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CAUTION: [External Sender] This email originated outside of the Federal Election Commission. Do
not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Joanna,
 

1. Yes, your e-mail's explanation of CRF's inquiry is accurate.  Question 2(c) was intended
to include the other remaining method through which CRF sometimes compensates
attorneys (i.e., on an hourly basis for all or part of a matter).  It was similarly intended to
cover "all the types of payment arrangements that CRF might use for the proposed legal
services, including when the different methods are combined in various ways, for
different matters or attorneys or for different parts of the same matter. "   In the event
the Commission concludes only certain types of payment arrangements are permissible,
CRF can adapt its ongoing and future activities to rely on such permissible payment
structures.  

 
2. Yes. The litigation which CRF proposes in the second paragraph on Page 3 of its request

to bring on a pro bono basis on behalf of specific candidates and party committees
includes:

 
a. challenging the FEC's interpretation and application of a particular provision of

Title 52, chapter 301 federal campaign finance law and accompanying FEC
regulations; 

b. challenging the validity of those applicable FEC regulations under federal law; and 
c. challenging the constitutionality of those provisions of Title 52, chapter 301

federal campaign finance law and accompanying FEC regulations. 
 
For all claims, the provisions of federal campaign finance law and FEC regulations at issue
govern the conduct of the candidates and party committees.  Those candidates and
committees have definite, concrete plans to engage in conduct allegedly regulated by these
provisions and would have done so but for the chilling effect of federal law and regulations.  
 
 
Regards,
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Dan Backer
Direct: (202) 210-5431
dbacker@ChalmersAdams.com
 

This message and any attached materials are intended solely for the use of the intended recipient and may contain
information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this e-
mail is not the intended recipient or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient,
you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have
received this communication in error, please immediately notify us by return email and then delete the original message.

 
From: Joanna Waldstreicher <JWaldstreicher@fec.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2025 2:19 PM
To: Dan Backer <dbacker@chalmersadams.com>
Cc: Amy Rothstein <ARothstein@fec.gov>; Margaret Forman <mforman@fec.gov>
Subject: Request for Advisory Opinion

 
Dear Mr. Backer:
 
Thank you for speaking with us on August 26 and September 10 regarding your request for an
advisory opinion on behalf of Coolidge Reagan Foundation (“CRF”). We are following up to
confirm our understanding of the following information that you provided to us on the calls:
 
1. With respect to the payment models described on page 1 of the request, CRF proposes to
pay attorneys in three ways: (1) hourly billing (for all or part of a matter); (2) project-based, for
discrete pieces of work such as preparing a document, doing research or appearing in court;
and (3) a flat monthly rate.  In Question 2(c), “both” was intended to cover all the types of
payment arrangements that CRF might use for the proposed legal services, including when the
different methods are combined in various ways, for different matters or attorneys or for
different parts of the same matter.  Question 2 was also intended to include hourly payments.
 
2. With respect to the litigation described in the second paragraph on page 3 of the request,
CRF proposes to provide pro bono legal services on behalf of specific candidates and party
committees in seeking clarification of provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act and
Commission regulations, including:
(a)  Statutory interpretation regarding the applicable contribution limits for a certain type of
contribution and how to report it;
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(b) Whether contribution limits infringe free speech rights in a particular area;
(c) The application of the definition of Federal Election Activity to state parties’ activities;
(d) Coordinated communication rules.
 
Please reply to this email to confirm the accuracy of this information or to correct it as
necessary. Please note that your response may become part of the advisory opinion request. If
so, it will be posted on the Commission’s website.
 
Regards,
Joanna S. Waldstreicher
Office of General Counsel – Policy Division
(202) 694-1585
1050 First Street NE
Washington, DC  20463
 

This message and any attached materials are intended solely for the use of the intended
recipient and may contain information that is privileged, confidential or otherwise exempt
from disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this e-mail is not the intended recipient
or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please immediately
notify us by return email and then delete the original message. This law firm is a debt
collector, and any information obtained by the firm may be used for that purpose under federal
law and for purposes of the Fair Debt Collection Practices Act, or other applicable law.
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