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N. Bradley Litchfield, Esq.
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
999 E Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20463

Rei AOR 1996-36

Dear Mr. Litchfield:

You have asked for clarification of the first question presented in this AOR
submitted on behalf of named candidates for election to the House of Representatives
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 moie contusion among contribin>or8 who hawalt^dy
"given"--but for all practical purposes, it now appears, have not In short, they made
a contribution to support a candidate man election now held to have no 1^ .
May they be advised that their contribution is also effectively treated as void, and thus
may be disregarded by contributors in making plans for the support within lawful
limits of these same candidates in me elections called for under the court order?

While this question is particularly jwrtinem to iheresoktion of the isiuc raised
in the AOR about the application of the $25,000 annual aggregate limit, it is broadly
significant, as well, in countering contributor confusion about the legal treatment of
me contribution in^ The
candidates need some way to answer questions about the status of this prior
contribution, if they are to be successful in encouraging additional support for
elections held under the court order.

ANCHORAGE BELLEVUt HONGKONG LONDON LOS ANGELES PORTLAND 5EATILE SPOKANE TAIPEI WASHINGTON, D.C.

snureaic ALUANQE; RUSSELL 6- DVMOUUN, VANCOUVER, CANADA



SENT BYIPERKINS COIE DC 3 \ B-21-BB ! 4M5PM ! Z024341BBO" ZOZ 210 3823;tt 3

Augost21,1996
Page 2

We tie also concerned with the specific question of whether a contribution
made after the now-voided primary, but prior to the court** decision in Vera. mart be
treated aa a contribution to the November "special" election called for la (he Court's
oider. When made, these contributions were wised and intended by contributors for a
general election in November to decide election to these offices once and for all,
without possibility of a rotK>& For these candidates, such an election will no longer
beheld. Moreover, the special election now called by the Court may involve
candidates who were not running in me former general election. May candidates,
having obtained die <"»n"nuin> contribution for die now cancelled November general
election, obtain from the same contributor another con^
"special" election ordered by the Court?

;F. Bauer
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