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From: Genaro Lopez


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: ActBlue's Draft A should be suppported...
Date: 12/13/2007 10:32 AM


Dear Ms. Dove:
Regarding ActBlue’s desire to solicit contributions
for restricted SSFs, I urge the Commission to adopt
Draft A, the more permissive version.  Under Program
1, grassroots donors should be able to contribute to
PACs whose objectives they support, and allowing
ActBlue to serve as a conduit for such contributions
does not implicate any of the policy concerns
underlying the restrictions regarding SSFs.  The same
source prohibitions and contribution amount
limitations will be enforced, and no SSF funds will be
expended outside the class.


There is no reason to prevent grassroots donors from
contributing to PACs whose objectives they endorse.


Thank you for your consideration. 


You can have peace. Or you can have freedom. Don't ever count on having both at once.
Robert A. Heinlein 


  
Take care,


Genaro
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From: vankoten1@comcast.net


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-27
Date: 12/13/2007 10:34 AM


Dear Ms. Dove:
 
I am an active volunteer for Barack Obama, and my candidate would 
probably benefit from a ruling denying matching funds to John Edwards 
because of the intermediary role played by ActBlue.org in collecting many 
of his individual donations.  Nevertheless, I think it would be contrary to 
the clear spirit of the public financing laws to deny public funds to the 
Edwards campaign for that reason.
 
ActBlue.org has played a valuable role in encouraging and enabling small 
donations to many campaigns, and our political system would be greatly 
improved if such contributions were encouraged.  There is no reason, in 
the spirit of the public campaign financing laws, to deny matching 
contributions to a campaign simply because it has collected individual 
contributions through an intermediary organization such as ActBlue.org.
 
Sincerely,
 
Leland S. Van Koten
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From: Patricia Brissette


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: please approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27
Date: 12/13/2007 10:41 AM


  
I stronglly agree with this.  We need t encourage young people to participate in 
politics. This is one way. 
  
Over the past few years, this Commission has shown tremendous sensitivity to the 
ways in which technology has transformed the terrain for campaign finance 
regulation, and has consistently taken an approach which encourages innovative 
efforts to encourage grassroots political activity through the Internet.  For those 
efforts to continue, we urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and 
approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.   
  
Pat Brissette 
262 Ashmont Street 
boston, Ma 02124 
 


Get the power of Windows + Web with the new Windows Live. Get it now! 
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From: jimdaidson


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 10:45 AM


Ms Dove:
 
As a lay person in the field of law, I would agree that I perhaps do not understand 
the nuances of the law. That being said, I have followed the discussion  on 
DailyKos.com, and other sites on the internet that ae germane to the decsion the 
FEC is ruling on today involving Draft AO 2997-31 and Draft AO 2007-27, Draft 
A, and I feel that I am fairly well informed of the isues involved.
 
I feel that it is definitely in the interest of the American people, and the political 
process that the commision reject Draft Opinion 2007-31, and approve Draft A 
for Opinion 2007-27.
 
With all due respect,                           James Davidson
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From: Thomas Zimoski


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.
Date: 12/13/2007 09:21 AM


As others have said:


Over the past few years, this Commission has shown tremendous
sensitivity to the ways in which technology has transformed the
terrain for campaign finance regulation, and has consistently taken an
approach which encourages innovative efforts to encourage grassroots
political activity through the Internet.  For those efforts to
continue, we urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and
approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.


Tom Zimoski
718 E. Sierra Ave.
Fresno, CA 93710
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From: Rottenstein, Kerry L.


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 10:16 AM


Dear Secretary Dove,
 
I’ve been a supporter of Act Blue since its inception.  It serves only as a conduit to 
donate money to the candidate to whom I CHOOSE to donate.  I have not seen the 
organization exert any type of pressure or influence on the either the candidate or 
the donor.  For this reason (and others that I currently don’t have the time to 
enumerate) I urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve 
Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.  
 
Thank you 
Sincerely,
Kerry Rottenstein
Toledo, OH
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From: shallyc


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 10:30 AM


I write to encourage the FEC to approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27 and 
reject Draft Opinion 2007-31. The country needs open avenues to address 
campaign financing and tracking is more easily done electronically now.


Thank you


Janis Boury
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From: Alan  Cole


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 10:31 AM


Dear Secretary Dove,


I am writing urging you to reject draft opinion 2007-31 and adopt Draft A
for Opinion 2007-27.  ActBlue is simply a conduit for small money donors to
channel their contributions to their favorite candidates and as such should
qualify for matching funds.  They exert absolutely no political influence
over the candidates who receive the funds.


Thank you and best regards,


Alan Cole
Carbondale, CO
atcole@sopris.net
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From: Charles Martin


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 01:55 AM


 


Dear Ms. Dove: 
 
I am pleased to have this opportunity to address you on a matter of importance not 
just in the current election cycle, but for the future of free and fair elections in the 
United States (a notion that has had more than a little tarnishing over the past eight 
years).
 
I refer specifically to the draft advisory opinion viz. ActBlue, but it could just as easily 
be about an organisation that acts as ActBlue does but for Republican causes. What's 
good for the goose is good for the gander, and in this case what's good for both is the 
status quo.
 
I agree wholeheartedly with the letter Adam B of BlogPAC wrote to you, particularly 
this concluding paragraph which sums up my agreement and position on this matter 
perfectly:
 
"Over the past few years, this Commission has shown tremendous sensitivity to the 
ways in which technology has transformed the terrain for campaign finance regulation, 
and has consistently taken an approach which encourages innovative efforts to 
encourage grassroots political activity through the Internet.  For those efforts to 
continue, we urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft 
A for Opinion 2007-27."
 
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter.
 
Charles Martin
3 Escondido Circle #4
Altamonte Springs, FL 32701
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From: Bob Glickstein


Reply To: Bob Glickstein


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: ActBlue et al.
Date: 12/12/2007 05:20 PM


Dear Ms. Dove,


I am a private individual who occasionally donates small amounts of
money to favored political candidates through ActBlue.com.  I learned
recently that your Draft Opinion 2007-31 would disqualify such
contributions from eligibility for public matching funds (where such
contributions would otherwise be eligible).


I made my donations in the full expectation that they would be treated
exactly like small, private donations made directly to the candidates.
I daresay that was the expectation of the overwhelming majority of
ActBlue users.


I therefore urge you to support "Draft A" of Opinion 2007-27, which
would affirm that expectation, and to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31.


Sincerely,
Bob Glickstein
305 Irwin St.
San Rafael, CA 94901
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From: PI Norton


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Campaign Finance
Date: 12/12/2007 10:20 PM


I urge you to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and to
strongly support and approve Draft A of Opinion
2007-27.


Thank you,
Paul Norton, Delaware


      __________________________________________________________
Sent from Yahoo! Mail - a smarter inbox http://uk.mail.yahoo.com
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From: marsha leed


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:43 AM


I have been working on behalf of campaign finance reform for several 
years now.  Until we are able to reform the system entirely, I hope that 
the FEC will not put forward any more regulations that will restrict 
grassroots involvement in contributing to political candidates. The Draft A 
Opinion seems like a preferable approach at this time.
 
Thank you
Marsha Leed
15 Relyea Terrace
Wappingers Falls NY  12590


Looking for last minute shopping deals? Find them fast with Yahoo! Search.
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From: Ed Lachowicz


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Public comment on the upcoming ActBlue/Edwards ruling
Date: 12/12/2007 04:10 PM


A letter will be (or has been) submitted by Markos Moulitsas Zuniga from 
DailyKos regarding the upcoming decision by the FEC. Since he speaks 
more eloquently than I do, I would request that my name be added as 
supporting the document. 
 
ActBlue is more credit card processor than PAC, and the reasons the rules 
exist were to prevent corruption, loopholes, and exploitation of the PAC 
system. ActBlue does none of these things, and complies with all 
regulations involving contributions.
 
Sincerely,
 
Edward L. Lachowicz
6 Linden Street
Augusta, ME 04330 
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From: Janet McMillan


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:50 AM


Draft AO 2007-27:  Regarding ActBlue's desire to solicit contributions for 
restricted SSFs, we urge the Commission to adopt Draft A, the more 
permissive version.  Under Program 1, grassroots donors should be able to 
contribute to PACs whose objectives they support, and allowing ActBlue to 
serve as a conduit for such contributions does not implicate any of the 
policy concerns underlying the restrictions regarding SSFs.  The same 
source prohibitions and contribution amount limitations will be enforced, 
and no SSF funds will be expended outside the class.


There is no reason to prevent grassroots donors from contributing to PACs 
whose objectives they endorse.  Based on our experience with the 
netroots community, we are confident that grassroots donors would use 
ActBlue's Program 1 to support such groups, and that doing so serves the 
best interests of a healthy political process.   


Over the past few years, this Commission has shown tremendous 
sensitivity to the ways in which technology has transformed the terrain for 
campaign finance regulation, and has consistently taken an approach 
which encourages innovative efforts to encourage grassroots political 
activity through the Internet.  For those efforts to continue, we urge the 
Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for 
Opinion 2007-27.   
 
Janet & Cooper McMillan 
Mesa, AZ  85215 
howzit1207@gmail.com 
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From: Tom Juarez


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Act Blue
Date: 12/12/2007 04:21 PM


Secretary Dove, 


I am a registered voter and private citizen, and I'm very excited at the opportunity that the PAC ActBlue allows me to 
contribute directly to candidates and organizations who share my beliefs. Moreover the technology that ActBlue uses 
more reliably determines who the small contributions come from which prevents the corruption from big money that the 
FEC is charged to prevent. 


I'm proud that the candidate I support for President of the United States has "taken the high road" and decided to use 
public funding rather than be beholden to corporate interests, but I'm worried that, if the FEC determines that ActBlue 
is a "political committee" in the literal sense, my candidate will be dealt a grossly unfair disadvantage -and all 
because he tried to do the right thing. 


Please reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27. 


Thank you, 


Tom Juarez
7143 Keynote St. 
Long Beach, CA 90808
(562) 421-1616
tomjuarez@verizon.net
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From: BGUMBO@aol.com


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:54 AM


Dear Ms. Dove: 
 
Regarding ActBlue’s desire to solicit contributions for restricted SSFs, we urge 
the Commission to adopt Draft A, the more permissive version.  Under Program 
1, grassroots donors should be able to contribute to PACs whose objectives they 
support, and allowing ActBlue to serve as a conduit for such contributions does 
not implicate any of the policy concerns underlying the restrictions regarding 
SSFs.  The same source prohibitions and contribution amount limitations will be 
enforced, and no SSF funds will be expended outside the class. 
 
There is no reason to prevent grassroots donors from contributing to PACs 
whose objectives they endorse.  Based on our experience with the netroots 
community, we are confident that grassroots donors would use ActBlue’s 
Program 1 to support such groups, and that doing so serves the best interests of 
a healthy political process. 
 
Thanks for your attention. 
 
Beth Spencer 
Cohasset, CA   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
************************************** 
See AOL's top rated recipes (http://food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?
NCID=aoltop00030000000004) 
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From: jack cadogan


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Comments to Support Act Blue and Marcos
Date: 12/12/2007 04:43 PM


I would like to add my support to the comments of  Markos Moulitsas Zúniga (DailyKos.com) and BlogPAC regarding the 
important role 
played by ActBlue.


John B. Cadogan
7518 Murillo St.
Springfield, VA 22151
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From: Renate Riffe


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft Opinions 2007-31 and 2007-27
Date: 12/13/2007 11:57 AM


 Over the past few years, this Commission has shown tremendous 
sensitivity to the ways in which technology has transformed the terrain for 
campaign finance regulation, and has consistently taken an approach 
which encourages innovative efforts to encourage grassroots political 
activity through the Internet.  For those efforts to continue, we urge the 
Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for 
Opinion 2007-27.  


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Jack Danger Canty


Sent By: studiodanger@gmail.com


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft advisory opinions regarding ActBlue
Date: 12/12/2007 04:46 PM


ActBlue has helped me feel connected and relevant to our country's 
politics.  It's been a great tool for me and I just wanted to let you know 
that I completely agree with this letter:   http://www.dailykos.com/
storyonly/2007/12/12/122539/34 
 
Jack Danger Canty
12330 Roosevelt Way NE #205 
Seattle, WA
98125
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From: Perry Dorrell


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:17 AM


I urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft 
A for Opinion 2007-27. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Perry C. Dorrell aka "PDiddie" 
Brains and Eggs  
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From: David Greenwold


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: ActBlue
Date: 12/12/2007 03:27 PM


Secretary Dove:
 
I respectfully endorse the sentiments expressed in the Zuniga/BlogPAC 
letter of 12/12/07 regarding the ActBlue deliberations.  In short, I would 
like the FEC to:
 
- reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and 
- approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.
 
Thank you for your attention,
 
David Greenwold
49 Revere St. B
Boston, MA 02114
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From: Cario, Gasper


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:17 AM


I write in support of Draft A for opinion 2007-27.  Actblue is a conduit for flexibility 
of contributions.  Individuals are trying to speak to the government that has failed 
to listen.  Individuals are thrying to support candidates that are addressing their 
concerns.  Actblue is a tool for individual citizens to find like minded candidates 
and contribute accordingly.  These tools on both the liberal and conservative side 
should be supported and encouraged.
This is a clear a case as any of reformers accomplishing via technology 
what law alone cannot do: leveling the playing field between moneyed 
interests and small-dollar contributors by allowing anyone to become a 
"bundler", and to allow such contributors to have visual, real-time 
confirmation of their impact upon the process.  In the same way that the 
public financing system itself is designed to encourage and magnify the 
impact of small-dollar contributions, ActBlue facilitates those contributions 
occurring in the first place.  
 
Thank you for your attention in this matter,
 
Gasper Cario
Oxford, Michigan
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From: Dan Chambers


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/12/2007 03:37 PM


I agree with the supporters of Act Blue that you should adopt Draft A of the 
proposed changes to rules governing citizens' ability to organize and donate money 
via the internet. 


 
Thank you for your time,


 
Dan Chambers
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From: Noopur Davis


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31 - ActBlue
Date: 12/13/2007 11:36 AM


Please consider approving Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.  ActBlue is a vehicle
for ordinary folks to contribute to THEIR OWN preferences.  It does not
control where my contributions go; I do that.
Respectfully,
Noopur Davis
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From: Brendan Skwire


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: In Support of ActBlue
Date: 12/12/2007 03:38 PM


Dear Secretary Dove: 
 
A friedn forwarded me the following text from dailykos regarding Act 
Blue.  I support Act Blue, and hope you will as well.  I've pasted the 
paragraphs that I feel are relevant.  Please vote to support Act Blue.  
 
While ActBlue is a "political committee" in the strictest sense of the term, 
in reality it does not act as such.  ActBlue is a conduit for individual 
contributor preferences, to track and aggregate small-dollar contributors. 
 It asserts no control over the recipients of its funds; the site's only criteria 
is that the recipient be a Democrat. It fulfills FECA's anticorruption goals 
by reporting contributors' names, addresses, employers, and occupations 
to campaign, which in turn provide that information to the Commission as 
is legally required. 


This is a clear a case as any of reformers accomplishing via technology 
what law alone cannot do: leveling the playing field between moneyed 
interests and small-dollar contributors by allowing anyone to become a 
"bundler", and to allow such contributors to have visual, real-time 
confirmation of their impact upon the process.  In the same way that the 
public financing system itself is designed to encourage and magnify the 
impact of small-dollar contributions, ActBlue facilitates those contributions 
occurring in the first place.  


The regulation in question, 11 CFR 9034.3(f), was implemented at a time 
when tracking of individual contribution was much more difficult than it is 
today, and there is no danger of ActBlue becoming a conduit for above-
limit contributions given the technological advances which allow for 
heightened transparency and scrutiny of all contributions.


There is no conceivable purpose for campaign finance law that would be 
served by treating the ActBlue contributions as not-matchable under the 
law, as ActBlue presents none of the concerns articulated by the groups 
otherwise covered by 11 CFR 9034.3(f), and for these purposes is more 
akin to a credit card processor than any other entity.  This is technology 
being used to encourage small-dollar contributions which are at the heart 
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of reforming our campaign system, and to treat it as "dirty money" seems 
ludicrous.  Nothing distinguishes these from any other small-dollar 
contributions other than the website through which they were sent.  The 
Commission should reject the draft opinion and allow the Edwards 
campaign to seek matching funds for contributions transmitted by ActBlue.


Draft AO 2007-27:  Regarding ActBlue's desire to solicit contributions for 
restricted SSFs, we urge the Commission to adopt Draft A, the more 
permissive version.  Under Program 1, grassroots donors should be able to 
contribute to PACs whose objectives they support, and allowing ActBlue to 
serve as a conduit for such contributions does not implicate any of the 
policy concerns underlying the restrictions regarding SSFs.  The same 
source prohibitions and contribution amount limitations will be enforced, 
and no SSF funds will be expended outside the class.


There is no reason to prevent grassroots donors from contributing to PACs 
whose objectives they endorse.  Based on our experience with the 
netroots community, we are confident that grassroots donors would use 
ActBlue's Program 1 to support such groups, and that doing so serves the 
best interests of a healthy political process.  


Conclusion: Over the past few years, this Commission has shown 
tremendous sensitivity to the ways in which technology has transformed 
the terrain for campaign finance regulation, and has consistently taken an 
approach which encourages innovative efforts to encourage grassroots 
political activity through the Internet.  For those efforts to continue, we 
urge the Commission to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A 
for Opinion 2007-27.   


Thanks for your time, 
Brendan Skwire 
5012 Kingsessing Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19143 
Act Blue contributor 
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From: Phil Bailey


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:42 AM


Regarding ActBlue’s desire to solicit contributions for restricted SSFs, I 
urge the Commission to adopt Draft A, the more permissive version. 
 Under Program 1, grassroots donors should be able to contribute to PACs 
whose objectives they support, and allowing ActBlue to serve as a conduit 
for such contributions does not implicate any of the policy concerns 
underlying the restrictions regarding SSFs.  The same source prohibitions 
and contribution amount limitations will be enforced, and no SSF funds will 
be expended outside the class. 
 
Small donors are essential to a healthy democratic process. Both in 2004 
and today, small donors are a significant and important component. Here 
in Maine, we have 'celan elections' for our state legislators and over 70% 
of all candidates for the legislature run on clean elections (from both 
parties). To qualify as a clean election candidate, the candidate must 
gather X number of $5.00 checks from registered voters in their district. 
Again, it's small donors that make a big difference.  
 
I agree with the following comment already submitted:  
 
ActBlue is a conduit for individual contributor preferences, to track and 
aggregate small-dollar contributors.  It asserts no control over the 
recipients of its funds; the site’s only criteria is that the recipient be a 
Democrat. It fulfills FECA’s anticorruption goals by reporting contributors’ 
names, addresses, employers, and occupations to campaign, which in turn 
provide that information to the Commission as is legally required. 
This is a clear a case as any of reformers accomplishing via technology 
what law alone cannot do: leveling the playing field between moneyed 
interests and small-dollar contributors by allowing anyone to become a 
"bundler", and to allow such contributors to have visual, real-time 
confirmation of their impact upon the process.  In the same way that the 
public financing system itself is designed to encourage and magnify the 
impact of small-dollar contributions, ActBlue facilitates those contributions 
occurring in the first place.  
The regulation in question, 11 CFR 9034.3(f), was implemented at a time 
when tracking of individual contribution was much more difficult than it is 
today, and there is no danger of ActBlue becoming a conduit for above-
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limit contributions given the technological advances which allow for 
heightened transparency and scrutiny of all contributions.
There is no conceivable purpose for campaign finance law that would be 
served by treating the ActBlue contributions as not-matchable under the 
law, as ActBlue presents none of the concerns articulated by the groups 
otherwise covered by 11 CFR 9034.3(f), and for these purposes is more 
akin to a credit card processor than any other entity.  This is technology 
being used to encourage small-dollar contributions which are at the heart 
of reforming our campaign system, and to treat it as "dirty money" seems 
ludicrous.  Nothing distinguishes these from any other small-dollar 
contributions other than the website through which they were sent.  The 
Commission should reject the draft opinion and allow the Edwards 
campaign to seek matching funds for contributions transmitted by ActBlue.
 
I am an undecided voter and not an Edwards supporter. I do support a 
well informed and involved citizenry and this case speaks to that issue. 
Thank you,  
Phil Bailey 


More new features than ever. Check out the new AOL Mail! 
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From: Jofainer@aol.com


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/12/2007 04:05 PM


I agree totally with the Daily Kos letter by Adam...please make note of that fact....
there are many of us who support that point of view 
 
 
************************************** 
See AOL's top rated recipes (http://food.aol.com/top-rated-recipes?
NCID=aoltop00030000000004) 
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From: Oakland


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Act Blue: Approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27 & Reject Draft Opinion 2007-31.
Date: 12/13/2007 10:57 AM


Technology has transformed the terrain for campaign finance regulation, 
and has consistently taken an approach which encourages innovative 
efforts to encourage grassroots political activity through the Internet.  For 
those efforts to continue, I urge the Commission to reject Draft 
Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27.  
 
ActBlue is a conduit for individual contributor preferences, to track and 
aggregate small-dollar contributors.  It asserts no control over the 
recipients of its funds; the site's only criteria is that the recipient be a 
Democrat. It fulfills FECA's anticorruption goals by reporting contributors' 
names, addresses, employers, and occupations to campaign, which in turn 
provide that information to the Commission as is legally required.  
 
There is no conceivable purpose for campaign finance law that would be 
served by treating the ActBlue contributions as not-matchable under the 
law, as ActBlue presents none of the concerns articulated by the groups 
otherwise covered by 11 CFR 9034.3(f), and for these purposes is more 
akin to a credit card processor than any other entity.  This is technology 
being used to encourage small-dollar contributions which are at the heart 
of reforming our campaign system, and to treat it as "dirty money" seems 
ludicrous.  Nothing distinguishes these from any other small-dollar 
contributions other than the website through which they were sent.  The 
Commission should reject the draft opinion and allow the Edwards 
campaign to seek matching funds for contributions transmitted by ActBlue. 
 
Of all the campaigns, Edwards is the only one accepting public money and 
refusing money from PACs.  For you to further
undermine his efforts to run a "clean campaign" would be counter to the 
goals you attempt to meet.   
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From: Joseph/Lee Yetter


Reply To: lee@yetter.us


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Please reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27
Date: 12/13/2007 11:02 AM


ActBlue is legitimate, grass-roots, and transparent. I  urge the Commission 
to reject Draft Opinion 2007-31 and approve Draft A for Opinion 2007-27. 
  
Respectfully,  
Joseph Yetter, Allyn WA 


Be a better friend, newshound, and know-it-all with Yahoo! Mobile. Try it 
now.
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From: Christopher Roberts


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 10:46 AM


Hello,


I am writing to encourage the commission to approve Draft A for Opinion
2007-27. I have used ActBlue for all of my donations to political candidates
since I first became aware of ActBlue in 2005. When I contribute through
ActBlue, I consider the service it provides as a way to interact with the
candidate I donate to in a secure manner. I know that ActBlue, as a service,
provides a safe and secure manner for online transactions, a confidence I
may not have with a candidate's personal server. Thus, I consider gifts to
ActBlue a contribution to the candidate of my choice, not a contribution to
ActBlue.


Thank You,


Chris Roberts
19927 Sunnyside Dr
Seattle WA 98133
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