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I am outraged at the illegal treatment
of Alan Keyes by WSB-TV in Atlanta, Georgia on .
March 3. I reguest that you launch a full

investigation into the wviolation of Federal
law.

Al
Name :
rf

Address Y61 Jagnnutt RJ ¥

City Sh—n, o

State Qale  Zip Y922 Y




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

March 21, 1996

Dear Concerned Citizen:

We have received your correspondence, regarding the possibility of a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”).

The 1976 amendments to the Act and Federal Election Commission regulations require
that a complaint meet certain specific requirements. Your correspondence does not meet these
requirements. Consequently, the Commission can take no action at this time unless the
allegations are refiled meeting the requirements for a properly filed complaint.

If you desire the Commission to look into the matter discussed in your correspondence
to determine if the Act has been violated, a formal complaint as described in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(1) must be filed. Requirements of this section of the law, and Commission
regulations at 11 C.F.R. § 111.4, which are a prerequisite to Commission action, are detailed
below:

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

(2) Its contents must be swom to and signed in the presence of a notary
public and shall be notarized. (2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(1)). The notary must indicate as part of the
jurat that such swearing occurred. The preferred form is "Subscribed and Sworn to before me
onthis dayof , "

(3) A formal complaint must contain the full name and address of the person
making the complaint. (11 CF.R. § 111.4).

4) A formal complaint should clearly identify as a respondent each person
or entity who is alleged to have committed a violation. (11 CF.R. § 111.4).

(5) A formal complaint should identify the source of information upon
which the complaint is based. (11 C.F.R.§ 111.4).
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(6) A formal complaint should contain a clear and concise recitation of the
facts describing the violation of a statute or law over which the Commission has jurisdiction.
(11CFR.§111.4).

)] A formal complaint should be accompanied by supporting
documentation if known and available to the person making the complaint. (11 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
Commission.

Please note that this matter will remain confidential for a 15 day period to allow you to
O correct the defects in your complaint. If the complaint is corrected and refiled within the 15
day period, the respondents will be so informed and provided a copy of the corrected complaint.
The respondents will then have an additional 15 days to respond to the complaint on the merits.

0 If the complaint is not corrected, the file will be closed and no additional notification will be
- provided to the respondents.
p& If we can be of any further assistance, please do not hesitate to contact me at (202)
1 219-3410.
Sincerely, i
- Retha Dixon ‘
- Docket Chief
Enclosure

cc: WSB-TV
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March 30, 1996

Federal Election Commission
999 E 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
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
partic1pating in a licly televised debate held in the
studios of WSB-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
common criminal is afforded more protection of his rights.

Dr. Keyes is a viable candidate for the Yosition havin
declared so, havin? qualified for federal matching 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 b¥ this discriminatory act by an elite few to dilute
and manipulate 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 Communications, owner
Greg Stone, Vice President & General Manager
Jonathan Woodin, Station Manager
Lee Armstong, Director of Programming
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
The Sergeant that released Amb. Keyes

0
Elizabeth Watson, the officer that implicated the
3 Secret Service
O We appreciate you and your service to your country. We trust that
this matter will receive the justice due it.
{3

Sincerely,

N Waho Ao .cﬁaﬂ

Robgrt W. Haver

Lk T Haciee

Shirley“M. Haver

FAP R .
Py Ve I
L. (’:—:-,.{.-:... i

Charles W. Haver

-

criped and swory £o before.me on
' day of /gf. e ) /S

AN

7 / P

ﬁotary Public

copies: Robert Dole, Senate Majority Leader

Newt Gingrich, Speaker of the House E’I-Ernsgu
George Gekas, U.S. House g;nmm.gquﬂvﬂmh
David Funderburk, U.S. House Hycom_a-‘?_i.‘:"'*f"""m Glb”.

Haley Barbour, Chairman RNC




\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
; Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996
Greg Stone, Vice Pres. and General Manager

WSB-TV

1601 West Peachtree Street, NE

Atlanta, GA 30309

Dear Mr. Stone:

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 matier 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 1aken 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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4XB) and
§ 437g(a) 12)A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

e

Lois G. Lemner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9, 1996

Robert W. Haver
Shirley M. Haver
Charles W. Haver
4169 Kenneth Road
Stow, OH 44224

Dear Messrs. & Ms. Haver:

This letter acknowledges receipt on April 3, 1996, of your complaint alleging possible
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 additional information in this matter, please forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be swomn to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered 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.

l.ois G. Lemer
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

: April 9, 1996
CT Corporation Systems, Registered Agent

Cox Broadcasting, Inc.
1201 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30361

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 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 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)4)B) and
§ 437g(al 12X 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 have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

Lois G. Lemner
Associate General Counsel

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




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996
Jonathan Woodin, Station Manager
WSB-TV

1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

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 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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)B) and
§ 437g(aX 12} A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Sincerely, \
Lois G. Lemner
Associate General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

_ April 9, 1996
I.ee Armstrong, Director of Programming

1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

el

RE: MUR 4334
O
- 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 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.

T'his matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)4)B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless vou notify the Commission in writing that vou wish the matter to be
made public. If vou intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,

Sous G. Sorren ¥

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

)
34

; e April 9, 1996
Bill Nigut, Political Reporter

WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4XB) and
§ 437g(a)( 12X 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 enciosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.
Sincerely,
Lois G. Lemer
Associate General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




April 9, 1996

Steven Komn, Registered Agent
Cable News Network

1 CNN Center

13th Floor, North Tower
Atlanta, GA 30303

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Korn:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that CNN 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 CNN 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)4)(B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission’s procedures for handling
complaints.

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996

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

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 correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that no action should
be taken against the Atlanta Police Department 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, 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(a4)B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X 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 have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

o G-Swué%\

Lois G. Letner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




April 9, 1996

J. Redlinger, Police Officer
Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Redlinger:

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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)X4)B) and
§ 437g(a) 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name. address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.
Sincerely,
< G , NRAL
Lois G. Lemner
Associate General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures
N 3. Designation of Counsel Statement
NG




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

April 9, 1996
Elizabeth Watson, Police Office

Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue

Atlanta, GA 30309

MUR 4334

Dear Ms. Watson:

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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)B) and
§ 437g(a)( 12} A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.




If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling
complaints.

Son €. Soirer®

Lois G. Lemner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996

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 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 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 will remain confidential in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)4)B) and
§ 437g(aX 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.
Lois G. Lemer
Associate General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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\ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
‘ ; Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996
Mike Tarr

U.S. Secret Service

1800 G Street, NW

Washington, DC 20006

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Tarr:

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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX4)B) and
437g(a)} 12X A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.
Sincerely,
Lois G. Lemer
Associate General Counsel
Enclosures

1. Complaint

2. Procedures
- 3. Designation of Counsel Statement
O
O




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Washington, DC 20463

April 9, 1996

The Honorable William Campbell
Mayor of Atlanta

55 Trinity Avenue, S.W.

Suite 2400

Atlanta, GA 3033S

Dear 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 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 with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4XB) and
§ 437g(a)12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. 1f you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel, and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
information, we have enclosed a brief description of the Commission's procedures for handling

complaints.

Sincerely,
e
. TN

Lois G. Lemer

Associate General Counsel
Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW m Zq 5 16 I .S

1200 NEW HAMPSHIRE AVENUE, NUW. - SUITE 800 - WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 6802
TELEPHONE 2017761000 - FACSIMILE 202 776-2122

April 23, 1996
\4 N v
Lois G. Lemer. Esq. 5. e =
Associate General Counsel by Fo®
Federal Election Commission v :;‘,E;E
Washington. D.C. 20463 S FTGes
(=] Ll
= e
Re:  Cox Broadcasting. Inc. = '3_ =
MUR-4333 ag
MUR-4334

Dear Ms. Lemer:

Cox Broadcasting. Inc. ("Cox"), by its attorneys, hereby responds to the complaints filed
with the Commission under above-referenced MUR numbers. CT Corporation System, agent for
process for Cox. received copies of the complaints by letters from you dated April 4. 1996
(MUR 4333) and April 9. 1996 (MUR 4334), on April 9. 1996 and thereafter. Accordingly. this
response is timely. Your letter offers Cox the opportunity 1o demonstrate in writing that the
Commission should take no further action in this matter. Each complaint 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 (MUR 4333) and that of Robert, Shirlev and Charles
Haver (MUR 4334) anise from the complainants’ viewing of television news coverage
surrounding a Republican presidential candidate debate co-sponsored by Television Station
WSB-TV. The debate was 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 was not one of the top four candidates in electoral success in
previous primaries at the time of the invitations. did not receive an invitation.© Other candidates
who were not among the top four also did not receive invitations. Days before the scheduled
debate. Mr Keves was fully aware that he was not and would not be an invited participant. Mr
Keves. however. nevertheless came to Television Station WSB-TV the day before the debate and
ignoring instructions to leave the premises. began camping out on the WSB-TV lawn to protest

1 The Helm complaint refers to an invitation to Mr. Keves having been withdrawn
That reference apparently is to an event planned at one time by the Atlanta Press Club. but never
held
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Lois G. Lemner. Esq.
April 24, 1996
Page 2

his not having been invited. At the time of the scheduled debate. Mr. Keyes sought physically to
force his way into the WSB-TV studios and insisted upon being allowed to participate. When
Mr. Keves persisted in his refusal to leave and to permut the debates to take place without him,
the matter was placed in the hands of law enforcement authorities

Although both the Helms and the Haver complaints generally request an investigation
into violations of federal election laws anising from this event. neither complaint describes any
law or rule within the jurisdiction of the Commission that Cox Broadcasting. Inc. or its
emplovees might have violated. Also. the facts recounted by the complainants, even if
presumed to be true. show 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 10
invite 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 Mr. Keves.

Understandably. a decision to limit the participating candidates did not please Mr. Keyes
and his supporters. Mr. Keyes knew. however. when he attempted to force his way into the
WSB-TV studios. that he was not an invited participant in the debate. The complainants do not
suggest otherwise. Mr Keves's behavior presumably was an act of civil disobedience to protest
his not having been invited to the debate and 10 dramatize his candidacy. His actions
nevertheless properly resulted in his removal from the station premises by law enforcement
authorities. Nothing in these events amounted to any violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act or the ruies of the Commussion by Cox or 1ts employees

Please inform us if there 1s addittonal intormation that the Commission would find

helptul in disposing of these matters
Respectiully wd

James A
John S Loga
Peter Cantiel
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A copy of the executed Statement of Designation of Counsel will be submitted when received.
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MUR 4333
MUR__336
James Treanor

NAME OF COUNSEL: John Logan Peter Canfield
FIRM: Dow, Lohnes & Albertson Dow, Lohnes & Albertson
ADORESS: 1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. One Ravinia Drive

Suite 800 Suite 1600

Washington, D.C. 20036-6802 Atlanta, Ceorgia 30346
TELEPHONE:(_ 202 )_776-2000 770/901-8857
FAX:( 202 )_776-2222 ' 770/901-8874

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the

Commission and to act on my before the Commission.
¢/, WM/‘
Signature

Andrew A. Merdek, Secretary

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Cox Broadcastirg, Inc.

ADDRESS: 1400 Lake Hearn Drive, N.E.

Atlanta, Georgia 30319

TELEPHONE: HOME( )

BUSINESS(__-<04 ) 843-5000




DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
UNITED STATES SECRET SERVICE

APR 2 4 8%

Ms. Lois G. Lermer

Associate General Counsel
Yederal Election Commission
Ooffice of the General Counsel
999 E Street, N.W.
Wwashington, D.C. 20463

Re: Complaint No.: NUR4334
Dear Ms. Lerner:

Reference is made to your letters dated April 9, 1996 to the
Director of the Secret Service and to Michael Tarr, the BSecret
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 concerming
the Secret Bervice 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 wvas violated by the Becret Service or Mr. 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 Secret SBervice nor Mr. Tarr wvere 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 Mr. Keyes be detained. This allegation is simply
not true. The Becret Service’s involvement at this event was
solely to ensure the safety of Presidential Candidates Patrick
Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes. 8Secret BService employees present at
the debate indicate that at no time did any Becret Service
employee participate in detaining or removing Mr. Keyes from the
W8B Studio.




The Complainants’ misrepresentation of the facts is
particularly egregious with regard to Deputy Assistant Director
Tarr, the only Secret Service employee named in the Complaint.
Deputy Assistant Director Tarr was not at this event. HNe is
assigned to the Office of Government Liaison and Public Affairs
located at the headquarters for the Secret Service in Washingtonm,
D.C. and was in Washington, D.C. when this event occurred. MNr.
Tarr’s 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 BService and Deputy
Assistant Director Tarr. Therefore, ve are requesting that your
office 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.

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

S8incerely,
3 Richard 8. Miller

. Assistant Director
i Protective Operations



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

701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

One Financial Center Telephone 202/434-7300

Boston, Massachusetts 02111 Fax: 202/414-7400

Telephone 617/542-6000 Telex 751689

Fax 617/542-2241

Bruce D Sokler Direct Dial Number
202/434-7303

April 29, 1996 E=
=
B (&8 ] 2 -
BY HAND ! s o
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Lois G. Lerner, Esq. b~ amems
Associate General Counsel " 2500
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Federal Election Commission == = 5
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999 E Street. N.W.
=y Room 719
Washington. D.C. 20463
Complaint of Robert W. Haver, Shirley M. Haver and Charles W. Haver

Re:
_ Against Cable News Network. Inc.
' No. MUR4334

Dear Ms. Lemner:

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
evening 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
violation” of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. by "participa[ting] in
the decision to exclude Ambassador [Alan] Keyes.” a candidate for the Republican

presidential nomination. from the debate.*

The Havers® grievance against CNN is factually unfounded and legally
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 for
Special Events, Jane Maxwell, states in her affidavit (attached). CNN in no way sponsored.

Complant at 1.
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Minwz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris, Glovsky and Popeo, P.C.

Lois G. Lemer, 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

O candidate debates.” The Act’s "news story” exemption. in fact. provides the statutory basis

for this protection.* and undergirds Congress’ and the Commission’s 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 2 U.S.C. § 431 et seq.: 11 CF.R. § 1 et seq.

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

*See 2 U S C 431 (9Byniexempting "news stories” trom the definition of
expenditure)

“See Mclntyre v. Ohio Elections Commussion. 115 S Ct. 1511, 1517 (1995); Roth v.
U.S.. 354 U.S 476. 484 (1957 noting that "[d}iscussion of pubhic issues and debate on the
qualificanon of candidates are integral to the operation of the svstem of government
established by our Consutution "); Mills v. Alabama. 384 US 214, 218 (1966): Times v.
Sullivan. 376 U S 234, 270 (1964,




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

Lois G. Lerner, Esq.
April 29, 1996
Page 3

transmit speech. and...are entitled to the protection of the speech and press provisions of the
First Amendment. "’

The Commission itself 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 clarifying 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
commitment 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 “travesty " by forcibly removing Dr. Keyes, in
handcuffs. from the site of the debate after Dr. Keves demanded to participate in the
debate.”~ The Havers appear to hold CNN partially responsible for the way in which Dr.
Keyes was 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 Keves from the studio in which the debate took place,
the Havers™ implication that CNN was somehow responsible for the Ambassador’s forcible
removal 1s wholly unfounded

Turner Broadcasung Syvstem. Inc. v Federal Communications Commussion. 114 S.Ct.
2445, 2456 11994

See Candidate Debates and News Stories. FEC Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Notice
1996-2. 61 Fed Reg 3621-23 (February 1. 19960 (" Nonce ') (proposing to clarify that cable
television programmers may stage or cover candidate debates)

Complamt at |
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April 29, 1996
Page 4

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.

2 Vosens

By:

- Bruce D. Sokler
Anthony E. Varo
c3 Miniz, Levin, Cohn, Ferris,

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

Its attorneys
¢c: Robert W. Haver
Shirley M. Haver
Charles W. Haver

April 29, 1996



ADDENDUM
AFFIDAVIT OF JANE MAXWELL

I, Jane Maxwell, do hereby declare as follows:

1. I am Senior Vice President for Special Bvents of Cable News Network, Inc.
("CNN"). 1 am submitting this Affidavit in support of CNN's foregoing Reply to the
Complaint filed with the Federal Election Commission (*FEC") by Robert W., Shirley M.,
and Charles W. Haver (the “Havers") against CNN on April 9, 1996 (No. MUR4334).

T I declare that, given its newsworthiness, I pursued carriage of the March 3,
1996, Georgia Republican presidential primary candidate debate, and oversaw CNN's
negotiations with WSB-TV, Channe] 2, Atlanta, Georgia, for the acquisition by CNN of
national czble television distribution rights for the debate.

3. I further declare that, besides acquiring the national cable television
distribution rights for the March 3, 1996, debat2, CNN had no involvement in the debate,
played no role in the staging, organization or execution of the debate, and as a result, did not
participate in the decision to exclude and remove Ambassador Alan Keyes from the debate.

4. I further declare that, to the best of my knowledge, the March 3, 1996, debate
was sponsored and staged solely by WSB-TV, who was the only entity involved in selecting
candidates for participation in the debate.

- ¥ I have reviewed CNN's reply to the Havers' complaint and certify, under
penalty of perjury, that the facts contained therein are true and correct to the best of my

knowledge, information and belief.

Executed this i’j day of April, 1996.
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MUR_ 4334

NAME OF COUNSEL:_Bruce D. Sokler

FIRM: P.C.

ADDRESS:__?_D.L_Ee.nnsx_hLmLa_A.\LmuE_,J M
——MWashington, D.C 20004

TELEPHONE:( 202 )_434-7300
FAX:(_202 )_434-7400

i Idual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
er communications from the
» Commission.

The above-named in
authorized to receive any
Commission and to act

4/18/96
Date

RESPONDENT'S NAME:_Cahle News Network, Inc

ADDRESS: One CNN _Center

Box 105366
_Atlanta, Ge "Ib'i] 1I0348-53nhk
TELEPHONE:HOME(___ ) xot Applicanle

BUSINESS( 404 )827-1561




CITY OF ATLANTA

Suite 4100
BILL CAMPBELL - City Hall 'h-s DEPARTMENT OF LAW
MAYOR Mitchell Street, SW. Clifford E. H
Atianta, Georgia 30335-0332 e
(404) 330-8400

FAX (404) 858-6804

May 14, 199

Lois G. Lerner
Associate Ceneral Counsel
Office of the General Counsel

g
Enforcement Division = S
N Federal Election Commission "§8E
999 E Street, N.W. S SoFas
Washington, D.C. 20463 & obml
L RE: MUR 4334 s - g
Dear Ms. Lerner:
e On behalf of my client, Officer Elizabeth Watson of the Atlanta Police

Department, | 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 | did not receive it until today. | am hopeful that you will
consider this response even though the fifteen day period has expired. Enclosed
with this lefter 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 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 common criminal is afforded more protection of

his rights.

T'he City of Atlanta submits that the Complaint has failed to allege any
violation of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Department or any of
its otticers, including Officer Watson. Indeed, no section of the relevant Act or
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Federal Election Commission
RE: MUR 4334

May 14, 19%

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 US.C. 8 431, et seyq.

The Code of Federal Regulations which sets forth the criteria for candidate
debates refers only to the “staging organizations.” 11 C.F.R. § 110.13. The regulation
provides that “[f]or 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 pohce 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. Keves 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, 1996. 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. Keves, nor did she have
any personal involvement with the debate, with WSB-TV, or with Mr. Keyes’
detainment.

Therefore, on behalt of Officer Elizabeth Watson, | respectfully request that
the Commission dismiss the Havers’ Complainl to the extent that she is implicated.

If anvone in the Oftice of the General Counsel has any questions, 1 can be reached at
404-330-6753.

Sincerely vours,

{

i b _1\. L{_)*———

Karen E. Woods
Assistant City Attorney
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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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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUNSEL

NAME OF COUNSEL: E ;

FIRM: () 1y of AHaunia LQ;.:_QQQPL_

aooress:_S V) tednadd Streed, StJ

TELEPHONE:(1U) 230 - 75 3
FAX:(NCY)_ &S5 894

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my counsel and is
authorized to receive any notifications and other communications from the
Commission and to act on my behaif before the Commission.

oft. - Q“?‘%%U

RESPONDENTS NAME:__|= |, 2 alHn [WotAcun

ADDRESS: P+la vt Police Depardwgnid
,ch_c S “PrecialAt L

. == '_).t

4 A i-":
e bl o

TELEPHONE: HOME(____ )
BUSINESS(HC1) & >5 - 15¢C
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION: &+ . 1
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In the Matter of 2 )
) Enforcement Priority

SERSITRE

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I INTRODUCTION

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
periodically recommended that the Commission not pursue cases that are stale or that, in
companson to other pending matters. do not appear to warrant the use of the
Commission’s limited resources. This General Counsel’s Report recommends the

Commission not pursue 43 cases that fall within these categories.

1L SES MMEN N

A. Cases Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other Cases Peading
Before the Commission

A crincal component of the Prnionty System is identifying those pending cases that
do not warrant the further expenditure of Commussion resources. Each incoming matter
1s evaluated using Commussion-approved critena and cases that. based on their rating, do
not warrant pursuit relative to other pending cases are placed in this category. By closing
such cases. the Commussion is able to use its limited resources to focus on more

imponant cases




Having evaluated incoming matters, this Office has identified 24 cases which do

not warrant further pursuit relative to other pending matters.! A short description of each

case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatively low priority and consequent
recommendation not to pursue each case is attached to this Report. Anachments 1-24.
As the Commission has previously requested. we have also attached responses and
referral materials where that information has not heen circulated previously to the
Commission. Attachment 25.

B. Stale Cases

Investigations are severely impeded and require relatively greater resources when
the activity. and the evidence of the activity. are old. Accordingly, the Office of the
General Counsel recommends that the Commussion focus its efforts on cases 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

now oo old o warrant the use of the Commuassion’s resources

These matters are MUR 4227 (Wellstone for Senate) (Anachment 1); MUR 4273 (Jesse Wineberry)
(Anachment 2). MUR 4290 (Lincoln Club of Riverside County) (Attachment 3); MUR 4292
(Congressman Ron Packard) (Attachment 4). MUR 4293 (Willie Colon for Congress) (Attachment 5);
MUR 4294 (Alan Keyes for President 96) (Anachment 6). MUR 4299 (UAW-V-CAP) (Attachment 7);
MUR 4312 (Sonoma County Republicans) (Attachment 8). MUR 4316 (Ross Perot) (Anachment 9); MUR
4318 (Pairick Combs for Congress) (Attachment 10), MUR 4324 (Buchanan for President) (Attachment
1), MUR 4325 (Dan Garstechi for Congress 96) (Anachment 12): MUR 4329 (Golden Door)
{Atnachment 13). MUR 4330 (Trnice Harvey) (Anachment 14): MUR 4333 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 15);
MUR 4334 (Cox Commumicanions) {Antachment 16); MUR 4336 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 17): MUR 4339
(WSB-TV) (Anachment 18). MUR 4348 (Soghn for Congress) (Anachment 19); MUR 4359 (Francis
Thompson for Congress) { Attachment 20). MUR 4360 (Weygand Commitiee) (Attachment 21); MUR
4363 (WSB-TV)(Anachment 22). MUR 4364 (Friends of Jimmy Blake) (Attachment 23) and Pre-MUR
328 (Depaniment of the Interior) (Attachment 24)
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Because our recommendation not to
pursue these cases is based on their staleness, this Office has not prepared scparate
narratives for these cases. we have attached
responscs and referral materials in those instances where the information was not

previously circulated. Attachments 26-45.

This Office recommends the Commission exercise its prosecutorial discretion and
no longer pursue the cases listed below effective September 3, 1996. By closing the
cascs effective that day. CED and the Lepal Review Team each will have the necessary

time 1o prepare closing letters and case files for the public record.




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

1) Pre-MUR 293

2) Pre-MUR 311

3) Pre-MUR 328

4) RAD Referral 95L-03
5) RAD Referral 95L-11
6) RAD Referral 9SL-16
7) RAD Referral 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
3) MUR 4101
4) MUR 4146
5) MUR 4151
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 4180
8) MUR 4184
9) MUR 4198
10) MUR 4201
11) MUR 4227
12) MUR 4232
13) MUR 4273
14) MUR 4290
15) MUR 4292
16) MUR 4293
17) MUR 4294
18) MUR 4299
19) MUR 4312
200 MUR 4316
21) MUR 4318
22) MUR 4324
23) MUR 4325
24) MUR 4329
25) MUR 4330
26) MUR 4333
27) MUR 4334



28) MUR 4336
29) MUR 4339
30) MUR 4348
31) MUR 4359
32) MUR 4360
33) MUR 4363
34) MUR 4364

C. Take no further action, close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve
the appropriate letters in MUR 3826.

s?//j;/ 74

7 i
Date '/

awrence M. Nobl
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

Enforcement Priority. )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Pmmons, Secretary of the Federal Election
Commission, do hereby certify that on August 21, 1996, the

Commission took the following actions on the General Counsel's

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

N
1 Decid v -0:
A. Decline to oper a MUR, close the file
O effective September 3, 1996, and approve
P the appropriate letters in each of the
= following matters:
1) Pre-MOR 293
~ 2) Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 328
4) RAD Referral 955L-03
=) RAD Referral 9S5L-11
6) RAD Referral 95L-16
® 7) RAD Referral 95L-22
B) RAD Referral 95NF-21
B. Take no action, close the file effective

September 3, 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

i} MUR 4062
2) MUR 4074
3) MUR 41C2
4) MUR 414€
5) MUR 4152
6) MUR 417°%
7) MUR 418C
8) MUR 4184
9) MUR 4198

(continued)




Pederal Election Commission Page 2
Certification for Enforcement
Priority
Auguet 23, 1996
10) MUR 4227
11) MUR 4232
12) MUR 4273
13) MUR 4290
14) MUR 42952
15) MUR 4253
16) MUR 4294
17 MUR 42959
18) MUR 41312
19) MUR 4316
20) MUR 4318
21) MUR 4324
22) MOR 4325
23) MUR 4325
O 24) MUR 43130
25) MUR 4333
26) MUR 4134
N 27) MUR 4336
28) MUR 431395
o 29) MUR 4348
30) MUR 435°%
O 33) MUR 4360
32) MUR 4362
P 33) MUR 4364

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

Attest:

mZ&’W

£-24-76

Date rjorie W. Emmons
Secrétary of the Commission
Received :n the Secretariat: Wed., Aug. 14, 1996 4:56 p.m.
Circulated to the Commission: Pri., Aug. 16, 1996 12:00 p.m.
Deadline for vote: Wed., Aug. 21, 1996 4:00 p.m.

bir
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20468

SEP 0 6 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN REC

Robenn W. Haver
Shirles M. Haver
Charles W Haver
34169 Kenneth Road
Ston. OH 44224

RE: MUR 4334
Dear Moessrs & Ms Haver

On April 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
certain violanons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act”).

After considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
cxercise its prosecutonial discretion and to take no action against the respondents. See attached
narratine - Accordingly. the Commussion closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.
'his matter will become pan of the public record within 30 dayvs

The Act allows a complainant to seeh judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of
thisaction See 2 U SC §4537an8)

W[ 2.

“Tolleen T Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Anachment
Namatinve

pis APITHL C Tl
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, 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
Atlama. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs, physically removed from the premises and taken away 1n
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Service and one of 11ts agents. the Atlanta Police Department. 1ts
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlania as respondents i1n the marter

Counsel for Cox Broadcasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
lepal 1ssues with complainants” allegations Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentiy withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
1o Ambassador Keyes 1t appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast 1o the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was himited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan Counsel states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the 10p four candidates at the ime of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited to the WSB debate  According 10 WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
nevertheless came to the television station the dav before the event and staved outside on
the lawn 1n protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 1o force his wav phvsically into the studios
and insisted on heing allowed to participate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atier repeated requests. counsel states that “the matier was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonties “Counsel alse notes that under Commission regulations, news
media may sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidates

CNN through a ssom affidas it trom ats Semior Vice President for Special Events,
denies am role in the decision 10 exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or 1o
remose him from the debate premises and states 11 was not a Joint Sponsor, organizer or
stager of the event Counsel states that CNNs role was limited to televising the debate
and that 11 did so because of 1t “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
onthe TECA s newsston” exemptionat 2 1S C & 431(9%Bx1) and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of action against a news organization that merely televises a
debate trom which a candidate s excluded

Ihe Cits of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allege anyv violation of equal election opportunity by the Atlania Police Department or
amy of its officers Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenthy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or




Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enforce 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 Service and 1s merely a reneration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time in detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidatcs Pat Buchanan and Maicolm Forbes

This matter 1s less sigmfican relative 10 other matiers pending before the
Commission

O
o




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 2t

SEP 06 1996

The Honorable William Campbell
Mavor of Atlanta

55 Trinity Avenue, S W, Suite 2400
Atlanta, GA 30335

RE MUR 4334
Dear Mayor Campbell:

On Apnl 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
cenain violatons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considenng the circumsiances of this matier. the Commission has determined 10
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against vou. See attached narrative.
Accordingl . the Commussion closed ns file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C 8 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
i« now public  In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any iime following certification of the Commission's vote.
If vou wish 1o submit any factual or legal matenals 1o 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
addmonal mawenals. any permissible submissions will be added 10 the public record when
recened

I vou have any questions, please contact Alva E Smuth at (202) 219-3400.

Sicarely

/7
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Colleen T Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, 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 Thev 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 handcufTs, physically 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 agents, the Atlanta Police Department, its
Chief of Police and two officers, and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . which operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants’ allegations Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
1o Ambassador Keyes [t 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 Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the ime of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited to the WSB debate  According to WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keyes
nevertheless came 10 the television station the day before the event and staved outside on
the lawn 1n protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 10 force his way physically into the studios
and insisted on being allowed 10 paruicipale When Ambassador Keyes refused to leave
after repeated requests. counsel states that “the matter was placed in the hands of law
enforcement authonties “Counsel also notes that under Commussion regulations, news
media mas sponsor and hold candidaie debates and are not required to invite all
candidates

CNN. through a swom afTidav it from 1ts Semor Vice President for Special Events,
denies any role in the decision 10 exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remove him from the debate premises and states 11 was not a Joint SpONsor, OTganizer of
stager of the exent  Counsel states that CNN's role was himited to televising the debate
and that 1t did so because of 1ts “obvious newsworthiness ™ Accordingly, counsel relies
on the FECA's “news ston” exempuionat 2 U S C & 451(9% BX)1) and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of action against a news orgamzation that merely televises a
debate from which a candidate 1s excluded

The City of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allepe any violanion of equal elechon opportunity by the Atlama Police Department or
anv of 1ts officers  Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenthy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate,
had no contact with Ambassador Keves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or




~ SN ’

Commission regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that

the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Service and 1s 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 Keves 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 relative to other matters pending before the
Commisssion
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC XNMb!

SEP 06 195
Mike Tarr
U.S. Secret Service
1800 G Street. N'W.
Washington. D.C. 20006
RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Tarr

On April 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaint alleging
cenain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

Afier considenng the circumstances of this maner. the Commission has determined to
exercise ils prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingiv. the Commission closed its file in this matier on September 3, 1996.

The confidenuality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now pubhic In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at anv time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish 1o submit any factual or legal matenals 1o 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
addmonal matenals. any permissible submissions will be added 1o the public record when
recened

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

Sinckrely

*
r

Colleen T. Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
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U idee ey Fia e { nsrmartss ane o MRy Apaeviy greairy

PNTERIIAW Toarray ANty TOSWORKEM
DM ATEDY T REFPISNG THE PLUBLIC INFORMED



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 Keves was prevented from
participating 1n a publicly televised debate held in the broadeast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlama, Georgia Thev contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcuffs, physically removed from the premises and taken away m
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senvice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Depaniment. s
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsei for Cox Broadeasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants’ allegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparent)y withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
1o Ambassador Keves 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 stan  Counsel states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the 1op four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited 10 the WSB debate According 1o WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
nevertheless came 10 the television stauon the dav before the event and staved outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been invited Counsel assents that at the ime of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 10 force his way physically into the studios
and 1nsisted on beine allowed 10 paricipate. When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atier repeated reguests counsel states that “the mater was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonties “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
mudia mas sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidates

UNS through 3 swom affidas it trom s Semor Vice President for Special Events,
demies am role in the decision to exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remove him tirom the debate premises and states 1t was not a Joint Sponsor, organizer or
stager of the event Counsel <iates that CNN < role was himited to televising the debate
and that it did so because of it “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel rehes
ontne FEC A ~newsston” exempuion at 2 1S C S 451(9XBX1) and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of action against a news organization that merely televises a
dehate trom which a candidate s excluded

The Civ of Atlanmta responds throuch counsel that the complainants have failed to
allege anmy violation of equal election opportunin by the Atlanta Police Depantment or
amv of its ofTicers  Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenths answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the might of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commission regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detsinment of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the might at i1ssue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Senvice and 1s merelv a reiteration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
trme 1n detaimng or removing Ambassador heves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidaies Pat Buchanan and Maicolm Forbes

This manier 1s less sigmficant relanive to other marers pending before the
Commuission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20460

SEP 06 1995

Richard S. Miller, Assistant Director
Protective Operations

U.S. Secret Service

1800 G Street. NW.

Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 4334
Dear Mr Miller

On Apnil 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified the Director of a complaint
alleging cenain violanons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy
of the complaint was enclosed with that notification

After considenng the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
exercise s prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against the Secret Service. See
attached narmatine  Accordingly. the Commission closed 1ts file in this matter on September 3,
1996

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C & 437gta) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1« now public  In addion. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at anv time following cenification of the Commission's vote.
1" you wish 1o submit amy factual or legal matenals 10 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
addimional marenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

I vou have any questions. please contact Alva E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

Central Enforcement Docket
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlana. Georgia Thes contend that the L' S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcuffs. phvsicailv removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Depantment. 1ts
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the mater

Counsel for Cox Broadrasung Inc  which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lepal 1ssues with complamants” allegations  Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSKB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. thai apparentis withdrew a debate invitation i1ssued
10 Ambassador Keves |t appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV orpamized a second. unrelated debate In contrast 1o 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 Keves was not one
ot the top four candidates at the ume of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited 1o the WSB debate  Accordinge 1o WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
noverntheless came 10 the televivion stanon the dav before the event and staved outside on
the lawnan protest of his not hasing been invited Counsel assens that at the ime of the
swwheduled debate Ambassagor heves soupht 10 force his way physicallv into the studios
and inusted on being allowed to pamicipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
1O repeated reguests counsel states that “the matier was placed 1in the hands of law
entorcement authoniies “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
modic may sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candudates

CNN hroweh g swom 3idas i trom s Semior Vice President for Special Events,
Jenics amy toly in the decision 1o exclude Ambassador heves from the debate or 1o
emong him trom the debale premises and states 11 was not a joint Sponsor, Orgamzer or

sazct ot the avent Counsel states that NN« role was hmited to televising the debate
4nd 1hat 1t did so because of 1s - obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel rehies
ortn FEC S s newssion” exempoonat 20 S C 2 431(9% By and argues that the
FEU A provades no cause 0f achion apamnst a news orgamzanion that merely televises a
gohate trom which g candidate s excluded

The Cinv of Atlanta responds throurh counsel that the complainants have failed 1o
allcer ans violavon of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Depantment or
am o! s oflicers Counsel states that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent. who
was apparentihy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the might of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or




Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate duning a debate  Counsel concludes by noting that on the night st issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Senvice and 15 merely a renteration of media accounts of this
incident According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
tme in detaiming or removing Ambassador Neves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicolm Forbes

This maner 1s less sipmificamt relanve 1o other matiers pending before the
Commission




" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DU 2iMb

SEP 06 193

J. Redlinger, Police Officer
Atlanta Police Department
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334
Dear Mr. Redlinger
On April 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violanons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification.
Afier considening the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to

exercise 1ts prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingh . the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidenniality provisions of 2 U.S C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at anv time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish to submit any factual or legal matenals 10 appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible  While the file mav be placed on the public record prior to receipt of vour
addimonal matenals. anv permissible submissions will be added 10 the public record when
recened

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

Suicerely

Central Enforcement Docket
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert, Shirlev and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlanta, Georgia They contend that the 'S Secret Senvice requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned 1o enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs. phvsicaily remorved from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complatnants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senvice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Depaniment. its
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Masor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadrasuny inc . which operates WSB-TV . raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants’ aliegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlama Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 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 10 the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends thai the WSB-TV debate was limited 1o the top four
Republican candidates from the stan  Counse! siates that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the 10p four candidates at the ume of the invitanons and was aware that he had not
been invited 1o the WSB debaie  Accordinge 10 WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
n=venheless came 10 the television stanon the davy before the event and staved outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been inmvited Counsel asserts that at the ume of the
«cheduled debate. Ambassador heves sought to force his way phvsically into the studios
and insisted on beiny allowed to participate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atter repeated reguests counsel states that “the matier was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authoriies “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
muedia may sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required 10 invite all
candidates

CNN throueh 3 swom affidas it trom s Semor Vice President for Special Events,
Jemies amy roleon ihe decivion 1o exclude Ambassador heves from the debate or 10
remosve im itom the debate premises and s1aies 11 was not a Joint sponsor, organizer or
sager ot ine event Counsel states that NN« role was limited 1o televising the debate
2nd 1hat 1t did so because ol ity “ obvious newsworthiness - Accordingly, counsel relies
ortne RO - newsson” exempnion a: 20 S C 2 4319% By and argues that the
FEC A provides no cause ol action aainst a news organization that merelv televises a
dubaty trom whigh g candidate s excluded

The Cinv of Atlanmia responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
alleee anmy violanon of equal elecuion opponunin by the Atlanta Police Depanment or
am ot its ofhicers Counscl states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparentiv answenng the ielephones at the local precinct on the mght of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate dunng a debate. Counse! concludes by noting that on the night at 1ssue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enforce 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 Senvice and 15 mereh a reneration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time 1n delaimng or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited 10 ensunng the safety of presidential
candidaies Pat Buchanan and Malcoim Forbes

This maner 1s less sigmificant relative to other maners pending before the
Commussion
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Beverly Harvard, Chief
Atlama Police Departmenr
675 Ponce de Leon Avenue
Atlanta. GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334

Dear Ms Hanvard.

On Apnil 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaim alleging
centain violauons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
exercise s prosecutonial discretion and 10 1ake no action against the Atlanta Police Department
and vou. as Chief of Police. See attached narratine  Accordingly. the Commission closed its
file in this matter on September 3. 1996

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
i~ now public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any ime following centification 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
addmonal matenals. amy permissible submissions will be added to the public record when

recened

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

“Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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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 Keves 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
Keves be detained when he tned 1o enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs, phyvsically removed from the prermses and taken away 1n
a squad car by the Atlanta Pohice Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Service and one of 1ts agents. the Atlanta Police Depantment. 1ts
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the mater

Counsel for Cox Broadrasung inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lepal 1ssues with complainants” allegations Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentlv withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
1o Ambassador Keves It appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast 10 the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan  Counse! states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the ume of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been inmvited to the WSB debate  According to WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keyes
nevertheless came 1o the television stauon the day before the event and staved outside on
the lawn 1n protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 10 force his wav phvsically into the studios
and innisted on beine allowed 10 pamicipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atter repeated requests. counsel states that “the matter was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authoriies “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
mediz may sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required 10 invite all
candidates

CNN through a swom affidas it trom s Senior Vice President for Special Events.,
denies amy role ain the decirsion 1o exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remove im from the debate premises and states 11 was not a joint Sponsor, organizer or
stager of the event Counsel states that CNN < role was limited to televising the debate
and that 11 did so because of 11s “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel rehes
onthe FEC S~ newsston” exempuonat 21 SC S 4319KBX1) and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of action against a news orgamzanion that merely televises a
debate trom which a candidate 1s excluded

The Cinv of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed 10
allege amv violation of equal election opportumity by the Atlanta Police Department or
amy ol 1ts officers Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenth answenng the welephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or




Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate duning a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Service and 1s merel a reneration of media accoumts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
ume in detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes

This matier is less significant relative to other maners pending before the
Commussion
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City of Atlanta Law Dept
68 Miichell Street, S W, Suite 4100
Atlama. GA 30335-0332

RE MUR 4334
Elizabeth Watson

Dear Ms Woods

On Apnil 9. 1996. the Federal Election Commussion notified vour client, Elizabeth
Watson. of a complaint alleging cenain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971. as amended A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
exercise 1ts prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against vour client. See attached
narraine Accordingiy, the Commission closed s file in this matter on September 3, 1996

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C & 437g(a ) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addmion. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any time following 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 pnor to receipt of vour
addivonal matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
receined

If vou have amy questions. please contact Alva E Smuth at (202) 219-3400.

olleen T Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative




MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3. 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlama. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs. phyvsically removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senvice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Department. 1ts
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasunyg Inc . which operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainanis™ allepations  Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation issued
10 Ambassador Keves |1 appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV orpamized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
fress Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan  Counsel s1ates that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the ume of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invated 1o the WSB debate According 10 WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keves
neyentheless came 10 the television stanon the day before the event and staved outside on
the lavwn in protest of his not having been invited Counsel assens that at the ume of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 10 force his way physicallv into the studios
and invisted on being allowed 1o paricipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atter repeated requests. counsel iates that “the marier was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonties “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
mudia may sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required 1o invate all
vandidates

NN through a ssworn afTidas it trom its Senior Vice President for Special Events,
denies amy role in the decrsron to exclude Ambassador heves from the debate or 1o
remove him trom the debate premises and states it was not a joint sponsor, orgamzer or
stager o the event Counsel states that CNNs role was limited to televising the debate
and that it did so because of 1ts “obs tous newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
ontinc FEOA ~ newsston” exemption at 20 S C $ 451(9)%Bx1) and argues that the
FEC A provides no cause of action aganst a news organization that merely televises a
debate trom which a candidate s excluded

I he Cinv of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allepe anmy violanion of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Department or
amv ot s ofhicers Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenth answenng the welephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador Keves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or




Commission regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Service and 1s merely a resteration of medie accounts of this
incident According to the Secret Senvice. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time 1n detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limted to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicoim Forbes

This matter 1s less sigmficant relative to other matiers pending before the
Commssion
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Bill Nigut, Political Reporter
WSB-TV

1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334
Dear Mr. Nigut

On Apnl 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violatons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matier, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and 1o take no action against you See attached namative.
Accordingl . the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiahty provisions of 2 U.S.C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at anv ttme following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish 10 submit any factual or legal maienals 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
addinonal matenals. any permissible submissions will be added 1o the public record when
recened

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

Sthckrely

‘Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robernt, Shirlev and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from:
participating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV n
Atlama. Georzia They contend that the U S Secret Senvice requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he ined 1o enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs. physically remosved from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplorees. the Secret Senice and one of 11« apenis. the Atlanta Pohice Depanment. s
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the marner

Counsel for Cox Broadrasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lecal 1ssues with complainants” allegations  Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentiy withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 Ambassador Keyes |1 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
Repubhican candidates from the stan Counscl siates that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the tume of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited 1o the WSH debate According 10 WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
noyertheless came 10 the telesision station the davy before the event and staved outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the ime of the
scheduled debate. Ambassagor Keves soupht 10 force his way physically into the studios
and 1nsisted on heing allowed 10 parmicipaie When Ambassador Keves refused 10 leave
atter repedted reguests counsel states that “the matier was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonnies “Counsel alse notes that under Commission regulations, news
modie may sponsor and hoid candidaie debates and are not required 1o invite all
candidates

CNSN throueh o swom aflidas i irom s Semor Vice President for Special Events,
Junics am roleoan the deciaon e esclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or 1o
remove him trom the debate premises and s1ates 1t was not a Joint Sponsor, organizer or
staccr ot ine ovent Counsed sates 1hat CNN < role was hmned to 1elevising the debate
4N That 1 did so because oF s T obvious newswonthiness © Accordingly, counsel rehies
orns PR s ncwsston” exempuon at 20 S C 2 4319 B and argues that the
FECA provides no cause 01 achion arainst g news orgamzation that merely televises a
duhaty trom swhich a candidate s eacluded

Ihe Civ of Atlama responds througeh counsel that the complainants have failed to
anmv o! nx oflicers Counsel states that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent. who

was apparenthy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the might of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commussion regulanions addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate dusing a debate Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce Georgia criminal trespass law as
the police are charged with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaimt contains no allegation of a FECA
violauon by the Secret Service and 1< merely a renteration of media accounts of this
incident According to the Secret Senace. no Secret Service employee participated at any
ume 1n detaiming or removing Ambassador heves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states 11s involvement was limited 1o ensunng the safetv of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicoim Forbe:

This maner 1s less sigmficant relanve to other maners pending before the
Commssion
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Jonathan Woodin, Station Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta. GA 30309
RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr. Woodin

On April 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commuission notified vou 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

Afier considenng the circumsiances of this matter. the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against you. See attached namrative.
Accordingly . the Commussion closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidenuality provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matier
1s now public In addion. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any ime following cenification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish 1o submit any factual or legal matenals 10 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
addiional matenals. am permissible submissions will be added 10 the public record when

recened
It vou have amy questions, please contact Aha E Smuth at (202) 219-3400.

Sincarelh T
e o
¥4

Noat
olleen T Sealander, Attorney
Cemral Enforcement Docket
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Robert. Shirlev and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3. 1996, former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
participating 1n a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlama. Georgia They contend that the U'S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcuffs. physicailhv removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car bv the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN. WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senvice and one of 11s agents. the Atlanta Police Department. 1ts
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Masor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Con Broadrasting inc - which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
lepal 1ssues with complarnants” alleganons  Counsel begins by stauing that it was not
WSB-T\ _ but the Atlama Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 Ambassador heves 11 appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second unrelated debate In contrast 1o the Allama
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Rezpublican candidates from the stan  C ounsel states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the 1op four candidates at the ime of the invitanions and was aware that he had not
been invited to the WSB debate According to WSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keves
nvenheless came 10 the television stanion the davy before the event and staved outside on
the lawn tn protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
swheduled debate Ambassador heves soupht 1o force his way phsically into the studios
and insisied on beiny allowed 1o paricipate. When Ambassador Keves refused 10 leave
arner repeated requests counsel states that “the matier was placed in the hands of law
cntorcement guthonnies “Counsel alse notes that under Commission regulations, news
mudia may sponsor and hold candidate dehates and are not required 1o invite all
candwdates

CNN throueh g swom atlidavt trom s Senior Vice President for Special Events,
Joenies amy roly an the decivion o eaclude Ambassador heves {from the debate or 10
remesye him Irom the debate premases and s1ates 1 was not a Joint Sponsor, Organizer or

staget of the event Counsel saates that CNN «role was hmited to televising the debate
AN IR 1 did so Pecause 0t e obuous newswonhiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
ortne RO S s newsaon evempuon 2t 20 S C 24519k Bu and argues that the
FEOS provades noocause 01 3acuion agamnst o news organization that merelv televises a
Qupats rom which g Candidate s excluded

The Cin of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allcge any violation o! equal election opportuniin by the Atlanta Police Depantiment or
am o! its officers Counsel <tates that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenthy answenny the ielephones at the local precinct on the mght of the debate.
had no contac! with Ambassador heves ( ounsel contends that no section of the FECA or



Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate during a debate Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at 1ssue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enforce Georgia cniminal trespass law as
the police are charged with doing.

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
viglation by the Secret Senvice and 1« mereh a reiteranion of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Senvice. no Secret Service employee participated at any
ume 1n detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states 1ts involvement was limited 1o ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicoim Forbes

This manier 1s less significant relative to other maners pending before the
Commission
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WASHINGTON DO MMt

SEP 06 199
Lee Armstrong, Director of Programming
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlama, GA 30309

RE: MUR 4334
Dear Mr. Armstrong

On April 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified you of a complaint alleging
certain violauions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complainmt was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matter. the Commussion has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against you. See attached narrative.
Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidenuiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 437g(aX 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addimon. although the compiete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 days. this could occur at any time following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish 10 submit anv factual or legal matenals 10 appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible  While the file mayv be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
addinonal matenals. amy permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

If vou have any questions. please contact Alva E. Smuth at (202) 219-3400.

Sincerely -

~ "Colleen T. Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, Shirlev and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3. 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
partucipating in a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlama. Georpia They contend that the L' S Secret Service requesied Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs. phyvsically remos ed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplorees. the Secret Senice and onc of 1ts agents. the Atlania Police Depaniment. ats
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Cox Broadrastuing Inc - which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
leral 1ssues with complanants” alleganons  Counsel begins by staung that 1 was not
WSB-T\'". but the Atlama Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 Ambassador heves [t appears. therefore, that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-T\ organized a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
PPress Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was imited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stant C ounsel s1ates that Ambassador Keves was not one
o! the top four candidates at the ume of the invitations and was aware that he had not
peen invited 1o the WSB dehate  According to WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keves
novertheless came to the teles ivon stauon the day before the event and staved outside on
ihe lavwn i protest of his not having been imuiied Counsel asserts that at the ime of the
wwheduled dehate Ambassagor heves sought 1o force his way phyvsically into the studios
and invisted on baing allowed to paricipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
Al repeated requests counsel states that “the matter was placed in the hands of law
cntercement authoriies “Counsel alse notes that under Commission regulations, news
mudia M3y sponsar and hold candidare debates and are not required 1o 1invite all
Candidates

CNN throuch g swom aflidas o tromoats Semior Viee President for Special Events.,
Jonies amy tolean the decision 1o eaclude Ambassador heves from the debate or 1o
remaone him trom the debate premises and slaies 1t was not a joint sponsor, orgamzer or

stasot ot ine event Counsed siates that CNS «role was limited 1o 1elevising the debate
and tha 1t did so because of is obvious newswonthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
ortn. PO s pewsston” exempion 2t 20 S C 2 4319 Bxi and argues that the
FEO N providos po cause 01 achion acainst a news organization that merely televises a
Juhgt, 1rom which g candidaie is encluded

The Cin of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allee amy violanon ol equal election opportuniin by the Atlanta Police Depantment or
am 0! s oflicers Counsel s1ates 1hat the ofTicer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenth answerning the welephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the dewainment of a
candidate during a debate. Counsel concludes bv noting that on the night at 1ssue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking 1o enforce Georgia cnminal trespass law as
the pohice are charged with downg

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violauon by the Secret Senvice and 1< merely a renteranion of medie accounts of this

incident. According 1o the Secret Senice. no Secret Service emplovee participated at any
ume 1n detaiming or removing Ambassador heves from the WSB studio. The Secret

Services states its involvement was himited to ensunng the safetv of presidental
candidaies Pat Buchanan and Malicolm Forbes

This matter 1s less sspmificant relative 1o other maners pending before the
Commussion
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WASHINGTON DO 20

SEP 0 6 1996
Greg Stone, Vice Pres and General Manager
WSB-TV
1601 West Peachtree Street, NE
Atlama. GA 30309
RE: MUR 4334

Dear Mr Sione

On April 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified you of a complaint alleging
cenain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. A copy of the
complaint was enclosed with that notification

Afier considenng the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against vou. See attached narrative.
Accordingls. the Commussion closed 1ts file in this matier on September 3, 1996.

The confidenuahity provisions of 2 U S C § 437g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public  In addion. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any ume following cenification of the Commission's vote.

It 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
addional matenals. amy permisstble submissions will be added 10 the public record when
recened

I vou have any questions. please contact Alva E Smath at (202) 219-3400.

erelh

Colleen T Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket

Aunachmeni
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben. Shirley and Charles Haver filed a complaint based on news accounts
alleging that on March 3, 1996. former Ambassador Alan Keves was prevented from
participating 1n a publicly televised debate held in the broadcast studios of WSB-TV in
Atlama, Georgia Thes contend that the U'S Secret Senvice requesied Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs. phvsicailv removed from the premises and taken away in
a sduad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employces. the Secret Service and one of 11s apents. the Atlanta Police Department. 1ts
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Masvor of Atlanta as respondents in the marter

Counsel for Cox Broadrasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants’ allegations Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-T\". but the Atlana Press Club. thai apparentls withdrew a debate invitation i1ssued
10 Ambassador heyes 11 appears. therefore. that the Atlania Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized 2 second unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
I'ress Club format. counsel contends that the WSRB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stan  Counsel siates that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the 1op four candidaies at the me of the invitations and was aware that he had not
heen imvited 1o the WSB dehate  According to WSR-TV counsel. Ambassador Keves
nuvenheless came 10 the television station the das before the event and staved outside on
tne fawnan protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the ime of the
wheduled debate Ambassagor heves sought 1o Torce his way phvsically into the studios
and insisted on beiny allowed to paricipatie When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
attes repeated requests counsel states that “the matier was placed in the hands of law
catorcement authorities “Counsel also notes that under Commussion regulations, news
mudiz may sponsor and hole candidate debates and are not required 10 invite all
candidates

CNN ihroueh o swom aflidas it trom s Semior Vice President for Special Events,
Jonies amy rolg in ine decision o exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remony him trom the debate premises and states 11 was not a joint Sponsor. orgamizer or

staget ot the event Counsel sates that CNN < role was limited 10 televising the debate
Jnd 1hat 1t did so because of 1ts " obvious newswonhiness — Accordingly, counsel relies
artnc RO s newsson” exempuion 3t 20 S C 2 45319 B and argues that the
FEO A prowades no cause 0f achion avainst a news organization that merely televises a
denaty from which g €andidate s excluded

The Cinv of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed 10
allege ans vinlation of equal election opponiunits ty the Atlanta Pohce Depariment or
am o' s oflicers  Counsel states that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent. who
was apparenthy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contac! with Ambassador heves Counse! contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate dusing a debaie  Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce 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 Service and 1< merels a reneranon of media accounts of this
mcident According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time 1n detaimng or removing Ambassador kees from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safety of presidential
candidates Pa1 Buchanan and Maicolm Forbes

This maner s less sigmificant relauve to other matiers pending before the
Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC bt

SEP 0 6 1996

MINTZ. LEVIN, COHN, FERRIS,
GLOVSKI AND POPEO, P.C.

701 Pennsylvania Avenue, N W

Washington, D.C. 20004

RE: MUR 4334
Cable News Network, Inc.

Dear Mr. Sokler

On April 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commission notified your client, Cable News
Network. Inc.. of a complaint alleging centain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

Afier considenng the circumstances of this maner, the Commission has determined to
exercise i1ts prosecutonal discretion and to take no action against your client. See attached
narratine  Accordingh . the Commission closed its file in this matier on September 3. 1996.

The confidentiahity provisions of 2 U.S.C. § 457g(a) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addition. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at anv ume following certification of the Commission's vote.

If vou wish 10 submit any factual or legal matenals to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible  While the file mav be placed on the publiic record prior to receipt of your
addimonal matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

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

-

Sl'n -

olleen T Sealander, Attorney
Central Enforcement Docket
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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 Senvice requested Ambassador
Keyes be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed 1n handcufTs, physically removed from the premises and 1aken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Service and one of its agents. the Atlania Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two officers. and the Mavor of Atlama as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants” aliegations Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 Ambassador Keyes [t appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV organized a second. unrelated debate. In contrast to the Atlania
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was limited to the top four
Republican candidates from the stann  Counsel states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the time of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been invited to the WSB debate  According 1o WSB-TV counsel, Ambassador Keves
nevertheless came 10 the television stanion the dav before the event and staved outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been invited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 1o force his wav phvsically into the studios
and insisted on being allowed 1o paruicipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atter repeated requests. counsel states that “the matter was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonties “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media mas sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidates

CNN through a swom atTidasat from ats Semior Vice President for Special Events,
denies am role in the decision 1o exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or 10
remove him trom the debate premises and states it was not a Joint sponsor, organizer or
stager of the event Counsel states that CNN< role was limited 1o televising the debate
and that 1t did so because of 1ts “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
onthe FECA s “news ston” exempuion at 2 U S C 2 4319KBK1) and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of action against a news organization that merely televises a
debate trom which a candidate s excluded

The Ciy of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed to
allepge amv violation of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Depariment or
anms of 1ts officers  Counsel states that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent. who
was apparenthy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador Keves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commission regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate duning a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking to enforce 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 Senvice and 1s merelv a renteration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Service. no Secret Service employee participated at any
ume in detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuning the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Malcolm Forbes

This matter is less ssgmficant relative to other martters pending before the
Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DU 20461

SEP 0 6 199

James Treanor, Esq

John Logan, Esq

DOW & LOHNES & ALBERTSON

1200 New Hampshire Ave , N W _ Suite 800
Washingion, D.C. 20036-6802

RE MUR 4334
Cox Broadcasting, Inc and WSB-TV

Dear Messrs Treanor and Logan

On Apnil 9. 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified your clients, Cox
Broadcasting. Inc and WSB-TV. of a complaint alleging cenain violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended A cops of the complaint was enclosed with that
notification

Afier considening the circumstances of this matier. the Commission has determined to
eaercise 1ts prosecutonal discretion and 1o 1ake no action against vour clients. See attached
narratne  Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidentiahity provisions of 2 US € § 437gta) 12) no longer apply and this matter
is now public In addiion, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
within 30 davs. this could occur at any iime following certification of the Commission's vote.

I vou wish to submit any factual or legal matenals 1o 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 vour
additional matenals. any permissible submissions will be added to the public record when

recened
[1'vou have amy questions. please contact Alva E Smath at (202) 219-3400.
Sincerelh -

@[M

Colleen T. Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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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
Atlana. Georgia They contend that the US Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he tned to enter the WSB-TV building. and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcufTs, physically removed from the premises and taken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
emplovees. the Secret Senvice and one of its apents. the Atlanta Police Department. its
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter

Counsel for Cox Broadcasung Inc . which operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complainants” allegations  Counsel begins by stating that it was not
WSB-T\'. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparently withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
1o Ambassador Neyes 1t appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV orgamized 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 stann  Counsel states that Ambassador Keyes was not one
of the 1op four candidates at the ime of the invitanions and was aware that he had not
been invited 1o the WSB dehate  According 10 WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keyes
neyertheless came 10 the television siation the day before the event and staved ouside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been invited Counsel assents that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves soupht 1o force his wav physically into the studios
and inuisted on being allowed 1o pamicipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
atter repeated requests. counsel states 1hat “the matter was placed in the hands of law
entorcement authonties “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media mas sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidaices

CNAN through 2 swom afTidavat trom its Senior Vice President for Special Events,
demies amy role in the decision 1o exclude Ambassador heves from the debate or 10
remos e him trom the debate premises and states 11 was not a joint sponsor, organizer or
<taper of e event Counsel states that CNN s role was limited to televising the debate
and tha: 1t did so because of 1ts “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
onthe FECS « newsaon” exempuonat 2L SC $4351(9K By and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of actuion against a news orgamization that merely televises a
gebate trom which a candidate 1« excluded

The Civ of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed 1o
allege amy violation of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Department or
am o! its oflicers Counsel states that the ofTicer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparenthv answenng the lelephones at the local precinct on the might of the debate,
had no contact with Ambassador heves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commission regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate duning a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was seeking 1o enforce 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 Senvice and 1s merely a reneration of medie accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Senvice. no Secret Service employee participated at any
nume in detaiming or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensuning the safety of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicolm Forbes

This maner 1s less siemificani relative 1o other maters pending before the
Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 2461

SEP 0 6 w9

Peter Canfield

DOW, LOHNES & ALBERTSON
One Ravinia Dnve, Suite 1600
Atlanta, GA 30346

RE: MUR 4334
Cox Broadcasting. Inc. and WSB-TV

Dear Mr. Canfield:

On April 9, 1996, the Federal Election Commussion notified your clients, Cox
O Broadcasting. Inc. and WSB-TV. 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

~
o After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutonal discretion and to 1ake no action against your chents. See attached
> narrative  Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.
o

The confidentiality provisions of 2 U S C § 437gta) 12) no longer apply and this matter
1s now public In addimon. although the complete file must be placed on the public record
— within 30 davs. this could occur at any ime following centification 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 pnor to receipt of your
-~ additional matenals. amv permissible submissions will be added to the public record when
recened

If vou have anyv questions. please contact Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400.

/‘\
Sincerely

olleen T. Sealander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrative
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MUR 4334
COX COMMUNICATIONS

Roben, 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
Atlania. Georgia They contend that the U S Secret Service requested Ambassador
Keves be detained when he 1ned to enter the WSB-TV building, and that Ambassador
Keves was placed in handcuffs, physically removed from the premises and 1aken away in
a squad car by the Atlanta Police Complainants name CNN, WSB-TV and several of its
employvees. the Secret Senvice and one of its agents. the Atlanta Police Depariment. its
Chief of Police and two ofTicers. and the Mavor of Atlanta as respondents in the matter.

Counsel for Cox Broadcasung inc . which operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal 1ssues with complamnants” allegations Counsel begins by stating that 1t was not
WSB-TV. but the Atlanta Press Club. that apparentlv withdrew a debate invitation 1ssued
10 Ambassador Keyes |t appears. therefore. that the Atlanta Press Club debate was never
held and that WSB-TV orgamzed a second. unrelated debate In contrast to the Atlanta
Press Club format. counsel contends that the WSB-TV debate was himited to the top four
Republican candidates from the start  Counsel states that Ambassador Keves was not one
of the top four candidates at the ime of the invitations and was aware that he had not
been ivated to the WSB debate  According 10 WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador Keves
nevertheless came 10 the television staton the day before the event and staved outside on
the lawn in protest of his not having been inmvited Counsel asserts that at the time of the
scheduled debate. Ambassador Keves sought 10 force his wav phvsically into the studios
and insisted on being allowed to paricipate When Ambassador Keves refused to leave
afier repeated requests. counsel states that “the matter was placed 1in the hands of law
enforcement authorities “Counsel also notes that under Commission regulations, news
media mas <ponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required 10 invite all
candidates

NN through a sworn atTidas it from ats Semor Vice President for Special Events,
denies any role in the decision 10 exclude Ambassador Keves from the debate or to
remove him trom the debate premises and states 11 was not a Joint sponsor, organizer or
daper of the event Counsel states that CNNs role was himited 1o televising the debate
and that 11 did so because of 1ts “obvious newsworthiness © Accordingly, counsel relies
onthe FI CA ~ " newsston” exempuonat 2 LS C 24319 By and argues that the
FECA provides no cause of achion against a news organization that merely televises a
debate trom which a candidate 1s excluded

The Citnv of Atlanta responds through counsel that the complainants have failed 10
allege anmy violation of equal election opportunity by the Atlanta Police Department or
amv of 1ts ofTicers  Counsel states that the officer who was named as a respondent, who
was apparentiy answenng the telephones at the local precinct on the night of the debate.
had no contact with Ambassador Keves Counsel contends that no section of the FECA or
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Commussion regulations addresses, or even contemplates, the issue of the detainment of a
candidate dunng a debate. Counsel concludes by noting that on the night at issue, that
the Atlanta Police Department was secking to enforce Georgia criminal trespass law as
the pohce are charged with doing

The Secret Service responds that the complaint contains no allegation of a FECA
violation by the Secret Senvice and 1s merelyv a reneration of media accounts of this
incident. According to the Secret Senvice. no Secret Service employee participated at any
time 1n detaining or removing Ambassador Keves from the WSB studio. The Secret
Services states its involvement was limited to ensunng the safetv of presidential
candidates Pat Buchanan and Maicoim Forbes

This matter 1s less sigmficant relative to other matters pending before the
Commssion
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