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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

13125 k STREET NW
WASHINGTON DO 20401

January 11, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978 Committee
Timothy Larason, Treasurer

1600 Middland Center

Oklahama City, OK 73102

RE: MUR 78B3(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for Edmondson
Committee

Dear Mr. Larason:

You were informed by me in a letter dated November 2,
1978, that the Federal Election Commission had found no
reason to believe that Ed Edmondson or Oklahomans for
Edmondson 1978 Committee had violated 2 U.5.C. § 44lal(f).
Enclosed with the letter was a copy of the General Counsel's
Report to the Commission.

It has come to my attention that an error appeared in
the report in that "W. A. 'Drew' Edmondson" was listed as
a respondent in place of "Ed Edmondsen". The report has
been amended as follows: On the first page after the
caption "RCSPONDENT'S NAME:" strike "W. A. 'Drew' Edmondson"
and insert "Ed Edmondson",.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
don't hesitate to contact me,.

Sincerelvy,

i Lzt o afldon)

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

15 K SIRELT SN W
WASHINGTON DU, Xida )

CERTIFIED MAIL January 11, 1979

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Messrs. Reed Larson & Henry L. Walther
National Right to Work Committee

B316 Arlington Boulevard

Suite 600

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

Re: MUR 783(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for Edmondson
1978 Committee

Dear Messrs. Larson & Walther:

You were informed by me in a letter dated Novermber
2, 1978 that the Federal Election Commission in MUR 783
had considered your complaint and found no reason to
believe that a viclation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had been committed.

In that letter "W.A. Drew Edmondson" was inadvert-
ently listed as a respondent. As is evident from your
complaint and as I am sure you are aware "Ed Edmondson"”
was the correct respondent and is the name which should
have appeared in my letter.

If you have any guestions concerning this matter,
please don't hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

o i - A ofiedlon)

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1125 k SIREET NW
WWASHICTOR DU Hde

January 11, 1979

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. W. A. "Drew" Edmondson
505 North 13th st.
Muskogee, OK 74401

RE: MUR 783(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for
Edmondson Committee

Dear Mr. Edmondson:

On October 30, 1978, Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther
of the National Right to Work Committee filed a complaint
against Ed Edmondson and Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978
Committee for possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. This matter was designa-
ted MUR 783(78).

In the General Counsel's Report to the Commission, you
were inadvertingly listed as a respondent on the first page
of the report. The report has now been amended to strike
your name where it appeared and insert "Ed Edmondson".

I apologize for this error and for any grievance this may
have caused you.

If you have any questions concerning this matter please
don't hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

Cu Nirr -/ allider)

William C. 0Oldaker
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 783 (78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahcmans for Edmondson
1978 Committee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 5,
1979, the Commission determined by a vote of 5-0 to adopt
the following recommendations, as set forth in the General
Counsel's Report dated December 22, 1978, regarding the
above-captioned matter:

1. Find no reason to believe Ed Edmondson
violated the Act.

Approve and send the letters, attached to
the above-named report, to:

a. Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978 Committee;

b. Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther of the
National Right to Work Committee; and,

c. W. A. Drew Edmondson.
Voting for this determination were Commissioners Aikens,
Soringer, Tiernan, McGarry, and Harris.

Attest:

/ {:5_"_/;_7 i
DAt }? {f¢ W. Emmons, Secretary to the Commission

Report signed: 12-26-78
Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 1- 2-793, 2:45
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1- 3-79, 11:00




MENORANDDM TO: Marge Emmons

FROM: Elissa 7. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 783 f
Please have the attached Amendment to Pirst

-3

General Counsel's Report distributed to the eu—ﬁliun

on a 48 hour tally basis.
Thank you.




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CDHHISEIPHh?:;

December 22, 1978

In the Matter of f9JAN 2 P2: q7
MUR 783(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for Edmondson
1978 Committee

Amendment to First General

Counsel's Report

The First General Counsel's Report to MUR 783, considered by
the Commission at Executive Session on November 2, 1978, contained
an error in that on the first page of the report, the respondent
was listed as "W.A. Drew Edmondson". The correct respondent was
"Ed Edmondson". It is that name which should have been listed in
the report. Mr. Ed Edmondson's principle campaign committee,
Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978 Committee, which was also a respondent,
was listed correctly in the report. The report should be amended
as follows: On the first page after the caption "RESPONDENT"S NAME:
"strike "W.A. Drew Edmondson" and insert "Ed Edmondson".

A letter dated November 2, 1978 was sent to Ed Edmondson's
principal campaign committee informing both Ed Edmondson and the
committee that the Commission found no reason to believe that a
violation of 2 U.S.C. §44l{(a)(a) or 2 U.5.C. §44la(f) occurred. A
copy of the First General Counsel's Report was enclosed. It is
recommended that a second letter be sent, informing Ed Edmondson
and the Committee of the error in the report.

A letter dated November 2, 1978 in which W.A. Drew Edmondson
was referred to as a respondent in MUR 783, was sent to the com-
plainants, Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther of the National Right
to Work Committee. The General Counsel's Office recommends that

a second letter be sent to the complainants informing them that




the first letter was in error in referring to the respondent as

W. A. Drew Edmondson. The General Counsel's Office also recommends
that a letter be sent to W. A. Drew Edmondson apologizing for the
inadvertant listing of his name in the report.

Recommendation

1. Find no reason to believe Ed Edmondson violated the Act.

2. MApprove and send the attached letters to:
a. Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978 Committee;
b. Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther of the National
Right to Work Committee; and,

. W. A. Drew Edmondson.

Date Wi 1 aner

General Counsel —~ LS

Attachments:

I. Letter to Oklahomans for Edmondscn 1978 Committee.
II. Letter to Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther of the
National Right to Work Committee.
III. Letter to W. A. Drew Edmondson.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET MW
WASHINCTON, 110, 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

]

Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978 Committee
Timothy Larason, Treasurer

1600 Middland Center

Oklahama City, OK 73102

RE: MUR 78B3(78)
Ed Edmondson
Cklahomans for Edmondson
Committee

Dear Mr. Larason:

You were informed by me in a letter dated November 2,
1978, that the Federal Election Commission had found no
reason to believe that Ed Edmondson or Oklahomans for
Edmondson 1978 Committee had violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la(f).
Enclosed with the letter was a copy of the General Counsel's
Report to the Commission.

It has come to my attention that an error appeared in
the report in that "W. A. 'Drew' Edmondson" was listed as
a respondent in place of "Ed Edmondson". The report has
been amended as follows: On the first page after the
caption "RESPONDENT'S NAME:" strike "W. A. 'Drew' Edmondson"
and insert "Ed Edmondson".

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
don't hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET NW
WASHING TON DO N6

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Messrs. Reed Larson & Henry L. Walther
National Right to Work Committee

8316 Arlington Boulevard

Suite 600

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

Re: MUR 783(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for Edmondson
1978 Committee

Dear Messrs, Larson & Walther:

You were informed by me in a letter dated November
2, 1978 that the Federal Election Commission in MUR 783
had considered your complaint and found no reason to
believe that a violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, had been committed.

In that letter "W.A. Drew Edmondson" was inadvert-
ently listed as a respondent. "As is evident from your
complaint and as I am sure you are aware "Ed Edmondson”
was the correct respondent and is the name which should
have appeared in my letter.

If you have any questions concerning this matter,
please don't hesitate to contact me,

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K SIRLET NW
WASHINGTON DL, 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. W. A. "Drew" Edmondson
505 North 13th St.
Muskogee, OK 74401

RE: MUR 783(78)
Ed Edmondson
Oklahomans for
Edmondson Committee

Dear Mr. Edmondson:

On October 30, 1978, Reed Larson and Henry L. Walther
of the National Right to Work Committee filed a complaint
against Ed Edmondson and Oklahomans for Edmondson 1978
Committee for possible violations of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. This matter was designa-
ted MUR 783(78).

In the General Counsel's Report to the Commission, you
were inadvertingly listed as a respondent on the first page
of the report. The report has now been amended to strike
your name where it appeared and insert "Ed Edmondson”.

I apologize for this error and for any grievance this may
have caused you.

If you have any questions concerning this matter please
don't hesitate to contact me,

Sincerely,

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel
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DATE: NOVEMBER 2, 1978

TRANSMITTAL TIME
TO WESTERN UNION: 1:00 pm

VIA TELEGRAM

THE COMMISSION HAS RECEIVED A COMPLAINT FROM THE
NATIONAL RIGHT TO WORK COMMITTEE WHICH ALLEGES THAT
YOU HAVE VIOLATED 2 U.S.C. §d4d4la(a) (2) (A) and §441(a) (£)
OF THE FEDERAL ELECTION CAMPAIGN ACT.

THE COMMISSION HAS DETERMINED THAT ON THE BASIS OF

THE THFORMATION IN THE COMPLAINT THERE IS NO REASON TO

A VIOLATION OF ANY STATUTE WITHIN ITS
IAS BEEN COMMITTED. ACCORDINGLY, THE

TS FILE ON THIS MATTER.

OF THE COMPLAINT WILL FOLLOW.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

25 K SIREL Y NW

VA SR i [, 2idid
November 2, 1978

TAFIRD MALL
RECEIPT REQUESTED

Oklahomans for Edmondson
1978 Committee

Timothy Larason

1600 Midland Center

Oklahoma City, QK 73102

Re: MUR 783

ing for your information
gl

1 was received by the Commiss

on has determined that on the basi
tin in the complaint there is no ri
viglation of any statute withis

haen committed., Aocordangly, the
ko cloge 1ts [ile aoan the matter.,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 K STREFT NW
WASHIENG TOM D0C . NHbd

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

November 2, 1978

Messrs. Reed Larson & Henry L. Walther
National Right to Work Committee
8316 Arlington Boulevard
Suite 600
Fairfax, Virginia 22038
’ Re: MUR 783(78)
W. A. Drew Edmondson

Oklahomans for Edmondson

1978 Committee

)

Larson & Walther:

leral Eleoetion Commiszion has reviewed the
alledq. ns ot your complaint dated October 30, 1978, and
has determined that on the lasis of the informati
provided, there iz no reasol to bhelicys that a wvi
of the Paideral glection C i, 11gn Ak of 1971, os anepnded

|the "AcCL"™ has beon committ

In your ccmplaint, you based vour allegation that the
: nt had violated the Act on Lthe legal premise t
the AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs of the various uni

which are members of the AFL-CIO are affiliated. As you
are no doubt aware, this issue was raized by the Hational

Eight to Work Coxmittee in an ezrlier complaint, designated
NUR 354(76). In that matter, the Commission found Lhere
no rrason to helieve the Act hed boeon violated and so
5 ¥V 't igent Andrew Hag v letter
1. 19717,
s dingly, u my rCedc tion the C
[ dizdd ko ane 1t il ain 1 Lot .
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In your complaint, you do not allege any instance of
where political committees set up by a single international
union and its local unions have made contributions to the
respondent in excess of the $5,000 limitation. Neither
do you allege any instance of where political committees
sct up by the AFL-CIO and its state and local central
bodies have made contributions to the respondent
in excess of the $5,000 limitation. If you have informa-
tion that such excessive contributions have been made,
You may bring them to the Commisssion's attention through
another complaint.

Should additional information come to your
attention which you believe cstablishes a violation of
the Act, vlease contact me,

Sincerely,

Vit 7 efoll hen)

1am C. Oldaker
pecal Counnel




In the Matter of
W. A. Drew Edmondson

Cklahomans for Edmondson 1978
Commi ttee

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Bmons, Secretary to the Federal Election

Cammission, do hereby certify that on November 2, 1978, the Cammission,

meeting in an Executive Session at which a quorum was present, determined
by a vote of 6-0 to adopt the recommendation of the General Counsel to
take the following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Find no reason to believe the Federal Election Campaign Act,
as amended, has been viclated.

Close the file and send the letters attached to the First
General Counsel's Report.

Attest:

i ) | 7
j Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washingteon, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERML COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUK NO, 7 !*S

BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION _ : DATE COMPLAINT RECELY
* BY Qe 10;3_:1_:,_(13 ("

COMPLAIMNANT'S NAME: National Right to Work Committee (NRWC),
Reed Larson, President, and Henry L. Walther

w.A. )J-h.-..l Edwmnad sav
0L lidiomtms To Edmondsm 936 Crmmanilon

2 U.B.C., §441aia), sd44la(f)




Tl is identical to one raised by the same

This issue 1is
complainants in
found that AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs of the various
unions which are members of the AFL-CIO are not affiliated.
Further the Commission found that under 2 U.5.C. § 44la(a) (5)

the AFL=-CIO COPE PCC may contribute up to 55,000 per

MUR 354 (76). In MOUR 354 the Commission

A

election and that each individual internatienal union PAC
may contrlbute up to $5,000 per election. NRWC was notified
of the Commlssion's findings on December 21, 1977 (see

attached letter).

The Commission's findings were based upon the Commission
regulations 11 C.F.R. 100.l4(c) (2) {1)(B) and (C), 11 C.F.R.
110.3(a) (1) (ii) (B) and (C); and upon the legislative history of

the Act which states:

"All of the political committees set up by a
international union and its local unions
a single political committue.

set up by
1 central b

lcal committeeas
local unions
mt in exeess of the 55

1llege any instance




RECOMMENDATION
l. Find no reason to believée the Act has

been violated,

the attached letters to

Lo

ATTACHMENTS :

Complaint
— ~w ]_2.-(21.-!?? Ef‘ti'f-‘.”: tD :41-‘:';";[(:

o -

3. Proposed l.etters




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K SIHEET MW
WASHINGTON D.C. 2046)

December 21, 1977

IFIED MAIL

RECEIPT REQUESTED

T
-
TURN

CER
E

R

Mr. Andrew Hare

Vice-President National Right to Work
Committee

8316 Arlington Blvd., Suite 500

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

Dear Mr. Hare: RE: MUR 354 (76)

On December 20, 1977, the Federal Election Commission
notified you of the Commission's decision to institute suit
against the AFL-CIO with regard to certain practices raised
by you in MUR 354 (76) and the termination of its investiga-
:ion of that case. With regard to the Commission's dismissal

) r matters raised in vour complaint, as noted in my
£ August 23, 19 the Commission concluded that

1
L s

(2]
- B e I o T = PR

G 0
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(3) The AFL-CIO General Fund transferred e
$600,000 to the COPE Educational Fund

(between July 1, 1974 and June 30, 1975)

and the COPE Educational Fund transferred

$385,000 to the COPE Political Contributions

Committee (between January 1375 and May 19%76),

thereby putting dues money (from the General

Fund) into a reporting fund which makes

contributions to federal candidates (COPE-PCC);

(4) The Act is diseriminatorily unfair if

construed to except for purposes of the

contribution limits (2 U,S.C. §44la(a) (5))

the constituent union members of the

AFL=-CIO as separate entities while treat-

ing the members of those unions as members

of the AFL-CIO, for purposes either of

communications to them or of registration

and get-out-the-vote drives (2 U.S5.C. §441b ' i

(b) (2)). o
The Commission's conclusion that no action should be F'
taken with regard to issues (1), (2) and (4) rests on the
following analysis:

Complainant recognizes that 2 U.8.C.
§441lb(b) (2) (A) cxempts the general category
of communications from the proscription of
Sectlon 441ibla), itting "commnunications
b corporation stockholders and
exccutive or admi rative personnel and -
thelr families on any subject." Sece U.S5. v. &
CIO 335 U.s5. 10 1948) (labor organization el
conim i lows to its
I bers wit ] o afoul of 18 U.5.C.
10} L plai aracs, how r, that
while labor org ons are frec to
communicate with their members, including
partisan communications, they are not free
t ict reqistration and get-out-the-vote
ix c whi AY Lisan and that, since
the AFL-CIO! h arc o and
foordinated their activ s with Carter }Tg
¥
I




® B @
any money spent for registration and get-
out-the-vote work is, by definition, partisan

and therefore not exempted from the definition
of contribution.

Complainant offers no specific evidence that
] the AFL-CIO or AFL-CIO COPE, in seeking to
register voters or get people out to vote,
actually discriminated on a partisan basis;
complainant's allegations are all based
on the public record, mostly newspaper
articles, which describe, without specifics,
contacts between various AFL-CIO and AFL-CIO
COPE officers and political workers and

Carter campaign personnel,

The nexus of

the complaint is that,

gince the AFL-CIO

supported Carter/Mondale, and believed that
registration and get-out-the-vote drives

in certain areas would aid Carter/Mondale
and conducted those drives with those
beliefs in mind, all of that activity must
- be seen as Eartisan.

.r.a-:].i

oo - (1) This apparent assump

PO e A T
cgistratlon ol

—— h | partisan b? targeting a 5a:tiC.-Jr

- candidate is not borne out by the statute.

- There is nothing in the statute to support
i

- this proposition; particul ¥
communiications subseclicn (2 U.S5.C. §441b(

- (2) (A}), protects the righl the union to se
materials which try to convince individual

- register) on a partisan basis.

the right

arly since the

o reg . on ar H drives: ut

c = onduct of those drives to non-
partisa ity, a distinction which is

e reflected t : iszion's F 2
See 11 C.1 fll4.3 «¢ 14.4.1 I t

e e ———

v, | __ o

Complainant protests that scveral portions of the

Rogulakbicns are not in ~ord with the statute, and specificall:
has neked that the Comminsion formally recansider tham. [hasmue
o paciiics of TER l rejulacio] la nolb seem to be

Wit LI3% L shig i \ 1 |,,_' Tar [ | ara B =

I - i - i)
noj i [ tlalticna,
—EXamir E ricularl y light
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evidence (or even allegations) that the drives
were conducted in a partisan fashion, ths
complaint does not seem to state any vielation,
Nor, since Congress exempted such communications
and registration drives from the definition of

. contribution, would the Carter campaign's
acceptance by coordination of the expenditures,
if proven, violate the prohibition against
federally funded candidates accepting private
contributions. 26 U.5.C. §9003(b)(2).

({2) The undocumented assertion that more than
the amount reported was actually spent for
partisan communications is founded on the

same assumptions as those noted above; because
money spent on registration and get-out=the-
vote drives was "partisan” in complainant's

1 view, all costs with ragard to these should
: be reported, In view of the logic set forth
]“ above, the complaint also does not seem to
- set forth any vielation.
1
g (4) Complainant suggests that the statute is
k| fundamentally unfair if it allows the constituent
P" mamber unions of the AFL-CIO to be treated as
geparate entitiog for purposées of the
}5' contribution limits while treating the members
gru of *hose unions as <@ the AFL=CIO for
PuUrL: & elther of communications to them or
i - registration and vote drives. N Ase law
under 2 U.5.C. §44lbih) {(2) (A) specifically
s lzfines the maoning of membor. However, the
:_. P e i i - T -. o Fa b g o " B ] t-'.l -I;
Courkt in U,5. ID, supra, _ :
= i 1A 1157 et - n Ad1bIG)
c 21 (a), affirmed the di 1 of an indictment
f Phitllip Murray, | sident of the CID for
" lacing i IO neWws an e orial advoecating
tho ol tion & { ional lidate in
Marylanc ¥While the decision 5 not axolicitly
- BY 1 t but turn T d on the
C and i { £ ¥ k f th
! 1oNh & 2xpandltu 11 ca 1 :
L i L C P i L ] i s BT
- &
= 2 ; E
! ok = I -
1 1 11 ! H, |'- i 1 | 11
E 7] A ; the CIO
'nird Dis L Tk 5 1 clt recognition by
= = 4N Tthe G [ [ cat 18]
1
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and the members of its members is reflected in
tha statutory history underlying 2 U.5.C. §44lb
(b) (1) (A). Thus, the House Report on the Bill
stated:

"The present law permits the AFL-CIO
to solieit all AFL-CIO Union members to
make voluntary contributions to COPE, its
political committes.’
(H. Rep. No. 94-917, 94th Cong.
2d Sess. p. 8).

Congressman Hays, during debate in 1974 on the
exemptions stated:

"Thus, the bill exempts communications by
membership organizations to their members

and by corporations to their stockholders

from the definition of expenditure, That
exemption, of course, includes communica-
tions by a federated organization to its
members on behalf of its affiliates utilizing
its own or affiliate's resources and personnel,
and by a parent corporation on behalf of its
subsidiaries.”

-
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Second, complainant argues that if the AFL-CIO can
gsolicit members of its members, the statute does

not permit the members to have separate contribution
limits. As an initial matter, complainant's
insistence that the communication provision and

the ecntribution limitation must be seen as identical
seem inappropriate. ©Section 441lb(b) (2) places
communication and registration and get-out-the-vote
drives sutside the definition of contribution and
expenditures. Thus, the issue as to the extent of
the AFL-CIO communicatioens is severable from the
contribution issue. In any event, the Commissicn's
conclusion that the statute was designed to set
separate contribution limits for the AFL-CIO and its
constituent member unions is based on legislative
history. Thus, the Conference Report accompanying
the 1976 amendments which added the non-proliferation
provisions here in guestion, pointedly stated:

"All of the political committees set up
by a single international union and its
local unicns are treated as a single political

committee.

"All of the political comm

the AFL-CIO and its sta

bodiags are treated as a
comnittec.
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COMPLAINT D WITH THE FEDERAL ELECT COMMISSION

MUl 783

October 30, 1978 FF
L n 3 I I,

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. Section 4379f31ﬁ&$-3&h$d“1f%%ﬁ§1 Right to
Work Committee (NRWC) and Henry L. Walther, a federal voter and
citizen of Virginia, believe that Ed Edmondson and the Oklahomans for
Edmondson 1978 Committee, his principal campalgn committee, have
violated Section 44la(a)(2)(A) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, by accepting illegal contributions in excess of the
$5,000 limit, per election, from a single multi-candidate political
action committee or group of such committees controlled by a common
source. During the pericd of the 1978 elections, Edmondson and his
political committee have accepted $48,800.00 in illegal contributions
from AFL-CIO controlled PACs.

Under 2 U.S5.C. 44la{a)(5), "all contributions made by a political
committee established or financed or maintained or controlled by any
corporation, labor organization, or any other person, including any
parent, subsidiary, branch, division, department, or local unit of
such corporation, labor organization, or any other person, or by any

group of such persons, shall be considered to have been made by

a single political committee..." (emphasis added). 1t is clear from

the past statements of Mr. Meany and Mr. Barkan, his political
staffer, that the political efforts of the AFL-CIO and its member
unions, are coordinated and commonly directed in exactly the way
contemplated by the statute's prohibition. The various AFL=-CIO union
political PACs are clearly covered by the common $5,000 limit, Their
total of $48,800.00 in contributions to Edmondson exceeds this amount
for both the primary and general elections and is thus an illegal
contribution and a serious violation of the law.

The 1978 campaign has been witnessing an incredible display of
organized labor's disregard for the law. The AFL-CIO treats its 14
million-member federation as one organization for the purposes of
fundraising for its main PAC, COPE-PCC, for its multi-million dollar
registration campaigns, for i1ts get-out-the-vote drives, and for its
massive political communications program, while on the other hand, it
attempts to evade contribution limits on all its sub-PACs by treating
them as separate political units. This fiction flies not only in the
face of the provision of the non=proliferation section of the law,

441a(a)(5), but it also violates one of the basic purposes of the
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ﬁriqinﬂl Federal C!!Lupt Pra:tiﬁes Act, and thé newer contribution
limits. That is to keep the power of large monolithic units and their
attendant corruption and undue influence out of the federal election
process.

Big Labor's ability to promise its handpicked candidates for
federal office $20,000 or 540,000 or even $100,000 in cash per
election, while all other interest groups are limited to 55,000, makes
a mockery of fairness and election reform. Organized labor's use of
compulsory membership dues money to channel these PAC funds and pay
for their solicitation makes this practice that much more inde-
fensible. Edmondson's receipt of such i1illegal excessive monies
represents the real threat of corruption and undue influence aimed at
by 2 U.S.C. Section 44la(a)(2)(A) and Section 44la(a)(5). We strongly
ask the Commission to take immediate action to stop this abuse before
the November 7 election. The American pecple deserve a Congress that
is not "bought" by any special interest group.

For the ease of the Commission, we have excerpted all the contri-
butions made by AFL-CIO union PACs to Edmondson for both the primary
and the general election of 1978, to date. They are listed in the
Appendix following.

Feed Larson, President, The National Right to Work Committee,
2316 Arlington Boulevard, Suite 600, Fairfax, Virginia 22038, and
Henry L. Walther, a federal voter and citizen of Virginia, being first
duly sworn both say that they have read the foregoing complaint and
know the contents thereof, and that the same is true on information

and belief. This complaint is not being filed on behalf of, or at the

request or suggestion of, any czidldate for federal office.

Reed Larson

~= ) T e
i, F A

Henr} L. walther

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 35 }'E'-' day of

@_ﬁo&u , 1978.

Suganre €, Sﬂxrmjg.r
Notary Public

My commission expiresm 5! \qQ Q4
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Name oF PAC Date  $ AMOUNT |
AMCOPE
Meat Cutters and Butcher Workmen July 78 1.000,00

AFL-CIO COPE Political Contributions Comm.
AFL-CIO

7-27-78 | 5.,000.00

AFL-CIO COPE Political Contributions Comm.

AFL-CIO 8-25-78 5,000,00
Carpenters' Legislative Improvement Committee

Carpenters and Joiners of America 7-18-78 1,500 00
Comm. on Fed. Employee Political Educ.

American Fed. of Gov't Employees B=24-78 400 04
Laborers' Political League

Lahorers' Iot'l Urios of 3 3 -4-78 2.000.00
ILGWU Campaign Committee

Int'l Ladies Garment Workers Union g8-7-78 1.000.00
Int"l Broth'd Elect.Wkrs Comm. on Pol.Educ.

Int'l Brotherhood of Electrical Workers 7-31-78 1.000,00
Railway Clerks Political League

WW_M-W 1,000.00
achinists Non-Partisan Political League

Machinists and Aerospace Workers 7-20-78 5,000.00
Machinists Non-Partisan Political League

Machinists and Aerospace Workers §-29-78 2.500.00
United Steel Wkrs of Am. Pol. Action Fund

United Steel Workers of America 8-28=-7 5,000.00
Transport Workers Union Pol. Contr. Comm. B=1-

Transport Workers Union 8-30-78 5,000,00
Transportation Pol. Education League

United Transportation Union Aug. 78 1,000.00
Transportation Pol. Education Leagque

United Transportation League July 78 1,000.00
OCAW Pol. & Legis. League

Int'l Union of Qil, Chem & Atomic Workers 9-7-78 1,000.00
Political Action Together Pol. Com.

Painters and Allied Trades 9-7-78 200.00
Political Fund Comm of Am. Postal Wkrs Unioh

Postal Workers Union 8-25-78 200.00
Seafarers Political Activity Donation"SPAD"

Seafarers Int'l Unior of N.A. 7-25-78 5,000,00
Transport workers Union Pol. Contr. Comm.

Transport Workers Union 9-6-78 5,000.00

TOTAL

348,800.00
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