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Dmmmnhﬁcld

You have asked for olarification of the first question presented in this AOR
submitted mbehﬂfofmedomdxdm:fordeeﬁmmﬁeﬂomochpremﬂvu
from the State of Texas.

: The first question raises the issue of how the contribution limits are affected if
a contribution has been made to a prior “voided” election. The candidates have
encountered and anticipate still more confusion among contributors who have already
“gtven"-- but for all practical purposes, it now appears, have not. In short, they made
a contribution to support & candidate in an clection now held to have no legal effect. .
May they be advised that their contribution is also effectively treated as void, and thus
may be disregarded by contributors in making plang for the support within lawful
limits of these same candidates in the clections called for undes the court order?

While this question is particulatly pertinent to the resolution of the issue raised
inlh&AORnbm&upphuuonofﬂwmooomwﬁmltitnhnﬂly
_significant, as well, in countering contributor confusion about the legal treatment of
the contribution made fo the primary election held invalid under the court order. The
candidates need some way to snswer questions about the status of this prior
contribution, if they are to be successful in encoursging additional support for
elections held under the court order. -
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‘We arc also concemned with the specific question of whether a contribution
nade after the now-voided primaty, but prior to the court's decigion in Vers, must be
treated as a contribution to the Navember “special” election called for in the Court’s
order, When made, these contributions were raised and intended by contributors for a
MdeoﬂmnNovembuwdmdeelecﬂmtommmmmdmm
without possibility of a run-off. For these candidates, such an election will no longer
behgld. Moreoves, the special election now called by the Couxt may involve
candidates who were not running in the former general cleotion. May candidates,
hmobhnedﬁamummbnﬁmfwﬂummoeﬂedebum
dmmmummmmmmforﬁewdm
“special” election ordered by the Court? _

Very iy you,
bert P. Bauer
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