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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1025 k STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James A. McMullen, III

Congressman Wright Appreciation Committee
P.O. Box 1413

Fort Worth, TX 76101

Re: MUR 824(78)
James Wright
Congressman Wright Appreciation
Committee

Dear Mr. McHMullen:

I am forwarding for your information the enclosed
complaint which was received by the Commission.

The Commission has determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint there is no reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the
Commission intends to close its file on the natter,.

For your information, a copy of our report to
the Commmission in this mattter is enclosed.

Sincerely,

‘ddm.%:/a{w

William C. Olddker
General Counsel

Enclosures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1125 K STREET MW
WASHINGTON D.C. 20461

NOV & 1378

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

8316 Arlington Boulevard

Suite 600

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

Re: MUR B24(78)
James Wright
Congressman Wright
Appreciation Committee

Dear Messrs. Larson & Walther:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated November 2, 1978, and
has determined that on the basis of the information you
provided, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

In your complaint, you based your allegation that the
respondent had violated the Act on the legal premise that
the AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs of the various unions
which are members of the AFL-CIO are affiliated. As you
are no doubt aware, this issue was raised by the National
Right to Work Committee in an earlier complaint, designated
MUR 354(76). 1n that matter, the Commission found there
was no reason to believe the Act had been violated and so
notified NRWC's Vice President Andrew Hare by letter
dated December 21, 1977.

Accordingly, uoon my recommendation the Commission has
decided to close its file in this matter.
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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
set 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 establishes a violation of
the Act, please contact me.

Sincerely,

St iee Aufdilan)

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel



BEFOFE THE FEDEFAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Mur No. B24

James Wright
Congressman Wright Appreciate Committee

Tt Tl P Sl Sl Vg

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Bmons, Secretary to the Federal Election Cammission,
do hereby certify that the Cammission determined by a vote of 4-0
on November 7, 1978, to adopt the recamendation of the General Counsel
to take the following actions in the above-captioned matter:

1. Find no reascn to believe the Federal Election Campaicn
Act, as amended, had been viclated.

2. Close the file and send the letters to the camplainant
and respendent attached to the First General Counsel's

Report.

Voting for this Zztermination were Commissioners Aikens, Harris,

McGarry, and Tiernan.

Attest:
/ ;n 7 . - w ';?
(/15 aymece T fopzad 82lL
Date J Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary to the Commission




.‘BDER&L ELECTION COMMISSI

1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR NO. Pl?”'

BY QGC TO THE COMMISSION DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
. BY 0GC_ ,,]gzgi
STAFF
MEMBER #‘M)

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

:.stmrmzm'r's NAME : ﬁ"’"“): ; MWW W

M~
RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.5.C. §44la(a), S§44lal(f)
~
~INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: MUR 354
"FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None
s
o SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS
p In a notarized complaint dated Neswiler 3,/778

complainants alleged that respondent candidate and his
Principal campa.gn committee exceeded the $5,000 contribution
limitation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (2) (A) by accepting § 37, 500,
from various union PACs "controlled" by the AFL-CIO. Com-
Plainants attached a list of the various union PACs which
made these contributions, and the dates and amounts of the
contributions. In effect, complainants allege that re-
spondents vioclated § 44lal(f) by knowingly accepting such
excessive contributions.

PRELIMINARY ANALYSIS

Complainants base their allegation that respondent has
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (the “Act") on the legal premise that the AFL-CIO COPE
PCC and the PACs of the various unions which ars members
of the AFL-CIO are affiliated. 1If complainants' legal
premise is accepted, then the AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs
of the various unions which are members of the AFL-CIO are
all subject to one contribution limitation of $5,000 and
respondent would be in violation of the Act by accepting
contributions in excess of $5,000 from them.
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This issue is identical to one raised by the same
complainants in MUR 354(76). In MUR 354 the Commission
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.S5.C. § 44la(a) (5)
the AFL-CIO COPE PCC may contribute up to $5,000 per
election and that each individual international union PAC
may contribute up to $5,000 per election. NRWC was notified
of the Commission's findings on December 21, 1977 (see
attached letter).

The Commission's findings were based upon the Commission
regulations 11 C.F.R. 100.14(c) (2) (i) (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
single international union and its local unions
are treated as a single political committee.

"All of the political committees set up by the
AFL-CIO and its state and local central bodies
are treated as a single political committee."
(Emphasis added)

(H. Rep. No. 94-1057, 94th
Cong., 2nd Sc¢ss., p. 5B)

Thus, the Commission concludes, as it did in MUR 354,
that complainants' legal premise is erroneous and that the
AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs of the various unions which
are members of the AFL-CIO are not subject to one con-
tribution limitation of $5,000.

Complainants 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
complainants allege any instance of where political com-
mittees set 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 such excessive
contributions have been made, complainant is not pre-
cluded from bringing them to the Commission's attention
through another complaint.
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RECOMMENDATION

Find no reason to believe the Act has been violated.

Close the file and send the attached letters to
complainant and respondent,

ATTACHMENTS :

1. 12/21/77 letter to NRWC

o 2. Proposed letters
N 3. Complaint

o

.

=

c
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

135 K STREET NW.
WASHINGTON.DC. 20463

December 21, 1977

CERTIFIED MAIL

KETURNY RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Andrew Hare

Vice-President National Right to Work
Committee

B316 Arlington Blvd., Suite 500

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

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

On December 20, 1977, the Federal Election Comm
notified you of the Commission's decision to institu
against the AFL-CIO with regard to certain prchlccs

b you in MUR 354 {?(} and the termination cof it= in

tioca of bhat case. ¥1th regard to the Coraission's
of other matters ra Sed in yvour complaint, as noted
letter of Augus t 23, 1977, thae Comrission concluded
vou raised fcur basic icssues:
{1) The part the AFL-CIO
hierarchy (= -er ariicles,
L mentg b d Mr. Derksin,
o the esplcoys ey fon by the
Cartaey campaign while on a partial leave
of tbsenco (3 days o woek) From hor job
as COPE Research Director) makes its
cxponditures for registration and get-out-
the=vote drives and communicaticons with
Lt" mombars contributions within the
rcaning of the Ace;
(2] | in excoszs of apcroximazely
! , r g APL-CID for
- =¥ a2 g th
< NI = Faglll &~ T learl il o S
S rdidate were 22 Lly sponts
-
=y

ission
te suit
raised
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{3) The Q-CIU General Fund transfe’ed
$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 1975 and May 1976),
thereby putting dues money (from the General
Fund) into a reporting fund which makes
contributions to federal candidates (COPE-PCC);

(4) The Act is discriminatorily unfair if
constreed to except for purposes of the
contribution limits (2 U.5.C. §44la(a) (5))
the constituent union members of the
HhFL-CI0O 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.S.C. §441b

(b)(2)). £
L, B
The Commission's conclusion that no action should be v
™~ taken with rogard to issues (1), (2) and (4) rests on the
. following analysis:
-~ Complainant rococniizes that
Ed41b(h) (2) {A) excmpts the
|y of communications from the
Eeation 441b(e), pormitting
< by a corroration to its ste
s orxecy Y Or strative L
Lhaolr families on ony subhic .
— ( L S ] (:345) (la A
c y WGIe . puensin Foaiil afF 13 S
L J}. Comulai it charces, however, that
’ 1 ‘-_' ol = 5 o s = +--;.-.-; = v -_-"1-:_ t,:_
¢ aunica wi -hoir member including
tisan T a3 = o not frec
t cond iy thao=-vote
it T { since
the AFL 5 are 3 roed ond ; -
cnardin A thely aetivities with Carter |



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

in certain areas would aid Carter/Mondale

o and conducted those drives with those

; p . . e PR
beliefs in mind, all of that activity must
n rareles
~ be seen as partisan.
ot (1) This apparent assunption by complainant
that a registration or get-gut-the-vote drive
o is macd> partisan by targeting a particular
- candidate is not borne out by the statute.
Thoere is nothing in the » tute to susunrt
—_ this prorocition; particularly since the
cormunicationys sebscetion (2 U, Baalizih)
i 2) {il), protoots the right e union to send i
3 R S 15 which # Fo canving ol T
|y l_,-_.| T o ;:.,-u e 15 -:| v
%7 L ol civon (hy (2) (B :
ol Sl X il g 1 Al el g
™ Limrtn the eon of L
partisan ackivity, a di
reclectud in bhe Conmiss)
See 11 C.F.R. §114.3 and
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evidence (or even allegations) that the drives
were conducted in a partisan fashion, the
complaint does not seem to state any viclation,
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 srent on roegistration and get-out-the-
vote drives was “partisan" in complainant's
view, all costs with regard to these should

be reported. Ir view of the loegic set forth
above, the complaint also does not secm to

sct forth gny violaticen,

(4) Complainant sugrosts that the statute is
fundamentally unfazr if it allows the conutituant

inber unions of the APL-CIO t< o Lreated as
sonarate onktitins [or purposas of th
cuonkrisution 5 le treating the mombers
of those unions as momborg of the ARPL-CIO for
purnozes clither of coprnunicotions to them or
registrabicn wad vaty rives w0 case law
undar 2 uULS.8. G441kl (2) () suwecifically

res ch2 poanliag 0f anTher. Howaver, tho

o ‘pma Court i U.B8. v, CID, svare, 1315 U.5.
106, the ooss walin vhacrlios Soction 441b (D)
(2){n), affirrned tho diesnissal of an indictmant
of Phillip Mure , Prosident of the CI0O for
placing in the CI0 n ' advoecating
the election oL 2 Coy ke in
Fagsmlang Thile the d = exnlicitly
Gonn= Lo tha i 3, o £
badga il C N 1 LA o ki
contribution i1 1 Fedod i i o
1 " g el b1 ey f i i
i ol o : e O , O o
woeh ii e B & blem COTEO el il )
Lo a 3 1 0 C i u
WAL Ian Lo L 2. ] s BB CIU
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and the members of its members is reflected in
the statutory history underlying 2 U.5.C. §441b
(B} (1) {A}. Thus, the House Report on the Bill
tatod:

"Ihe present law permits the AFL-CIO

to solicit all AFL-CID Union members to

make voluntary contributions to COPE, its

political committea."
(H. Rap.
24 Sess. p. B).

Mo. 94=917, 94th Cong

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

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

and by corporations to their stockholders
from the definition of expenditure. That
cremption, of course, includes communica-
tions by a federated organization to its
mombers on behalf of its affiliates utilizing
ltrn own or affilinte's rosourcan and personnel
and by & paraeht corporation on behalf of its

1 Lo

ccbsidiaries.

{120 Cong., Rooc, H. 10330
Qettber MO, LY974).
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Ercre L
Second, complainant argues that if the AFL-CIO can
solicit 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 contribution limitation must be seen as identical
seem inappropriate. Section 441b(b) (2) places
communication and registration and get-out-the-vote
drives cutside the definition of contribution and
expenditures. Thus, the issuc as to the extent of
the AFL-CIO communications is severable from the
contribution issue. In any event, the Commission's
conclusion that the statute was designed to set
separate contribution limits for the AFL-CIO and its
constituent mcmber unions 1s based on legislative
histery. Thus, the Conference Report accompanying
the 1976 amendments which added the non-proliferation
provisions here in question, pointedly stated:

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

committee.

"All of the poelitical ccrmitloes sat un by
s 3 1 i e ey ]
- v vd ol - “ala e e - o b - ey

the APL-CIO a2nd its state and local cens
1 are treated as a single political
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 b STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC. 20463

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

8316 Arlington Boulevard

Suite 600

Fairfax, Virginia 22038

Dear Messrs., Larson & Walther:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated and
has determined that on the basis of the information you
provided, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

In your complaint, you based your allegation that the
respondent had violated the Act on the legal premise that
the AFL-CIO COPE PCC and the PACs of the various unions
which are members of the AFL-CIO are affiliated. As you
ate no doubt aware, this issue was raised by the HNational
Right to Work Committee in an earlier complaint, designated
MUR 354(76). 1In that matter, the Commission found there
was no reason to believe the Act had been violated and so
notified NRWC's Vice President Andrew Hare by letter
dated December 21, 1977.

Accordingly, upon my recommendation the Commission has
decided to close its file in this matter.
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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
set 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. 1If 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
e attention which you believe establishes a violation of
the Act, please contact me.

Sincerely,

9

.

William C. Oldaker
General Counsel

(]



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

125 h STREFT MW
WASHING TON DO, Xk )

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED




COMPLAINT FILED WITH THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
November 2, 1978

Pursuant to 2 U.5.C. Section 437g{aj(l). the Natiocnal Right to
Work Committee (NRWC) and Henry L. Walther. a federal voter and
citizen of Vairginia, believe that Congressman Jim Wright and the Jim
Wright Majority Congress Committes, his principal campaign committee,
have violated Section 44lal(a)(2)(A) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended., by accepting illegal contributions 1n exXCess
of the §5.000 limit, per election, from a single multi-candidate
political action ccmmittee or group of such committees controlled by a
common source. During the period of the 1978 elections, Congressman
wright and his political committee have accepted 519,500.00 in illegal
contributions from AFL-CIO controlled FACs.

Under 2 U.5.C. 44lata)(5). "all contributicns made by a political
commilttee esstablished or financed or maintained or controlled by any
Jorporation. labor organization. or any other person, including any
parent. subsidiary. branch. division, department, ar local unit of

sush <forporatlon, -abor organizatlion, ©r any cther person. or &y any

jroup of such persons. shall be sonsidered To nave been mads by
3 single political Ssesmmittee..." (emphasis added) 1t 18 clear frem
the past statemenrts af Mr. Meanv arnd Yr. Barkan, hi: political

staffer. thac the political efforts of the AFL=CIC and its aeroer

Jnions, are ccordinated and commonly directed ia exact.y the vay
contemplated by the statute's prohibition. The various AFL-CLJ union
zolltizal PACs are clearly covered by the common 35.000 limiz. Their
total of 532 30C.00 in contributions %o Congressman Wrignt exceeds

tnis amoun: for bath the primarcy and general <lectiions and 15 THus an

l.iegal contribution and & serigus “ig.AL.on 4L Tae oA

The 1378 campa:jn has been wiTnessing an incredible display 2f
cr3anized lLakcr's disregard far the law The AFL-CIC treat= 135 1+
nillion-member federation 22 one organizaticn for the purposes 7
fundraising for 1ts main PAC. CIPE=FCC, for 1te mulzi=-mi.lion dellag
TeQistIATICR Zampalgns. for its jet-gut=the=wote drives and izr LS
massive pelitical communicatiasns progetam, while on the cther hand, it
ATTenpts To 2vade gontributicon limitE on Al 1tE sub-PACE DY treating
—hem A8 8Epasale POLLIELEAL units Thim firztlon - 28 T 2nly o Loe
face of the provieisn 37 the nons-pro.lleratisn SeCTid thne Lad
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original Federal Corrupt Practices Act, and the newver contribution
limits. That is to keep the power of large monclithic units and their
attendant corruption and undue influence ocut of the federal electien
PIOCAES.

Big Labor's ability to promise its handpicked candidates for
federal office 520,000 or 540.000 or even 5100,.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 FAC funds and pay
for their selicitation makes this practice that much more inde-
fensible. Congressman Wright's receipt of such illegal excessive
monies represents the real threat of corruption and undue influence
aimed at by 2 U.5.C. Section 44lala)(2)i(A) and Section 44lala)(5). WwWe
strongly ask the Commission to take immediate action to stop this
apuse pefore the November 7 election. The American pecple deserve a
Congress that L8 not "bought” by any speclal interest Jroup.

For the #=ase of the Commissicn. we have excerpted all The contri-
putions made by AFL=CI10 union PACs ta Congressman Wright far beth the
primary and the general election of 1978, to date. They are listed :in
the Appendix following

Seed Larscn. President, The Nazionmal Right to Work Committee

3372 Arlaington Boulevard. Suite &L5. Faicfax, Jirginia 22038, and

by

Henr L. Walther, a federal voter and citizen of Virginia, Eeing fic-st
duly swornm bcth say that they have raad the foregoiny complaint and
4ncw the contents therecf, and %hat the sam= 1&g trues on infcrmation
and belief, This comp.aint i1s nct oeing filed on pehalf of. =r at the

regquest or sugoestion of, any candidate for federal sffice

T /,4/—’*’

Henrp( walther

I.cscribed and sworn to bafore me this gtﬁi

M g ueenbes 1874,
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COMPLAINT F&D wiTh THE FEdERAL gw@rraﬂoﬁxssmﬂ

November 2, 1978

Pursuant to 2 U.S5.C. Section 437g(a)(l), the National Right to
Work Committee (NRWC) and Henry L. Walther, a federal voter and
citizen of Virginia, believe that Congressman Jim Wright and the Jim
Wright Majority Congress Committee, his principal campaign 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$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 period of the 1978 elections, Congressman
Wright and his political committee have accepted $39,500.00 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). It 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 wvarious AFL~-CIO union
political PACs are clearly covered by the common $5,000 limit. Their
total of $39,500.00 in contributions to Congressman Wright 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 its 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



original Federal Csﬁpf‘Pchtlcé}s P;'ct? ar{d z_hg'je‘ier 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 520,000 or $40,000 or even $100,000 in cash per
election, while all other interest groups are limited to $5,000, 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. Congressman Wright's receipt of such illegal excessive
monies represents the real threat of corruption and undue influence
aimed at by 2 U.5.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 people 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 Congressman Wright for both the
primary and the general election of 1978, to date. They are listed in
the Appendix following.

Reed Larson, President, The National Right to Work Committee,
8316 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 candidate for federal office.

NAT, RIGWT 'I‘fﬁﬂ COMMITTEE

T
Reed L.arsnn_ President

2, I

Henrﬂr Walther = 3238 Wynford Drive
Jnirf:x, Virginia
Subscribed and sworn to before me this ol day of

N anemper , 1978.

waélmm t. %‘nﬁ'

Notary Public

My commission expiresm\_ﬁ‘_\_qgl .
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Name of PAC DATE _ $ AMOUNT

Alr Line Pilots Association Pol. Act. Com,

Air Line: 1'ilots Agene Intorpnal ioaal 1 /22778 3,000 00

Carpenters' Legislative fmprovement Com.

Carpenters & Joiners of America 1/11/778 1.000,00

Carpenters’ Legislative Improvement Com.

Carpenters & Joiners of America B/16/78 500.00

Tonmittce on Federal Employce Political I _

Education: Gov't Employees: Amer. Fed. of 1/27/78 1,000,00

Com. of Letter Carriers Pol. Ed. (Let.

Carriers Pol. Act. Fund) Let. Car.Nat'l Asnl 1/16/78 2,000.00

CWA-COFE Political Contributions Committee

Communications Workers of BAmerica 1/25/78 1,000.00

Laborecrs' Political League

Laborers' Int'l Union of N. A. 1/16/78 2,000.00

Laborers™ Political League

Laborers' Int'l Union of N, A. 1/31/78 1,000,00

H&RE, BIU, TIP "To Insure Progress" -

Hotel, Restaurant Emp. & Bartenders 1/17/78 2,000.00

HERE, BIU, TIF "To Insurc Proqgress. -

Hotel, Restaurant Emp. & Bartenders 8/29/78 1,000.00

ILGHW

Int‘f]Ladies Garment Wrkrs Campaign Com. B/10/78 1,000.00

fgf?¥1L3d1c5 Garment Wrkrs Campaign Com. 1/24/78 3,000.00

Intl. Brotherhood of Elec. Wrkrs Com. on

Pol. Ed; Elec Workers: Int'l. Brotherhood 1/26/78 2,000.00

Intl. Brotherhood of Elec. Wrkrs Com. on

Pol. Ed} Elec Workers: Int'l. Brotherhood B/21/78 500.00

PATCO Political Action Committee

Marine Engineers Beneficial Ass'n. 1/78 2,000.00

Pol. Fund Com. of the American Postal Wrkrsd.

Imion: Postal Workers lUnion AFL-CIO 1/25/78 1,000.00

FubTic Emp,Org. to Prom. lLegislative Bqual,

OCcC Lwmployees: Amer. Fed. of State, County | 1/11/7B 2,000.00

Railway Clerks Polltical League

Railway, Airlinc & Stecamship Clerks B/11/78 500.00

Railway Clefks Political Leagyuc

Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks 3/31/78 500.00

Lailway Clerks Polltical League

Railway, Airline & Steamship Clerks 2/3/78 2,000.00

Seafarers Political Activity Donation

"SPAD" Seafarers Int'l Union of N. A. 1/25/78 3,000.00

MEBA Political Action Fund

Marine Engineers Beneficial Ass'n 1/19/78 2,000.00

rectropolitan Detrolt AFL-UI0 COPE CommitEed

AFL-CIO 7/17/78 250.00

United Transportation Union - Transportatidn

Political Education Leaqgue 1/78 2,000.00

U.A. Political Education Committee

Plumbing & Pipefitting Industry 1/20/78 1,000.00

U. R, Political Education Committee

Plumbing & Pipefitting Industry 1/20/78 1,000,00

Seafarers Pol. Activity Donation "SPap"

Seafarers Intl, Union of N. A. B/15/78 1,000,00

Signalwen's Political League

Railroad Sicnalmen: Brotherhood of 9/8/78 250,00
TOTAL 39,500.00
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