionjl materials.. an% per-missible submissions %%ill be added to the public record when

If wou ha'c an\ questions, please contact AI'a E Smith at (202)219-3400.

SinceicI'

Colleen T. ealander. Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

A ttachine ni
\arrat,',
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUTNICATIONS

Robert, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accotat
alleging that on March 3. 1996, foriner Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tnied to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes was placed int handcuffs, phvstcall% removed from the premises and taken awav in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of Its
employees, the Secret Serv ice and onc of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. ts
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents In the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lecal issues %%ith complainants' allegations Counsel begins by stating that It was not
WkSB-T\*. but the Atlanta Pres! Club. that apparent)' withdrew-A a debate invitation issued

to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WkSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format, counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top tour
Republican candidates from the start Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the inv itations and was aware that he had no
becn in% iied io the WkSB debate AccordinL' to WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keme
ne' ertheles, came to the Wde% ision stat ion the da% before the event and stayed outside on
the lawn in protest of his nvot having been in% ited Counsel asserts that at the timne of the
scheduled debate- Ambassador ke'es s.ought to force his w,4av physically into the studios
and in';i'aed on beint allomed to participate WheKn Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after trp.aied requet. counsel statc% that -the matter %%as placed in the hands of law
vniorcem-1ni authorities *-Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media ma% qxin-,or and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidac

(\Nthrouch a '.%om afida it Ifrm its Senior Vice President for Special Events,
denis.> an% vol.- in th~e deciiion to c%,cludc Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remo-' c him i1mm the debate premises and states it %was not a joint sponsor, organizer or
%taccr, o: in'. c% eni Counsel 'tate', that CNN s role %as limited to televising the debate
and ina: ii did so' ecause of it,, *oh iou% newv,.vorthiness "Accordingly, counsel relies
or in,,-H nw v 'r\' ccmption at 2 L SC -, 3 9XBxii n rusta h

C- (i% v'.'i. no Causc of action aL'ain';t a n,,-,4! organization that merely televises a
aei.- 1mmr '%hich a candidaie i'.cud%4

I he%. Co% of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
al lege an-, %.ioiai ion of equal election opportunit\ b\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ oi it, officer, Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
%%as arprcnti\ ans\vennr the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate,
had no comi~c, \% ih Ambascador ke'es Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commissio n --gdateon admafesoes. or even co hepaes. de issu ofdi etaiMet of a

candidate duf a debate. Counselconcludes byronogthaton the mgtat issue, that
the Atlamt nuc Depatmen was sen to enforce Goria crimina vespass law a
die police awe cagdwith doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contans no allegation of a FECA
violation b- fte Secret Seivice and is merelk a retteraton of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Keyes from the WSB studio. The Secre
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchmnn and Malcolm Fortis

This mafler is legs significant relaiuvc to other maners pending before the
Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHICT( % C 21"4SEP 0 6

Peter Canfield
DO)W, LOHNES & ALBERTSON
One Ravmnta Drive, Suite 1600
Atlanla, GA 30346

RE: MUR 4334
Cov, Broadasting. Inc. and WSB-TV

Dear Mr. Canfield.

On April 9, 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified Your clients, Cox

IS Broadcasting. Inc. and WSB-TV. of a complaint allegng certain violations of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 197 1. as amended A cop.% oftthe complaint was enclosed with that
noiication,

After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
C)exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against your clint. Se atahed

narratme, Accordingl%. th Comsion clsdisfl ntis matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidential ity pro% isions of 2 U -S C § 4378(a X 12) no longer apply and this matter

is no%% public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on die public record

wi~thin 30 da% s. this could occur at any time follo~ing certification of the Commission's vote.

If you %%i sh to submit any factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so

- as soon as possible. While the file ma% be placed on the public record pio to receipt of your

- additional materials. an% permnissble submissions %%III be added to the public record when
rec i % ed

If %ou hawe an%- questions. please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerel\

o 1nT Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Na rrati~e
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MUR 4334
COX COMMN UNICATIONS

Robert. Shirley and Charles Havier filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keyes was prevented from

participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in

Atlanta. Georgia They contend that the U-S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tnied to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keyes w~as placed in handcuffs, physicill1' remo% ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employees. the Secret Sern ce 3nd one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Ma% or of Atlanta as respondents In the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . "%hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues w~ith complainants* allegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WkSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparent ly withdrevu a debate invitation issued
to Ambassador Keyes It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never

N. ~ held and that WkSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been minited to thc WSB debate Accord ing to WS B -TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes
ne% ertheless came to the telci ision station the da% before the event and stayed outside on

o the la%-ii in protest of his not having been in% tited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Ke\ es sought to force his %Pvay physically into the studios
and insisted on being allom-ed to participate When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after repeated requests. counsel states that -the matter %%as placed in the hands of law
enforcement authorities "Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media ma\ sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidate!,

C -\ throuk~h a s%%omr atida' it from its Senior Vice President for Special Events.
denies anx role in thc decision to cxclude Ambassador Keses from the debate or to
remo-'e him trom the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, organizer or
stacer of thce e'nt Counsel s;tates that CNN's role %%as limited to televising the debate
and that it did so be-cause of its "oh' ious nem-s~orlhiness "Accordingly, counsel relies
on the F1 C(i\ 'ne%% s, tor\' e'cmption at -. I S C 43l ]9)1B)()and argues that the
FF CA pro% idc,, no cause of action avain',t a new,- organizat ion that merely televises a
debate. Irom ,OiCh a candidate i , excludc-d

1 he Cii\ of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to

allege an\ \ iolation of equal election opporiunat\ b\ the Atlanta Police Department or
an\ of it, officers Counsel states that the officer %%ho \#.as named as a respondent, who
\%as apparentik ansm-erini! the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact %% ith Ambassador ke' es Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commission regulations, addresses or even contIemplts the ismu of te detainmento
candidate dunag a debate. Counsel concludes tn. notin tha on the nigh at isue, that
the Atlanta Police Depatment was seekIng to enforce Georgi cnminal vespss law as
the pol Ice are charged with doing,

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no Allegation of a FECA
violation b%. the Secret Service and is merel%- a reiteration of medi accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service, no Scret Service employee mricipsted at any
time in detaining or removing Ambassador Ke~es from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuring the safety of preidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forti-.

This matter is legs sqignificani relatinc to other matters pending before the
Commission

0
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