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From: Peter Lytle


Reply To: pete@bluecampaigns.com


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:51 AM


Good morning Ms. Dove - As someone who supports the idea of "leveling the 
playing field" when it comes to political contributions, I want to encourage the 
FEC to count the contributions made via ActBlue as regular contributions for 
matching funds.  If we are not going to be moving in the direction of fully public-
funded campaigns soon, allowing large numbers of small donors to increase the 
impact of their contributions via matching funds is the next best thing.
 
This is critical for our democracy - thank you.
 


 
Peter Lytle 
_________________________________________________________


Blue Campaign Solutions
Peter Lytle, Principal
pete@bluecampaigns.com 
www.bluecampaigns.com
Cell: 614.893.4603
Fax: 866.727.1883
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From: Chris Boyd


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:38 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Chris Boyd


Batavia, IL 60510


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:familyman4@gmail.com

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: loel barr


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:51 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
loel barr


saugerties, NY 12477


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:loel@loelbarr.com
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From: Ellen Boroughf


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:39 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Ellen Boroughf


Edina, MN 55435


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 
I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidate's web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.  


Donors, using their basic intelligence and common sense, expected their donations through ActBlue to be matched, so 
they donated through ActBlue.  These are  people who have little to give.  They'd have donated directly to the 
candidates of their choice had they known that Draft AO 2007-31 would not match donations made through ActBlue.  Is 
this a sneaky way of trying to hurt the campaign of the candidate who has the best chance of winning.  I'm sure ActBlue 
is in a state of shock   So am I.  I am not at all happy.


 
Thank you.



mailto:ellenboroughf@msn.com
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From: Carmen Ferguson


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:51 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Carmen Ferguson


Galena, IL 61036


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:carmen@humus.com
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From: Edwin Partridge


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:41 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Edwin Partridge


San Francisco, CA 94117


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:teddy94110@netscape.net
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From: craig martin


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:51 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
craig martin


North Canton, OH 44720


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.


Grass roots donations must count, or our democracy is a sham.
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From: Christopher Walker


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: ActBue and FEC matching funds
Date: 12/13/2007 11:41 AM


Commission Secretary Dove:


Thank you for this opportunity for public comments about the 
status of ActBlue as it's being considered by the FEC.   


I live in Pennsylvaniaa, and I use ActBlue now and then to 
make small contributions to individual candidates I support.  


One of the reasons I like ActBlue best is that it's not a PAC.  I 
like the assurance that my contribution  


is being applied to my designated candidate.  It shouldn't be 
regulated as a PAC because it isn't one and doesn't operate 
like one.


It's my belief that the whole reason we have matching funds 
for politicians is to match dollars contributed to individual 
candidates  


by individual voters.  Am I mistaken?  I believe that's what 
I'm doing -- making small contributions to individual 
candidates --  


and therefore my contributions through ActBlue should be 
eligible for matching funds.


Please feel free to contact me if I can provide more 
information about my experiences with ActBlue  


and my belief in why it should not be subject to the same 
FEC restrictions as PACs insofar as matching funds are 
concerned.



mailto:chwalker.christopher@gmail.com

mailto:mdove@fec.gov





Thank you for this chance to provide input. 


 
           Sincerely, 
 
          Christopher Walker  
 








From: jayne davis


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:49 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
jayne davis


Santa Monica, CA 90404


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:jaynedavis@gmail.com
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From: Edgar Coble


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:49 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Edgar Coble


Fort Worth, TX 76133


 
Comment: I am writing to urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31. 


Please permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund 
Act.


ActBlue is no more than a clearinghouse for individual contributions. It does not direct or dictate any contribution I 
make--I do that.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 
I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidate's web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.


Ed Coble
Fort Worth, Texas



mailto:ed@edcoble.com
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From: stoermel


To: mdove@fec.gov


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


Ma'am.  My name is Christie Stoermer and I live in Zebulon, GA.  I'm an average 
American citizen, living in a small town in a rural area.  Thanks to ActBlue, I am 
also participating in my government via small political donations for the first time 
ever.  
 
With ActBlue, I'm not required to track down the individual campaigns and go 
through their registration process.  I don't want to be bombarded with never-
ending fundraising crap emailed or physically mailed to me day in and day out.  
Donating through ActBlue keeps the spam out of both my physical and cyber 
mailbox.  ActBlue is also a clearinghouse.  I can find my chosen candidates 
easily and donate to them all at the same time, without having to spend a goodly 
portion of my time going from individual site to individual site.
 
ActBlue doesn't donate money on my behalf, like some PACs do.  ActBlue simply 
forwards my money and my required disclosure information to the candidates 
that I choose to financially support.  Because of that, I can see no reason why 
donations to a presidential campaign made through ActBlue should not qualify 
for matching funds.  Preventing the matching funds would be penalizing the 
candidates, not to mention be detrimental to those of us who are trying to 
participate more fully in our elections.  Fewer candidates may be willing to allow 
fund-raising to occur on ActBlue if they know that the millions of small donations 
won't count for matching funds.  ActBlue isn't donating THEIR money to the 
candidates.  They're forwarding on MY money to the candidates.  There is a very 
large difference.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Christie Stoermer
16404 Barnesville Street
Zebulon, GA, 30295
 
 
 



mailto:stoermel@bellsouth.net
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From: Jonah Goodman


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:49 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Jonah Goodman


Washington , DC 20003


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:jonah.goodman@gmail.com
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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



mailto:ndavis@davissys.com
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From: loel barr


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:51 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
loel barr


saugerties, NY 12477


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:loel@loelbarr.com

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: Stuart Noble


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:37 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Stuart Noble


Corpus Christi, TX 78414


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:stumanchu2003@yahoo.com
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From: Richard Johnson


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:48 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Richard Johnson


Apex, NC 27539


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:richard-cityspace@nc.rr.com
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From: James Flanagan


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:47 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
James Flanagan


West Des Moines, IA 50266


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:flanaganj@qwest.net

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: Liz Connelly


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:48 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Liz Connelly


Chapel Hill, NC 27514


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:lizpolaris@gmail.com

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: David Meyer


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:35 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
David Meyer


Washington, DC 20010


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
Act Blue technology both improves transparency and ease of use for people seeking to participate in the political 
process.  It would be the height of injustice to reduce Act Blue contributors to second class status by refusing to 
match their contributions.  


Finagling over process shouldn't prevent a fair resolution here.  There is no possibility of abuse, and great 
possibility to punish new participants in the political process and the candidates they support. 



mailto:davemeyer@gmail.com
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From: Michael Calderin


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Comment on ActBlue Opinion
Date: 12/13/2007 11:57 AM


To the Commission:


As a prior Congressional candidate, I offer my ideas and experiences, hoping they assist 
you in drafting an advisory opinion regarding ActBlue and matching contributions.


I understand the letter of the law, 11 CFR 9034.3(f), declares contributions “drawn on 
the account of a committee” such as ActBlue are not matchable “even though the funds 
represent personal funds earmarked by a contributing individual….”


However, it is important to note that ActBlue does not raise funds to distribute to 
candidates.  ActBlue acts only as a conduit.  In non-political-speak, ActBlue functions as 
a credit card processor which consolidates incoming payments and regularly forwards 
checks to campaigns.


To the contributor, a contribution made to a candidate through ActBlue is no different 
than any other contribution.  Candidates report contributions through ActBlue as 
coming from the originating individual via the ActBlue conduit.


Contributions through ActBlue also count toward an individual’s maximum allowed 
contribution.  Herein, we find the spirit of the law as I understand it.  The purpose of 
itemizing contributions, assigning ownership, and limiting contributions is to reduce 
corruption and manipulation of our election process by those few with large amounts of 
money at their disposal.


Individuals expect that any contributions credited to them will be matchable up to the 
limit, whether a check sent through the mail, a contribution made online via a private 
card processor, or an online contribution via the ActBlue conduit.  Most people don’t 
understand that distinction; and as a technology consultant and potential lawmaker, if 
people don’t understand a distinction, most of the time there should not be one.


I urge you to allow contributions via ActBlue to count toward matching funds.  It is the 
most transparent and just ruling you could offer in this decision.


Thank you,


Michael Calderin



mailto:michael@michaelcalderin.com
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From: Mary Armon


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:45 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Mary Armon


Galesburg, IL 61401


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 
I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidate's web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:marmon@knox.edu

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: dennis.mishler@yale.edu


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: FEC decision regarding ACTBLUE
Date: 12/13/2007 11:57 AM


To whom it may concern,


As a US citizen, voter, and user of ActBlue, I wish to voice my opinion that the
FEC should allow individuals (such as myself) who use ActBlue to have their
contributions matched by the government.  I have given over $250 to the John
Edwards campaign using ActBlue because of its ease of use, and because it does
not take a large commission when using its service.


I sincerely hope you will not hinder the participation of individuals such as
myself in our political system.  Please allow my contributions to be matched
(to the maximum of $250).


thank you,


Dennis Mishler, New Haven, CT



mailto:dennis.mishler@yale.edu

mailto:mdove@fec.gov






From: Jacqueline Shulters


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:46 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Jacqueline Shulters


Woodland, CA 95695


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:tgypsy_jcs@yahoo.com
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From: AJ Schuler


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:58 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
AJ Schuler


ALEXANDRIA, VA 22305


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:AJ@SchulerSolutions.com

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






From: Richard Menke


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:46 AM


To the Federal Election Commission:


I'm very concerned about the possibility that the FEC may deem 
individual contributions to a presidental candidate through ActBlue 
ineligible for federal matching funds.


As you know, ActBlue really functions as a clearing house for 
individual donors. It does not endorse candidates or single them out 
for more or less funding--indeed, it routinely processes 
contributions to multiple candidates running for the same position, 
as long as they are Democrats. It makes it much easier for individual 
donors to take part in the political system--the very concept that 
federal matching funds seem designed to honor as well.


I hope you will make the correct decision on this matter, and find 
individual donations submitted through ActBlue eligible for federal 
matching funds.


Thank you for your time and attention.


Sincerely yours,


Richard Menke
190 Tuxedo Rd.
Athens, GA 30606



mailto:telegraphic@earthlink.net
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From: Kristen Roach


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 12:00 PM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Kristen Roach


Dublin, OH 43016


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission. As I contribute to a 
candidate through ActBlue, I contribute with a knowledge that I am making an individual contribution to a specific 
candidate, not to a PAC. 


 
Thank you.
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From: Gina Cooper


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:47 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Gina Cooper


Forestville, CA 95436


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: catherine kussman


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:53 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
catherine kussman


San Francisco, CA 94109


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: anne frank


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:43 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
anne frank


jacksonville, FL 32277


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: Gary Stewart


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Draft AO 2007-31
Date: 12/13/2007 11:53 AM


Ms. Dove;
 
I am very upset, that as a person living on a fixed income, who sacrificed 
a great deal so I could give to, and have my limited small donations 
matched by the Federal Government, that most of my efforts are now to 
be discounted.
I used the internet option of ActBlue to make my donations, believing that 
it was set up to help independant folks like myself direct my small 
contributions safely and directly, and at less processing charges to my 
candidates campaign.
I made almost all of those donations with the express purpose of having 
those funds matched, and now I am feeling disenfranchised and, if money 
is speech in our current system, silenced.
I could have as easily have used my candidates website for processing my 
donations, but felt processing agents like ActBlue encouraged participation 
in our democracy by poor and disabled people like myself.  
I had hoped that those donations, once matched, might dilute some of the 
obcene amounts of money pouring into our political system 
thrucorporations and their lobbyists.
I worry that this impending ruling by your Commission might be the result 
of a policy of suppressing Democratic Votes in much the same way we are 
hearing  has been the policy of the Justice Department.
Please take into consideration that most, if not all of us who donated thru 
what we believed was a mere processing agent, and not a Political Action 
Committee for these express processing purposes, will view any ruling 
barring matching funds as suppression of our speech, and not in keeping 
with the spirit of campaign finance laws.
                                                                                             Gary 
Stewart
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From: Kyle Chernoff


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:44 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Kyle Chernoff


Raleigh, NC 27612-1811


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


I personally donate primarily through ActBlue.  It makes small donor contributions like mine easy.  ActBlue has never 
solicited donations, and is not an active organization in the way that is typical of the PACs that the original law was 
designed to guard against.  I think this is a case where the FEC must carefully examine the intent of the law, rather 
than simply the letter of the law.  Upon doing so, I am confident the Commission will find ActBlue an exemplary pillar 
of support to the goals of the election regulations.


Thanks,
 - Kyle Chernoff
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From: Nate Kilbert


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Allow matching funds for donations through ActBlue
Date: 12/13/2007 11:55 AM


I agree with Adam Bonin and Blogpac.  Disallowing matching would 
pervert the spirit of the public campaign finance regime. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Nate 
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From: Joe Jordan


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:44 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Joe Jordan


jacksonville, FL 32277


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.



mailto:zazzle1210@gmail.com

mailto:feccomment@johnedwards.com






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.



mailto:rrriffe@yahoo.com

mailto:mdove@fec.gov

http://us.rd.yahoo.com/evt=51733/*http://mobile.yahoo.com/;_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ

http://us.rd.yahoo.com/evt=51733/*http://mobile.yahoo.com/;_ylt=Ahu06i62sR8HDtDypao8Wcj9tAcJ






From: Josey Jordan


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:45 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Josey Jordan


jacksonville, FL 32277


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: Carol Greenway


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:53 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Carol Greenway


Newark, DE 19713


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: Denise Hamel


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:53 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Denise Hamel


Centennial, CO 80111


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: Jennifer Samuelsen


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:52 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
Jennifer Samuelsen


Lincoln, AR 72744


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.


Jennifer Samuelsen
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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: al frank


To: feccomment@johnedwards.com


Subject: FEC Comment
Date: 12/13/2007 11:42 AM


-----------------------------------------
FEC Comment Submission (johnedwards.com)
-----------------------------------------


 
al frank


jacksonville, FL 32277


 
Comment: I am writing to comment on Draft Advisory Opinion 2007-31. I urge the Commission to reject Draft AO 2007-31, 
and permit individual credit card contributions made online through ActBlue to be matched under the Matching Fund Act.


 
As a supporter of public financing, I believe the Commission should be removing obstacles for presidential candidates 
to participate in the matching funds system. The Commission should be embracing new technologies and grassroots 
financing of presidential campaigns. Draft AO 2007-31, on the other hand, would have the Commission erect new barriers 
to participation in matching funds.


 


I understand that individuals' contributions through a presidential candidateâ❨�s web site are readily matchable. Why 
should an online contribution through ActBlue be any less matchable? The draft advisory opinion barely addresses this 
question, much less provides an answer, and it should therefore be rejected by the Commission.


 
Thank you.
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From: Bob Kummer


To: mdove@fec.gov


Subject: Support ActBlue Qualifying for Matching
Date: 12/13/2007 11:42 AM


Dear Ms. Dove,
 
I write in support of individual political contributions collected through ActBlue 
and similar services qualifying for Federal matching.  ActBlue's role is clearly 
as a service provider and a conduit, facilitating individual small dollar 
donations for candidates.  It does not make any decisions regarding the funds 
so collected, but merely transmits them on to the campaign.  This is 
functionally no different from a campaign paying an independent service 
provider to open envelopes and log checks received by mail.  ActBlue's role 
is fully consistent with helping to achieve the stated goals of the Commission.
 
Very truly yours,
Bob Kummer
Seattle, WA
206/633-6668
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