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Flease respond to keSvdji@yahoo.com
To: MargiesWin@yahoogroups.com
(-5 intememprmZFEC

Subject:  Re: [MargiesWin] Citizen! You Have Mo Business in Politics!

What we have here is a case of Bush adwinistration "Do what T say, not as the
FEC allowed me to dol"

If this NPRM does not echo *EVERY* word and intent of FEC AD-1999-17, then the
FEC NPRM will face the stiffest opposition of any
that they have ever considered.

what is good for the goose is good for the ?ander, and the GOP had FREE-RUN of
the Internet, sanctioned with the FEC's seal of
approval for the Y2K election cycle!

We FULLY intend to_use EVERY tactic and strategy that the GoP did on the
internet_for the Y2k election cycle with full Fec approval,

a new rule differing with what Bush was allowed to do will just send the Fec
1o court, not to mehtion paint it as a partisain-hack )

too] of the GOP from coast to coast in the minds of Americans.

The Bush Administration's intent is clear in this NPRM, to pravent the
Cemocrats from using the same arganizational tools as the GOPI

1 want to see & NPRM on churches and their ILLEGAL donations to political
parties in direct violation of the maintenence of their
tax-exampt status onder Section 504 of the Tax code!

Let AQ-1999-17 stand! we can_Tive with the A0, but we will *NOT* tolerate
*DOUBLE-STANDARDS* as currently proposed in the NPRM b
the very administration that requested and benefited from the A0!

Is the FEC 1n the pocket of the Bush administration Tike the sCoOTUS is?

Jim Bryant
P.0Q. Box 4697
overland Park, Kansas 66204-0697

Richard Bogue wrote:

Dear Rosemary C. Smith, Assistant General Counsel and Fellow Citizen

I would Tike to thank you for the opportunity to comment, prior to the
December 3 deadline, oh the Federal Election Commission®s allowing propased
rule on the Use of the Internet in Federal Elections. But I can't than ]
you. Rule 1 is such an EEreg1uus vielation of common sense and of what it
means to be an American that I can only surmise, angrily I admit, that the
current administration seeks to destroy democratic processes a)together.

The Federal Election Commission under this administration will receive no
thanks from me. Here's the Federal Electien tomnission’'s proposed rRule 1:
"L. To clarify the application of the Federal Election Campa1?n Act (FECA)
to campaign-related Internet act1v1t{ by 1nd1v1dua15._the.¢um@ ssion is
proposing to add a new section (117,.1) to the re ulations, stipulating that
no contribution or expenditure results where an Individual, without
receiving compensation, uses computer equipment, software, Internet services
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or Internet domain name(s) that he or she personally owns to Engagg in
12¥$rnet activity for the purpose of influencing any election to tederal
office,”

In other words, AMERICANS won't be able to VOLUNTEER to solicit, raise or
donate funds related to a federal election by using computers or Internet
services THAT THEY OwN? . . ..

I Just can't see how to misread this. It basically says: “citizen! Stay
the hell out of politicsl pPolitics belong to paid 1o yists and their
corporate masters.” _

who were the 1,300 people who came up with this, the German .
Nationa1-§nciaiist Party of 19407 oOr did regular Americans participate,
come up with reasonable ideas, and then this abortion of 1iberty issued
forth from a high-level official in the administration or an "important”
private interest? This is waaay beyond the ken of the Amerdican experience,
wh¥ if they’d only had computers, eve;gnone of this natiog's founders, and
m11119ns of Americans who give a damn ut polities, would have broken this
rule.

The valuntary effort of the individual to promote political ends through
peaceful means, including ra1s1nﬁ funds, virtually defines demncrac{.

In Tight of the near deathgrip that major cnr?oratinns, trade associations,
and wealthy individuals qlread¥ have on our electoral process, guess 1t's
not sur r1sin? to see this administration float this sordid usurpation of
the individual's right to be involved in politics. 8ut it 1s disgusting
nonetheless,
I stridently urge the FEC to KILL RULE 1 entirely. And I eagerly encourage
you to do what you can, as an American citizen, to KILL RULE 1 entirely.

I have no major comment about proposed rules 2 and 3, which are about
]1mi:1ng the ways employers can coerce employees with regard to political
elactions,

Most Sincerely, Your Fellow Citizen,

Richard 1. pogue

Richton Park, X171nois 60471-1384
708-679-0179 voice

mailto:rib@r{ chbogue.com
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jim

ET has one_helluva sense of humor!
He's always anal-probing right-wing schizos!

_____________________________________________________

STl e S

"Re1ig1ous fundamentalism is the bi?gest threat to
nternatjonal security that exists today.”
united Nations Secretary General 8.B.Ghali, 1995

Do You yYahool?

Get your free @yahoo.com address at http://mail.yahoo.com




