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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1326 K SIREET NW.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

THIS 1S THE END OF MR 1 /S0

Date Filned &// 743 Camera No. ——- 2
Cameraman & '4
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information (6) Persona} privacy

v

(2) Internal rules and (7) Investigatory
practices files

2.8

£~ (3) Exempted by other (8) Banking Information
statute

(4) Trade secrets and (9) Well Information
commercial or (geographic or
financial information geophysical)

Internal Documents
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

April 22, 1983

Loren Smith, Esquire
Former Chief Counsel,

Reagan Bush Committee
c/o Ronald E. Robertson, Esquire
Musick, Peeler and Garrett
1200 18th Street - Suite 1175
Washington, D.C. 20036

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Smith:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with
the Commission on October 10, 1980 concerning the Committee
For An Independent Judiciary ("Committee").

After conducting an investigation in this matter, the
Commission determined that there was reason to believe that
the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) and § 4414, and
26 U.S.C. § 9012(f). On April 13, 1983, the Commission
voted to take no further action against the Committee with
respect to the aforementioned violations, thereby concluding
the matter.

740

..,
2

Accordingly, the file has been closed and will become
part of the public record within thirty (30) days. Enclosed
is a copy of the closing report to the Co ssion.

3

arles Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

April 22, 1983

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
c/o0 Simpson, Thacher and Bartlett

1 Battery Park Plaza

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Mr. Beattie:

On April 13, 1983, the Commission voted to take no further
action against the Committee for an Independent Judiciary with
respect to violations of 2'U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414 and
26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) during the 1980 general election for
President. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
and will become part of the public record within thirty (30)
days.

If you have any questions, you may contact Attorney Daniel

General Counsel




In the Matter of )
)
The Committee for an Independent )

Judiciary )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Recording Secretary for the Federal
Election Camission Executive Session on April 13, 1983, do hereby
certify that the Commission decided by a vote of 5-1 to take the

4

following actions in MUR 1308:
1. Take no further action against the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary for violations
of 2 U.S.C. §§433(a) and 4414, and 26 U.S.C.
§9012(f).

2. Approve the sending of the letter attached to
the General Counsel's March 24, 1983 report.

3. CIOSE THE FIIE.
Caomnissioners Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche
voted affimmatively for the decision; Commissioner Aikens dissented.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

MWASHINCTON, DO 204618

CHARLES STEELE, GENERAL COUNSEL
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JAN SAVAGE __/\S
MARCH 30, 1983

OBJECTION - MUR 1398 General Counsel's
Report signed March 24, 1983

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on March 28, 1983 at 4:00.

Objections have been received from the Commissioners

as indicated by the name(s) checked:

Commiss ioner Aikens .>(

Commissioner Elliott ?

Commissioner Harris

~
o
e
o
<
(@)
M

Commissioner McDonald

8

Commissioner McGarrv

Commissioner Reiche

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

agenda for Tuesday, Aoril 12, 19%3.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM

TO: Office of the Commission Secretary

FROM: Office of General Counsel(/

DATE: March 28, 1983

SubIReT: MUR 1308 - GC Rpt

The attached is submitted as an Agenda document

for the Commission Meeting of

Open Session

Closed Session

CIRCULATIONS DISTRIBUTION

Sensitive

48 Hour Tally Vote ;; Compliance
]
Non-Sensitive ]

Audit Matters
24 Hour No Objection ]
Sensitive ]
Non-Sensitive ]

Litigation
Closed MUR Letters
Information ] Status Sheets
Sensitive
Non-Sensitive Advisory Opinions

Other (see distribution
Other below)




BEPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSI?N

In the Matter of )

) e MARZE PI2: 10
The Committee for An Independent) MUR 1308
Judiciary )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT ms’ nVE

BACKGROUND

On January 19, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe
that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary ("Committee")
violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by failing to file a statement of
organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming a
political commi%tee and 2 U.S.C. § 4414 by failing to provide a
statement of candidate authorization or non-authoriziation on a
newspaper solicitation which expressly advocated the election of
a candidate for President.l/ 1In addition, the Commission found
reason to believe that the Committee violated 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 in support of Jimmy
Carter, an eligibile candidate who received public funding in the
1980 general election for President.

Thereafter, the Office of General Counsel notified the
Committee of the Commission's findings and requested the
Committee to respond to questions and produce documents. On
February 25, 1981, the Committee produced the documents and

submitted answers to the questions. 1In its response, the




MUR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 2

Committee Treasurer acknowledged that Committee expenditures

exceeded $1000, but denied that they had been made knowingly and

willfully.2/ The Committee Treasurer had previously acknowledged

that the Committee had not registered as a political committee in
a timely fashion, and apologized for the two-week delay.

Finally, the Treasurer indicated that the Committee's failure to
include the full disclaimer under section 4414 in one of its
newspaper advertisements was inadvertent; as evidence of this, he

included a copy of another advertisement which included the full

disclaimer.

2/ According to reports filed with the Commission, the Committee

expended a total of $9,214 to further the election of Jimmy
Carter.




MUR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 3

DISCUSSION

The major issue in this matter involves 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f).
On January 19, 1982, the Supreme Court affirmed by an equally-
divided Court the finding by a three-judge District Court for the
District of Columbia that 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) is

unconstitutional. Common Cause v. Schmitt; Federal Election

Commission v. Americans For Change, 512 F. Supp. 489 (D.D.C.

1980) (three-judge court), aff'd by an equally divided court, 455

U.S. 129 (1982). The equally divided nature of the decision
does not resolve the issue of the constitutionality of Section
9012(f) as a judgment entered by an equally divided Court is not

"entitled to precedential weight."™ Trans World Airways v.

Hardison, 432 U.S.C. 63, 73 n.8 (1977). See also, Neil v.

Biggers, 409 U.S. 138 (1959); Inman v. Baltimore and Ohio

Railroad Co., 361 U.S. 138 (1959); and Ohio ex rel Eaton v.

Price, 364 U.S. 263 (1960). See Agenda Document #82-170.

With respect to this matter, the Commission must decide
whether or not to proceed further against violations of 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f) committed during the 1980 election. The parties in FEC
v. AFC made independent expenditures of $3,754,599 to further the

election of Ronald Reagan.4/ The Committee's expenditures,

4/ Based on reports filed with the Commission, the Fund for a
Conservative Majority spent $1,772,535 in independent
expenditures, the Americans for an Effective Presidency spent
$1,270,208 and Americans for Change spent $711,856.
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MUR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 4

in contrast, were approximately 0.2% of this amount and consisted
of several newspaper advertisements and a single mailing to a
limited audience. While the General Counsel believes that the
Commission may legally proceed against violations of 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f) committed during the 1980 election, this office does
not recommend proceeding further in this matter. Given the
unique situation of a deadlocked Supreme Court on the issue as
raised in the 1980 election, the General Counsel believes that the
Commission can consider avoidance of further litigation on this
same issue as a valid exercise of the Commission's judgment in
enforcing the law. The statutory provision remains in force, and
those who wish to assert a Constitutional right to make such
expenditures in 1984 can take steps to bring the issue before the
courts. Accordingly, the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission should not pursue this issue in this case.

In addition to section 9012(f), the Commission found reason
to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and
4414.

2 U.S.C. § 433(a) - The Committee failed to register within

10 days of becoming a political committee. After being notified
that a complaint had been filed, the Committee registered with
the Commission. Although the Committee registered approximately
2 weeks late, it subsequently filed all required reports.

2 U.S.C. § 441d - In one of its newspaper advertisements,

the Committee did not fully comply with this provision. The
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MUR 1308 - General Counsel's Report
Page 5

advertisement did indicate that the Committee had paid for it;
since it was a solicitation, however, the advertisement should
have also stated whether or not it was authorized by a candidate.
The Committee also placed other advertisements which were
identical to the one in question, except that they contained the
required non-authorization notice. It appears, therefore, that
this minor violation in this one instance was inadvertent.

Since this matter has been pending for some time, and since
the Office of General Counsel believes that the violations of
2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 441d are relatively minor, this office
recommends that the Commission take no further action and close
the file.

Recommendations

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission:

1. Take no further action against the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary for violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and
4414, and 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f).

2. Approve the sending of the attached letter to the

Committee Treasurer.

2¢ Ndu SO

Date Chdrles N. Steele
General Counsel

Attachment
Letter to the Committee Treasurer
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
c/o Simpson, Thacher and Bartlett

1 Battery Park Plaza

New York, N.Y. 10004

Dear Mr. Beattie:

On » 1983, the Commission voted to take no further
action against the Committee for an Independent Judiciary with
respect to violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414 and
26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) during the 1980 general election for
President. Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter
and will become part of the public record within thirty (30)
days.

If you have any questions, you may contact Attorney Daniel
J. Blessington of this office at (202) 523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

MEMORANDUM TO o

FROM: Samanda Soares ;
] Docket Clerk

SUBJECT: Returned Letters

DATE: Tone S, Q%

The following letter MUR \>*¥ yas
returned. Pi‘ease write a memo to the file
and advise on what to do. If you wish to
resend the letter, please have envelope(s)

and green card(s) made.

Thanks
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Richard I. Beattie
SIMPSON THACHER & BARTLETT
ONE BATTERY PARK PLAZA
NEW YORK, N.Y. 0004

Daniel J. Blessington, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463




1. The jollowing service is requested (check ons.)
C] Show to whom and dats dellvesed...cco000000
CJ Show to wham, date and sddsess of Jelivery...
C RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to wham and date deliveredeccccccccces
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to wham, date, end addreas of delivery $occe

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2. ARTICLE ADORESSED TO

L\iways cbtain sinaturs of gddrensse o

1 have veceived the article descsibed shove.
SIGNATURE

©ATE OF DL IVERY




aftermailing | 'MSVOMER - Complets items 1 or 2 and 3 through € below. /
in this Add your sddrens in the “ml!lﬂm"mnam

o AS 4R MAILING: mmdmmwmmum“
c $2.10 ;¥ gage at loftyy
DUPLICATE: name of person who signed for articls and date of
* delivesy

a2 DUPLICATE: provide name of person who signed for article, date of delivery, snd
* place of delivery

e — s

a MAILING OATE 3. CONTENTS (If knowny
" Z . [ Y,
@ ARTICLE ADORESSED TO

POSTAL 6. DATE OF DELIVERY
RECORDS
jalorerw]
oELIVERY

only

i INITIALS

75 Form 381V-A, Sep. 1978 + USGPO: 1978—753-986/85 REQUEST FOR RETURN RECEIPT (APTER M

QLAMS DEPT.
m“ QTP“O.‘

JEW YORK, kY. 30023

-~

A ,) - /,‘
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ran b2 ol
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v

'.ena"‘“/“ :

New Yorx C-~J Listrict

f\‘\t\m, WGVLK (H\? MAL fNCOQ'SﬁQ
THis 35 BuT DD ner 8164 THE SR

#USGPO: 1978 — 753-000

ITEM 0-13 {Additional Remarks on Reverse)
Aug. 1976 {Formerly Form 13)
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

N%

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE ,((\
FROM: MARTORIE W. EMMONS, /JODY CUSTER gt/
DATE : MAY 13, 1981
SUBJECT : OBJECTION - MUR 1308 Memorandum to the -
Commission, dated May 12, 1981; Received
in OCS, 5-13-81, 7:25
The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 11:00, May 13, 1981.

Commissioner Harris submitted an-objection at 12:35,

May 13, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

Agenda for Wednesday, May 27, 1981.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE Jd\

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS /JODY CUSTER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

DATE: MAY 13, 1981

SUBJECT: ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MUR 1308 Memorandum to
the Commission, dated May 12, 1981; Received
in OCS, 5-13-81, 7:25

You were notified previously of an objection by

Commissioner Harris.

Commissioner Thomson submitted an additional objection

'\’
&
=

at 3:18, May 13, 1981.

This matter will be discussed in executive session

740

on Wednesday, May 27, 1981. A copy of Commissioner Thomson's

3

vote sheet with comments is attached.

-
LY

3

Attachment:
Vote sheet
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May 12, 1981

MEMORANDUN TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
PROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1308

Please have the attached Memo distributed to the
Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary.
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1l-E
New-York, New York 10022

Dear Mr. Beattie: g

The Federal Election Commission notified you on October
10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA") and Chapters 95 and 96

of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded
to you at that time. 3

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason to
believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECA
of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title
26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by failing to file a statement
of organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming
a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated

2 U.S.C. § 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate

authorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,

an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the election

of Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified camdidate for Presxdent).




Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Two
MUR 1308

- L ]

Finally,. alJ¥hough not alleged in the complaint, the
__ Commjission has determined based upon review of reports on
“~file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.

§ 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on
behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public
matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your
committee may have violated this provision by expending
a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy.Carter, for adver-
tisements in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,
and-Legal Times; and by expendxng an additional $3,568.79 in
support of Jimmy Carter in connection with maxlxngs, printing,
xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule E
of the 30 day Post-General Report. 1/

Your response to the Commission's initial notification
of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the
enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of
Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this
matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;
however, in the absence of any information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your committee,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance
stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the mattet to
be made public.

On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal
with the United States Supreme Court from a decision
regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
- (Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Chagg_,
S A Nos. 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)
.. (Three-Judge Court).




Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Three
MUR 1308 y
If you have any questions, please contact Daniel
e -—-\Bleséington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc ly

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures

~
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Procedures
Request for Answers to Questions and
Production of Documents
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One’Battery Park Plaza
‘ew York, New York 10004
(212) 908-2635

February 25, 1981
Re: MUR 1308

Daniel Blessington, Esgqg.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Blessington:

—~——
=

q,.‘.

I am writing in response to the Chairman's 1ett§§
of January 19, 1981 concerning the complaint filed againsg?
the Committée for an Independent Judiciary (the “Committé?").
I should note in passing that the letter was delayed in ;;
reaching me because we have dissolved the Committee and no
longer retain the previous mail address. Any future corre-
spondence to me and/or the Committee should be addressed to
the address indicated above.

Please find enclosed answers to the questions en-

closed with the Chairman's letter, together with copies of

the reguested documents.

" as I also

indicated, while the expenditures of the Committee did exceed
$1,000, we did not knowingly or wilfully violate 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f).

I appreciate your assistance in this matter, and if
I can provide any further information, please do not hesitate

to call me.

Very truly, ygprs,

2

Enclosures Richard I. Beattie
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1308
Committee For An Independent
Judiciary, et al.

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

New York, New York 10022

The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
Treasurer of the Conmnmittee For An Independent Judiciary, or
your authorized agent having knowledge of the information
sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten
(10) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

1. Please state your name and address.

Richard I. Beattie
One Battery Park Plaza
New York, New_Yprk 10004 .

2. What is your position and what are your duties
and responsibilities with the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary?
I was the Treasurer of the Committee. As such I prin-
cipally maintained the bank account and records for the
Committee.

3. On what date did contributions received on
behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

September 30, 1980

4. Please describe in detail any agreement(s) with
Byron, Reinus, Ridder and Finn which in any way
relate, refer or pertain to services provided to
or in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary. Include the dates of any agreements,
and identify the parties involved.

We had no agreements, as such, with Ruder & Finn, Inc.

. Sometime on or around September 23, 1980, Byron Reimus
qf Ruder & Finn agreed' verbally to do the xeroxing, mail-
ing and other administrative services for the Committee
at full cost. Mr. Reimus, like others on the Committee,
donated his personal time.
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Please submit copies of all documents and materials
which in any way relate, refer or pertain to any
agreement referred to in Request Number 4. Include
any written ayreements, as well as billings.

See answer to number 4. Enclosed are copies of bills
received from Ruder & Finn.

Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.

See below.

Please submit representative copies of any mailings
produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary.

See below.

Please describe the audience to which any mailings
referred to in Request Number 7 were directed.

The mailing was sent to lawyers across the country, the
list for which was compiled by members of the Committee.

The enclosed bill from Ruder & Finn dated October 29, 1980
details the services provided and dates of such services.
Ruder & Finn basically provided messenger services, Xeroxing,
photocopying, mailing, collating and stapling and other
miscellaneous administrative services.

One mailing on behalf of the Committee was sent by Ruder

& Finn. The mailing consisted of a letter from the Commit-
tee and a copy of a news story from the September 15, 1980
National Law Journal. A copy of the letter, which was
reprinted in the October 13, 1980 issue of The National
Law Journal, is enclosed, together with a copy of the

news story included in the mailing.




——a—"& Inter-office memo ROUTE TO:
14

1.
Date: October 29, 1980 2.

To: Byron Reimus ' 3.

From: Bookkeeping | 4.

Subject: Law Committee Expenses .

CONFIDENTIAL

The following bills are outstanding in your name, on behalf of the Conmittee
for an Independent Judiciary, as of October 13.

- i

Messenger Services /I

September 23 - Octcber 13 ' | $ 517.00
Mailgrams

September 23 - September 26 180.00
Press Kits

September 24 - September 25

Covers (100)

Photocopies of Contents (3,800)
Collating & Stapling

o
~
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3

Postage

Memo to Editors
Press Kits Following Press Briefing

Telecopier Charges

September 25 - QOctober 3

Additional Photocopying

Memo to Editors & Miscellaneous Copies (1,500)

Stationery
Letterhead Design & Typesetting ; 170.00

" 4

SUBTOTAL . o oeoisieews s . cesecssseesss § 1,531.80




Nailing
rinting -- 5,000 copies of each

P
2
c)

- d)

Two-page National Law Journal reprint,
page printed both sides
Reply envelope--address printed front

Postage -- Total 3,428 letters mailed
b) Total

Collating & Stapling

r
L B

Telephone (September 23 - October 23)
SUBTOTAL (OTHER EXPENSES)

TOTAL QUISTANBING. o sy e et ceaneisens Slareleies o ane

Sttt PAGE THO/  Law CommithExpenses: Byron Reimus

Two-page letter, one page printed both sides
OQutside envelope--address printed back flap

a) Total 3,217 letters mailed at @ 15¢ each
211 letters mailed at @ 28¢ each

Folding R
i Inserting 4
M
o Sealing & Metering
o Delivery to Post Office
¥ SUBBONAL (HATHEING) o -ecassierers-srsios israis oinaiotaatsfeltleeiarels (e
o
i Other Expenses
:; Chemist's Club--Septémber 25 Press Briefing
= Out-of-Pocket Costs (Taxi 3x)

RS,

| ® '10)2-5180'

one

1,109.00
482.00
59.08
232.00
145.60
177.36
NC
35.00
veeesees § 2,240,084

86.45
10.50
NC



04-543 4602

DATE . SEavice
T TR DESCRIPTION AMOUNT CHANGE

DY "liEfJISIS BUILDING COiA@NY

25|80 [BANOUET FOND 47.50 C 7615
25|20 |PRIVATE NINING ROOM 25.00
25|20 |NeYeCe OCCUPANCY TaX

YOUR ATTENTION 1S DIRECTED YO TME CRED!T TERMS ON THE
9881 PLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNT

PLEASE PETURN THIS PORTIOM VITH vO!'1? CHECK

CHEMISTS BUILDING CO.

52 EAST 415t STREET

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017
(212) 532-7649 D-U-N-S 04-543-4602

ACCI. NO.

9881 PLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNT

" KINDLY MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO CHEMISTS BUILDING CO.
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RUDER X FINN CO
110 EAST 59TH ST
NEV YORK NY 10022
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(:c.i ITTELE FOR AN INDI;‘PENDHN'I'JUDlCIb
209 East S6th Street
Suite 1-E
New York, New York 10022
(212) 9-i0-0999

TO THOSE CONCERNED ABOUT A POSSIBLiE REAGAN SUPREME COURT

Will you join us in the Committee for an Independent Judiciary?

As a Committee, we support the re-election of Jimmy Carter because
the next President of the United States may appoint a majority of the Justices
of the Supreme Court. '

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the alarming
prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right wing ideology. On race
relations, sex discrimination, freedom of speech and press, the rights of the
accused, and on the environment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty,
decency and reason. We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas. And, this con-
cern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

The Republican platform pledges to work for the "appointment of
Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect traditional family values and
the sanctity of innocent human life." Leaders of the bar who practice across
the spectrum of legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar Association,
Leonard Janofsky said that it is "improper...very dangerous and out of order.
I wouid think there would be a lot of Republicans, including myself, who
would be very much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has also
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of California,
Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological purity in his judicial nom-
inees. A recent article in a national law periodical reports that "(i)n
California, Mr. Reagan's administration often would quiz potential nominees on
the minutiae of their political thinking." His staff fed judicial selection
panels a diet of blue chip, right of center white and male nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that Jimmy Carter's
judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addition to having selected
about 40 women and 50 members of minorities (more than all his predecessors
combined) out of over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual achievement. They
include law school deans and professors, Wall Street type lawyers, sole prac-
titioners, labor lawyers and public interest lawyers. Their performance
generally has borne out the promise of their records.
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PAGE TWO/ To Those‘ncerned About A Possible Rebn Supreme Court

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes beiween adversaries,
but scots rules of law and a moral tone for the country. Those who object
to various Jimmy Carter policies and deeds have to ask not only whether
Ronald Reagan would perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan
majority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of America they
want for the next generation, not merely the next four years.

The Committee for an Independaent Judiciary will: (1) Send this
letter to other lawyers across the nation and urge them to join; (2) Solicit
contributions to pay for mailings, advertisements and related activity; (3)
Urge its members to hold press conferences, write articles and letters to the
editor, and appear on radio and television to express their views on this is-
sue; (4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation of similiar groups
throughout the country; and (5) Urge formation of student and faculty
groups on campuses to express the views set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in the
election. We are asking others to join as independent members of the legal
profession, without regard to political party affiliation. The Committee is
and will remain unaffiliated with any political party.

We hope you will complete the form below and return it to us with
your contribution. If you would like our assistance or thoughts on ways to
communicate these crucial issues to the genaral public living in your region,
please don't hesitate to call us at: (212) 940-0999.

We look forward to hearing from you.

-

Chairman: THE HONORABLE MARVIN E. FRANKEL
Former United States District Judge
Southern District, New York

Vice Chairman: JACK GREENBERG
Dlrector-Counsel
NAACP Legal Defense &¢ Educational Fund

Secretary/Treasurer: RICHARD |. BEATTIE
Partner

i h
Affiliation For 1.D. Only FUMEsSnz ihia e & Eantisth

You may list my name as a member of the Committee for an Iﬁdependent
Judiciary.

Enclosed please find my contribution of $
(Please make checks payable to "Comnittee for an Independent Judiciary)

NAME:

AFFILIATION:

(For 1.D. Only),;
ADDRESS: ~
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Candidate Eyes Political Screen Test for Nominees
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| _Reagan Judges: In His Image?

By JamMEs S. GRANELLI
National Law fournal Suff Reporver

RONALD REAGAN feels he was betrayed by one of
his key judicial appointees when he was governor of
California, and his aides say he won't let the same
thing happen again if he is elected president.

_ That resolve could lead to some of the most inten-
sive political screening of federal judicial candidates -
ever, Reagan watchers say, and to uneasy confronta-
tions between the president and senators over
nominees.

Signals from Mr. Reagan's camp suggest that the
former governor, determined to fill the federal bench
with persons who share his conservative philosophies, .
may be ready to challenge a centuries-old system of
political accommodation that has given U.S. senators
virtual appointment power over federal judges. ..
A senator from a given state would be very in-
fluential, but I'm quite certain that the senators
, wouldn’t be the only source of recommenda;tiom."
r ﬁmq sa;:nl\:'l:f:r:n ::;e::h Smith, Mr. Reagan’s long: .
L NS SR, .
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Reagan Wagy on judiciai fgppoimtments

Continued from page 1

time personal lawyer and adviser on
judicial appointments. “‘We certainly
wouldn't turn over (the selection
process| to the present senators,'' Mr.
Snith added. an apparent reference to
Mr. Rcagan'a feelings that the Senate
is overly influenced by liberals.

In California, Mr. Reagan's ad-
ministration often would quiz potential
appointees on the minutiae of their
political thinking. and his aides sug-
geost he would show no reluctance to in-
stitute a similar policy on a federal

level.
‘One Helluva Survey’

**Anybody Reagan as president
would nominate for judge is going to
have one heliuva survey done on him,"
said one veteran California court
observer.

Presumably, one of the issues Mr.
Reagan will be most concerned with ia
the tontroversial Republican platform
plank, which he has embraced. calling
for the appointment of judges who
“respect . . . the sanctity of human
life.*

Traditionally, most federal court
appointments are made by the presi.
dent upon the recommendation of the
senior senator from his party in the
state where the vacancy occurs. In the
past, the president has almost in.
variably followed the senators’ wishes.
Where a state has no senators of the
president's party. a compromise can-
didate is usually appointed. (Since
1978, under a directive from President
Carter, federsl appeliate judges are
recommended by special screening
panels.)

Persons close to Mr. Reagan
pointedly note that the former gover-
nor has shown no reluctance in the past
to break with tradition in matters of
judicial appointments. In his first
week as governor in 1987, they said. he
bucked convention in refusing to ac-
cept certain state senators’ nomina.
tions for trial-level judgeships.

**They said it was tradition;
Reagan said the tradition has ended."”
said state Supreme Court Justice Wil.
llam P. Clark Jr., once the governor's
chief of staff.

Paliticul Affront

Mr. Reagan'’s apparent determina-
tion to screen judicial candldates ex-
haustively to be certain that they mir-
ror his conservatism appears to stem
from a political atfront he suffered at
the hands of Donald Wright, the man
he chose to be the state Supreme Court
chief justice. It was Mr. Reagan’'s first
Supreme Court appointment — and it
turned into one of his biggest disap-
pointments.

Mr. Wright was selected shortly
after the retirement of the renowned
Chlef Justice Roger Traynor, who had
been too much of a judicial activist for
Mr. Reagan's tastes.

The governor was looking for what
he termed a strict constructionist — a
conservative who was hard on law-
and-order issues and who took a dim
view on expanding the rights of the ac-
cused. Above all, he wanted someone
who would uphold the state's death
penalty law, and he thought he had
found such a man in Mr. Wright, an
able trial court judge whom Mr.
Reagan had elevated to an in-
termediate appeliate bench in 1968.

But in 1972, two years after he
became chief justiee, Mr. Wright
authored the 6-1 majority opinion that
struck down the death penaity. The
ruling in People v. Ardcrson. 8 Cal.3d
628, came four months before the U.S.
S8upreme Court's broad opintof in-
validating state capita! punishment
laws. Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238.
Justice Wright wént on to join other
liberal colleagues in expanding the

i

AS GOVERNOR of California, Ronaid Reagan appointed Donald Wright (le

later said he regretted the selection.

rights of the injured and the accused.
and he apparently reneged on what
some Reagan associates thought wasa
promise to retire in 1973. (He eventual-
ly retired in 1977.)

Mr. Reagan later said publicly that
he regretted having appointed Mr.
Wright.

The Wright affair spurred a
dramatic change in the way Mr.
Reagan made his judicial appoint-
ments. In his first term. before the
death penalty case, judicial candidates
often didn't even know they were being
considered. Mr. Wright, for example.
said the only background information
he lecarned the administration had on
him was a single page of biographicai
information. Robert 8. Thompson. a
trial judge elevated by Mr. Reagan in
1968 to an appeallate bench, said he
never even went through aninterview,
20 Puges of Questions

But after the death penaity rebuff. a
lengthy questionnaire — about 20
pages of Inquiries seeking
biographical data and information on
past cases and philosophies — became
standard fare before a judicial can-
didate was considered. Followup inter-
views with a battery of advisers were
also required of appellate nominees.

‘It was a comprehensive form.
very detalled,'” said Court of Appeal
Judge Robert K. Pugiia, a weii-
regarded 1974 appointee known for his
conservative stances. ‘‘The interviews
were general questions abcut a
person’s life philosophy, judicia!
philosophy and views on topical is
sues,’’ he said.

Several lawyers and judges in

California say the quality of Mr.
Reagan's appeilate court appoint.
men:s dropped a‘ter his first term, and
they atiribute the charge to his new
screening process.

“'In the initial period, the appellate
appoinymenis were OK, mayvbe a notch
— and a smal! one at that — weaker
than [former Gov. Edmund] Pat
Brown's,”” said Edward Lascher, an
appellate court practitioner and first
chairman of the State Bar of Califor-
nia’s commission on judicial appoint-
ments.

‘'Reagan seemed to be almost
vengeful,”' Mr. Lascher said. '‘In the
beginning, his judges were probably
conservative but were proper
craftsmen. Later. they were just con-
servative.”’

Mr. Thompson agrees that the
quaiity of appeilate appointments
dropped in Mr. Reagan's aecond term,
but attributes it more to the departure
of Paul Haerie as the governor’s ap-
pointments secretary.

He said Mr. Haerle. a San Fran.
cisco lawyver, ''beileved that partisan
politice had no piace in the selection of
sudges.”’

Mr. Haerle offered a different ex-
pianation.

"It . . could be that after a few
vears. a.. :he right lawyers were
already on the bench.” he sald.
*Mavbe the pickings were not as
good
No Banes Ahout It

Aides t0 My Reagan make no bones
about — or apo.ogies for — their wil-
lingness o ask prospective judges

Persons close to Mr. Reagan pointedly note that .
he has shown no reluctance in the past to break
with tradition in matters of judicial appointments.

f) to be the state’'s chief justice. Mr. Reagan

about their views on major political is-
sues.

Herbert E. Eliingwood, Mr,
Reagan's iegal affairs adviser, says
“it's not oniy fair but reasonable’’ to
ask judges about their political and
judicial philosophies. '*The judiciary,’
he said. ‘'is not immune {rom accoun-
tability to the people.”

Justice Clark agrees.

‘*‘Reagan was elected
overwhelmingly and he felt that was a
mandate from the voters to appoint
generally those people of his same
political philosophy somewhat across
the board.'’ he said.

‘An Inpropriety’

But Bernard G. Segal, a former
president of the American Bar As-
sociation who headed the first ABA
commission on the federal judiciary,
strongly criticizes such questioning of
judicial prospects.

“It's an impropriety to give any
view on a subject that may come
before the candidate as a judge.,' he
said. *'It's custom not to ask an
about the substance of beliefs.”’

Merit Selection

Despite his insistence on politically
compatible court choices, Mr. Reagan
was the only California governor in re-
cent vears 1o actively support & merit
selection system for judicial nominees.
The bill. introduced twice, never was
enacted.

Nevertheless. Mr. Reagan set up
merit seiection panels and never ap-
pointed anyone who received less than
a qualified rating from the panels and
the state bar.

Of course, merit selection didn't
mean Mr. Reagan couldn't get judges
who followed his conservative views.

Raliph Nutter, for {nstance, was a
highly regarded jurist who left the
bench in 1969 during a family
emergency. When he later tried to get
reappointed, he said, he was told by a

Comtinucd on follywing page
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Continued from preceding page

Reagan staff adviser that he was *‘too
liberal.”

Mr. Haerle said he used a lengthy
questionnaire in cases where a resume
or information on a prospective can-
didate was inadequate. Applicants
were screened ‘‘on paper,”” he said,
and the names sent to groups of
lawyers, the state bar and the selection
panels for advice.

The recommendations he got back
would be in the form of ratings, and the
highest-rated applicant usually got the
seat, he said, so long as the candidate
was qualified — and conservative.

‘Generally Insipid’

In his eight years as governor, Mr.
Reagan put 478 lawyers on the bench
and elevated more than 180 sitting
judges. Of his new appointments, 34
were minorities — about 7 percent —
and 13 were women — about 2.6 per-
cent. None went to the appellate bench
or the Supreme Court.

His predecessor, Mr. Brown, put
399 lawyers on the bench/ including
roughly the same percentage of
women and minorities.

San Francisco lawyer Melvin Belli
characterized the Reagan appointees
as ‘‘generally insipid without too much
cerebellum or cerebrum.’’:

But many other California lawyers
said Mr. Reagan's judges were no bet-
ter and no worse than his predeces-
sor’'s appointments,

‘‘Reagan’'s appointees are in-
distinguishable from those of Pat
Brown,”” said noted California legal
scholar B.E. Witkin of Berkeley, who
has authored numerous texts and
manuals and served as an appellate
and Supreme Court research attorney
for 18 years. ‘‘Very few governors go
out of their way to pick bums for the
court.’

Besides J usucea Wright and Clark,
the only other Reagan appointee to the
state Supreme Court is Frank
Richardson, a moderate who is praised
by lawyers across the political
spectrum as an ‘'‘excellent, incisive"
judge who ‘'doesn’t let personal pique
get into his opinions.’’

Mr. Richardson and Mr. Clark, a
rock-hard conservative, accede to the
Reagan belief that judges should fol-
low the law, not make it. Both men are
still on the bench.

Mr. Clark’s appointment had been
criticized because he had never
finished law school and had flunked the
bar examination the first time around.
In fact. Mr. Wright, one of three state

officials who had to contirm the gover
nor's choice, voted against the appoint.
ment.

Still, Justice Clark is gaining
respect, even {f some of the praise is
going for his full-time research at-
torneys, one of whom had been with
Justice Wright and the other with the
liberal former Juauce Raymond
Peters.

Mr. Clark and Judge Puglia are
considered likely U.S. Supreme Court
nominees in a Reagan administration.
‘Advice and Consent’

Senators have pushed their choices
for judicial nominees practically since
the time the ink dried on the U.8. Con-
stitution, which gives the president the
power of judicial appointment ‘‘with
the advice and consent’’ of the Senate.

By the end of the 19th century,
senators had a shorthand way of in-
dicating they didn't agree with a presi-
dent's choice by atating on the Senate
floor that the candidate was “perlom.l-
ly obnoxious."

For the last 50 years or so, aennon

in the president’'s party recommended

‘After being stung once
by a judge, Mr. Reagan
seemed to get vengeful.’

nominees for vacancies in their dis-
trict. With rare exceptions, presidents

have agreed with them. In states
where both senators are political

adversaries of the president, judges-
are usually picked after delicate:

negotiations invoiving the president’s :
power to appoint and the lml
power to block confirmation.

The 1978 Omnibus Judgeship Act.

which created 152 judicial positions,

gave the president authority to set up .

merit selection panecls. President
Carter's subsequent executive order
set up panels picked by the president to
find and screen candidates for the cir-
cuit courts of appeals. Senators from
about half the states have set up merit
selection panels to produce one name
or a list of names to be sent to the
president for district court nomina-
tions.

But in reality, most judges atm
come from the president’s party; and
any new president could easily do

away with the Carter executive order.

*Sen. Bob Dole [R-Kan.], for in.
stance, expects Democrats will be ap-
pointed to the bench in Kansas. He has

no illusions about that,’” a Senate -

source said. And President Carter
‘*has no illusion that he's going to get
someone on the bench who is Dole’s
arch-enemy."’ L0




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer

Committee for an Independent
Judiciary

One Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10004

MUR 1308
Dear Mr. Beattie:

In a letter dated February 25, 1981, you indicated that
the Committee for an Independent Judiciary desired to resolve
MUR 1308 through conciliation.

Enclosed is a conciliation agreement which this Office
is prepared to recommend to the Commission in settlement of
this matter. If you agree with the provisions of the agree-
ment, please sign and return it to the Commission within ten
(10) days. I will then recommend that the Commission approve
it. Please make your check for the civil penalty payable to
the U.S. Treasurer.

If you have any questions or suggested changes, please
contact attorney Daniel J. Blessington at 202/523-4529. Also,
please be advised that it is Commission policy to generally
limit pre-probable cause to believe negotiations to a period
of thirty (30) days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Geheral Counsel

Enclosure, ~
Concilation Agreement
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One Battery Parkx Plaza {
New York, New York 100
(212) 908-2635 "

February 25, 1981
Re: MUR 1308

Daniel Blessington, Esg.
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

—

Dear Mr. Blessington:

e
-~

I am writing in response to the Chairman's lettgg
of January 19, 1981 concerning the complaint filed againsg?
the Committée for an Independent Judiciary (the "Committé&®').
I should note in passing that the letter was delayed in ;;
reaching me because we have dissolved the Committee and no
longer retain the previous mail address. Any future corre-
spondence to me and/or the Committee should be addressed to
the address indicated above.

Please find enclosed answers to the questions en-
closed with the Chairman's letter, together with copies of
the reguested documents.

As I also

indicated, while the expenditures of the Committee did exceed
$1,000, we did not knowingly or wilfully violate 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f).

I appreciate your assistance in this matter, and if
I can provide any further informztion, please do not hesitate

to call me.
Very truly yours,

/6

Enclosures chhard I. Beattie




BEFORL THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1308
Committee For An Independent
Judiciary, et al.

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

New York, New York 10022

The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
Treasurer of the Committee For An Independent Judiciary, or
your authorized agent having knowledge of the information
sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten
(L0) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

1. Please state your name and address.

Richard I. Beattie
One Battery Park Plaza
New York, New_York 10004

What is your position and what are your duties

and responsibilities with the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary?

I was the Treasurer of the Committee. As such I prin-

cipally maintained the bank account and records for the
Committee.

On what date did contributions received on
behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

September 30, 1980
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Please describe in detail any agreement(s) with

Byron, Reinus, Ridder and Finn which in any way

rclate, refer or pertain to services provided to
or in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary. Include the dates of any Aadreements,
and identify the parties involved.

We had no agreements, as such, with Ruder & Finn, Inc.
Sometime on or around September 23, 1980, Byron Reimus

of Ruder & Finn agreed verbally to do the xeroxing, mail-
ing and other administrative services for the Committee
at full cost. Mr. Reimus, like others on the Committee,
donated his personal time.




Please submit copies of all documents and materials
which in any way relate, refer or pertain to any
agreenent referred to in Request Number 4. Include
any written agreements, as well as billings.

See answer to number 4. Enclosed are copies of bills
received from Ruder & Finn.

Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.

See below.

Please submit representative copies of any mailings
produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary.

r:
»

See below.

8. Please describe the audience to which any mailings
referred to in Request lNumber 7 were directed.

40 2 3

The mailing was sent to lawyers across the country, the
list for which was compiled by members of the Committee.

#6. The enclosed bill from Ruder & Finn dated October 29, 1980
details the services provided and dates of such services.
Ruder & Finn basically provided messenger services, Xeroxing,
photocopying, mailing, collating and stapling and other
miscellaneous administrative services.

3040

3

#7. One mailing on behalf of the Committee was sent by Ruder
& Finn. The mailing consisted of a letter from the Commit-
tee and a copy of a news story from the September 15, 1980
National Law Journal. A copy of the letter, which was
reprinted in the October 13, 1980 issue of The National
Law Journal, is enclosed, together with a copy of the
news story included in the mailing.
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Date: October 29, 1980
To: Byron Reimus
From: Bookkeeping

Subject: Law Committee Expenses

CONRFIDENTIAL

The following bills are outstanding in your name, on behalf of the Conmittee
for an Independent Judiciary, as of October 13.

2

Messenger Services Pl

September 23 - Octcber 13 $ 517.00
Mailgrams

September 23 - September 26 180.00
Press Kits

September 24 - September 25

Covers (100)

Photocopies of Contents (3,800)
Collating & Stapling
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Postage

Memo to Editors
Press Kits Following Press Briefing

Telecopier Charges

September 25 - October 3

Additicnal Pnotocopying

Memo to Editors & Miscellaneous Copies (1,500)
Stationery
Letterhead Design & Typesetting 170.00

S8 168780




PAGE THO/ Law Comun’tt‘ Expenses: Byron Reimus @ v/

Mailing

Printing -- 5,000 copies of each

a; Two-page letter, one page printed both sides

b) Two-page National Law Journal reprint, one
page printed both sides

c) Reply envelope--address printed front

d) Outside envelope--address printed back flap

1,109.00

Postage -- Total 3,428 letters mailed
a) Total 3,217 letters mailed at @ 15¢ each 482.00
b) Total 211 letters mailed at @ 28¢ each 59.08

Collating & Stapling 232.00

o Folding 145.60
-y : e '
Inserting 177.36
™M
Sealing & Metering NC
~N
o Delivery to Post Office 35.00
- SUBTOTAL (MAILING)...... e e v R T £ e veeo $2,240.04
(e
N Other Expenses
()
Chemist's Club--September 25 Press Briefing 86.45
bap .
- Qut-of-Pocket Costs (Taxi 3x) 10.50
Telephone (September 23 - October 23) NC
SUBTORAL (OTHER CXPENSES) s rret ivhire eis e i ta A
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YOUR ATTENTION IS DIRECTED 70 THE CREDIT TERMS ON THE e
9881 PLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNY L) §6445

fem e}
CLEASE PETURN TEISPQRTIDN VAT vO1Y CHECK

CHEMISTS BUILDING CO.

52 EAST 41st STREST

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10017
(212) 532-7649 D-U-N-S 04-543-4602

ACCT. NO.

PLEASE REMIT THIS AMOUNT—
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(:é.in'ma FOR AN INDEPEN [)EF:'I‘JITIDICL&
209 East 56th Street
Suite 1.E
New York, New York 10022
(212) 9:i0-0999

TO THOSE CONCERNED ABOUT A POSSIBLE REAGAN SUPREME COURT

Will you join us in the Committee for an Independent Judiciary?

As a Committee, we support the re-election of Jimmy Carter because
the next President of the United States may appoint a majority of the Justices
of the Supreme Court. '

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the alarming
prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right wing ideology. On race
relations, sex discrimination, freedom of speech and press, the rights of the
accused, and on the environment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty,

decency and reason. We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas. And, this coa-
cern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well,

The Republican platform pledges to work for the "appointment of
Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect traditional family values and
the sanctity of innocent human life." Leaders of the bar who practice across
the spectrum of legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar Association,
Leonard Janofsky said that it is "improper...very dangerous and out of order.
| would think there would be a lot of Republicans, including myself, who
would be very much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has also
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of California,
Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological purity in his judicial nom-
inees. A recent article in a national law periodical reports that "(i)n
California, Mr. Reagan's administration often would quiz potential nominees on
the minutiae of their political thinking." His staff fed judicial selection
panels a diet of blue chip, right of center white and male nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that Jimmy Carter's
judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addition to having selected
about 40 women and 50 members of minorities (more than all his predecessors
combined) out of over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intellectual achievement. They
include law school deans and professors, Wall Street type lawyers, sole prac-
titioners, labor lawyers and public interest lawyers. Their performance
genarally has borne out the promise of their records.
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PAGE TWO/ To Those‘ncemed About A Possible Rea.@n Supreme Court

Our Supreme Court decides not only dispuies between adversaries,
but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the country. Those who object
to various Jimmy Carter policies and deeds have to ask not only whether
Ronald Reagan would perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan
majority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of America they
want for the next generation, not merely the next four years.

The Cominittee for an Independent Judiciary will: (1) Send this
letter to other lawyers across the nation and urge them to join; (2) Solicit
contributions to pay for mailings, advertisements and related activity; (3)
Urge its members to hold press conferences, write articles and letters to the
editor, and appear on radio and television to express their views on this is-
sue; (4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation of similiar groups
throughout the country; and (5) Urge formation cf student and faculty
groups on campuses to express the views set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in the
election. We are asking others to join as independent members of the legal
profession, without regard to political party affiliation. The Committee is
and will remain unaffiliated with any political party.

We hope you will complete the form below and return it to us with
your contribution. If you wouid like our assistance or thoughts on ways to
communicate these crucial issues to the general public living in your region,
please don't hesitate to call us at: (212) S40-0999.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Chairman: THE HONORABLE MARVIN E. FRANKEL
Former United States District Judge
Southern District, New York

Vice Chairman : JACK GREENBERG
Dlicctor-Counsel
NAACP lega! Defense & Educational Fund

Secretary/Treasurer: RICHARD 1. BEATTIE
Partner

; Simps Thaci & Bartle!
Afiiliation For 1.D. Only impson, Thacher artlett

You may list my name as a member of the Commitice for an Independent
. - y

Judiciary.

Enclosed please find my contribution of $

(Please make checks payable to "Commiittee for an independent Judiciary)

NAME :

AFFILIATION:

(For 1.D. Only)
ADDRESS:
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Continued from page 2

time personal lJawyer and adviser on
judicial appointments. *‘We certainly
wouldn't turn over (the selccuon
process| to the present senators.’ Mr.
Snith added. an apparent reference to
Mr. Reagan's feelings that the Senate
is overly Inflilenced by liberals.

In Calitornia, Mr. Reagan's ad-
ministration often would quiz potential
appointees on the minutiae of their
political thinking, and his aldes sug-
gest he would show no reluctance to in-
stitute a similar policy on a federal
level.

‘One Helluva Survey’

**Anybody Reagan as president
would nominate for judge is going ‘0
have one helluva survey done on him,”
said one vcteran California court
observer.

Presumably. one of the issues Mr.
Reagan will be most concerned with is
the tontroveraial Republican platform
plank, which he has embraced. caliing
for the appointment of judges who

. the sanctity cf human

Tradmonaliy. most federal court

appointments are made by the presi-
dent upon the recommendation of the
senior senator from his party in the
state where the vacancy occurs. In the
past, the president has almcst in-
variably foliowed the senators’ wis:
Where a state has no senators of
president’s party, & compromise ¢
didate is usually appointed.
1978, under a directive from Fresident
Carter, federal appellate judges are
recommended by special screening
paneis.)

Persons close to Mr. Reagan
pointedly note that the former gover-
nor has shown no reluctance inthe past
to break with tradition in matiers of
judicial appointments. In his first
week as governor in 1967, they said. he
bucked convention Ln refusing to ac-
cept certain state senators’ nomina-
tions for trial-level judgeships.

**They said it weas tradition;
Reagan sald the tradition has ended.”
said state Supreme Court Justice Wil-
llam P. Clark Jr., once the governor's
chief of staff.

Palitical Affront

Mr. Reagan’s apparent determina.
tion to screen judicial candidates ex-
haustively to be certain that they mir.
ror his conservatism appears to &
from a political affront he suffered at
the hands of Donald Wright, the man
he chose to be the state Supreme Crurt
chicf justice. It was Mr. Reagan's first
Supreme Court appointment - and it
turned into one of his biggest disap-
pointments.

Mr. Wright was selected shortly
after the retirement of the renowned
Chief Justice Roger Traynor. who kad
been too much of a judicial activist for
Mr. Reagan's tastes.

The governor was looking for wat
he termed a strict construciionist
conservative who was hard on !
and-order issues and who touk a
view on expanding the rights !
cused. Above all, he wanted 20
who would uphold the state’s cre:
penalty law, and he thought he ©
found such & man 1n Mr. W
able trial court judge wr
Reagan had eievated :c
termediate appelliate bench i

But in 1972, two years
became chie! justice
authored the 6-1 majar
struck down the death ‘pe
ruling in Pcople v. Andersos

Supreme Court's broad ¢
validating state capital pu
laws. Furman v. Georgia, 408
Justice Wright went on o
liberal colleagues in expa

gy

Reagan Wasy on Judicial 4ppointments -

VERNOR of California, Ronaid Beann appointe d Donald Wright (left) to be the state's chief justice. Mr. Reagan

tiuter sald he regretted the selection.

rights of the injured and the accused.
and he apparently reneged on what
some Reagan associates thought was a
promise to retire in 1973, (He eventuai-
1y retired in 1977.)

Mr. Reagan later safd pubiiciy that
hie rcgretted having appointed Mr.
Wright.

The Wright affair spurred a
dramatic change in the way Mr
Reagan made his judicial appoint
ments. In his first term. before ihe
death penalty case, judicial candid
often didn't even know they were be!
considered. Mr. Wright, for exam
saud the only background informa
he learned the administration had cn
him was a single page of biographicai
imformation. Robert 8. Tho:muipgson, a
irial judge elevated by Mr. Reagarn @
1965 to an appcallate bench. €a
never even went through anint
20 ages of Questions

But after the death penalty rebuf!, a
tengthy questionnaire — abou: 20
pages of inquiries secking
biographical data and inforr:iation cn
past cases and philosophies — becarn:e

ndard fare before a ‘udic! al ce
didate was considered. Feliu i
views with a battery of ady
also required of appellate no

It was a comprehersive
very detailed,”” sald Court !

Judpe Rober: K. Pugiia.
regarded 1974 appointee kn
conservative stances. ‘'The
were general questions
rson's life philosophy.
w-n‘n and views on (¢
s.urs."’ he said.
Several lawyvers and

Persons close to M r.

**Reagan

S 1!}»0 but
10z they

He ~'n‘ \‘[ .

.“c quality of Mr.

.“cd the appellate

I-\ mayvbe a notch

! ore at that — weaker
Gov. Edmund] Pat

i Edward Lascher, an
tioner and first

Bar of Calltor-

cudiclal appoint-

seemed to be almost
crer said. 'In the
&£°8 were probably
were proper
were just con-

agrees that the

ate appointments

leagan's second term,

re to the departure

s the governor's ap-
tary.

Haeric, a San Fran-

nc ieved that partisan

s la. v in the selection of

~ifcred a different ex-

4 to that after a few
r.ant lawyers were
a8 h."" he said.

were not as

maAake no bones
r -— their wil-
rospective  judges

Reagan pointedly note that

he has shown no reluctance in the past to break
waith tradition in macters of judicial u/)pomtmmls.

about their views on major political is-
sues.

Herbert E. Eliingwood, Mr.
Reagan’'s lega. affairs adviser, says
*it's no: only fair but reasonable’ to
ask judges adout their polltical and
judicial philosophies. **The judiciary,’
he sald, ''!s not immune from accoun-
tability to the people.”

Justice Clark agrees.

‘‘Reagan was elected
overwhelmingiy and he feit that was &
mandate from the voiers to appoint
generally those people of his same
political philosophy somewhat across
the board.”" he said.

‘An Inpropriety’

But Bernard G. Segal. a former
president of :hc American Bar As-
sociation who headed the first ABA
commission on the federal judiciary,
strongly criticizes such questioning of
judicial prospects

“It's an impropriely to give any
view on a sub:oct that may come
before the ¢cand
said. "It's custcmm not to ask anything
about the substance of beliefs.”

Mecit Selection
nce on poiltically
ices, Mr. Reagan
governor in re-
vely sypport a merit
ciai nominees.
co, never was

Mr. Reagan set up

sclection didn‘t

.dn’t get judges

servative views.

instance, was a

* who left the

“ d uring a family

iater tried to get

reappoint . he was told by a

Ciorione g fine
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Reagan staff adviser that he was '‘too
liberal."

Mr. Haerle said he used a lengthy
questionnaire in cases where a resume
or information on a prospective can-
didate was inadequate. Applicants
were screened ‘‘on paper,’ he said,
and the names sent to groups of
lawyers, the state bar and the selection
panels for advice.

The recommendations he got back
would be in the form of ratings, and the
highest-rated applicant usually got the
seat, he said, so long as the candidate
was qualified — and conservative.

‘Generally Insipld’

In his eight years as governor, Mr.
Reagan put 478 lawyers on the bench
and elevated more than 150 sitting
judges. Of his new appointments, 34
were minorities — about 7 percent —
and 13 were women — about 2.8 per-
cent. None went to the appellate bench
or the Supreme Court.

His predecessor, Mr. Brown, put
399 lawyers on the benchy including
roughly the same percentage of
women and minorities.

San Francisco lawyer Melvin Belli
characterized the Reagan appointees
as ‘‘generally insipid without too much
cerebellum or cerebrum.'’

But many other California lawyers
said Mr. Reagan's judges were no bet-
ter and no worse than his predeces-
sor’'s appointments.

‘*‘Reagan's appointees are in-
distinguishable from those of Pat
Brown,'' said noted California legal
scholar B.E. Witkin of Berkeley, who
has authored numerous texts and
manuals and served as an appellate
and Supreme Court research attorney
for 18 vears. ‘‘Very few governors go
out of their way to pick bums for the
court."”

Besides Justices Wright and Clark,
the only other Reagan appointee to the
state Supreme Court is Frank
Richardson, a moderate who is praised
by lawyers across the political
spectrum as an ‘‘excellent, incisive®
judge who ‘‘doesn’t let personal pique
get into his opinions."”

Mr. Richardson and Mr. Clark, a
rock-hard conservative, accede to the
Reagan belief that judges should fol-
low the iaw, not make it. Both men are
still on the bench.

Mr. Clark’'s appointment had been
criticized because he had never
{inished law school and had flunked the
bar examination the first time around.
In fact, Mr. Wright, one of three state

officlals who had to confirm the gover-
nor's choice, voted againat the appoint.
ment.

Still, Justice Clark is gaining
respect, even if some of the praise is
going for his full-time research at-
torneys, one of whom had been with
Justice Wright and the other with the
liberal former Justice Raymond
Peters.

Mr. Clark and Judge Puglia are
considered likely U.2. Supreme Court
nominees in a Reagan administration.
‘Advice and Consent’

Senators have pushed their choices
for judicial nominees practically since
the time the ink dried on the U.S. Con-
stitution, which gives the president the
power of judicial appointment *‘with'
the advice and consent’’ of the Senate. |

By the end of the 19th century,
senators had a shorthand way of in-
dicating they didn't agree with a presi-
dent’s choice by stating on the Senate
floor that the candidate was ‘‘personal.
ly obnoxious."’

For the last 50 years or so, senators
in the president’s party recommended

L
‘After being stung once
by a judge, Mr. Reagan
seemed to get vengeful.’

nominees for vacancies in their dis.
trict. With rare exceptions, presidents
have agreed with them. In states|
where both senators are political’
adversaries of the president, judges
are usually picked after delicate
negotiations involving the president'’s
power to appoint and the senator's
power to block confirmation,

The 1978 Omnibus Judgeship Act,
which created 152 judicial positions,
gave the president authority to set up
merit selection panecls. President
Carter's subsequent executive order
set up panels picked by the president to
find and screen candidates for the cir-
cuit courts of appeals. Senators from
about half the states have set up merit
selection panels to produce one name
or a list of names to be sent to the
president for district court nomina-
tions.

But in reality, most judges still
come from the president's party; and
any new president could easily do
away with the Carter executive order.

**Sen. Bob Dole [R-Kan.], for in-
stance, expects Democrats will be ap-
pointed to the bench in Kansas. He has
no illusions about that,’" a Senate
source said. And President Carter
*has no illusion that he's going to get
someone on the bench who is Dole's
arch-enemy."’ 23
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Candidate Eyes Political Screen Test for Nominees

S

Reagan Judges: In His Image?

By JamEs S. GRANELLI
National Law Journal Staff Reporter

RONALD REAGAN feels he was betrayed by one of |~

his key judicial appointees when he was governor of
California, and his aides say he won't let the same
thing happen again if he is elected president.

That resolve could lead to some of the most inten-
sive political screening of federal judicial candidates -
ever, Reagan watchers say, and to uneasy confronta-
tions between the president and senators over -
nominees.

Signals from Mr. Reagan's camp suggest that the |

former governor, determined to fill the federal bench

5 with persons who share his conservative philosophies, |

may be ready to challenge a centuries-old system of
political accommodation that has given U.S. senators |-
virtual appointment power over federal judges. .. i

**A senator from a given state would be very in-
flueniial, but I'm quite certain that the senators
wouldn't be the only source of recommendations,’’
said William French Smith, Mr. Reagan's long-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE 1{\\)')(2/
MARJORIE W. EMMONS /JODY CUSTER 90 |
APRIL 7, 1981 |
MUR 1308 - Interim Investigative Report #2,
dated April 2, 1981; Received in OCS,
4-6-81, 11:34
The above-named document was circulated to the
Commission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 4:00,
April 6, 1981.
There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.




April 6, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1308

Please have the attached Interim Investigative Report \

distributed to the Commission on a 24 hour no-objection basis.
Thank you.

Attachment

pakayson:4-6-81

cc: Blessington




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
April 2, 1981

In the Matter of
MUR 1308(80)
Committee For An Independent
Judiciary

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #2 w
£

On January 19, 1981, the Commission notified the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary ("Committee") that it had found reason to
believe that the Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414,

and 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f). Included with this letter was a request

r-‘.
’

for answers to gquestions and production of documents. As noted in
Report #1, there was a considerable delay before the notification
reached the Committee treasurer.

In his response to the Commission, dated February 25, 1981, the

o)
™
o~
o

treasurer requested to resolve the matters at issue through concilia-
tion. Given the circumstances surrounding the violations, the Office
of General Counsel is prepared to recommend that conciliation efforts

be initiated prior to a recommendation of probable cause. A memorandum

83040

to that effect, and a proposed agreement, will be presented to the

Commission within the next one-two weeks.

_js_!%ggé:\. \!E‘( rles N.” St

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

TROM: MARJNRIE 1, EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY <>
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

DAT™E: FEBRUARY 12, 1981

SUBJECT: MUR 1308 - Interim Investigative Report #1,
dated 2-9-81; Received in OCS 2-10-81, 11:35

The above-named document was circulated to the
Commission on a no-ohjection basis at 11:00, February 11, 1981.
There were no objections to the Interim Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.




pebruary 10, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Majjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MUR 1308

Please have the attached Interim Invest Report distributed

to the Commission. Thank you.
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION °

February 9, 1981 v MM

81 FEB IO

In the Matter of

Committee For An MUR 1308 (80)
Independent Judiciary

INTERIM INVESTIGATIVE REPORT #1

On January 9, 1981, the Commission found reason to
believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary
("Committee") violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414, and
26 U.S.C. § 9012(f). A letter was sent to the Committee
treasurer, but the return receipt has yet to be received.

The Office of General Counsel contacted postal
authorities who are attempting to trace the letter. We
have been informed, however, that the New York Post Office
must hold the letter until February 9, 1981 before sending
it back unclaimed. If the letter is unclaimed or lost,
this Office will once again attempt to contact the

=R
respondent. T

QR (¥ : Z

Date arles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Judith Vladeck, Esq.
Vladeck, Elias, Vladeck
& Engelhard
1501 Broadway
New York, New York 10036

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Vladeck:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

. Ste
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard L. Ganz, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ganz: =%

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. -

Since

C . oteele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morris P. Glushien, Esq.
123 E. 62nd Street
New York, New York 10021

Dear Mr. Glushien:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

ay complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Orville H. Schell, Jr., Esq.
Hughes, Hubbard & Reed

One Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

MUR 1308
Dear Mr. Schell:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

. otee
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

william B. Spann, Jr., Esq.
3415 Habersham Road, N.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Spann:

.On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

3304040233

rles N. Stee
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jay Topkis, Esqg.

Paul, Weiss, Rifkin, Wharton
& Garrison

345 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Topkis:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Monrad G. Paulsen, Dean

Benjamin N. Cardozo School
of Law

55 5th Avenue

New York, New York 10003

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Paulsen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

C - N
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Junius Williams
24 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102

RE: MUR 1308
Dear Mr. Williams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

arl 3 e
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sara-Ann Determan, Esq.
3514 Pine Tree Terrace
Falls Church, Virginia 22041

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Determan:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

M.D. Taracido, Esq.

Puerto Rican Legal Defense
Fund

95 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10016

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Taracido:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc
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General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jack Greenberg, Director
Counsel

NAACP Legal Defense & Education

10 Columbus Circle

New York, New York 10619

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

14029

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have viclated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

33040
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Seth M. Hufstedler

Beardsley Hufstedler

611 W. Sixth Street

Los Angeles, California 90017

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Hufstedler:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

C N.
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Langrock, Esq.
Langrock & Sperry

15 S. Pleasant Street
Middlebury, Vermont 05753

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Langrock:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

(c] 5
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest Bonyhadi, Esq.

Stoel, Rives, Boley & Fraser
900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, 234 Flr.
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bonyhadi:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernard D. Fischman, Esq.
115 Central Park West
New York, New York 10023

Dear Mr. Fischman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles L. Black, Jr., Esq.
Sterling Professor

Yale University Law School
New Haven, Connecticut 06520

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Black:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

\

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Baker, Esq.

Associate Dean

University of Indiana Law School
Bloomington, Indiana 47405

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Baker: ;

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

CharYes N. :
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Bierman, Esq.
Foley, Lardner, Hollabaugh
& Jacobs
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bierman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert L. Bogomolny, Esq.
24275 Lyman Boulevard
Cleveland, Ohio 44122

Dear Mr. Bogomolny:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

(Q] s
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Llewelyn G. Pritchard

Karr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbell
First National Bank Building
Seattle, Washington 90104

~.

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Pritchard:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. i

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc
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General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jane Picker, Esq.
Cleveland State University
1801 Euclid

Cleveland, Ohio 44115

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Picker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

eneral Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael H. Posner, Executive Secretary

Lawyers Committee for International Human Rights
236 East 46th

New York, New York 10017

-

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Posner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. 'z

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morton M. Maneker, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mandelsohn
300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

~.

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Maneker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have v1olated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard N. Golden, Esq.
Golden, Weinshienk and Mandel
10 East 40th Street

New York, New York 10016

~

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Golden:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have v1olated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Honorable Marvin E. Frankel
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Judge Frankel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal wnlection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael Meltsner, Dean
Northeastern University

of Law
360 Huntington Avenue
Boston, Massachusetts 02115

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Meltsner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

il complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

= Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Nabrit, Jr.

Howard University

2400 6th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Nabrit:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. -

Sinc

Charle P 4
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William A. Borders, Jr., Esq.
28 50th Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20019

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Borders:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
(o] complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

{

3

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

o the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

T its jurisdiction.

= If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

% Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

-
.,

523-4529.

Shat? \ S%

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chesterfield Smith, Esq.
Holland & Knight

92 Lake Wire Drive
Lakeland, Florida 33801

MUR 1308

e Dear Mr. Smith:
@ T~
On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
52) complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
™ and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.
=] The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
- on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
(e} within its jurisdiction.
v If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) *
{ca]
523-4529.
B>
©

Chdr Yo\  ,§;‘.
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Freedman, Dean
University of Pennsylvania
Law School
3400 Spruce Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Freedman: L

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jerome J. Shestack, Esq.
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Shestack:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

1981

January 23,

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Julius L. Chambers, Esq.

Chambers, Stein, Ferguson &
Becton

951 S. Independence Blvd.

Suite 730

Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Chambers:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0

g

© The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
< on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
(] within its jurisdiction. *
M If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
oM Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

C 2
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Edward Silver, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Silver:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

LaDoris Cordell, Assistant Dean
Standford University Law School
2369 University Avenue

Palo Alto, California 94303

MUR 1308

Dear Dean Cordell:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Albert J. Rosenthal, Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

Dear Dean Rosenthal:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0

i}

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. 2

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

83040

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION .

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED  MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Rabb, Associate Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

MUR 1308

Dear Dean Rabb: S

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529, '

Sincer

C
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murphy, Esq.

Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Professor Murphy:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

Ch 5 e
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D .C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Allen Babcock, Esgqg.
Professor of Law

Stanford University

Palo Alto, California - 94305

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Professor Babcock:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

C . ele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mario Obledo
915 Capitol Mall, Room 200
Sacramento, California 95814

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Obledo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

es N-
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

David R. Hood

c/o Carnegie Corporation of
New York

437 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Hood: ==

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David Tatel, Esq.

Hogan & Hartson

815 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Tatel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.
j;i!!iis:;
$

General Counse
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Terry Adamson, Esq.

Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
3034 Q Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20007 °

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Adamson:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

Char
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Conrad Harper, Esq.
Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett
1 Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Harper:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Charl tee’
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Marian Wright Edelman, President
Children's Defense Fund

1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Edelman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

Charlie 5 eYe
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Andrew L. Johnson
33 Public Square, Suite 513
Cleveland, Ohio 44113

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

Ch
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven L. Kass, Esq.
Berle, Butzel, Kass & Case
45 Rockefeller Plaza

New York, New York 10020

Dear Mr. Kass:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

C 4 e
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Adams, Executive Director

Natural Resources Defense
Council

122 East 42nd Street

New York, New York 10017

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Adanms:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
. complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
= the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
"its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. '

Sinc

e . Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William K. Coblenz, Esgq.

Jacobs, Sills, Coblenz

555 California Street

San Francisco, California 94104

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Coblenz:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

C L]
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Samuel Gaines, Esq.
1801 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44114

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Gaines:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

(c] 5
Genexal Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carole Bellows, Esq.
1l IBM Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60611

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Bellows:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529,

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Pilpel, Esq.
Greenbaum, Wolff & Ernst
437 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Pilpel:

o On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
= the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
©3 Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

C s N. egle
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert G. Ringo, Esqg.

Ringo, Walton, Eves & Gardner
605 Jefferson Street

P.0O. Box 1067

Corvallis, Oregon 97330

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ringo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

C LISt
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lindsey Cowen, Esq.
2665 Leighton Road
Cleveland, Ohio 44120

MUR 1308

Dear Dean Cowen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
5234529.

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lyn Hecht Schafran, Esq.
54 Riverside Drive
New York, New York 10024

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Schafran:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sinc

C * Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Floyd Abrams, Esq.
80 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005

Dear Mr. Abrams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

Ch s N.
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Brosnahan, Esq.

Morrison & Foerster

1 Market Plaza

San Francisco, California 94105

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Brosnahan:
L
On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael A. Cardozo
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Dear Mr. Cardozo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
B%gssington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

Ch & e
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN 'RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wiley A. Branton, Esq.
825 6th Street, S.W.
washington, D.C. 20024

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Branton:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

83040402435¢

Ch es N.
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 23, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert B. McKay, Director

Aspen Institute for
Humanistic Studies

717 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. McKay:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Since

(e] % e
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Nabrit, Jr.

Howard University

2400 6th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Nabrit:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

CharXYes N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael Meltsner, Dean
Northeastern University

of Law
360 Huntington Avenue
Boston, Massachusetts 02115

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Meltsner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Honorable Marvin E. Frankel
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Judge Frankel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to .Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Edward Silver, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Silver:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Julius L. Chambers, Esq.

Chambers, Stein, Ferguson &
Becton

951 S. Independence Blvd.

Suite 730

Charlotte, North Carolina 28202

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Chambers:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jane Picker, Esq.
Cleveland State University
1801 Euclid

Cleveland, Ohio 44115

Picker:

Dear Ms.

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute w1thin
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. 1

Sincerely,

i

QQ%/ Charles N. Steele

/ 3 // General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Llewelyn G. Pritchard

Karr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbell
First National Bank Building
Seattle, Washington 90104

f‘»

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Pritchard:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.
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If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Albert J. Rosenthal, Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

MUR 1308

Dear Dean:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
- the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute w1th1n
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charies N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Rabb, Associate Dean
Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

MUR 1308
Dear Dean:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steéle
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046%

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael H. Posner, Executive Secretary

Lawyers Committee for International Human Rights
236 East 46th

New York, New York 10017

2 f5
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RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Posner:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.
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. If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

b - General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Arthur Murphy, Esqg.

Columbia University Law School
116 and Amsterdam Avenue

New York City, New York 10027

MUR 1308
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Dear Professor:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. i

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. .-

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morton M. Maneker, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mandelsohn
300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

¢

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Maneker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.
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- If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

2» Charles N. Steele

General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 -

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard N. Golden, Esgqg.
Golden, Weinshienk and Mandel
i} 10 East 40th Street

New York, New York 10016

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Golden:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no ..« .
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

: General Counsel
//;2/67/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William A. Borders, Jr., Esqg.
28 50th Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20019

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Borders:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. '

33049040214

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

LabDoris Cordell, Assistant Dean
Standford University Law School
2369 University Avenue

Palo Alto, California 94303

—,;

)

Dear Dean:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

4 0 2 4

> The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

R~ the basis of the information in the complaint thexe is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

© its jurisdiction.

N

y o If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

o Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)

523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charfes N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Barbara Allen Babcock, Esqg.
Professor of Law

Stanford University

Palo Alto, California 94305

4 35 ¢

MUR 1308

Dear Professor:

N
o

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. ;

3040

if you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

R e e Lt R R A | i b R
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ira Millstein, Esqg.

Weil, Gotshal & Manges
767 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Millstein:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and' 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute wlthin

its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

- Vg
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David Tatel, Esq.

Hogan & Hartson

815 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Tatel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute thhxn
its jurisdiction. _

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523~ 4529. : '

Sincerely,

-

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Terry Adamson, Esq.

Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey
3034 Q Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20007

MUR 1308
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Dear Mr. Adamson:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

. The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within

its jurisdiction.
If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. _ -

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Conrad Harper, Esq.
Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett
1 Battery Park Plaza

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Harper:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no 5,
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within : .
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel . .

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

.

-"‘-;::) Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Marian Wright Edelman, President
Children's Defense Fund

1520 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

[
-
-

Dear Ms. Edelman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction. L e

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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Sincerely,

an‘.-_;::> Charles N. Steele

. General Counsel
“ly 5
s /47 /
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Andrew L. Johnson
33 Public Square, Suite 513
Cleveland, Ohio 44113

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Johnson:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Char%es N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven L. Kass, Esq.
Berle, Butzel, Kass & Case
45 Rockefeller Plaza
New York, New York 10020

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Kass:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

- The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

-

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
L/—/ﬂf
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John H. Adams, Executive Director
Natural Resources Defense
Council -
122 East 42nd Street
New York, New York 10017

MUR 1308
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Dear Mr. Adams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on

the basis of the information in the complaint there is no :=i::.
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
"its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
4é%; General Counsel

et/




" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William K. Coblenz, Esq.

Jacobs, Sills, Coblenz

555 California Street

San Francisco, California 94104
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RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Coblenz:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within 77

lts jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Samuel Gaines, Esq.
1801 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44114

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Gaines:

-N———) On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
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complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Carole Bellows, Esqg.
1 IBM Plaza
Chicago, Illinois 60611

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Bellows:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

- The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. .

el

Sincerely,

) ~ les N.
AF . Charles 1. Stecle




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mério Obledo
915 Capitol Mall, Room 200
Sacramento, California 95814

L.: RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Obledo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Harriet Pilpel, Esgq.
Greenbaum, Wolff & Ernst:
437 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Pilpel:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute w1th1n
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert G. Ringo, Esgq.

Ringo, Walton, Eves & Garxdner
605 Jefferson Street

P.O. Box 1067

Corvallis, Oregon 97330

-
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MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ringo:

ip 2

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no
reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

833040

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

3

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




sty ot bRt ST SR

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lindsey Cowen, Esg.
2665 Leighton Road
Cleveland, Ohio 44120

MUR 1308

Dear Dean Cowen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and

Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

o The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

o reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
= its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
~ 5234529.

Sincerely,

Charlgs N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lyn Hecht Schafran, Esq.
54 Riverside Drive
New York, New York 10024

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Schafran:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint there is no

reason to believe that you have violated any statute within
its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

8330470

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Floyd Abrams, Esq.
80 Pine Street
New York, New York 10005

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Abrams:

Oon October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

‘-gs:::::> The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

N

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

//gz /AO/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Brosnahan, Esq.
Morrison & Foerster
1 Market Plaza

San Francisco, California 94105

Dear Mr. Brosnahan:
L J
On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

™~
™~
<
™
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The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that

’-:;:::::) on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
T
(o]
™M
o™

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20462

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael A. Cardozo
300 Park Avenue
New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Cardozo:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. » :

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Z///.z/).é?/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN ‘RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wiley A. Branton, Esq.
825 6th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20024

MUR 1308

L ¢]
A

Dear Mr. Branton:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

[jy

2

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

- If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. :

Sincerely,

o
T
(o)
<
o
~
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Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert B. McKay, Director

Aspen Institute for
Humanistic Studies

717 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. McKay:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Geneqal Counsel

/ |
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Judith Vladeck, Esq.
Vladeck, Elias, Vladeck
& Engelhard
1501 Broadway
New York, New York 10036

MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Vladeck:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no -reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

%4;25/7ﬁ245//2§X/ General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Howard L. Ganz, Esq.

Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelsohn

300 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Ganz:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
_;: complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

4

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

D 40

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel . - .
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

-2
o

i
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Genegal Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Morris P. Glushien, Esq.
123 E. 62nd Street
New York, New York 10021

“' RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Glushien:

\ On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

4/72/4_2%/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Orville H. Schell, Jr., Esq.
Hughes, Hubbard & Reed

One Wall Street

New York, New York 10005

MUR 1308
Dear Mr. Schell:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
S complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute

within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. o

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

= S e = 2 T Ea s A ‘ﬁ
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William B. Spann, Jr., Esq.
3415 Habersham Road, N.W.
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Spann:

.On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

~
o
o
- The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
() no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

v

(en}

e

~

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jay Topkis, Esq.

Paul, Weiss, Rifkin, Wharton
& Garrison

345 Park Avenue

New York, New York 10022

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Topkis:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessiggton, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

/,/4 2/2/
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Monrad G. Paulsen, Dean

Benjamin N. Cardozo School
of Law

55 5th Avenue

New York, New York 10003

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Paulsen:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a

; omplaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
f the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Junius Williams
24 Commerce Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102

MUR 1308
Dear Mr. Williams:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. 3

~Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2046}

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Sara-Ann Determan, Esq.
3514 Pine Tree Terrace
Falls Church, Virginia 22041

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Ms. Determan:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is

no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

M.D. Taracido, Esqg.

Puerto Rican Legal Defense
Fund

95 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10016

€
B

MUR 1308

?

Dear Mr. Taracido:

q

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

0\2

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

33040

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

/ / 2 / ((7/ General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jack Greenberg, Director
Counsel

NAACP Legal Defense & Education

10 Columbus Circle

New York, New York 10619

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Greenberg:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to baniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Seth M. Hufstedler

Beardsley Hufstedler

611 W. Sixth Street

Los Angeles, California 90017

)

Dear Mr. Hufstedler:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ¢
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 1

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Peter Langrock, Esq.
Langrock & Sperry
15 S. Pleasant Street
Middlebury, Vermont 05753

RE: MUR 1308

\
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Dear Mr. Langrock:

9

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. _ A ST o

Sincerely,

330404021

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ernest Bonyhadi, Esq.

Stoel, Rives, Boley & Fraser
900 S.W. Fifth Avenue, 23d Flr.
Portland, Oregon 97204

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bonyhadi:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ;
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

David R. Hood

c/o Carnegie Corporation of
New York

437 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

> 3
t -
~

Dear Mr. Hood:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

=
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If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel

Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

3

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Bernard D. Fischman, Esq.
115 Central Park West
New York, New York 10023

,—/) MUR 1308
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Dear Mr. Fischman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Charles L. Black, Jr., Esq.
Sterling Professor

Yale University Law School
New Haven, Connecticut 06520

Eh)

Dear Mr. Black:

-

)

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.
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If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. :

8 3

_Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

RGBS AR




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John Baker, Esqg.

Associate Dean

University of Indiana Law School
Bloomington, Indiana 47405

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Baker:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. » B L. A

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Bierman, Esq.
Foley, Lardner, Hollabaugh
& Jacobs
1775 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

-_-_;:::,shington, D.C. 20006

D2 4
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MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Bierman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney asslgned to thls matter, at (202)
523-4529. e

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

(? General Counsel
L‘\y ," /K) =
(22 e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

. Robert L. Bogomolny, Esq.

24275 Lyman Boulevard
Cleveland, Ohio 44122

= ) : MUR 1308
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Dear Mr. Bogomolny:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. i

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Chesterfield Smith, Esq.
Holland & Knight

92 _Lake Wire Drive
Lakeland, Florida 33801

: ' MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Smith:

on October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. ‘ :

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

James Freedman, Dean
University of Pennsylvania
Law School
3400 Spruce Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19104

RE: MUR 1308
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Dear Mr. Freedman:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529. .
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Geneqal Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Jerome J. Shestack, Esqg.
Schnader, Harrison, Segal & Lewis
1719 Packard Building
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Shestack:

On October 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on January 9, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint there is
no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.
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Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Committee for an Independent
Judiciary, et al.

CERTIFICATION

MUR 1308

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 9, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following

actions regarding MUR 1308:

Find REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414, and 26 U.S.C.

§ 9012(f).

Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 434, 441a, ro 26 U.S.C.

§ 9003(b) (2).

Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the following
individuals have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters
95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code:

Floyd Abrams

John H. Adams

Terry Adamson

Barbara Allen Babcock
John Baker

Carole Bellows

James Bierman

Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordell
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman

Charles L. Black
Robert L. Bogomolny
Ernest Bonyhadi
William A. Borders, Jr.
Wiley A. Branton
James Brosnaham
Michael A. Cardozo
Arthur Murphy

James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obeldo

Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker

Harriet Pilpel
Michael H. Posner

(Continued)




CERTIFICATION - MUR 1308
First General Counsel's Report
Dated January 6, 1981

Marvin E. Frankel
James O. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
Howard L. Gan2z
Morris P. Glushien

Llewelyn G. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb

Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran

Howard N. Golden
Jack Greenberg
Conrad Harper

Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver

David R. Hood Chesterfield Smith
Seth M. Hufstedler William B. Spann, Jr.
Andrew L. Johnson, Jr. M. D. Taracido
Stephen L. Kass David Tatel

Peter Langrock Jay Topkis

Robert B. McKay Judith Vladeck
Morton M. Maneker Junius wWilliams
Michael Meltsner Richard I. Bettie
Ira Millstein

Approve and send the letters as submitted with
the First General Counsel's Report dated
January 6, 1981.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-6-81, 1:58
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-6-81, 11:00




January 6, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1308

Please have the attached First GC Report distributed
to the Coomission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thakk you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR # _ 1308
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION /-4-&/ DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC: October 10, 1980

STAFF MEMBER(S)

Daniel Blessington

COMPLAINANT: Reagan Bush Committee
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Committee for an Independent Judiciary, et al.

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(4), 433(a), 434, 441a and 4414;
and 26 U.S.C. §§ 9003(b)(2) and 9012(f).
e

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Public Records

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None
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SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS ::

On October 10, 1980 Loren Smith, Chief Counsel of the
Reagan Bush Committee ("Reagan Bush"), filed a complaint with
the Commission on behalf of Reagan Bush against the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary ("Committee"), its treasurer
and sixty named individuals. The complaint is based upon a
full page advertisement which appeared in the National Law
Journal of October 13, 1980, in which the Committee communicated
its support for Jimmy Carter's presidential efforts and its
misgivings with respect to the type of appointments Ronald
Reagan might make to the Supreme Court were he to be elected
President. (Attachment #1).

The complaint charges: that the Committee is a political
committee within the meaning of 2 U.S.C. § 431(4); that an
advertisement such as the one complained of costs $1,850
(according to information purportedly received from the
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National Law Journal by the complainant); that the ad expressly

advocates the election of a clearly identified candidate; that,
at the time of the complaint, the Committee was not registered
with the Federal Election Commission ("Commission"); and that the
advertisement failed to state who paid for it and whether or not
it was authorized by a candidate. Based on the above, the com-
plaint indicates that there are violations of: 2 U.S.C. § 433(a)
for the Committee's apparent failure to register within 10 days
of becoming a political committee 1/; 2 U.S.C. § 434(b)(3) for
the Committee's alleged failure to attempt to acquire contributor
identification; and 2 U.S.C. § 441d for the Committee's alleged
failure to disclose in the advertisement who paid for it and
whether or not it was authorized by a candidate.

In addition, the complaint states the possibility that'

there have been violiations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 434 and 441a and
26 U.S.C. § 9003(b)(2).

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. The Committee

l. Registration

2 U.S.C. § 433(a) requires political committees to file a
statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a political
committee. A political committee is defined in 2 U.S.C. § 431(4)
as "any committee, club, association or other group of persons
which receives contributions aggregating in excess of $1,000
during a calendar year or which makes expenditures aggregating
in excess of $1,000 during a calendar year. . . ." 1In its
monthly report for the period ending September 30, 1980, the
Committee disclosed that it had received contributions of
$1,445. (Attachment #3). Since the Committee did not
register with the Commission until October 18, 1980, it appears
to have violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by not filing its statement
of organization within the required 10 day period.

In its response to the Commission notification of
receipt of the complaint, the Committee apologized for "the
inadvertent delay in filing its Statement of Organization,"
indicating it had received contributions in excess of

1/ The Committee filed a Statement of Organization with the

- Commission on October 18, 1980, which indicated it had
become a political committee on September 30, 1980.
(Attachment #2).
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$1000 on September 30 and contending that it had made no
expenditures prior to that date. (Attachment #4, p.2). 2/

2. Disclaimer
2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) provides:

Whenever any person makes an expenditure for
the purpose of financing communications expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or solicits any contribution
through any broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine,
outdoor advertising facility, direct mailing, or any
other type of general public political advertising,
such communication --

(1) if paid for and authorized by a candidate, an
authorized political committee of a candidate, or
its agents, shall clearly state that the communica-
tion has been paid for by such authorized political
committee, or

(2) if paid for by other persons but authorized by a
candidate, an authorized political committee of a
candidate, or its agents, shall clearly state that
the communication is paid for by such other persons
and authorized by such authorized political committee;

(3) 1if not authorized by a candidate, an authorized
political committee of a candidate, or its agents,
shall clearly state the name of the person who paid
for the communication and state that the communication
is not authorized by any candidate or candidate's
committee.

G
o
n
N
o
T
o
T
o
™M
©

The National Law Journal advertisement expressly advocated
the election of a clearly identified candidate by stating that
it "supports Jimmy Carter for President . . ." See Buckley v.
Valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 44n. 52. Although the advertisement did
indicate who paid for it, it did not state whether or not it
had been authorized by a candidate. It appears, therefore,
that the Committee is in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441d with
respect to this particular advertisement.

2/ Schedule E of the Committee's 30 day post general election
report, however, indicates an expenditure of $3,568.79 on
August 17, 1980. (Attachment #8, p.4).
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In his response to the Commission, the Committee treasurer,
Richard I. Beattie, has acknowledged the above-described deficiency,
attributing it to an apparent oversight. (Attachment #4 p. 3)
Enclosed with this response, however, was a copy of another adver-
tisement which was carried in the New York Law Joiirnal. The
latter advertisement is identical in all respects to the first,
except for its inclusion of the additional disclaimer language:

"The Committee is not authorized by any candidate or any candidate's
committee." (Attachment #5). 3/

Section 4414 appears to have been violated, although the
circumstances support the Committee's contention that it was
an oversight.

3. Reporting

2 U.S.C. § 434 details the reporting requirements for
political committees. Subsection 434(b)(3) requires that each
report filed must identify each "person . . . who makes a
contribution. . . during the reporting period, whose contribution
or contributions have an aggregate amount or value in excess
of $200 within the calendar year . . . * A review of Committee
reports does not suggest that there has been a violation of
either this general section or the identification provision.

In its monthly report for the period ending September 30, 1980,
the Committee itemized one contribution in excess of $200, and
it contained the required identification. (Attachment #3,

page 3). The Committee's 30 day post-general election report
also shows one itemized contribution in excess of $200 which
contains the required identification (Attachment #8 p.3).

At this time, therefore, it does not appear that there is
reason to believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 434.

4. Contribution Limits

2 U.S.C. § 441a imposes contribution limits on individuals
and political committees. The Committee's Statement of Organi-
zation (Attachment #2) indicates that it is an unauthorized,
single candidate committee, and its pre-general and post-general
election reports have itemized its only reported expenditures
on Schedule E, "Itemized Independent Expenditures" (Attachments
#4, p.4 and #8 p.4, respectively). Since there is no other
evidence suggesting that these expenditures are in fact excessive
contributions, it does not appear at this time that the Committee
has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441a.

3/ The same advertisement was also carried in Legal Times of
Washington in its editions of October 13 and 20, 1980, and
the full disclaimer was included. (Attachment #6).
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5. Conditions For Eligibility

26 U.S.C. § 9003(b)(2) sets out conditions to which a
major party candidate must certify, and cannot be violated as
such. In any case, the Committee did not make such a certi-
fication. Accordingly, the Commission should find no reason
to believe that the Committee has violated this provision.

6. Unauthorized Expenditures and Contributions

26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) provides:

[I]t shall be unlawful for any political committee
which is not an authorized committee with respect
to the eligible candidates of a political party

for President and Vice President in a presidential
election knowingly and willfully to incur expendi-
tures to further the election of such candidates,
which would constitute qualified campaign expenses,
if incurred by an authorized committee of such
candidates, in an aggregate amount exceeding
$1,000.

Although the complaint did not charge a violation of the above
provision, it appears that the Committee has violated it. The
pre-election report filed by the Committee on October 24, 1980
indicates that the Committee expended a total of $2,150 in
support of Jimmy Carter for advertisements in the National Law
Journal (Attachment #7). In addition, the Committee filed a

24 hour independent expenditure report and a 30 day post-general
election report which indicated further expenditures in support
of Jimmy Carter (Attachments #8 and #9). It appears, therefore,
that the Committee has violated 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) by incurring
expenditures in excess of $1,000 on behalf of an eligible
candidate.

Given the recent decision declaring 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
unconstitutional, 4/ the Commission's future enforcement of
the provision is brought into question. It is the view of
this Office that the declaratory judgment must be given due
consideration by the Commission, but that such consideration
does not preclude the Commission from making an initial finding
pending the outcome of the appeal. Accordingly, this Office
recommends that the Commission find reason to believe that the
Committee has violated 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f) by incurring

4/ Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change, Nos.
i 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980) (Three-Judge
Court), notice of appeal filed with the United States

Supreme Court on October 8, 1980.
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expenditures in excesss of $1000 in behalf of candidate Jimmy
Carter 5/.

B. The Sixty Named Individuals

The complaint was filed against the Committee, its treasurer
and the "purported members" of the Committee. (Attachment #1, p.1)
With the possible exception of the charge involving 2 U.S.C.
§ 441la, however, the violations complained of in the present
circumstances are more properly directed at a committee - not
officers or members of, or contributors to, a committee. More-
over, Committee reports on file with the Commission do not
suggest that any of the sixty named respondents has exceeded
his or her contribution limitations to the Committee under
2 U.S.C. § 441a.

For the foregoing reasons, the Office of General Counsel
recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that
the sixty individual respondents named in the complaint, and
the Committee treasurer, have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters 95 or 96 of
Title 26, United States Code.

Recommendations

1. Find reason to believe that the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414,
and 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f).

2. Find no reason to believe that the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 434, 441a or
26 U.S.C. § 9003(b)(2).

3. Find no reason to beiieve that the following individuals
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended or Chapters 95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

Floyd Abrams Charlies L. Black, Jr.
John H. Adams Robert L. Bogomolny
Terry Adamson Ernest Bonyhadi
Barbara Allen Babcock William A. Borders, Jr.
John Baker Wiley A. Branton
Carole Bellows James Brosnaham

James Bierman Michael A. Cardozo

5/ According to Committee reports presently on file with
the Commission, it appears that the Committee has
made independent expenditures in the amount of $8,945.




Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordell
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman
Marvin E. Frankel
James O. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
Howard L. Ganz

Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden

Jack Greenberg

Conrad Harper

David R. Hood

Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson, Jr.

Arthur Murphy

James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obeldo

Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker

Harriet Pilpel
Michael H. Posner
Llewelyn G. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb

Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran
Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Edward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
M. D. Taracido

David Tatel

Jay Topkis

Judith Viadeck
Junius Williams
Richard I. Bettie

Stephen L. Kass
Peter Langrock
Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker
Michael Meltsner
Ira Millstein

4. Approve and send attached letters.

Attachments

Attachment
Attachment
Attachment
Attachment

Reagan Bush Complaint (4 pages)

Statement of Organization (1 page)

September Monthly Report

Committee Response to Notification

of Complaint (3 pages)

Copy of ad appearing in New York

Law Journal (Exhibit A to Response of
Committee for an Independent Judiciary)

(1 page)

Copy of ad appearing in Legal Times (1 page)

12 Day Report preceding General Election

(4 pages)

Attachment #8 - 30 Day Post-General Election Report (4 pages)

Attachment #9 - 24 Hour Report of Independent Expenditures

(3 pages)

Letter to Richard I. Beattie with attached "Request For Answers
To Questions and Production of Documents (5 pages)

Sample letter to Sixty individual respondents named in complaint
(1 page)

Attachment

Attachment #6
Attachment #7




Reagan Bush Committee
901 South Highland Street, Arlington, Virginia 22304 (703) 685-3400

October 9, 1980
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The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

The Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Chairman:

0¢

On behalf of the Reagan Bush Committee I am filing this
complaint, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.§ 437g against the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary located at 209 E. 56th Street,
Suite IE, New York, New York 10022, its treasurer, Richard I.
Beattie and the following individuals, who are the purported
members of the committee: Floyd Abrams, John H. Adams, Terry
Adamson, Barbara Allen Babcock, John Baker, Carole Bellows,
James Bierman, Charles L. Black, Jr., Robert L. Bogomolny,
Ernest Bonyhadi, William A. Borders, Jr., Wiley A. Branton,
James Brosnahan, Michael A. Cardozo, Julius L. Chambers,
William K. Coblentz, La Doris Corell, Lindsey Cowen, Sara-Ann
Determan, Marian Wright Edelman, Bernard D. Fischman, Marvin
E. Frankel, James O. Freedman, Samuel T. Gaines, Howard L.
Ganz, Morris P. Glushien, Howard N. Golden, Jack Greenberg,
Conrad Harper, David R. Hood, Seth M. Hufstedler, Andrew L.
Johnson, Jr., Stephen L. Kass, Peter Langrock, Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker, Michael Meltsner, Ira Millstein, Arthur
Murphy, James M. Nabrit, Jr., Marlo Obledo, Monrad G. Paulsen,
Jane Picker, Harriet Pilpel, Michael H. Posner, Llewelyn G.
Pritchard, Harriet Rabb, Robert G. Ringo, Albert J. Rosenthal,
Lynn Hecht Schafran, Orville H. Schell, Jr., Jerome J. Shestack,
Edward Silver, Chesterfield Smith, William B. Spann, Jr., M.D.
Taracido, David Tatel, Jay Topkis, Judith Vladeck, and Junius
Williams.
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This complaint is based upon a serious violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. It involves
violations of sections 433(a), 4414, 434(b) (3), of Title 2 of
the U.S. Code as well as possible violations of 2 USC § 434
2 USC & 441a and 26 USC § 9003(b) (2).
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The basis of this complaint is an illegal independent
expenditure made by an unregistered group which may be improp-
erly coordinated with the Carter Reelection campaign. The
October 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal carried
an advertisement (see Exhibit A) using out-of-context and
untrue statements to attack Governor Reagan's campaign and
the Reagan judicial philosophy. The ad indicated that it
was produced by The Committee for an Independent Judiciary
and the above named persons. The ad also solicited funds for
further such ads and for further anti-Reagan pro-Carter =
electoral activity.

~ The Committee for an Independent Judiciary calls itself
a committee. It is a group that has apparently received
contributions and it solicits contributions in this ad. The
National Law Journal informed my office that a full page ad
costs $1850 and that the ad would have to have been placed
no later  than September 25, 1980. The ad expressly advocates
the election of a clearly identified candidate--Jimmy Carter.
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary is therefore a
"political committee" as defined in 2 USC S 431(4).

2 USC 8 433(a) requires all political committees to file
a statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a
political committee. The public records division of the FEC
informed my office on October 8, 1980, that the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary had not registered with the Commis-
sion.

2 USC § 4414 requires any person who makes an expenditure
"expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or solicits any contribution through any
...magazine,..”" to include a disclaimer stating who paid for
the advertisement and whether or not it is authorized by the
candidate. The enclosed ad does not carry the required
disclaimer.

The disclaimer provisions were originally included in ‘the
Act to prevent dirty tricks. The disclaimer is also necessary
to warn contributors that they are contributing to a federal
political committee. In this case contributors are not on
notice that their contributions will count against their in-
dividual limits, possibly require disclosure and go to federal
electoral activity. The solicitation makes no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required by 2 USC 8 434(b)3).

Since the ad carries no disclaimer we are unsure whether
this is an independent expenditure, an unlawful contribution
to the Carter/Mondale Committee, or an improper expenditure
by the Carter/Mondale Committee.
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Since we do not know who is really behind this committee
nor when it really was formed nor how much money it has raised
or spent we do not know whether it has violated the disclosure
provisions of 2 USC & 434, the limitations in 2 USC 8§ 44la or
the ban on private contributions to the Carter/Mondale Committee
in 26 USC 8§ 9003(b)(2).

We ask the Commission for an immediate action against these
violations and a speedy investigation of the other possible
violations. We request that the Commission seek to enjoin
further illegal actions of this kind by this group. Since it
is almost inconceivable that this group of attorneys was
totally ignorant of the federal law we must assume that this ad
was a knowing and willful violation of the law and should be
dealt with as such.

Under penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of
section 1001 of title 18, United States Code, I swear that
the above is true to the best of my knowledge.

€

Yours truly,

o S M

Loren A. Smith
Chief Counsel

LAS/jac
Enclosure
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of October, 1980.

Cf\
JShbte, Q45T

Notary PuJ;ic in and for Alexandria, VA
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MY, COMNMISSION EXPIRES NOVENEER 5, 1582
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. Reagan Bush ‘ni(ttee Compl

Mondav. Uctober 13, 1980

ptelin Lo Exhib.A' -—- October 9, 1980

THE NATIONAL LAW JOURNAL

To Those Concerned
About A Possible
Reagan Supreme Court:

ACVERT I mEnt OveenEmE

;.7

ILL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Independent Judic:ary
supports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint 8 majonty of the
Justices of the Supreme Count. -

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towardas right
wing ideciogy. On race reiations, sex discrimination, treedom ot
speech and press, the rights of the accused. and on the environ-
ment, the Court nas been a buiwark of liberty. cecency and reason.
We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the iaw for the worse in all these areas.
Ang, this concern extends to ail levels of the judic:ary. as weil.

The Repubdlican platiorm piedges to werk for the “appoint-
ment of Judges at all (eveis of the jud:C:ary who respect
traditional family values and the sanct:ity of .nnocent -human
lite.” Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal :ssues nave depicred the piank as ar ‘geciog:ca test for
judicial appoiniment. Former President of tne Amer:can Bar
Association. Leonargd Janofsky said that .t 'S “.mproper
very dangerous and aut of order. | wouid think trere wouid de
a 1ot of Repubdlicans, including mysel!, who would be very
much disturbed.” The House of De.ega‘'es of :ne ASA has
acopted a resolut:on condemning the oia~a As Governar of
Calforria. Ronaid Reagan made every effcn to -nsure (deoicg:cai
purnty in his judicial nominees. The Natonal Law Journal reponts
that “{iln California. Mr. Reagan’'s adminisiratior often wou'd quiz
ootential norminees on the Mmirutae of their politicai thinkir.g e
His staff lec judicial seiecton paneis a ciet of diue chip, rgnt of
contar white and male NOMiNees.

On the other hand. there Is near unanimity that Jimmy
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addi-.
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of ,
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined) out of
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually sll had
backgrounds of professionsi excellence and high intellectual
achievement. They include law schoo! deans and professors.
Wall Street type lawyers. soie practitioners, [abor iawyers and
public interest iawyers. Thew pertormance generally has
borne out the promise ot thewr records. 3

Our Supreme Count decides not only disputes between
adversarnes. but sets rules of law and a8 moral tone for the
country Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have 10 ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
iority on the Supreme Court will heip creste the nind of
America they want for the next generat.on. not merely the next
tour years

The Committee will: 1) Send this ietter to other lawyers and
urge them to j0in 2) Sohicit contric.t:ons 1o pay *or mailings,
advertisgments and related activity 3) Urge ts members to
nold press conterences. write articias and ietters to the editor,
ang apoear on radic ang telev:sio. 10 eapress their views on
this 1Issue 4) Urge undertaking related aclivity and formation
of similar groups throughaout the couniry 5) Urge fermation of
student and tacuity groups on campuses to express the views
set forth 1n the statement.

The Commiftee will not take any pos:tion on other issues 1n
the election.

We hope you will cbmpiete the coupon and return it 10 us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFIUATIONS LS TEL PUR ILRN ! IFILAHIUN UNLT)

Floyd Abrams, Lawyer. (NYC). John K. Adams, Esecunive Direcror. Natura! Resources Detense Councyl.
‘NYC). Yorry Adsmaon, Partner. Hansell. Post. Brarcon & Dersey (Wash O C ), Berdara Allen Babcock,
Prot of Lew. Stantord Univ. Lew Scrool (Stanford). John Beker Assoc Dean, Univ of inciana Lew
School 18icomingtan). Richasd ). Besttie, Partner. S:m2803, Thacrer & Bertiert /NYCi. Treasures: Corcle
Detiows. a3 Pres . Iinois Stare Bar Assn Chicago) Jemes Biermen, Partner. Foley, Larcner. Hol-
‘abeugh & Jecods (wash O C ), Charles L. Black. Jr., Steriing Protessor. Yeie Lniv Law School (INew
Haven). Robert L Bogomoiny, Oean. Cieve/and-’4a-s=a:/ Cciiage of Law ;Cieve.and). Emest Bonyhadi,
Partner Stoe! F..e8. Boey 8 Frase: (Psriia~a Jre  Williem A, Borders, Jr., Pres . Nencrai Bar Asgn
‘wash DC ). Wiey A. Branton, Jeen, Hcowa g L-v (8w Scriol :Wash O C ). Jsmee Brosnehan,
Farrer. Mors:ison ang Foersier iSan Francisco: Michaet A. Cardozo, Patner 2rossaver Rose Goezd
Mence!schn (NYC) Juthus L Chambers, Fa~re- CramZers, Sten ferguson 8 Becion 'Chariofte) WH-
iiam X. Coblenta, Parner Jaccls Suis 4 Cobenr: 'San Frarciscos. Le Docie Cordall, Asst. Dean Sten-
for@ Umy Law Scheot! /Stanford). Lindesy Cowen, Desn. Thcmas 3eck.s Schoo/ of Law Wastern NAME
Reserve Univ (Cleveland;. Sars-Ann Determen, Pe—rer. hogen & Nerson (Wash D C,; Merian Wright
Edeiman, Pres. Chiicren's Detense Fund ‘Wesnh S C, Bemard D. Flachmen, Parrner. Sres 8 Gould
‘NYC). Marvin E. Pronkel, Former U S. Dist Jusge Southern Dist. N Y (ANYC) Chairman; James O.
Frasdman, Dean. Univ Of Pernsyivena Lew Sc ool i2r.a ) Samuel 7. Gaines. Past Ores, The Be’ As-
3n of Greater Cleve:a~d (Cier9:8-0) Howard L. Gand. Pertner P-cskgue” Rose Gcex & Merde'schn
INYC] Moerie P. Glushien, Lowye’ & ArDitra!ar ‘NYC .. Howard N. Goiden, RFartrer, Goicen, Aenshiens
8 Mance (INYC! Jeck Greenbery, Director-Counse!. NAACP Lege: Defense 8 Saucercnal Fung 'NvC).
Vico-Chairman; Conrad Marper, Partner, Simpscn. Thacher & Bartiert (NYC). David R. Hood, Lawyer
iNYC). Beth M. Hutstecdier, Sayr Pres. Cantornig State 5er Assn Cautornie) Andrew L. Johnson, Jr.,
Past P-es. Bar Assn of Greater Cloveland (Cleveara: Stephen L. Kass, Pertner. Serle Bufzel Xess &
Case (NYC). Pater Langrock, Chairman, Sec on :"aividuel Rights 8 Rescons:Oiily, ABA (MidZieturg.
vermcnat! Robert B. McKey, Director. Jusiice Beogram. Asper Inst for Humashe Stugies (NYC)
Morton M. Meneker, Par1ner Prcsxausr Rose Goerr § Merce:sohn INYC) Michae Meitsner, Deen.
Ncrtreasiern Univ Schooi of Law 8ostoni. irs Milistewn, Partrer Wed Gots»al 3 Marges (NYZ; Arthur
Myrphy, Prof of Law. Coiumoia Uiy Law SChooi ‘NYC) Jermes M. Nebrit, Jr., Fres . £ meritus, Howerd
Unv 'Wwash D C ) Merto Oblede, Secresry. Cant Dept o! Hedith & Ae/fare Past Pres. Merican
Amesican Legal Delense Fund Sacramento). Moniad G. Peulsen, Dear Carzozo Schoolof Law ‘NYC)
Jane Picker, Professar of Law. Clevelard S! Unv ‘Cigveanc.. Mernel Piipel, Pertner. Greendaum
Vot 8 Ernst INYC) Michael M. Posnar, ExoC Sec Lawyers Comm.free 107 'nt! Numan Rights ‘NYC).
Ueweiyn Q. Pritchard, Ps—~er, Xgrr Tuttle Koc® Campde'! Mewer 8 M:r-ow ‘Seeie; Merrie! Rabb,
Asst Deé~ Columbig Uriv Law Schoo! INYC) Robert G. Ringo. Fas: Pres Cregen Tre/ Lawyers Assn
z‘CorvEm:. Cre ). Atbert J. Rosenthat. Deen Cc.u=tie Uriv Law Schoo. NYC) Lynn Hecht Scheten, (MAKE CHECK PAYABLE
vice Chairpersan. 5 ¥ C Cemm on Stetys of wsmen (NYC) Orviile W. Scheli, Jr., Past Pres Assn of
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11500 (NYC). Judhth Visdeck, Fertner. vacacs £ as viaceck & Engenard ‘NYC) Juniue Williams, Past
Fres . Aaiicnal Bar Assn (Newasrn)
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ress (N b ication Number
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te) City, Sxate ond Z2IP Code &. (s this an amended Statemens? O YES N NO
. New York, New York 10022
8. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check ons):
B (o) This committes is 8 princips! compeign committes. (!bmomv the candidate informstion below.)
B ®) This committes is an suthorized committes, and is NOT s princips! campeign committes. (Complete the candidste information below.)

[Nnmo of Candidste Candidate Party Aftilstion Office Sought mmwin]
N &) This committee supports ARBHN only one uw —Carter and is NOT an suthorized committes.
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Treasurer
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Name of Bank, Depository, ste. Malling Address and ZIP Code
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Richard I. Beattie - 10/15/80
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COMMITTEE FOR AN INDEPENDENT ”nxcnny‘"’
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E
New York, New York 10022

October 29, 1980

Re: MUR 1308

Honorable Charles Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463
Dear Mr. Steele:

We are writing in response to your letter of
October 10, 1980, received by the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary (the "Committee") on October
14, 1980, enclosing a copy of a complaint received by
the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission")
from the Reagan Bush Committee with respect to the
activities of the Committee.

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that

the Committee had not filed its Statement of

n
N
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o
)
o
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o0

Organization by October 8, 1980, apparently on
the assumption that the Committee became a
"political committee”™ on September 25, 1980.

The Committee's Statement of Organization was
not due by October 8, 1980. The Committee became
a "political committee" subject to the reporting

requirements under the Federal Election Campaign
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Honorable Charles Steele October 29,

Act, as amended (the "Act"), on September 30,
1980 when it received contributions in excess
of $1000. Contrary to the assertion of the
Reagan Bush Committee, no expenditures had
been made prior to that date.

A copy of the Committee's Statement of
Organization, its monthly report for the month
of September and its pre-election report, pre-
viously filed with the Commission pursuant to
Sections 433 and 434 of the Act are enclosed
for your convenience. The Committee apologizes
for the inadvertent delay in filing its State-
ment of Organization.

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that
the Committee, in its advertisement in the Octo-

ber 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal,

N
o
(o]
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(o]
i)

published by the New York Law Publishing Company,

3

failed to include a disclaimer "stating who paid
for the advertisement and whether or not it is
authorized by the candidate". Contrary to such
assertion, the subject advertisement did include
the disclaimer "Paid for by the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary." The second part of the
disclaimer, however, indicating whether éhe Com-

mittee is authorized by a candidate, was omitted
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Honorable Charles Steele October 29, 1980

apparently as a result of an oversight. As evi-
dence with respect thereto, the Committee's
identical advertisement published in the New York

Law Journal, also published by the New York Pub-

lishing Company, on October 7, 1980 (a copy of
which is enclosed and marked Exhibit A) did
contain the sentence: "The Committee is not
authorized by any candidate or any candidate's
committee."

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that
the Committee's solicitation made "no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required
by 2 USC § 434 (b)3) (sic)." The Act does not
require that a solicitation seek such information.
However, as indicated on the enclosed reports,
the Committee has obtained such information when
required. |

.

For the foregoing reasons, we believe the subject
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complaint of the Reagan Bush Committee should be dismissed.

Richard I. Beattie
Treasurer
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About A

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-

cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court,

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
atarming prospect ol 8 wide swing by the Court towards right
wirtg i¢eology. On race relations, sex discrimination, freecom of
speech and press, the rights of the accused. and on the environ-
ment, the Court has been a butwark of iberty, gecancy and reason.
Ws fear that a Reagan appownted majonly on the Supreme
Court would change 'he law for the worse in ail these areas.
Ang, ‘his concern extends {0 all leveis of the judiciary, as wedl.

The Republican platfcrm pieages to work for the “appoint-
ment of Judges at all leveis of the judiciary who respect
tragitional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
i'e.” Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deplored the plank as an idealogical test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association. Leonard Janofsky said that it is “improper . . .
very dangercus and out of order. | would think there would be
2 lot of Republicans. including myseit, who would be very
much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has
-.acopted a resolution condemning the piank. As Governor of
' “Caufornia. Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideclogical
Sunty in his judicial nominees. The Natonal Law Journal reports

"L YOU foin us in the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?

To Those Concernsd

Possible

On the other hand. there is near unanimity that
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. in
tion to having seiected about 40 women and S0 members of
minoriies (more than all his predecessors combined) out
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually sit
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intsllectual
achigvement. They inciude law school deans and
Wall Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor iawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Cur Supreme Court decides not only disputes
adversarigs. but sets rules ¢t law and & moral tone for
country. Those who object 10 various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have 10 ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a ma-
jority on the Supreme Cournt will heip create the ol
America they want for the next generation, not mariely the next
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pay for mailings,
advertisemants and related activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences. write articles and letters 0 the editor,
and appear on radio and television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation
of similar grougs throughout the country. S) Urge formation of
student and faculty groups 00 CamMpuses to exprass the views
set forth in the statement

NEW YORK LAW JOURNA
"October 7, 1980

Reagan Supreme Gourl:

. othat “[ijn California, Mr. Reagan's aaministraticn often would quiz The Committee will not take any position on other issues in
potental nominees on the minutiae of thew political thinking . . .° the election. :
His s:alt fed judical selechon paneis a diet of biue chip, nght of We hope you will compiete the coupon and return R to us

= Center ‘ahiie and male NoMminees. with your contnbution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFILIATIONS LISTED FOR IDENTIFICATION ONLY)
L o Floyd Abrams, Lawyer, (NYC); John 1. Adame, Executive Director. Natursi Resources Delense Councd.
-3 /NYC): Terry Ademeon, Pertmer, Hansed. Post, Brendon § Doryey (Wash. D.C.): Barbara Atien @sbeoct.
Prof. of Law, Stantorg Univ. Law Schoo! (Stenford); John Baker, Assos. Dean, Unw. of ind.ane Law
School (Bioomington): Richard L Seattie, Periner, Simpson, Thacher & Bartielt (NYC), Tresswer; Carcle
N Sellows, Past Pres., iinois State Bar Assn. (Chicago); James Biermen, Partner. Foley, Laraners. Mol
7 abaugs § Jazcbs (Wash. O.C.J; Cherise L. Bleck, Jr., Sterfing Prolessor. Yale Univ. Law Schoot (New
~aveni Nebert L. Bogomoiny Ci of Law (( Ernest Bony .
Pariner. Siowl. Rives. Bo'ey & Fraser (Poriand, Ore.); Willkar A. Borders, Jr, Pres.. National Sar Assn.
iWasn D.C): Wiley A Branten, Deen, Howerd Univ. Law School (Wash. D.C.): James Srosnshen,
Partrer. Morrison and Faerster (San Francisco). blichesl A. Cardoze, Partner. Proskauer, Rose. Goerz 8
tenceisonn (NYC): Julius L. Chambers, Partner, Chambers. Stewn. Ferguson & Becton (Charictte). Wil
Tliam K. Coblantz, Partner. Jacods. Siis & Cob (Sanf 1 LaDoris C M, Asst Dean, Sien-
forg Univ. Laa School (Stantorc): Lindssy Cowen, Desn. Thomas Backus School of Law. Westem
Beserve Umv. (C) Sors-Amn Partner, Hogan & Nartson (Wash. D.C.): Marian Wright
Eceiman, Pres.. Chidren's Defense Fundg (Wash. D.C.); Bemnard D. Fischman, Partner. Shea & Gould
:NYC); Marvin . Frankel, Former U.S. Dist. Judge. Southern Dist. N.Y. (NYC). Chairman: Jemes O.
Freedman, Dean, Univ. of Pennsytvama Law School (Phila ). Semusl T. Gaines, Pas? Pres., The 8ar As-
sn. ot Greater C! (= L H L. Gana, Partner. Proskeuer. Rosa. Goetz 8 Menaessohm
INYC); Movrie P. Glushien, Lawyer § Ardrtrator (NYC); Howard N. Golden, Partier. Goiden. Nemnshieni
& Mancel INYC); Jack Greenberg, Drrector-Counsel, NAACP Legal Detense 8 Educatonsl Fund INYCL,
Vice-Chairman; Convsd Harper, Partrer. Simpson, Thacher & Bartiert (NYC): David R. Hood, Lawyes
INYC). Seth M, dier, Past Pres., C. State 8ar Assn. (Califcrnia); Andrew L. Je.,
Past Fres.. 83r Assa. of Greater C. d/Ch L Kass, Partner. Sere, Suze. Kass &
Case (NYCi: Peter Langroen, Chairman, Sec. on Rignts & A ity. ABA (Miggiedurg,
Vermon:l: Robert B. McKay, Director. Justice Program, Aspen Inst. for Humanisde Studres (NYC);
Morten M. Menasker, Pariner, Prosususe, Rose. Goefz & Mendeisoha (NYC). Michael Meltsaer, Osan,
Northeasiern Univ. School ol Law (Bostoni; irs Millstein, Partner. Weil. Getshal 8 Manges (NYC):
Murphy, Prof. of Law, Columbia Unrv. Law School (NYC): James M. Nabrit, Jr., Pres.. Ementus. Noward
Jmv. {wash. O C.). Mario Obiede, Secretary, Cail. Dept. of Hearth & Wettare, Past Pres. Mercan ENCLOSED 18
Amer:can Legal Detense Fund (Sacramentoy, Moned G. Paulsen, ODean, Cardozo School of Law (NYC):
Jene Pickor. Protessor of Law, ( St unwv. (C! Harrist Pipel, Parner, Greentaum, CONTRIBUTION OF
Woilt & Ernst (NYC;, Michael H. Posner, Exec. Sec.. Lawyers Commitiee for IntT Human Righ's INYCL .
Uewetyn G. Pritchard, Partner. Karr. Tuttte. Koch, CampCen. Mawer 8 Morrow (Seattie): Hamet Rabbd, K
Asst Dean. Columtia Univ. Laa School (NYC): Robert G. Ringe, Past Pres. Oregon Trial Lawyers Assn.
{Corvaitis. Ore.); Aibert J. Rosenthel, Deen. Cowmbra Unry. Law School INYC). Lynn Hecht Schalran,
vice Chairperson. N.Y C. Comm. an Status of Women (NYC): Orvilte M. Schell, Jr., Past Rres Asan. of
Bar. City of N.Y (MYC). Jerome J. Shestack, Partner, Schnader. Harns. Segal 8 Lews (Phus.); Edward
Sitver, Partner Proskauer Rose Goefz & M ‘NYC). Smith, Fartner. Hellana and
Krght Past Pres. Amencan 8ar Assn (Lakelana); Wikism B. Spean. Jr., Past Preg. Amencen Bar As-
sn 1ANaats). M.D. Teracido, Pres. & Gen Counsel, Puerto Rican Legal Detense Furd INYC): David
Tatel, Partrer. Hogan & Harson (Wash. 0.C ). Jay Tophis. O3rtnes. Pau: Weiss Rifking Wharion & Gar-
ngon INYC!: Judith Viadeck, Partmer. Sacecx Elas viedeck 8 Engeihard (NYC): Juninss Willisma, Past
Pres . Nananal Bar Assn. (Hewark).

You may list my name ae @
member of the Committes jor
on independent Judiciary,
209 €. SOth Street, Suile 1€,
New York, New York 10822
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. ATTACHMENT #6

To Those Concerned

About A

Possible

Reagan Supreme Court:

ILL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-

cause the next President may appoint & majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court.

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election ts the

alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right

wing ideology. On race relations, uxdhai ination, freedom ot

We fear that a Reaoan appoi
Court would change the law for
And, this concern extends to all

The Republican platform p o?

ment of Judges at all levels
traditional family values and the uncmy
lite.” Leaders of the bar who practice across mo spectrum of
legal issues have depiored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association, Leonard Janofsky said that it is “improper .
very dangerous and out of order. | would think there would be
a lot of epublicans including myself, who would be very
much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemmng the plank. As Governor of
California, Ronald Reagan made every effort 10 insure ideological
purity in his judicial nominees. The National Law Journal reports
that “(iln California, Mr. Reagan's administration often would quz
potential nominees on the minutiae of their political think
His staff fed judicial selection paneis a diet of blue chip, nyMo'
center white and maie nominees.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. i
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 mem
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined)
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually alt
backgrounds of professional excellence and high inteflectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors,
Wall Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a8 mora! tone for the

- country. Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies

and deeds have to ask not on Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
jority on the Supreme Court will heip create the kind
America they want for the next generation, not merely the
four years.
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urge them to join ributions to pay for mallings,
advertisements and related activity. 3) Urge its members %0
hold press conferences, write articies and letters to the edior,
and appear on radio and television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking reiated activity and formation
of similar groups throughout the country. 5) Urge formation ot
student and faculty groups on campuses to express the views
set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in
the election.

We hope you will comptete the coupon and return it $o us
with your contribution.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on October
10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA®") and Chapters 95 and 96
of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded
to you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on + 1981, determined that there is reason to
believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECA
of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title
26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by failing to file a statement
of organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming
a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated
2 U.S.C. § 4414 by failing to provide a statement of candidate
anthorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,
an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the election
of Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).




Beattie, Treasurer

Letter to Richard 1I.
Page Two
MUR 1308

Finally, although not alleged in the complaint, the
Commission has determined based upon review of reports on
file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.

§ 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on
behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public
matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your
committee may have violated this provision by expending

a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy Carter, for adver-
tisements in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,
and Legal Times; and by expending an additional $3,568.79 in
support of Jimmy Carter in connection with mailings, printing,
xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule E

of the 30 day Post-General Report. 1/

Your response to the Commissicn's initial notification

A of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the
enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of
Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where

appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

n

N

= The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this
T matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;
o

¥

C

however, in the absénce of any information which demonstrates

that no further action should be taken against your committee,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance
stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with

) 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
B2 be made public.

On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal
with the United States Supreme Court from a decision
regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
(Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change,

Nos. 80-16092, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)
(Three-Judge Court).
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[Letter to Richard 1. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Three
MUR 1308

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Enclosures

Procedures
Request for Answers to Questions and

Production of Documents
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIBT REQUESTED

MUR 1308

Dear

on + 1980, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended and
Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

The Commission, on ¢« 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint there
is no reason to believe that you have violated any statute
within its jurisdiction.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)
523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 1308
Committee for an Independent
Judiciary, et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 9, 1981,
the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following
actions regarding MUR 1308:

1. Find REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 4414, and 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f).

Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary violated 2 U.S.C.
§§ 434, 441a, ro 26 U.S.C. § 9003(b) (2).

Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the following
individuals have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters
95 or 96 of Title 26, United States Code:

Floyd Abrams Charles L. Black
John H. Adams Robert L. Bogomolny
Terry Adamson Ernest Bonyhadi
Barbara Allen Babcock William A. Borders, Jr.
John Baker Wiley A. Branton
Carole Bellows James Brosnaham
James Bierman Michael A. Cardozo
Julius L. Chambers Arthur Murphy
William K. Coblentz James M. Nabrit, Jr.
La Doris Cordell Mario Obeldo
Lindsey Cowen Monrad G. Paulsen
Sara-Ann Determan Jane Picker

Marian Wright Edelman Harriet Pilpel
Bernard D. Fischman Michael H. Posner

(Continued)
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CERTIFICATION - MUR 1308
First General Counsel's Report
Dated January 6, 1981

Marvin E. Frankel Llewelyn G. Pritchard
James O. Freedman Harriett Rabb

Samuel T. Gaines Robert G. Ringo
Howard L. Ganz Albert J. Rosenthal
Morris P. Glushien Lynn Hecht Schafran
Howard N. Golden Orville H. Schell, Jr.
Jack Greenberg Jerome J. Shestack
Conrad Harper Edward Silver

David R. Hood Chesterfield Smith
Seth M. Hufstedler William B. Spann, Jr.
Andrew L. Johnson, Jr. M. D. Taracido
Stephen L. Kass David Tatel

Peter Langrock Jay Topkis

Robert B. McKay Judith Vladeck

Morton M. Maneker Junius Williams
Michael Meltsner Richard I. Bettie

Ira Millstein

Approve and send the letters as submitted with
the First General Counsel's Report dated
January 6, 1981.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

i271§l4{Q.L4</ /L) [/7 ANR704

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-6-81, 1:58
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-6-81, 11:00




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 19, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard 1. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

New-York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on October

= 10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign

Ln Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA") and Chapters 95 and 96

~ of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the complaint was forwarded
to you at that time.

(a» ]

— Upon further review of the allegations contained in the

i

complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,

on January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason to

believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary
violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECA

of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title
26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee =g
violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by failing to file a statement kS
of organization with the Commission within 10 days of becoming
a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

040

3 3

In addition, it appears that your committee violated
2 U.S.C. § 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate
authorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,
an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the election
of Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified camdidate for President).
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Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer

Page Two
MUR 1308

T
Finally, al¥hough not alleged in the complaint, the
~_ Commjission has determined based upon review of reports on
5 ~file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on
behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public
matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your
committee may have violated this provision by expending
a total of $5,376, in support of Jimmy Carter, for adver-
tisements in the National Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,
and"Legal Times; and by expending an additional $3,568.79 in
support of Jimmy Carter in connection with mailings, printing,
xeroxing, and other related charges itemized on Schedule E
of the 30 day Post-General Report. 1/

Your response to the Commission's initial notification

—~ of this complaint did not provide complete information regarding
' the matter(s) in question. Please submit responses to the
Xy ) enclosed Request for Answers to Questions and Production of

Documents within 10 days of receipt of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this
matter through conciliation prior to finding probable cause;
however, in the absence of any information which demonstrates
that no further action should be taken against your committee,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next compliance
stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you
notify the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to
be made public.

33040402

On October 8, 1980, the Commission filed a notice of appeal
with the United States Supreme Court from a decision
regarding the constitutionality of 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
(Federal Election Commission v. Americans for Change,

Nos. 80-1609, 80-1754 (D.D.C. September 30, 1980)
(Three-Judge Court).




Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Page Three
MUR 1308

]

;‘1."("' .
(Y e -

_ If- you havé any questions, please contact Daniel
—~-.Blesdington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.

-

Sinc ly

John Warren McGarry
Chairman

Enclosures

¢

]

Procedures
Request for Answers to Questions and
Production of Documents

4

80404025
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard 1. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee for an Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E

New York, New York 10022

RE: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Beattie:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on October
10, 1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("FECA") and Chapters 95 and 96
of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of the conplaint was forwarded
to ycu at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
conmplaint and information supplied by you, the Commission,
on January 9, 1981, determined that there is reason to
believe that the Committee for an Independent Judiciary
violated 2 U.S.C. §6 433(a) and 441b, provisions of the FECA
of 1971, as amended, and section 9012(f) of Chapter 95 of Title
26 U.S. Code. Specifically, it appears that your committee
violated 2 U.S.C. § 433(a) by failing to file a statement
of organization with the Commission within 10 days of beconing
a political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(4).

In addition, it appears that your committee violated
2 UeSeCe § 441d by failing to provide a statement of candidate
authorization or nonauthorization on a communication (i.e.,
an advertisement appearing in the October 13th edition of the
National Law Journal which expressly advocated the election
of Jimmy Carter, a clearly identified candidate for President).
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Letter to Richard 1. Beattie, Treasurer
rage 7'wo
MUR 1308

Finally, although not alleged in the complaint, the
Commission has determined based upon review of reports on
file, that your committee may have violated 26 U.S.C.

§ 9012(f) by incurring expenditures in excess of $1000 on
behalf of a candidate who was eligible to receive public
matching funds. Specifically, it appears that your

connittee may have violated this provision by expending

a total of $5,376, in support of Jimny Carter, for adver=
tisements in the Natiocnal Law Journal, Philadelphia Inquirer,
and Leaal 7Times; and by expendinag an additional $3,568.79 in
support of Jimmy Carter in connecticn with mailings, printing,
xeroxina, and other related charges itemized on Schedule E

of the 30 day Post-General Report. 1/

Your response to the Commissicn's initial notification
of this complaint did not provide complete information reqarding
the matter(s) in auestion. Please subnit responses tco the
enclosed Reauest for Answers to Cuestions and Production of
Documents within 10 davs cf receint of this letter. Where
appropriate, statements should be submitted under oathe.

The Office of Ceneral Counsel would like to settle this
matter thrcugh conciliation pricor to finding probable causes
however in the absence of any information which demonstrates
that no further action shculid be taken against your committee,
the Off{ice of GCeneral Ccunsel nust proceed tc the next compliance

-

stage as noted on page 2, paracraph 2 of the encliosed procedures.

This matter vill remain confidential 1n accordance with
2 UeSeCo § 437c{a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(i2)(A) unless you
notiiv the Cowmissicon in writing that you wish the matter to
e made public.

1/ On Geteber 4, 1260, the Commissicn filed a notice of appeal

= with the fnited States Suprene Court fron a decision
recvardine the ccnstitutionality of 26 U.S.C. 8§ 9012(f)
(Federal Klection Conmunission ve. Americans for Change,

110G, 80=160G, “0=1754 (D.n.C. Seoterber 30, 19€0)
(Three=Judge Ccurt).
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Letter to Richard I. Beattie, Tfeaaurer
Page Three
MUR 1308

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter at (202)
523-4529.,

Sincerely,
'ﬂi}\ﬁ""l!q I&’l

Enclosures

Procedures
Request for Answers to Questions and

Production of Docurents




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
oot T MUR 1308
Committee For An-—-iIndependent
Judiciary, et”al.

——,

Ll

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

. Richard I. Beattie, Treasurer
Committee For An Independent Judiciary
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E
New York, New York 10022

G

The Federal Election Commission requests that you, as
Treasurer of the Committee For An Independent Judiciary, or
your authorized agent having knowledge of the information
sought herein, submit in writing, under oath, within ten
(10) days, responses to the following numbered requests.

l. Please state your name and address.

What is your position and what are your duties
and responsibilities with the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary?

N
~N
o
T
(o)
T
o
™
L o]

On what date did contributions received on
behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary exceed, in the aggregate, $1000?

Please describe in detail any aqreement(s) with
Byron, Reinus, Ridder and Finn which in any way
relate, refer or pertain to services provided to
or in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary. Include the dates of any agreements,
and identify the parties involved.




5. Please submit copies of all documents and materials
~ which in any yay telate, refer or pertain to any
agreement referred to in Request Number 4. Include

.- ~any “wrftten agreements, as well as billings.

6. Please describe in detail the nature of all services
provided to or in behalf of the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn. Include the dates that any such services were
provided.

7. Please submit representative copies of any mailings
produced and/or sent by Byron, Reimus, Ridder and
Finn in behalf of the Committee for an Independent
Judiciary.

8. Please describe the audience to which any mailings
referred to in Request Number 7 were directed.
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COMMITTEE FOR AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E
New York, New York 10022

October 29, 1980

Re: MUR 1308

Honorable Charles Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463
Dear Mr. Steele:

We are writing in response to your letter of
October 10, 1980, received by the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary (the "Committee") on October
14, 1980, enclosing a copy of a complaint received by
the Federal Election Commission (the "Commission")
from the Reagan Bush Committee with respect to the
activities of the Committee.

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that
the Committee had not filed its Statement of
Organization by October 8, 1980, apparently on
the assumption that the Committee became a
"political committee" on September 25, 1980.

The Committee's Statement of Organization was
not due by October 8, 1980. The Committee became

a "political committee" subject to the reporting

requirements under the Federal Election Campaign




Honorable Charles Steele October 29,

Act, as amended (the "Act"), on September 30,
1980 when it received contributions in excess
of $1000. Contrary to the assertion of the
Reagan Bush Committee, no expenditures had
been made prior to that date.

A copy of the Committee's Statement of
Organization, its monthly report for the month
of September and its pre-election report, pre-
viously filed with the Commission pursuant to

Sections 433 and 434 of the Act are enclosed

for your convenience. The Committee apologizes
for the inadvertent delay in filing its State-
ment of Organization.

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that
the Committee, in its advertisement in the Octo-~

ber 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal,

published by the New York Law Publishing Company,

in
~N
o
<
o
T
c
]
o0

failed to include a disclaimer "stating who paid
for the advertisement and whether or not it is
authorized by the candidate". Contrary to such
assertion, the subject advertisement did include
the disclaimer "Paid for by the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary.” The second part of the
disclaimer, however, indicating whether the Com-

mittee is authorized by a candidate, was omitted
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Honorable Charles Steele October 29, 1980

apparently as a result of an oversight. As evi-
dence with respect thereto, the Committee's
identical advertisement published in the New York

Law Journal, also published by the New York Pub-

lishing Company, on October 7, 1980 (a copy of
which is enclosed and marked Exhibit A) did
contain the sentence: "The Committee is not
authorized by any candidate or any candidate's
committee."

. The Reagan Bush Committee alleges that
the Committee's solicitation made "no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required
by 2 USC § 434 (b)3) (sic)."™ The Act does not
require that a solicitation seek such information.
However, as indicated on the enclosed reports,
the Committee has obtained such information when
required.

For the foregoing reasons, we believe the subject

complaint of the Reagan Bush Committee should be dismissed.

Richard I. Beattie
Treasurer




i " STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
/ (see reverse side for instructions) Q

1. (a) Narne of Committee {in Full) O Check it nome or address is changed. 2. Date
Committee for an Independent Judiciary 9/30/80

) Address (Number and St E 3. FEC i
2098 Baet Y ETh st Teet, Suite 1-E RSN INmon

{c) City, State and ZIP Code 4. Is this an amended Statement? O YES DN NO
New York, New York 10022
5. TYPE OF .COMMITI'EE (check one):
O (») This committee is » principsl campaign committee. {Compiete the candidate information below.)
O (b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

[Noml of Candidate Cendidate Party Affiliation Office Sought SuttIDinrkt]
N () This committee supports/UNBISE only one candidate Carter : and is NOT an authorized committee.
{name of candidate)

O (d) This committee is a : committee of the : Party.
(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican, ete.)

O (e} This committee is 3 separate segregated fund. R
O (t} This committee supports/opposes more than ane Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party commities.

Name of Any Connected Mailing Address and Relationship
Organization or AHiliated Committee ZIP Code

None

_,\’I! the registering political committee has identified a “‘connected organization® above, please indicate type of organization:
O Corporation O Corporation w/o Capital Stock - 0 Labor Organization T Membership Organization [ Trade Association O Cooperative

7. Custodian of Rocords. Identify by name, address (phone number — optional) and pasition, the person in possession of committee books and
~em  gecords.

Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position
Orreasurer - See #8

n 8. Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number — optionat) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
P agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).
3

Full Name

Mailing Addvess and ZIP Code Title o Position
“Richard I ti 209 East 56th Street
“Richard I. Beattie Suite 1-E Treasurer

Les) New York, New York 10022

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit boxes
©or maintains funds. :

Name of Bank, Depository, stc. . V Mailing Address and Z2IP Code
Manufacturers Hanover One Battery Park Plaza
Trust Company New York, New York. 10004

 certily that | have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge and balief it is true, correct and complete.

Richard I. Beattie 10/15/80

Type or Print l\‘:!rnn of Treasurer 3 SIGNATURE OF TREASURER : Date

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530, Local 202-523-4068

FEC FORM 1 (3/80)
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A INSTRETIONS FOR PREPARING FEC Fomu

1 Print or type full name and mailing address of the committee.

The name of a PrinCipal campaign committee or other authori2-

committee must include the name of the candidate who authorized the
ommittee. A political committee which 1s not an authorized comnuttee
can not inclurde the name of any candidate in its name, except that a
ee must include the word “‘delegate(s)” in its name and

delegate comnutt ) ) . n IS
> the name of the presidential candidate which it supports.

, may also include

/ A political commirtee established solely to draft an individual or to en-

courage an individtual to become 3 candidate may include the pame of the
individual in the name of the committee, provided the committee’s name
ciearly indicates that it is @ draft committee. The name of a separate
segregated fund must include the fuli name of its connected organization.
Any abbreviation or acranym used by the fund must also be reported.

* LINE 2 State the date the group or organization became a political com-
mittee. If this filing is an amendment, note the dote of the

change in information.

LINE 3 Only committees which have previously filed a Statement of
Organization should fill in this block with the number which was

originally assigned to the committee. All new committees will be assigned

identification numbers when the completed statement has been received.

LIME 4 Al political committees registering for the first time check

“NO*. Committees which have previously filed FEC FORM 1
ard are now submitting changes or corrections check “YES”. If “YES” s
checked, compiete Lines 1 through 4. With respect to Lines 5-9 include
only the changel(s) in information previously submitted."

LINES Check and fill out ONE of the six sections as folfows:
; (a) All principal campaign committees check (a) and fill in
~- the corresponding information for the candidate under (b).
(b} All other authorized committees check (b) and fill in the corres-
» mponding information for the candidate.
{c) A commiitee supporting/opposing a single Federa! candidate which
is not authorized by a candidate checks {c), and includes the candidate’s
7Y name on the line provided. Delegate and draft committees must check (c},
and provide the name of the candidate supported.
~ {d) All national, State and subordinate committees of a political party
- check {d} and fill in the corresponding information.
{e) Al} separate segregated funds check (e). A separate segregated fund
) is a political committee established, financed, maintained, or controlied by
a corporation, labor organization, membership organization, cooperative
~ss OF trade association.
{t) A committee supporting/oppcsing more than ane Federal candidate
and which is not a separate segregated fund nor a political party committee
S cnzcks box (f).

=T LINE 6 Political committees must list all affiliated committees and con-
’ nected aorganizations (defined below) as follows:

€ - Principal campaign committees list all ather committees authorized
by the same candidate.
Under ’Relationship,’” write “affiliated.”
2 T Pclitical committees authorized by the same candidate (other than the
principal campaign committee) list the principal campaign committze
G authorized by the same candidate.
Under “"Relationship,’* write “affilisted.’”

— Political committees which have peen esteblished, financed, maintained,
or controlled by the highest level parent organization (i.e., the corpora-
tion, labor organization, membership organization, cooperative or trade
association) tist:

{a) Tne name of the parent organization.
Under ‘'Relationship,’’ write “‘connected.”

(b) The rame of any other political committee(s) establishec,
financed, maintained, or controiied by the same parent organize:
tion or by a subsidiary, bianch, or State, local, or other subordi-
nate unit of the same parent organization.

Under *Relationship,”’ write “atfiliated.”
~ Potitical committees which have been established, financed, maintained,
ot controlied by a subsidiary, branch, or State, iocal, or other suboriii-
nate un:t of an organization list:

(a) The name of the subsidiary, branch, or State, local or other sub:
ordinate unit and the name of the parent organization of which
1115 a part.

Under ““Retationship,’” write "connected.’”

(b} The name of the highest leve! political committee sponsored by
the parent organization.
Under *Relationship,’’ write “affiliated.”

— State party committees list any subordinate committees (1.e., any
county, district or local committee) under the control or direction of
the State committee.

Under “’Relationship,’”” write “affitiated.”

.

The Treasurer must sign the Statement of Organization.

- Subordinate State party committecs list the State party committee,
Under *Relationship,’” write *‘attiliated.”

Separate segreanted funds must check the most appropriate box for the
type of “‘connected organization.” :

NOTE: The term ‘‘connected organization’’ moans any organization
which is not a political committee but which diractly or indirectty estabr-
fishes, administors, or financially supports 3 political committee. A con-
nected organization may be a corporation {including a corporation without
capita! stock), a labor organization, a membership organization, a coopera-
tive, or 3 trade association. The definition of “atfiliated committee® ir
contained at 11 CFR 100.5 (g) ot the Commission’s regulations.

LINE 7 The name, address, and committee position or title of the custo-

dian of the committee’s books and records must be entered on
Line 7. The telephone number is optional, but is helptul in expeditiously
resolving potential filing problems. If the treasurer is the custodian of
records, the term “‘treasurer’’ is sufticient for Line 7.

LINES8 The name and address of the committee’s treasurer must be

entered on Line 8 The name and address of any designated
agent (e.g., assistant treasurer) must also be included on Line 8. Every °
political committee must have a treasurer and may designate an assistant
treasurer who shall assume the duties and responsibitities of the treasurer..
in the event the treasurer is unavailable. The Commission recommends that
each political committee designate an assistant treasurer because no ¢on-
tribution or expenditure may be accepted or made by or on behalf of 8
political committee at a time when there is a vacancy in the office of the
treasurer. No expenditure may be made for or on behalf of a politicat
committee without the authorization of its treasurer or another agent
authorized orally or in writing by the treasurer.

LINE9 The committee must provide the name and mailing address of
any bank, repository, or depository where the committee holds
funds. Each political committee must have a checking account or trans
action account at one of its depositories. All receipts of a political commit-
tee must be deposited into a designated campaigr. depository. All disbursa- |
ments must be made by check or similar drafts drawn on an account 3t &
designated campaign depository, except for expenditures of $100 or less
made from a petty cash fund. 5

TREASURER'S RESPONSIBILITIES
The treasurer of the political committee must preserve 3 copy of
Statement of Organization and each amendment for a period of not less
than 3 years after the date of filing. The treasurer of the political commit
tee is personally responsible for the timely and complete filing of th:
tatement and for the accuracy of any information contained in it.

Submit additiona! information on separate continuation sheets sPpPro
priately labeled and attached to this S:atement of Organization. Indicat
in the appropriate section when information is continued on separai:
pagels).

WHERE TO FILE
The original Statement :f Organization (FEC FORM 1) and all amen::-
ments must be filed with th.c appropriat2 office as follows: 35 1
- The prinzipal campaign committee of a candidate for the House o
Representatives and politiccl coemmittees which support or oppose ‘enis
candidates for the House file with the Clerk of the House, 1036 Longwor'r:
House Oftice Building, Washington, D.C. 20516.
— The prircipz! campaign committee of a candidate for the Sanats
and political cemmittees which support or oppose only candidates for th
Senate fil2 with the Secretary of the Senate, 119 D Street, N.E., Washinc:
ton, D.C. 20510. i
— An authorized ccmmitiee which is not the principal campaign com |
miitee of a candidate files with the principal campaign committee whict
must forward a copy to the appropriate office listed herein. :
— Ali other committees, including the principal campaign commities

of a cardidate for the oftice of President or Vice Presidunt, file with thd
;Edéfa' Election Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washinglon, D.C.
0463. £
Authorized committees of candidates for the House of Representatives
and for the Senate rnust also file 3 copy of this Statement with the Secre:
tary o!f State {or the appropriate State officer} of the State in whic
nomination or efection is sought. Authorized committees of candidates &
the office of President or Vice President must also file a copy of ths
Statement in each State in which the committer makes expendit
Political committees other than authorized committees must aiso file §
cooy of this Statoment in the State in which the committee has its head
quarters. 8




o e S S e — - . BT o o

: REsRT OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS
For a Political Committee Other Than an Authorized Committes

(Summary Page)

4. TYPE OF REPORT (check appropriate boxes)
(a) D April 15 Quarterly Report

1. Name of Committee (in Full)

Committee for an Independent

Judiciary (] July 16 Quarterty Report
Address (Number and Street) [C] October 15 Quarterly Report
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E [E] Megueryit}:Yeac,End Repbrt
D July 31 Mid Year Report {Non-election Year Only)
City, State and ZIP Code [ Monthly Report for period ending 9/30/80
New York, New York 10022 [] Twelfth day report preceding

{Type of Election)
electionon _________ in the State of

D Thirtieth day report following the General Election

O Check if address is different than previously reported.

2. FEC Identification Number

No number assigned to date. on__ i the State of -
3. O This committee qualified as a multicandidate com- D Termination Report
e mittee during this Reporting Period on___N/A ®) s this Report an Amendment?
*a (date) O YES X NO

T SUMMARY . [ 'rcufi""m A m:m s

) Period Calendasr Year-to-Date
1 5. Covering Period 9/1/80 Through 9/30/80 T 2

é 8. (a) Cashon Hand January 1,1980. ... ....oiiiiiiiia, L

tb) Cash on Hand at Beginning of ReportingPeriod . ............. 48 0

(c) Total Receipts (from Line 18). . . ... .couveeeeenneeenennnd $1,445.00 $1,445.00 237°

(@» ] - !
{d) Subtotal (add lines 6({b) and 6(c) for Column A and

= Hit3 €6) S50 BN FobCOIRRBY. » o i ek e s s ers vaslons 1s1,445.00 s1,445.00

7. Total Disbursements {fromLine2B)............cccivvnnnnnnn S 0 $ 0

8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtractline 7 from 6(d)) . . .| $1, 445,00

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize ali on Schedule CorSchedule D) . ... .........cccu... 3 0

$1,445.00
_. 3 S’g

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule Cor ScheduleD) .. .................

1 certity that | have examined this Report and to the best of my knowledge and belief For further information, contaet:
it is true, correct and complete.

Federal Election Commission
3 . Toll Free 800-424-9530
Richard I, Beattie Local 202-523-4068

Type or Print Name of Tressurer

10/20/8Q

SIGNATURE OF TREASURER Oate

NOTE: Submission of faise, er , OF i plete information may subject the person signing this Report to the penaities of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

All previous versions of FEC FORM 3 and FEC FORM 3a are cbsolete and should no longer be used.

FEC FORM 3X (3/80)
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. DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
of Receipts and Disburssments
(Page 2, FEC FORM 3X)

Neme of Committee (in Full)

11.CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) FROM:

(Memo Entry Unitemized $.

{a) Individuals/Persons Other Than Politicsl Committess . .

{b) Political Party Committees. . . . .

{c) Other Political Committses . . . ......

13.ALL LOANS RECEIVED . . .

19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES . ...........

OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES. . . . .

22./\NDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (U. Schedule E)

(2 U.S.C. §4410(d)) (Use Schedule F). . . . ..
24.LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE .

25. LOANS MADE

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTICNS TO:

{b) Political Party Committees. . ... .....

{c) Other Politicst Committees . . .

..........

27.0THER DISBURSEMENTS. ... .....

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Line 26d

(d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other then losns) (add 11a, 11b and t1c)
12. TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES

14.LOAN REPAYMENTSRECEIVED ......... ..

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES ,AND

s oo

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES

(s) Individuals/Persons Other Than Political Committees

) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26e, 28b and 26c¢)

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Lines 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26d and 27). .
Ill. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES
29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than losns) from Line 11d

e e s e e

D S R R R A )

15, OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds, Rebetes, etc.) . . .. ...

[V 16.REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
ANDOTHER POLITICALCOMMITTEES . . ... ..ccnvenavannnn
R 17.0THER RECEIPTS (Dividends, Intersst. 0%¢.) . .. ..... 550 A

18. TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add 11d, 12, 13, 14,15, 16end 17). . . . . . 60 0615600
1l. DISBURSEMENTS

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTVEES. . .. .

LR S A A Y

.........

.............

..............

s o o0

1,445.00

Report Covering the Period:
Committee for an Independent Judiciary fFrom: 9/1/80 vo. 9/30/80
COLUMN A COLUMN B
Total This Period Calendar Yoer-10-Date
I. RECEIPTS ~

s o0 .1(.4.45-0.0 LI -4

ctecececascsssceans s d

1,445.00

o bbbkl

0

1,445.00

--------- tl-l..-l*

0

ssece0 s oo d

e es 00

(=]

1,445.00

1,445.00

0

0

1,445 00 1,445.00
0 0
0 0
0

0
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SCHEDULE A

ITEMIZED RECEIPTS

1

Poge_ 1 or 1

UNENGMeRR L1 [a)

(Use ssperate seheduiels) for ssch
astegory of the Devsiled

Summary Pege)

Any information copied from such Reports or Statements may not be s0id or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting contributions or for
commercial purposes, othar than using the name and sddress of any political committee to solicit contributions from such committes.

Neme of Committee {in Full)

Committee for an Independent Judiciary

A, Pull Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code

Name of Employer Date (month, Amount of Each
William K. Coblentz Jacobs, Sills & day, yeer) Receipt this Period
555 California Street, gl% e Coblentz 9/30/80 $250.00
San Francisco, California | Occupstion
i Sitnmery P Otnel Attorney at Law
O Other {specily): Aggregate Yearto-Dete—$ 280 . (
B. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Dete (month, Amount of Each

Receipt For: O Primary O Genersl

Occupation

O Other (specify):

Aggregate Year-to-Date—$

Receipt This Period

C. Full Name, Mailing Addvess snd ZIP Code

Name of Employer

Dete (month,
day, year)

Amount of Esch
Receipt This Period

Receipt For: O Primary Q General

Occupstion

Receipt For: O Primery O General
8 Other (specify): Aggregate Yesr-to-Date—$
D. Full Name, Mailing Address and 2P Code Name of Employer Oate (month, Amount of Esch
day, vesr) Receipt This Period
: Occupation
Recsipt For: O Primery Q General
O Other (specify): Aggregate Year-to-Oste—$
E. Fulli Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Name of Employer Dste (maonth, Amount of Each
day, veer) Receipt This Period

O Other (specify):

Ag_oregno Year-to-Oate—$

F. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code

Name of Empioyer

Receipt For: O Primary O General

Occupation

O Other {specify):

Aggregate Year-to-Date—$

G. Full Name, Mailing Address end ZIP Code

Name of Empioyer

Receipt For: QO Primary O General

Occupation

Date (month,

O Other {specity):

Aggregate Year-to-Date—$

Amount of Each
Receipt This Period

SUBTOTAL of Receipts This Page (optionsi)

..........

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only) .

.......

-------

$250.00
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REP’ OF RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENQ
For ¢ Political Cornmittee Othar Than an Authorized Committes

{Summary Paga)

et e ®om

1. Kz:ne of Committee {in Full) 4, TYPE OF REPORT (check 2ppropriate boxes)

committee for an Independent (a) [ April 15 Quarterly Report

-° Judicia ry ' D July 15 Quarterly Report
Address {Number and Street) ! [:] Oztobear 15 Oua&eriy Report
209 East 56th Street, Suite 1-E [] January 31 Year End Report

New York, New York 10022
a July 31 Mid Year Repor: (Non-election Year Only)

City, State and ZIP Code 0O Monthly Report for
New York, New York 10022

m Twelfth day report preceding
(Tvoe of Election)

electionon _11/4/8Qn tha Sexof Federal

D Check if address is different than previously reported.

3 FEC ldentit Norrd. D Thirtieih day t2part followsing the Genered Elzetion
. F2C ldentification Number

Not assigned to date on inthe Ststeof
<3 3. O This committee qualified as a multicandidate com- D Termination Report
A mittee during this Reporting Period on N/A {b) s this Report an Amendmanr?
(date) O YES & NO

SUMMARY Column A Co.ur-m s
; This Period Caisindzr Year-to-Data
o 5. Covering Period lQL]_.L80 Through 10/15/80 TP _
© 6. 3) CashonHand January 1,19.80. ... bl ers el 150 Liuaaw 0
{b) Cazh on Hand at éeginning of Reporﬁng Period ittt b e ..48 1445.00
o 2ceip?s i Ty e TP T ey s ik o R i PRt R
{c} Tota! Raceipts (from Line 18} S 925 .00 S 2370.00
T {d} Subiotal {add lines 6{b) and 6(c) for Column A 2nd
lines 6{a) and 6(c) for ColumnB)............... P SEL {$ 2370.00 $ 2370.00
C
7. Total Dis mrs"r:ents (from U128} % 5 el aeie I o e s L S o S ) S )
e
8 Cz2sh on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtractline 7 from 6(d)) .. JS  220.00 $ 220.00
9 Dabis end Oo.tgauons Owed TO the Committes
(itemize all on Schedute Cor Scheduie D) . .o v v v vvvnnnr.n.. ) 0
10. Dabisand Obliga.';ions Owed BY th2 Committae
{ltemize all on Schedule CorSchedule D) . . . oo ettt e ii e

I cerify that | have en:mmed this Heoon and to x‘ﬁa bes: of my knowledse and baii2f For furthor ir:fcr=aetian, cuntace:
rnis true, correci and complere, 2] :
Feduial Eiccrion Cammigsion
RICHARD I. BEATTIE Toli Froe 600-42:42333
¢ Lozal 202-521 4352

Type or Print r.ama-,r Trcawnr /
- ’/

Pt 4,‘_{;.5'-' //w 10/23/80

SIGNATUE OF TREASURER Date

NOTE:

Submissicn of false, erroneous, or incompiete informatinn may subject the p2esan signing thi. Regurt to the peny tesof 2U.S.C. §~33:g.

All previous varsions of FEC FORM 3 and FEC FORM 22 ar2 00300420 564 shouid 110 10047 £ Liaw.

FEC FORN IN (3/30)




DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
of Receipts and Disbursements
(Page 2, FEC FORM 3X)

tiav ¢ of Conrnisted lin Full)

Committee for an Independent Judiciary

I. RECEIPTS

* ° 14.CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) FROM:

{5) Indivictuals/Persons Other Than Political COMMITILes . « v c o e v oeoooesen

{hemo Entry Unitemized S- )

15) Political Party COmMmItes. « « c e ceocccceccccsccsssccscosccscs

(e} Other Political COmMmItIees . . .. ccoceccecsccscsccsossnsanasn

{4) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans){add 11s, 1lband 11c) ......

12. TRANSFERS FROMN AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ........
13.ALLLOANSRECEIVED , . c e et cceveceretscrsscscsscosssonne
14, LOAN REPAYMENTSRECEIVED . .. ... .cclctiecncencacacccns

15.0FFSZTS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds, Rebates, etc.) . . .. ...

16.REFUNDS Or CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHER POLITICALCOMMITTEES . .. .. .ccceeeecccncecnnns

17.0THZR RECEIPTS (Dividends, Interest, etc.) .

s e e 00 e e ceccess s o0

0. DISBURSEMENTS
19.0PERATING EXPENDITURES . . ......c.0 cccoeescnsocaccnca

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARYY COMMITTEES. . .. ... ....

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND
OTHER POLITICALCOMMITTEES. ... ...ccccecvececccncoacnan

22.INDZPENDENT EXPENDITURES (UseSchedule E) . .. o e e vvevvecnann

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 Us.C. §3412!d)) (Use Schedule F). . . .

23.LOAN RZPAYMENTS MADE

25.LOAMS MADE

25.REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTICNS TO:

(a) Individuals/Persons Other Than Political Committees . . . .. ...

s es e e

{b) Politice! Party Commistees. .

{c) Other Petitical Committees . . oo o v oevnne

3) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS ladd 26a, 26b and 26<). . .

e s s 000

27.0THER DISSURSEMENTS. .. ... .

...... " eo 000 v oo e

28. TOTAL DISSURSEMENTS {Add Lines 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26d 2n4 27). . .
11l. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS {other than loans) from Line 11d

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Linz 26¢

31027 CONTRIBUTIONS {uther than loans) (subtrace Line 3D from Line 293¢

32.TOTAL C¥c RATING EXPENDITURES trom l;&ne 19

I2.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 15

........

Report Covering the Period:
froml0/1/805,. 10/15/80
COLUMN A COLUMN B
Tota) This Poriod Calondasr Yoarto-Date

AT

..$.925.00.....}..82370.00 |

0 0
..$.925.00..... ...$.2.3?9.-.99...:..
$ 925.00 $2370.00

1E.TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add 11d, 12, 13,14,15,15and 17). . . .. . ... e en et o -

0

$2150.00

0

[\

.......

o I

$2150.00

$2150.00

$2370.00

0

A - e i tme— i o em

0

o e o ]

0

0

| 2

e e e e e . ccmcan—.

L ————"




“DULE A

. ITEMIZED RECEIPTS

PV,

LINE HUMsE

— 00

A

(Use suparate hedule(s) 10s euch l
€3tegury of the Dorsiieg
Summary Page)

graorocl s, ot Sthar thar using the neviz and adideess 0 99y pOltical COMUAIIES 19 aNCit Suttiuatiur: drne, suuh conunitiec

Aoy iviorm ciao copied from such Roports or Statements may not b % or used by 8ny person tor the purpoys of sntiziting contributions or

for

e of Coreritiee in Full)

A. Full Piar, Mailing Address and ZiP Code

Name of Employer

Recein: Fa.'.?- O Primary O General
0 Othzr Lipecify):

Occupation

Daze {(ronth,
day, year)

Aggregate Year-to-Date-S

Amount of Each
Receipt this Peciod

B. Tull Noama, Maiting Address and ZIP Code

Name ot Empioyer

Raceipt For: O Primary O Genera!
8 Other Gsp2city):

Occupation

Date (maoath,
day, year)

Aagregate Year-to-Date—$

Amount of Each
Receipt This Period

. Full Nams, Maiting Addiess and ZI® Code

Name of Empioyer

Occupation

N O Other (specify):

Recuipt For: O Primary O Genera! -

Tate Lauoik,

day, y2a:)

Aggregate Year-t0-Date—S

Amaunz of Sach
Raceint This Pesiod

DD. Fuli Mamy, lailing Address and 2P Cods

i :

Name of Employer

Fieceipt For® O Primary O Genera)
Q O:her (specify):

Occupation

Date (month,
day, year)

Aggregar2 Year-10-Date—~$

Amount of Eech
Receipt This Period

bE. Full Name, Mailing Address and Z1P Code

Name of Empleyer

Receipt For: O Primary Q General
O O:her lsozcify):

Gceupation

Daze livanth,
day, year}

Acggregate Year-20-Date—$

Amount of Each
Receipt Tiis Period

F. Full Piame, Mailing Address and ZIP Cod:

Name of ‘Employer

Receip: For: O Primary 0 General
B Ocher ipecify):

Occupation

Date {mouth,
day, yea-)

Aggregate Yezar-t0-Date~$

Amotnt of Each
Receipt Tnis Pericd

G. Full Mama, Mailing Address and ZiP Code

e

MName of Employer

Occupation

Receips Cor O Primary © Gonera!
O O:tier (spazify):

[ Agaresars YeurtoDare—§

D2 inonth,

dzy. year)

Amopunt ot Each

Fiecoine Tres Prrine

b —— - -

SUBTOTAL cf Receipts This Page foationat) . . ... .. ... o e

TOTAL Tris Feriad (1ast page this hine number only)




ITEMIZED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES

(See Reverse Side for Instructions)

Neme of Committee (in Full) : - 1.0. No.

Committee for an Independent Judiciary Not assigned to date
Full Name, Maiing Adaress & Z1P Code Purpoee of Date /montn, Amount Name of Feaeral Canargate
of Each Payes Expenditure day, vesr) $uPPOried Or 0DPOLET by the
expenditure & off.ce sought

National Law Journal
c/o New York Law Newspaper Jimmy Carter

Publishing Company advertisement |10/1/80|$1400.00 for President
233 Broadway

New York, New York 1027 & Sueporr O Osoote

New York Law Journal
c/o New York Law Newspaper Jimmy Carter

Publishing Company advertisement {10/6/80|$ 750.00 for President
233 Broadway

New York, New York 1027 O Suoport O Ooootre

0 Suooor:

0 Sspcort

O Suooort O Ouoose
SRS

1
{a) SUBTOTAL of ttemized Independent Expenditures R = 21 §Q o QO |
{p) SUBTOTAL of Unitemized Independent Expenditures . P - TR S 0 ; 2150.0
{c) TOTAL Independent Expenditures e . w 0of v A Hos , S .00

Unger penaity Of perjury | certify that the independent exdend:tures re0or 1ed <359
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR PREPARING SCHEDULE E

GENERAL

DEFINITION

Tne term “independent expenditure” means: ‘‘an ex-
penditure for a communication by a person expressly
advocating the election or defeat of a clearly identified
cendidate which is made without cooperation or consults-
tion with any candidate, or sny authorized committee or
agent of such candidate, and which is not made in concert
with, or at the request or suggestion of, any candidate, or
any authorized committee or agent of such candidate.”’

WHO MUST FILE

Any political committee which makes independent
expenditures must report these expenditures on Schedule
E during the reporting period in which they were made.

Any independent expenditures aggregating $1,000 or
more made after the 20th day, but more than 24 hours,
before 12:01 A.M. of the day of the election, must be
reported within 24 hours after the independent expendi-
ture is made. The report must include all of the informa-
tion required on Schedule E and be filed with the appro-
priate office.

LINE BY LINE INSTRUCTIONS

For Schedule E, the committee must enter the full name
of the committee and the FEC identitication Number in
the appropriate boxes at the top of the page. For each
person who receives a payment or disbursement during the
calendar year aggregating in excess of $200 in connection
with an independent sxpenditure, the reporting committee
must provide on Schedule E the full name, mailing address
and zip code of the payee receiving zny disbursement, the
date and amount of any indspendent expenditure aggre-
gating in excess of -$200, and the purpose of the independ-
ent expenditure (e.g., radio, television, newspaper). in
addition, the committee must provide the name of the
candidate, the office sought by the candidate (including
State and Congressional District, where applicable), and
whether the independent expenditure was in support of,
or in opposition to, the candidate. A subtotal of itemized
expenditures must be disclosed on Line (a) of the last

Schedule E filed. A subtotal of independent expenditures
not required to be itemized must also be disclosed on Line
{b) of the last Schedute E filed.

The total of all independent expenditures (Line (c)) is
carried forward to the appropriste line of the Detailed
Summary Page.

CERTIFICATION AND NOTARIZATION

The treasurer of any political committee which makes
an independent expenditure must sign Schedule E and
certify under penalty of perjury that the expenditure was
in fact an “independent expenditure.”

Additionally, Schedule E must be notarized.

NOTE: Any other person (other than a political commit-
tee) who makes an independent expenditure must file on
FEC FORMS.
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ADVERTISEMENT

To Those Concerned

About A

NEW YORK LAW JOURNA

Possibie

neagan Supreme Court:

ILL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices cf the Supreme Court.

The possibility of Ronald Reagan's election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology. On race relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and press. the rights of the accused, and on the environ-
ment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty, aecency and reason.
We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas.
And, this concern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as weli.

The Republican platform pledges to work for the “appoint-
menrt of Judges at ail levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
Ifa.” Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association, Leonard Janofsky said that it is “improper . . .
very dangerous and out of order. | would think there would be
a lot of Republicans. including myself, who would be very
much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of
California, Ronald Reagan made every effort to insure ideological
purity in his judicial nominees. The National Law Journal reports
that “{iJn California, Mr. Reagan’s administration often would quiz
potential nominees on the minutiae of their poiitical thinking. . .”
His staff fed judicial selection panels a diet of biue chip, right of
center white and male nominees.

On the other hand. there is fiear unanimity that limmy
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addi-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of
minorities (more than ail his predecessors combined) out of
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtually all had
backgrounds of professional excellence and high intetiectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors,
Wall Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules cf law and & moral tone for the
country. Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have to ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must also ask whether a Reagan ma-
jority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of
America they want for the next generation, not merely the next
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pay for mailings,
advertisemeants and related activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences. write articles and letters to the editor,
and appear on radio 2nd television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation
of similar groups throughout the country. ) Urge formation of
student and faculty groups on campuses to express the views
set forth in the statement.

The Commiittee will not take any position on other issues in
the election.

We hope you will complete the coupon and return it to us
with your contribution.

October 7, 1980

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFILIATIONS LISTED FOR IDENTIFICATION ONLY)

Floyd Abrams, Lawyer, (NYC): John H. Adams, Executive Director, Natural Resources Delsnse Council,
(NYC): Terry Ademason, Partner, Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey (Wash. D.C.); Barbara Allen Babcock,
Prof. of Law, Stanlord Univ. Law School (Stanford); John Baker, Assoc. Dean, Univ. of Indiana Law
School (Biogmington); Richaed |. Besttie, Partner, Simpson, Thacher & Bartiett (NYC), Treasurer; Carole
Bellows, Past Pres., lllinois State Bar Assn. (Chicago); Jemes Biermen, Partner, Foley, Lardner, Hol-
labaugh & Jaccbs (Wash. D.C.); Charles L. Black, Jr., Sterling Prolessor, Yale Univ. Law Schoo! (New
Haven); Robert L. , Dean, Cleveland-Marshall Coliege of Law (Cleveland), Ernest Bonyhedi, .
Partner, Stosl, Rives, Boley & Fmor (Portiand, Ore.); Wiliam A. Borders, Jr., Pres., National Bsr Assn.
(Wash. D.C.): Wiley A. Branton, Deen, Howard Univ. Law School (Wash. D C.); James Brosnshan,
Partner, Morrison and Faerster (San Francisco); Micheel A. Cardozo, Partner, Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
tMondeisohn (NYC); Julius L. Chambers, Partner, Chambers, Stein, Ferguson & Becton (Chariotte). Wil-
liam K. Cobientz, Partner, Jacobs, Siis & Coblentz (San Francisco); La Doris Cordel, Asst. Dean, Sian-
ford Univ. Law School (Stanford); Lindsey Cowen, Dean, Thomas Backus School of Law, Western
Reserve Univ. (Claveland); Sers-Ann Determan, Partner, Hogan & Hartson (Wash. D.C.); Marisn Wright
Edeiman, Pres., Children’s Defense Fund (Wash. D.C.); Bernard D. Fischman, Pariner, Shea & Gould
(NYC); Marvin E. Frenkel, Former U.S. Dist. Judge, Southern Dist. N.Y. (NYC), Chairmen; James O.
Freedmen, Dean, Unly. of Pennsylvanis Law School (Phils.); Semusi T. Gaines, Past Pres., The Bar As-
sn. of Greatar Cleveland (Cleveland); Howard L. Ganz, Partner, Proskauer, Rose, Goeiz & Mendeisohm
(NYC); Morris P. Glushien, Lawyer & Arbitrator (NYC); Howard N. Golden, Partnes, Goiden, Weinshienk
& Mandel (NYC); Jack Greenberg, Director-Counsel, NAACP Legal Detense & Educationsl Fund (NYC),
Vice-Chalrmen; Conred Herper, Partner, Simpson, Thacher & Bartiett (NYC); David R. Hood, Lawyer
{NYC); Seth M. Hufstedier, Past Pres., Caiifornia State Bar Assn. (Callfornia); Andrew L. Johnson, Jr.,
Past Pres., Bar Assn. ol Greater Cleveland (Cleveland); Stephen L. Kass, Partner, Berle, Butzel, Kass &
Case (NYC): Peter Langrock, Cheirman, Sec. on individual Rights & Responsibility, ABA (Middleburg,
Vermont); Robert B. McKay, Director, Justice Program, Aspen Inst. for Humanistic Studies (NYC);
Morton M. Maneker, Partner, Proskauer, Rose, Gostz & Mendelsahn (NYC); Michael Meitsner, Osan,
Northeastern Univ. School of Law (Boston); lra Millstein, Partner, Weil, Gotshal & Manges (NYC); Arthur
Murphy, Prot. of Law, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC): James M. Nabrit, dr., Pres., Emeritus, Howard
Univ. (Wash. D.C.): Mario Obledo, Secretary, Calif. Dept. of Health & Wellaro Past Pres., Mevican
American Legal Defense Fund (Sacramento); Monrad G. Peulsen, Dean, Cardozo School of Law (NYC):
Jane Plcker, Profassor of Law, Cleveland St. Univ. (Cleveland); Harriet Pitpel, Partner, Greenbaum,
Woilf & Ernst (NYC); Michael H. Posner, Exec. Sec., Lawyers Committee for int'l Human Rights (NYC);
Liewsiyn G. Pritchard, Partner, Kerr, Tuttle, Koch, Campbeli, Mawer & Morrow (Seattle); Herriet Rabb,
Asst. Dsan, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Robert G. Ringo, Past Pres.. Oregon Trial Lawyers Assn.
(Corvallis, Ore.); Albert J. Rosenthal, Dean, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Lynn Hechl Schafran,
vice Chairpersoo, N.Y.C. Comm. an Status ol Women (NYC); Orviile H. Schell, Jr., Past Rres. Assn. of
Bar, City of N.Y. (NYC). Jorome J. Sheslack, Partner, Schnader, Harris, Segal & Lewis (Phila.); Edward
Sliver, Partner, Proskauer Rose Goetz & Mandelisohn /NYC); Chesterfield Smith, Fartner. Holland and
Knight. Past Pres., American Bar Assn. (Lakeiand); Williem B. Spenn, Jr., Past Pras.. American Bar As-
sn. (Atlants); M.D. Tevacide, Pres. & Gen. Counsel. Puerto Fican Legal Defense Fund (NYC); David
Tatel, Partner, Hogan & Har'son (Wash. D.C.); Say Tophis. Partner, Pau! Weiss Rifkind Wharton & Gar-
1300 INYC; Judith Viadeck, Partner, Viadeck Elias Viedeck & Engelhard (NYC): Junius Williems, Past
Pras., National Bar Assn. (Newark).

You may list my name as a
member of the Committes for
an Independent Judiciary,
209 E. 56th Street, Suite 1E,
New York, New York 10022

“Affifiation (for identification)
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ENCLOSED IS
CONTRIBUTION OF

My

TN S

(MAKE CHECK PAYABLE
7O COMMITTEE FOR AN
INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY.)

Poid for by the Committes For An independent Judicisry.
The Cammiftee is not guthorized Dy any candicate or any cancidele’s Commitiee.

EXHIBIT A TO RESPONSE OF COMMITTEE
FOR AN INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY
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shoctes All:

WASMINOTON. D.C. OPFICE

088 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, N. W.
WASEINOTON, D. C. 50036
TELEPHONE (208) 486 -6060

LAW OPFICES OF
MoRRISON & FOERSTER
ONE MARKET PLAZA
SPEAR STREET TOWER

SAN Francisco, CALIFORNIA 94105
TELEPRONE (443) ¥77-6000

LOS ANGELES OFFICE

8533 WEST SIXTH STREET

1LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90018
TELEPHONE (313) 636-3800

DENVER OFFICE

3100 COLUMBIA FPLAZA
1670 BROADWAY

DENVER, COLORADO 80303
TELEPHONE (303) 831-100

JAMES J. BROSNAHAN
SAN PRANCISCO

TELER 34-0184

LOMNDON OFPPICE

13 OROSVENOR PLACE
LONDON SWIX rEX
[TI@RNTTD

TELREPEONE 333-0381
. QEWIOR

P. O. BOX 5840
JEDDAN, SAUDI ARABIA

October 22, 1980

DIRECT DIAL (418) 777-6180 TELEPHONE G073l OR 600783

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1308

Dear Mr. Steele:

You have sent me a copy of a letter from one Loren
A. Smith, Chief Counsel to the Reagan Bush Committee
charging myself and others with a violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971 in connection with an
expression on our part of our views concerning Governor Reagan's
anticipated judicial appointments should he become President
of the United States. You have also asked for a response and
have enclosed a self-addressed, special delivery envelope. My
views are as follows:

l. The statements made by the Committee are protected
by the First Amendment of the United States Constitution.

2. There is no violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Act for reasons which others on the Committee will
shortly give to you.

3. The complaint of Mr. Smith is without foundation
and is done for the obvious purpose of distracting attention
from the merits of the debate.

4. Mr. Smith's complaint is an obvious attempt to
silence citizens who seek to express their views on a subject
of national importance. His request for an injunction discloses
his view and perhaps that of Governor Reagan that opponents

should be silenced. zg :0“1 LZiSU e




MORRISBON & FOERSTER

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
October 22, 1980
Page Two

5. I intend to speak out on this issue without
regard to the wishes of Loren A. Smith.

When the complaint is dismissed or disposed of
under your procedures, I would appreciate being notified so
that I may consider what action might be appropriate against
Mr. Smith and the group for which he is an agent, the Reagan

Bush Committee.
Very/trhly yours, 23

Jamesf§. Brosnahan

JJB/jo

cc: Floyd Abrams
Barbara Allen Babcock
Richard I. Beattie
William K. Coblentz
Ira Millstein
Mario Obledo
Jerome J. Shestack
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
Jay Topkis
Loren A. Smith




Charles N. Steele, Esqg.
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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STOEL, RIVES, BOLEY, FRASER AND WYSE
(DAVIES, BIGGS, STRAYER, STOEL AND BOLEY)
(RIVES, BONYHADI & SMITH)

ALLAN R, ABRAVANEL ROBMERT H. HUNTINGTON LAw Orrices Counsel

JEFFREY MICHAEL ALDEN $YERUENITIIANIE 9S00 S W FIFTH AVENUE aniLoaven
RICHARD E. ALEXANDER VEL J =

NCh ARG G BACH MCHARD C. JOSERHSON PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 A e

PAUL L.BOLEY JORL O. 5 ACHTER! THOMAS O. P, QUILBERT
ERNEST BONYHADI DIIT:" E”-NA:TINS‘.E. :;‘A:LCS F. ADAMSN KIRK R. HALL

PHILLIP D. CHADSEY WILLIAM M. McALLI - (503) 224-3380 EPHEN E. BABSO SUSAN M, HAMMER

HARRY 8. CHANDLER CHARLES J. McMURCHIE MARGARET M. BAUMOARONER JOYCE A. HARPOLE
CLEVELAND C.CORY g:o:az :| M:l:ﬂ.n! :m;_t.mu A, DE:G JAMES C. HOWE

RAREN X, CREASON vID P. (4 S UTH A.BEYE PAMELA L. JACKLIN
THOMAS P. DEERING GRECGORY R. MOWE CONSBSTANCE HEIMS BLOCK PETEZR R. JARVIS

JOHN DETJUENS, IO HARDY MYERS <JOHN A. BOCOANSKI OREGORY F. JENNER
BARNES H. ELLIS THOMAS R NICOLA! October 20 » 1980 JOHN F. BRADACH CHARLES $. LEWIS, I
EOWARD L.EPSTEIN 1S b ™ HENRY C. BREITHAU DENNIS LEYBOLD
HOWARD M. FEUERSTEIN TERRENCE R. :AN%OAST DEE K. CARLSON GREGORY H. MACPHERSON
RICHARD A. FRANZKE MARK H. PETERMA BERTRAND J. CLOSE — WILLIAM E. MERRITY
GEORGCE H. FRASER CAMPBELL RICHARDSON ELIZABETH F. COSORIFF OBERT J, MOORMAN
OQEORGE M. CALLOWAY ROBERT L.RIDGLEY NANCY L.COWOILL HOMAS H. NELSON
LEONARD A. OIRARD QEORGE D. RIVES E.JOSEPH DEAN dAnq AN
WILLIAM J. GLABSOOW RICHARD E. ROY FRANCIS 8. DELIA ARGARET
GERBHAM COLDSTEIN JOHN M. SCHWEITZER CHRISTINE L. DICKEY i OMAS m: A
RONALD S. CGROSSMANN PATRICHK J. SIMPSON MARK R. FEICHTINGER

UY A.RANDLES
CHARLES M. HABERNIOO HUOH SMITH RANDOLPH C. FOSTER VIS O. ROSENBAUM
ROBEART F. HARRINGTON THOMAS B, STOEL NANCY M. GANONO y EVEN SCROOGIN

JOHN R.HAY MANLEY B. STRAYER ANDREW R, GARDNER JAMES RAY STREINZ
RICHARD A. HAYDEN, JR. JERE M. WEBD BENNETT H. GOLDSTEIN “‘8"NN E. THOMPSON

DAVID O. HAYHURST CLARENCE R.WICKS SUSAN P. ORABER K.WALTER VAN VALKENBURO
HENRY H. HEWITT MARCUS WOOD DAVID W. GREEN BTEPHEN S. WALTERS
CHARLES F. HINKLE WILLIAM W. WYSE STEPHEN L.ORIFFITH ”uornv J. WYLDER

—
—

Charles N. Steele, Esq. —
General Counsel o
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, NW

Washington, DC 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Re: Your Letter of October 10, 1980 -
Committee for an Independent Judiciary

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of October 10,
1980 to Mr. Beattie, Treasurer of the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary, with a copy of the complaint by the Reagan-
Bush Committee.

While I assure you that my participation on the
Committee for an Independent Judiciary is totally unrelated
to the Carter-Mondale Campaign Committee, I deny any willful
violation on my part of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971. I understand that Mr. Richard I. Beattie or his law
firm, Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett, will respond substantively
on behalf of the Committee. You are hereby advised that I
personally will be pleased to be represented by Simpson,
Thacher & Bartlett in this matter, and I hereby authorize Mr.
Richard I. Beattie of Simpson, Thacher & Bartlett to receive
on my behalf any notifications or other communications from
the Commission in this matter.

Very uly yours,

rd ¢
‘e
/ﬁtﬁest BonYhad

EB:vwd

cc: Richard I. Beattie, Esq.




Wachington, D.E. 20463




October 14, 1980

MBMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmoms
FROM: Elissa T. Garr
MUR 1308

Please have the attached Memo on expedited MUR 1308
distributed to the Commission on an informtational basis.
Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 14, 1980

MEMORANDUM

TO: The Commission

FROM: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR 1308

On October 10, 1980, Loren Smith, Chief Counsel of the
Reagan-Bush Committee ("Reagan-Bush"), held a press conference
in front of Commission offices on K Street. At the conclusion
of the press conference, Mr. Smith hand-delivered a complaint
to the General Counsel's office.

Prior to his remarks, Reagan-Bush workers handed out Smith's
prepared statement and a copy of an advertisement which appeared
in the National Law Journal of October 13, 1980. (Attachments I
and II). Attachment II was also included as the only exhibit
to the complaint.

The complaint restates the allegations in Mr. Smith's
statement, makes specific reference to provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act ("FECA") and Title 26 of the
United States Code, and names as respondents the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary and the sixty individuals listed in
the advertisement.

The Office of General Counsel sent a notification of receipt
of complaint to all named respondents through Richard Beattie,
identified in the advertisement as the committee treasurer.
Individual follow-up notifications are to be sent to all respondents
by close of business, October 14, 1980.

If, upon initial review and analysis, it appears to this
office that there is no reason to believe that any of the
respondents have violated FECA or Title 26, it will make an
appropriate recommendation to the Commission by the end of this
week. Otherwise, we will prepare a First General Counsel's
Report after the expiration of 15 days from receipt of notification
or after responses have been received.
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Reagan Bush Committee /4'T“Tﬁach n«edT‘t[.
901 South Highland Street, Arlington, Virginia 22204 (703) 685-3400 :
Pl

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: CONTACT: Lyn Nofziger or

_ ‘Loren Smith
Friday, October 10, 1980 703-685-3717

STATEMENT BY LOREN SMITH
CHIEF COUNSEL, REAGAN-BUSH COMMITTEE

Today we are filing a complaint against the Committee for an
Independent Judiciary and its members for violations of the federal
election law. The committee has illegally solicited funds. It has
failed to register with the Federal Election Commission. It has
failed to file financial disclosure forms. And it may also be
making illegal in-kind contributions to the Carter-Mondale Reelec-
tion Committee.

The facts of this complaint are as follows:

The committee, which is made up of members of the bar, who are
presumed to know the law, has published an advertisement in The
National Law Journal of October 13th which violates several provi-
sions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
While the article makes false, distorted and out-of-context repre-
sentations concerning Governor Reagan's judicial record, it displays
its authors' true disregard for the law as well as the facts by its
violations of the law. It is the kind of misleading political
tactic the election law was passed to prohibit. And since this act
was performed by members of the bar, it must be presumed that it
was a knowing and willful violation by those individuals who
prepared it.

The heart of this violation is a newspaper advertisement which
contains misleading statements concerning Governor Reagan's record
on judicial appointments, as well as his judicial philosophy. In
the process, the authors of the ad quote former A.B.A. president

- more -

Paid for by Reagan Bush Committee. United States Senator Paul Laxalt, Chairman. Bay Buchanan. Treasurer.
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Leonard Janofsky in a way that implies he disapproves of Governor
Reagan's record and intentions with respect to judicial selection.
It is true that Mr. Janofsky disapproved of the Republican Party
platform plank on judicial selection if that plank is interpreted
as a litmus test on any particular issue. But, it is also true
that Governor Reagan does not hold to such an interpretation.

In fact, the Governor has stated that he is vitally concerned
with the quality of prospective appointees and that he will consider
as an additional factor only a ''broad compatibility'" with his own
judicial philosophy. Mr. Janofsky approves of Governor Reagan's
position in this regard and also believes the Governor's appoint-
ments to the California bench were generally excellent. Thus,
this illegal advertisement, which distorts Governor Reagan's
position on judicial appointments, is apparently part of the
Carter campaign of fear and divisiveness in its attempt to frighten

--members of the bar with the prospect of Reagan Supreme Court
appointees.

This advertisement failed to carry a proper disclaimer indi-
cating that it was an expenditure on behalf of the Carter candidacy.

Federal law requires that the ad either indicate that it was
authorized by the Carter campaign or that it was not authorized
by any candidate.

The ad also solicited contributions for further efforts
without putting contributors on notice that they would be con-
tributing to a federal political committee. The ad asked indi-
viduals to spend money to further distribute the committee's
election message without providing them with any indication that
such distribution would constitute an independent expenditure or
an illegal in-kind contribution to the Carter reelection effort.

Under the law, any group spending over $1,000 to influence
a federal election must register with the FEC within ten days of

_its creation, listing bank accounts and a treasurer. . The Committee
for an Independent Judiciary has not done this. We know The
National Law Journal sells such advertising space as the committee
bought for $1,850 per page. We do not know how much other money
they have spent in organizing efforts. They operate out of a blind
letter drop in New York City.

- more -




If the efforts of the committee were funded by the Carter

campaign or operated in coordination with the Carter Committee,
then another very serious violation of the contribution and dis-

closure laws is involved.

We are asking the FEC to investigate fully this matter as
soon as possible. We are also asking the FEC to enjoin this
group from further violations of the election law, and to remind
them that as a group solely made up of lawyers, they have a
special obligation to obey the law. As lawyers who seek to influ-.
ence our legal system, they cannot claim ignorance of the law
while purporting to instruct others in judicial policy. We feel
the FEC should prosecute this complaint fully and immediately.

4
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Monday, October 13, 1980
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EXHIBIT A, REAGAN BUSH COMMITTEE COMPLAINT

About A

THE NATIONAL LAW JOURNAL

To Those Concerned

Possible

Reagan Supreme Court:

iLL YOU join us in the Committee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?
The Committee for &an Independent Judiciary

supports Jimmy Carter for President be-

cause the next President may appoint a majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Court. °

The possibility of Ronald Reagan’s election presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideology. On race relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and press, the rights of ‘he accused, and on the environ-
ment, the Court has been a bulwark of liberty, decency and reason.
We fear that a Reagan appointed majority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse in all these areas.
And, this concern extends to all levels of the judiciary, as well.

The Republican platform pledges to work for the “appoint-
ment of Judges at all levels of the judiciary who respect
traditional family values and the sanctity of innocent human
life.” Leaders of the bar who practice across the spectrum of
legal issues have deplored the plank as an ideological test for
judicial appointment. Former President of the American Bar
Association, Leonard Janofsky said that it Is “improper . . .
very dangerous and out of order. | would think there would be
a lot of Republicans, lncludlng myself, who would be very
much disturbed.” The House of Delegates of the ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the plank. As Governor of
California, Ronaid Reagan made overy effort to insure ideological
purity in his judicial nominees. The National Law Journal reports
that “(jn California, Mr. Reagan’s administration often would quiz
potential nominees on the minutiae of their political thinking .
His staff fed judicial selection paneis a diet of biue chip, right o!
center white and male nominees.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFluAnous LISTED FOR IDENTIFICATION ONLY)
Fioyd Abrams, Lawyer, (NYC); John K. Adame, Executive Director, Nalural Resources Defense Council,
Teorry Adurou. Partner, Hansell, Post, Brandon & Dorsey (Wash. D.C.); Berbara Alien Babcock,
Prof. of Law, Stanford Univ. Law School (Stanford); John Baker, Assoc. Dean, Univ. of indiana Law

(NYC);

On the other hand, there is near unanimity that Jimmy
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. In addi-
tion to having selected about 40 women and 50 members of
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined) out of
over 250 appointments, his choices have virtuaily all had
backgrounds of professional excelience and high intellectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors,
Wail Street type lawyers, sole practitioners, labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records.

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversaries, but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the
country. Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have to ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must aiso ask whether a Reagan ma-
jority on the Supreme Court will help create the kind of
America they want for the next genaration, not merely the next
four years.

The Committee will: 1) Send this letter to other lawyers and
urge them to join. 2) Solicit contributions to pay for mailings,
advertisements and related activity. 3) Urge its members to
hold press conferences, write articies and letters to the editor,
and appear on radio and television to express their views on
this issue. 4) Urge undertaking related activity and formation
of similar groups throughout the country. 5) Urge formation of
student and faculty groups on campuses {0 express the views
set forth in the statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other issues in
the election.

We hope you will complete the coupon and return it to us
with your contribution.

You may list my name as 8
member of the Committee for
an Independent Judiciery,
209 E. 58th Street, Suite 1E,
New York, New York 10022

School (Bloomington); Richerd |. Besttie, Partner, Simpeon, Thacher & Bartiett (NYC), Treasurer; Cerole
Past Pres., ifinois State Bar Asen. (Chicego); Jamee Blermen, Pariner, Foley, Lardner, Hol-
labaugh & Jacobs (Wash. D.C.); Charies L. Bleck, Jv., Steriing Professor, Yale Univ. Law School (New
Haven); Robert L. Bogomoiny, Dean, Cleveland-Marshall Coliege of Law (Cleveland); Brnest
Partner, Stoel, Rives, Boley & Fraser (Portiend, Ore.); William A. Borders, Je., Pres., National Bar Assn.
(Wash. D.C.); Wiley A. Branton, Dean, Howard Univ. Law School (Wash. D.C.); James Brosnshen,
Partner, Morrison and Foerster (San Francisco); Michsel A. Cerdozo, Partner, Proskauer, Rose, Goetz &
Mendelisohn (NYC):; Jullus L. Chambers, Partner, Chambers, Stein, Ferguson & Becton (Chariotte); Wl-
llem K. Cobientz, Pariner, Jacobs, Silis & Coblentz (San Francisco); La Doris Cordell, Asst. Dean, Stan-
ford Univ. Law Schoo! (Stanford); Lindsey Cowen, Dean, Thomas Backus School of Law, Wastern
Resarve Univ. (Cleveland); Sere-Ann Determan, Partner, Hogan & Hartson (Wash. D.C.); Marien Wright
Rdeimen, Pres., Children's Defense Fund (Wash. D.C.); Bernard D. Flschmaen, Partner, Shea & Gould
{NYC); Marvin & Frenkel, Former U.S. Dist. Judge, Southern Dist. N.Y. (NYC), Chelrman; James O.
Fresdman, Dean, Univ. of Pennsyivenia Law 8chool (Phile.); Samuel T. Gaines, Past Pres., The Bar As-
8n. of Greater Cleveland (Cleveland); Hewerd L. Gens, Parines, Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mendeisohnr
(NYC); Morris P, Glushien, & Arditrator (NYC); Hewerd N. Galden, Pariner, Goiden, Weinshienk
8 Mandel (NYC); deck Director-Counsel, NAACP Legal Defense & Educational Fund (NYC),
_Vice-Chelrmen; Conted » Partnes, Simpeon, Thacher & Bartiett (NYC); David R.
(NYC). Seth M. . Past Pres., Calfornia State Bar Assn. (Celi ); Androw L. .,
Past Pres., Bar Assn. of Greater Cleveland (Cleveland); Stephen L. Partner, Berie, Butzel, Kass &
Case (NYC); Peter Chairman, Sec. on individual Rights & Responsibility, ABA (Middieburg,
Vermont); Robert B. , Director, Justice Program, Aspen inst. for Humanistic Studies (NYC);
Morton M. Maneker, Pamor. Proskauer, Rose, Goetz & Mendelisohn (NYC); Michael Meltener, Dean,
Northeastern Univ. School of Law (Boston); ire Milistein, Partner, Weil, Gotshal & Manges (NYC); Arthur
Murphy, Prof. of Law, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); James M. Nebrit, Jr., Pres., Emerius, Howard
Univ. (Wash. D.C.); Merlo Obledo, Secretary, Calil. Dept. of Health & Wellare, Pest Pres., Mexicen
American Legal Defense Fund (Sacramento); Monred G. Paulsen, Dean, Cardozo School of Law (NYC);
Jane Picker, Professor of Law, Cleveland St. Univ. (Cleveland); Hartiet Plipel, Partner, Greenbsum,
Woift & Ernst (NYC); Micheel . Posner, Exec. Sec.. Lawyers Committee for Int'l Human Rights (NYC);
Q. Pritcherd, Partner, Karr, Tuttle, Koch, , Mawer & Morrow (Seattie); Harriet Rebb,
Asst. Deen, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Robert G. Ringe, Past Pres., Oregon Trial Lewyers Assn. .
(CorveMs, Ore.); Alhert J. Rosenthel, Dean, Columbia Univ. Law School (NYC); Lynn Hecit Schalren,
Vice Chairperson, N.Y.C. Comm. on Status of Women (NYC). Orville . Schell, Jr., Past Pres. Assn. of
Bar, City oI N.Y. (NYC); Jereme J. Shestach, Partner, Schnader, Harris, Sege! & Lewis (Phis.); Rdwerd
Sliver, Partner, Proskauer Rose Goetz & Mendeisohn (NYC); Chesterfield Smith, Partner, Hollend and
Knight, Past Pres., American Bar Asan. (Lakeland); Wiliiem B. Spean, Jr., Psst Pres., Americen Bar As-
on. (Atlanta); M.D. Terscide, Pres. & Gen. Counsel, Puerto Rican Legal Delense Fund (NYC); Devid
Teolel, Partner, Hogan & Hartson (Wash. D.C.); Jey Tepkis, Partner, Paul Weiss Ritkind Wherton & Ger-
rison (NYC); Judith Viedeck, Partner, Viadeck Elias Viadeck & Engeihard (NYC); Junius Wiliiames, Past
Pres., Nationa! Bar Assn. (Neweark).

ENCLOSED I8
CONTRIBUTION OF

My

(MAKE CHECK PAYABLE
TO COMMITTEE POR AN
INDEPENDENT JUDICIARY.)

[

Poid for by the Commitioe For An independent Judiciery.
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SENDER: m_ll,ld’.
Add your addres In e “RETURN TO” g

1. The following service is requested (check ome)
O Show to whom and date delivered. ... co0eca
[0 show to whom, dalemduk!m.o!m..
D RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom snd date M...o...o!..
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

Show to whom, date, mdnddmsolddm

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

sl I /&/d@

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. CERTIPIED NO.

7733
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lh:vonecivedllu

OATE O MLNE RV
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fm Oomuh-l-ul.).-ls. e
Add your addvems in the "RETURN
reverse.

1. mmm:munqmd(chlﬂﬂ.)‘
< D Show to whom and date delivered..ccce0en e

e

Gy 7059

(Atways obtain signature of addressse or

1 have received the srticle described sbove.
SIGNATURE  OAddressss  DAsthortssd agent

DATE OF DELIVERY

[0 50 YO

6 ADORESS (Complete only ¥ saguegted)

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSK:

D5 /308 /O
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

George Demougeo
FROM: Dan Blessington

SUBJECT: Notification Letters - MUR 1308

According to my records, we have yet to receive green
cards from John Adams, Conrad Harper, Albert Rosenthal, and
Mario Obledo. I don't know what your practice is, but would
suggest that you check with the Postal Service to determine
if these have been received.

In the case of Obledo, we can be reasonably certain
that he received the letter, given the phone call we
received from Debra Cabrera on October 23.

Letters to Robert Ringo and Robert Bogomolny were
received unclaimed. I checked the latter's address and
it appears that it was correct. I would suggest that we
send out another letter to that same address by regular
mail. Ringo's address was wrong, so we'll send out another
one.




SENDER: Compiets items 1, 2, end 3.
a &dmuﬁmhﬁmﬂr .

1. mfdm;munw(dmkm)
& D Show towhanmddﬂlmled-...-u.m
[ Show to whom, date and sddsess of delivery.
] RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom and date delivered..ccccooce ﬂ‘ .

{0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Shovtovhnm.dlte mdddluofddmlm

1 have received the article described sbove, . - -
SIGNATMQE

&
g* /0-20

Y mnmmml-—-t {
I

N

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:

M

. am®

Add your sddress in the “RETURN T
reverse,

ﬂ—.smmm: Complete ftems §, 2, snd 8.
o
3

&1 1. The following service is requested (check ens.
: 3 Show to whom and date delivered. .. .o
3 Show to whom, date and address of
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date delivered.....
0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, and address of

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES).

: W’?‘P

“" 2 ‘A.‘A n. L%

3 ARTICLE OEJC
REGISTERED NO.
?¥é9oc |
(Atways cbtsin signsture of addresss &f
1 have received the article described above.
SIGNATURE  OAddrese  DlAvBiosiesd agent

/(1 |§0

8. ADORESS (Compiete only if raguested)

1€ :6v_C219008

6. UNASLE TO DELIVER BECAUSSE:

MR Bor oo




Ii = 1‘“’. ; e 8 SENDER: wml.'i.ﬂﬁ. ="
wmyw -umwm 3 Add your addres in $e “RETURN
reverss. ;

. 1. The following service is requested (check ous.)
s O Show to whom and date deliversdh .o soniiss
O Show to whom, date snd address of

0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
M‘om“““m.v
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY. ‘
Show to whom, date, snd sddress of.

aBi1LN3D ONV GIUNENI ‘034ILEIOY ‘1418039 NUNLDW
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

s Elissa Garr

FROM: Dan Blessington$§§%;

SUBJECT: Re-Mailing of Notifications in MUR 1308

Please re-mail notification to Harriet Rabb at
her law school address.
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3¢,







Complate items 1, 2, and 3. B
Ad4 your sddrem in o “IB‘I'UI.HW'
reversa, s

L lhfonowhgmbehuquem(ahukon)
£ Show to whom and date delivered. ...eecsenns. ¢
] Show to whom, date md-lauofddhuy.
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date M.-n..-.-.“
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY. ;
Show to whom, dste, and address of delivery.

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

OATE OF DELIVERY

lt-17

6. ADORESS {Compiote only If roguestod)

& UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:

VYW G31211 4TI ONV ORNNSNI °

Y- A Y Y4




reverse,
1. The fallowing service s requested (check one.)

[J Show to whom and date ddmnd.'”'
O Show to whom, date and address of delives 4
vy o RESTRICTEDDEU
Showtovmomandc‘i’gedaﬂvered

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
D Show to whom and date delivared.cccccccces %,
RESTRICTED DELIVERY., : | AREe
Show to whom, date, snd address of > Show (CTED DELIVERY s
| (consuLt POSTMASTE&dFORmmFE celivery.8,

zn]
m
S
(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) z
2| 2. ARTICLE ADDRE
2 SSED TO:
m
(@]
m

ol |
5 Lo . p 3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION.
| N2

@SENDER: Complew e 133 - 2
3 Add your sddress In the b

, date,

LL61 10 "1 1gg wioy gy

REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NO
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8. ASORESS (Compien onty B mquesnd)

OF DELIVERY

e e
6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:
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Add your eddress In he “RETURN T0” gase &0

a'%u&:::mﬁas. 1*-_

1. The following service is requested (check ame.)
D Show to whom and date m.oooc-.oco.—.
D) Show to whom, date and sddress of delivery... ¢
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Mwm.ﬂd“" delivered.cocee. PYYvyemm—
0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, and addmnofdelm.s__

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2 aamcee m m-

B 7 .

{Atways obtain signaturs of sidressse or agent)

I have received the article described sbove.
SIGNATURE  DlAddromss Authosined agent

DATE OF DELIVERY

L 2. F‘D

8.  ADDRESS (Compivte only ¥

SENDER: Complow Nems 1, 3, end &
i mmmuuww

1. mfmmhm\m‘(ﬂm‘
3 O Show to whom and dste delivered. ...eosffe;
O Show to whom, date and address of
£) RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Shav to whom and date deliversdececcccee
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
. Show to wham, date, and address of delivery,

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

é Tun(gs b.)‘-ll‘.ams

2 lﬂ 60 L
e (Alweys obtain signature of o6
3 I have received the asticle descrided sbove, '}
5 Ortaronse , DAsthasiond agems
'g % Z
OF DELIVERY
g OCT 2 01980
su ADORESS (Compiets enly If soguested)
é 6. UNABLE TO DELIVER SECAVEE:
£

DB 1308 Fos waaatn




fimn: Compiots Sems 1, 2, end 3,
mmmhh

1. mrm.mnw(mm
D MMMMMWOOOGQOMQ-—-‘
O Show to whom, date snd address of Sslverges—@
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show t0 whom and dste delivered. -nouo.c...-—-.
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY,
. Show to whom, date, Mdmu&%

:S (O/ﬂe

Sehmader qur Son |

O Shwmwhm,dmdnd”d !

0O m‘rmcmmﬁ
Showtowhmlnﬂ >

O RESTRICTED D
Show(ovhom.ddte ﬂd

(CONSULT mwustzn«réa FEES)
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‘l.! Anouu’en ‘qg_
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A ARTICLE
REGISTERED ND. | CERTIFIED MO, I

Yeca1y

(Always cbizin signature of addieame o -

the article described sbove.
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» loms 1, 2, and 8. :
mm“.“mvw-
’

8 1. The following service s roquested (check one.)
=4 [ Show to whom and date delivered..ccocecescs @
§l O show 1o wham, date and sddress of deliveryeeo—@
s O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
mmmdwm..loo.o..--l—..
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, snd address of delivery.$.

" (CONSULT POSTMASTER POR FEES)

& ARTICLE ADORESSED TO:

Andrew Johnason

(3. ANTICLE DESCRIPTION:
muuo.l CERTIFIED NO. I TNERED N

G464 2

(Always cbtsin signswure of addressee e gert)

I have received the article shove,
SIGNATURE  OAddsremse o=
h ) ;

-

DATS OF DELIVERY,

/O-/f’@ (2

8/ ADDRESS (Compiew enly i ;
p
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6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAURE:
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H @ SENDER: Complots kems 1, 2, and 3,
Add yous sdtvm In ho I

1. The following service is requested (check ¢
O Show to whom and date delivered. ... ..
O Show t0 wham, date and sddress of ¢
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY i
Show to 'hm and date Mo-oou-
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, and address of ¢

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

1 ‘ l/
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5 g '_' “
REGISTEREO 4O, | CEEWMDNG. | @

q%4¢909 |
(ANweys abtain signeture of eldieces

I have received the article
SIGNATURE OAddresns
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SENDER: compldonmi 2, and
Add your m in tho ‘RETURN TO"

—jeverse
. The following service is requested (check one)-'
O Snow to whom and date delivered
O Show to whom, date, and address of delivery.

[0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
« Show to whom and date delivered

o RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom, date, and address of delivery S :

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

Chavles L. 9/&.@&_/ 3:*.’

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NO.

L1181 Wy 118 W3 gd

| have received the article described above
SIGNATURE

N\ cecss

DATE OF DELIWERY
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[@ SENDER. Complete ilems 1. 2. and 3. { & P/
Add your address in the "RETURN TO" spsce on ——
@ SENDER: Comp«nenemn 2,and 3

Loyerss. Add your address in the “RETURN TO"
1. The following service is requested (check one). reverse,

& Show to whom and date delivered....... .. —¢ 1. The following service is requested (check one)."
) Shovqtowhom.date.andaddresso'delivery..___c O Show to whom and date delivered

T RESTRICTED DELIVERY :
Show to whom and date delivered. .. .. ... .. ¢ O ‘Show to whom, date, and address of delivery .

7] RESTRICTED DELIVERY
7} RESTRICTED DELIVERY ot
Show to whom, date, and address of delivery .$____ Show tawhom and date delivered... . ..+

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) o bl A et vt et
2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

(CONSULT-POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2. ARTICLE AQDRESSED TO:
"D
3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:

. REGISTERED NO. | CERVIFIED NO. l INSURED NO.
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SIGNATUR O Addressee «Amw
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5. ADDRESS(CompIeve onlyff re

DATE OF DELIVERY
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@ SENDER:  Complete ftems 1, 2, snd 3, i @ SENDER: Commnml.luﬂ
b Add your sddress in the “RETURN T0° : !

3 3
81 1. The fallowing servico is requested (check o) %l The following service is requested (check ome:)
3

nmli.

D Show to whom and date m--oclotn
O Show to whom, date and address of delivery:
1 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date mcco.oo‘
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY. :
Show to whom, date, and eddress of

E O Show to whom and date delivered. ..cceoesss
O Show to whom, dmmduldnsd'm %
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
&wwﬂmﬂmm..-.-..a-
[J RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, mulaaolm~

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
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Complete ftems 1, 2, and 3.
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mmm-humwm

The foll mhmumd(mw)
sh;":.'m md m w"'“!....l.l...d
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show (Om“mw-uou--.o-..—.
0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

Show to whom, date, ndddtud'm.t—

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
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. SENDER Complete items 1, 2, and
Add your address in lho ‘RETURN TO’

teverse.

. The following service is requested (check
T Show to whom and date delivered 3
0O Show to whom, date, and address of delivery
T RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date delivered ;
U RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom, date, and address of delivery
{CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:
Sl =G os &

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NQ.
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(Always obtain signature of addrossee o

| have received tf anicledeseribedabove.
SIGNATURE O Addressee fine
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DATE JOF DELIVER
o w0

5. A RESS ompl eonly:v

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:




‘ SENDER: Complete items 1. 2, and 3. !
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reverse.
. The following servics ts requestod
1. The following service is requested (check one). ) Show 1o wham ¢ duse ot e
"OPRPORP "

A Show to whom and date delivered. .. ........ ¢ O Show 10 wh
O Show to whom, date, and address of delivery. .____¢ D RESTRICTED m;ddms Mo
3 RESTRICTED DELIVERY Show to and date deli it
Show to whom and date delivered. . ... ... ... yyal 3 O RESTR]CMTED Fo ¥ vered.ccoccacens
3 RESTRICTED DELIVERY LIVERY. :
Show to wharg, date, and address of delivery . $____ Show 1o whom, date, and address of delivery.

{CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2 (CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2. ARTICLE-ADDRESSED TO: -
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3. ARTICLEDESCRIPTION: :
REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NO. | INSURED NO.
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| have received the article described al J
SIGNATURE [0 Addressee Authorized agent

N\ ReaQup .-
DATE OF DELIVERY ;
i DI
5. ADDRESS Compiete only if request
08t 1lv 1210006

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE: CLERK'S
INITIALS
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1. The following service is requested (chock ome.) i3
U Show to whom and date ddiwud...........-—-‘
8 Show 10 whom, date and address of delivery...—¢

Dwm.
mrmmmmnm : f '

ge,m M. HJ slediby
Geualslatd Holsledler

Rl 3 ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:

CERTIFIED NO. | mm.

GyL87!

mmmmmno’“q

1 have received the article described sbove.

1. The following service is requested (check one.
D Show to whom and date mc-onnn
Dsm:om date and address of delivery

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom and date delivered....
) RESTRICTED DELIVERY,

Show to whom, date, and sddress of

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

L

3 ARTICLED
nmmmono. ummm.

. 194690
{Always obtain signature of -
1 have received the article described sbove.

bb : 8v 1213008

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSS:

IV 031311630 ANV QFNNSNI ‘C3YILSIDIY ‘L4133 m.

=
&
Eq,
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SENDER: Complete items 1. 2. and ;
RO your acidress. in e “RETURN TO" apace on rm Wul-&ﬂ!

[m Md'-m. 'il'l\!ll

: g 1. The following s (chalkigheq
O Snowtowhomanddatedelivered ........... i ¢ 0O show to  EI

O Show to whom, date. and address of delivery. .. ¢ D Show to wham, date snd address of

2 RESTRICTED DELIVERY 0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date delivered .. .. .. ..... ____C Show 10 whom snd date deliveredecooess

RESTRICTED DELIVERY RESTRICTED DELIVER
Show to whom, date, and address of delivery .§____ DM‘OM& M:“Of ;
(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) =

2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO: : | (CONSULY POSTMASTER FOR FEES) '

L Dy " Wicward 1. -
mﬂs fccaf»wza M. 7
=‘; Js Ceytral Fo
3 AR]’ICLE scmr-'non ] ~ : v

REGISIER ] CERTIFIED NO. | INSURED NO. |

z
n
0
b,
3
»
m
©
171

3L

TV 031411830 ONV G3HNSNI

I 6. UNABLE TO DELIVER E!EEA‘GSE &

= -.m'lﬂlaov-—/a
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SENDER:  Complete tems 1, 2, and 3.
Add yout address in e “RETURN 10
reverse,

1. The following service is requested (check oné.)
(] Shwwvhmmddauddm....

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, and address of

)

J

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) -

REGISTERED NO.

Vﬁj?ﬁ

{Always obtsin signature of ssidvessee er &

4026

040

Yo |

8  ADORESS (Compiste only if reguestad)

Sk :gw 1217008

Rl & UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSS:

J-'
]

8

@ SENDER: Cmphh—ol,l.ﬂlk w 3 4
T m-&-uumb
a evere,

1. The following service is
[ Show to whom and
O Show to whom, date and address

0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Mmmm date delivered..ccceeee
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY,
Show to whom, dste, and sddrem of de!

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
2 ARTICLE ADONESSED TO: b

M.D. Taracido
Poerdo Ric ALGS“

C
)

it
hee

5

/0' 7

Y nms‘éu.ﬂ.-nu-—.
\

»

UNASBLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:

VW O311LUII ONV GIUNSNI ‘GIUILSIDIY ‘L4I1303W NUNLEY
:
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SENDER:  Complese items 1, 2, and 3,
| SENDER:  Compiews bome 1. 2,284 3
3 uamunahumw.nu qi Chepie 1=

=|l The following service is requested (check one.) - - :
D Show to whom and date mﬂ‘...-.oou..-.—‘
[ Show to whom, date mm«m....o
D RESTRICTED DELIVERY 5
Show to whom and date M.uouo..t;’u\—-‘
[ RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Shw!ovhm.da&,mddhﬂofddmﬁ.__

1. mfmmmuw(mw
D smmmd”m-nnm
O show to whom, date end address of ;
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

— T A

‘0IVILSION ‘2141207 NUNLINW

»

VI 03111839 ONY GSUNSNI ‘O3NS
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VN Q311141 ONY OB
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& D Show to whom and date delivered. cccococnons @

3

i

mmwn esvmﬂloln. m .
ol | 94£3S5
Wuwuom-anndmd ‘

SENDER: Complete items 1, 2,00d 3,
mmmnhummﬂ'm

1. The following service is requested {check ens.)

O show o whom, date and address of delvery..e—®
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

*  Show to whom and date W..l..ll...‘._.

D RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

Show to whom, date, and address. M&—-ﬁ.

A (cousuurosmmuoagg)
2 ARTICLE ADORESSED YO:

4‘ Ull\«om .. Sr,tdm G‘

Bl  ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:

1 have ¢ecetved the article d h
OMG‘-u “. g

.Shovtovdm.hh ol sidnm F
(oowsm.rmummnm'

2 ARTICLE ADDREESED.TO:

Day,
Paold

3 ARTICLE DEICRIPTION:
m&l

&
?'o Rifen

4R I

a4 2Y-

(Always chtain signature of sddressss o

YW 031411439 ANV QIHNSNI ‘GBUBLBIONN ‘L41393W NUALSY

s AD*‘.

BP0y (2079008

lef-b--mm—-—o

6. UNABLE 7O DELIVER BECAUSE:

s
Oa

1308




a.mﬂ Complets items 1, 2, and 3. “T B SENDER: YTy "
Mdyw:‘d\tu-h.l lell'llfﬂﬂ mmmdh-:'umm-
b . 4 b

o ts rquested (check om) ' ?' The fallowing service s equeveed (chock oms) |

W M date ib"l..l....“.__: [0 Show to whom and date delivered. ..csee

) Show to whom, date snd address of
-..o-o.o..l.—n‘ g

Show to whom, date, ﬁﬂ&ud 7y.5
(cousm.rmiumgonms; :

2. ARTICLE ADDREBSED YO:'
L}j an He bt Schatan

ARTICLE PESCRIPVION:
REGISTERED NO.-§ ' CERTIFIED WO,
’?%zs,gl
(Ah-nmmcﬁﬁl—lc

1 have received the snticle describod above. ™ @‘0
SIGNATURE _ DlAddreame M“ 4'
J,,.

- 00

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. l CERTI'M”.

(Always obtain signature of gidressss e

1 have received the article described above. 3
SIGNATURE DM&-O Wﬂ,

DATE OF uuv:ﬁ ,

DATE OF

s. won:@bbmn-.-a

S ADORESS

E

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:

g
3
-
:
g
3

~ VN 031411430 ONY J3HNSNI ‘GIUILSIOZN ‘Ld13DOBY NUNLEY
»
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FSENDER Compldleit;un;lz M ..

your address in m. ‘RETURN TO" spate on
[

1161 10Y "L LBE W4 Sd

1. The following service is requested (check
0O Show to whom and date delivered. ... .. .}.
0 Show to whom, date, and address of deli

0O RESTRICTED DELIVERY ‘
Show to whiom and date delivered. .. ... ... .. ¢

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY 3
Show to whom, date, and address of dell -S___

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

~Q~f"ps 5lerma.q ?'Q;;

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION: -
REGISTERED NO. CERTIFIEI? NO. ' INSURED NO.

9463879

YW 331411430 GNVOBHHSNI ‘Q3431S193Y 1413034 NENL3Y

(Always obisin signature of addressee or agent)

| have received the article described above.
SIGNATURE O Addressee i} Auﬁ;ori;nd agent

DATE OF DELIVERY POSTMARK
¢ Y B0l 380
5 ADDRESS(P only it requested)
6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE: CLERK'S
INITIALS

e n

Y GPO: 1977 —0--249-595

1. The following service is requested (check ¢
O Show to whom and date delivered. . .
0 Showtowhom date, andaddreosol

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date delivered. . . . .

T RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom, date, and address of de

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEEs)
2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

W@hn;s pl 'G/QS/oe,,”'

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NO.._

94¢€87%

(Always obtain signsture of ackiressee or
| have received the article described above.
O Addressee ‘

L6} 10y LiQE w04 S

TV 31411630 ANV Q3HNSNI '03HILSIDIY 1dIFDIH NY N134
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1. The followhgmlcohmd(é‘ctu.)-
0O Mhm“‘lﬁm.-ov-onr

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

l/a
1 95°1,4.

e A KA )l L4 ' /
3 AR DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. | CEATIFIED WO,

é 94397

g {Alweys obtsin signature of addresese or
1 have received the article described sbove.
[ § OAddresses DA-ﬂuhd“

o/,

P -

REQITERED NO, | CEWTIFIED MO, woneoen, 5
B
1% 900 l
{Atways obtain signatuse of addressse o agent)
1 have received the article described above.

DATNOF,

70)- /7- ? S '/c}\@f»_

q
b
o ¢
T
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=
'ia;'eo :
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8.  ADDRESS (Compiete only ¥

\*5%‘

8. UNABLE TO DELIVER IECAM: : T

&
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C-nﬂnhmi 2, :d
A«mum-.humlw

1. The following service is requested (check one.) .
D Show to whom and date delivered. .. cesesoen.

Show to '.“‘ “ M *M-o--oo-n..
(] RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

YN OBI41ANED

1161 10y 'L19E w04 S

H31S1934 1413034 NHNL3IY

[
{ 3C s Ll
@ SENDER: Comumihmsl 2.and 3.
Add your address in the “RETURN 70"
feverse.

1. The following service is requested (check one).
03 Show to whom and date :
C) Show to whom, date, and address of delivery. .
3 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date defivered
— RESTRICTED DELIVERY ;
Show to whom, date. and address of delivery
(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

Er‘ne*;.f‘ &ﬂyﬁ&:’,, 5%

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:

REGISTERED NO. _CERTIFIED NO. l INSI REL

146% 7

(MMMGWC

VN Q31411830 ANV Q3HNSNI ‘G

| have received the article described above.
SIGNATURE 0O Addressee 0 Autho

N/ /7"' Ll / /l/ :
DATEOFDEL RY
-)b- 0

5’A DRESS(CompIm only it r

* 2l
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[ @ SENDER: Compless ilems 1,7, and 3.
i Add your address in ~ ;:nunlm‘mn
—leverse, e
. The following service is requested (check one).
[] Show to whom and date delivered. .. ......:
[] Show to whom, g& m of ﬁ?ery .,.....4
[0 RESTRICTED
Show to whom and date delivered. .. .. .....

] RESTRICTED DELIVERY.

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES]

2y

Show to whom, date, and address of delwu'y' I........

2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

Pech &m‘hy

655 |

1

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. Lcta‘nnso NO. Lmsum NO.
| [Always obtain signeture of addremes & i

T have received the article described above. -
- Addressse

SIGNATURE w0 Amhoﬁzed au-m

o ere:

0. UMABLE YO DELIVER BECALSE:

v 031411489 ANV GIYNINI ‘GBNBLS!

MLL/]? (208 RAU
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Complow iteme 1, 2, and 3. <.
my-m-hu-lmm:n'n-

1. The following service is requested (check one.)
O mh"m““m..»..gﬂ"—-.
() Shwm-hm,m-dmamo
[ RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Slmtovhunlﬂ‘mm...-.."..u—..
] RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, snd address of delivesy.$.

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

2 ARTICLE ADDRESEED TO:

Rolberd &. R

Ringo, Waton ) 20 o La,.;s

171980

. ADDRESS (Compiate enly ¥ roguasted) |

-

YN ONNSILEED ONVY Q3YNAN ‘OBVALSIONN 'uia

o SENDER: Complets ftems 1, 3, 006 3. 5
= Mdy-udn.h.’h‘lll\‘

1. The following service is requested (check
O Show to whom and dete delivered. . ..
O Show to whom, date and addsess of ¢
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY :
Show to whom and date delivered.ceies
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Show to whom, date, and sddres of

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

L

2 anmcis aoonssssd vo:

(VA Hoed .
DC'G;O dCar"aosie CO’P~ of

Ut ia




a'immu eumu-mt.'z.us.\, TR Pt | lL

'4. r'L Ly
R
@ SENDE memo’ items 1, 2 lnda -RETURN TO
jeverse.
. The following service is requested (check of
{1 Show to whom and date delivered. . . :

Add your sddress in the “RETURN
wvan,

1 'l'hefollwhgmlce
Bmmm ccj&o
Show to wham, sddres ;

O Rm:mmY of ena 01 Show to whom, date, and address of

Show 10 whom and date delivered. ...........,....‘4 T RESTRICTED DELIVERY
memv Show to whom and date deliver

7 RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom, date, -dddmud“.&_ Show to whom, date, and address of deli

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)
| 2. ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

W, (l wm A Qold'erS, Jdr.

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. ‘ CERTIFIED NO.
g

144 TG

1 have received the article described above.
SIGNATURE [ Addresses . O

/\ oy
{ ’/ i "I/ l/l (X “ ‘
DATEOF L IVER -~ PO

L

5. ADBﬁESS(Complmonly if requested)

R L1 7
1 3 AdcAUSEN

1161 10y 'L1SE W4 Sd

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEX)-
2 ARTICLE ADOR YOt
Peter SIOCE

;\aASrock o gloe(fd

4 ARTICLE DRECRIFTION:
AECISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED MO\

Q2%

{(Atweys cbtain signetuss of sddvenss or

~

~

-3
(@)

Tvw 431311430 GNY Q3HNSNI 'a3H31S193Y ‘1413034 NHﬂlBH
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SENDER: Compiate Semes 1, 2, end 3.
mmmuumwm

1. The following service is roquested (check ome.)
D MWM““M.....Q““O“
@) mnommmum-dm_o
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom and date M.OO..OO“M‘
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
m»mmumu&w&-

(CONSULT POSTMASTER POR FEES)

2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

Ql"\e)’rerﬁel_d Sn'v‘“‘\
Rolland Knayc\—

s —sinasomcwnon:

t/

FIVIR G31411 43D GNY GIVNSNI ‘GIUIL8IDIY ‘14123934 NUNLEY

1. mfonom. T8
O show to whom'and & allvered. o ov
Dstmtomm-amot
Dnasmmmy

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
$how to whoin, date, and address of ¢

(CONSULT FOSTMASTER POR FEES)

'"20% DIR
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1. mmmmunnm(m-.)
2 O Show to whom and date delivered. . .cves
O Show 10 whom, date and sddress of
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Sbow&olian date, nduldn.of

(CONSUI.‘I‘MRFORM
2 ARVICLE ADORESSED TO: :

ven k. las
Berle, Botzel, Ka.ss-t '

l Aamm
asaummuo.l CERTIFIED MO,

v A

SENDER: M-Hl.,.ﬂl. P i
S mnﬁ-hh"ll’lm

L “"“""IWBW(M«..}
(@] Show to whom snd date delivesed....,...
0 Show to wham, date snd addeems of dalins
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY

e

mm“dﬁn.

1 have mdmmmm
SIGNATURE
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1. The following service is requested (check ame.)
O Mbm.ﬂ‘mm..oo.oonun—:
[J Show to whom, date and address of deliverphce—
O RESTRICTED DELIVERY ik
Show to whaom and date Wcotn;o;..‘.——-
RESTRICTED DELIVER
= Show 1o whom, date, and address of delivesy;$ .

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) .

t mmmt‘
€ dwad Silver
IOIOS\!a.uer Kose, G—oe*zl l ‘m

(Y mueumm
ulmuom.l CERTIFIED NO. l
Qeig

(Always obtain of sddresese
the article described
1 have received M“ .

L¥32 ONY O3uNeN ‘QIWBLEIDTY ‘113

254 NuNLaY

.mnn Compiots toms 1. 3, ood
mr--u-.:'u'unu

Smm:omumum...
Show to whom, date snd address of

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
hmﬂmummu.
C) RESTRICTED DELIVERY, v
S 10 whom, dete, end addrem of

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FoR Feng)

‘A L8 ABBRC=00m T
-_.."_,_':‘ 7'(. QAL
; 0/ ,/ :

AL X ANA

946 39F ’

I

(Always obtain signature of sidhess

"“Wﬁ'mmh
SIGNATURE D“.— DAsthesd PR




SEMDER:  Complyte ftems 1, 2, and 3. U
Add your address In the “RETURN TO"

3 1. The following service is requested (check ons.)

..

D Show to whom and date deliverod.....cqsegansam®

O Show to whom, date mdnddmdmwy

’ [0 RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to whom and date unm-d...........’.....c :

[3 RESTRICTED DELIVERY.
Qwutowhun.dau and sddrem of de

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

m,
-6

8 @ SENDER: Complete items 1, 2, and 3.
Add your address in the “RETURN 'la“
Teverse :

1. The following service is requested (check of "
{1 Show to whom and date delivered
0 Showtowhom date, and address of

O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom and date delivered

0O RESTRICTED DELIVERY
Show to whom, date. and address of

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES) .
2 ARTICLE ADDRESSED TO:

-T;T‘\Y ﬂo(a”"g‘”‘, &f -

3. ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. | CERTIFIED NO.

wie 4

1161 10y 1188

H3I1S1D3Y 1d13D3H NHNL3Y

SIGNATURE

B\

DATE OF DELIVERY

5. ADDRESS(Complete only it requested)| _

-

6. UNABLE TO DELIVER BECAUSE:
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Mdymnﬂuhﬂ 'unmuu'

q-m Complete items 1, 2, and 3.

1. The fonwmgnmnmnd(dunctu.)
Show to whom and date m-.---‘q..

RESTRICTED DELIVERY

Show to 'hm‘ and date m‘-nloc.--qoo
7] RESTRICTED DELIVERY. :

Show to whom, date, and sddress of delivery.$.-

(CONSULT POSTMASTER FOR FEES)

VW QF141L83 ONV QIUNSNI ‘QRHILSIONN ‘1413

David Tatel
Hogean o Har\xm

S ARTICLE DESCRIPTION:
REGISTERED NO. [ CERTIFIED NO,

TH3S

{Alwsys obtain signsture of

I have received the article
SIGNATURE  [DAddremse

TE OF DE! “LN!RV

g0

8. ADDRESS M‘ m_s'--.

6. UNABLE YO DELIVER SECAUSE:

DR 13K




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 10, 1980

SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard I. Beattie

Treasurer

Committee for an Independent -Judiciary
209 East 56th Street

Suite 1E

New York, New York 10022

Re: MUR 1308

~

Dear Mr, Beattie:

i

This letter is to notify you that on October 10, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you, your committee, and the individuals named
in Attachment I violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act") and
26 U,S.C. § 9003(b) (3). vhile this letter serves as notice
to all the individuals named in the complaint, the Cormission
will attempt to notify each person separately. A copy of the
complaint is enclosed, We have numbered this matter MUR 1308.
Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you and the other respondents have the
opportunity to demonstrate in writing, that no action should
be taken against you or your committee in connection with
this matter. Any party named in the complaint may respond
to the allegations within 15 days of receipt of this letter.
The complaint may be dismissed by the Commission prior to
receipt of the response if the alleged violations are not
under the jurisdiction of the Cormission or if the evidence
submitted does not indicate that a violation of the Act has
been committed. Should the Commission dismiss the complaint,
all parties will be notified by mailgram. If no response is
filed within the 15 day statutory redquirement, the Commission -
may take further action based on available information.

O
~N
(en)
e
o
N
(o]
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©

You are encouraqged to respond to this notification prompt-
lyv, In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this
notification, we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage-paid,
special delivery envelope.
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Letter to: Ri rd I, ‘Beattie .
Page Two .

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Yhere appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you
notify the Commission, in writing, that you wish the matter
to be made public.

If you or the other respondents intend to be represented
by counsel in this matter, please advise the Commission by
sending a letter of representation stating the name, address
and telephone number of such counsel, and a statement authorizing
such counsel to receive any notifications and other communica-
tions from the Commission,

If you have any questions, please contact Daniel J.
Blessington, the attorney assigned to this matter at =
(202) 523-4529,.

s N./ Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures

Attachment I
Complaint

Procedures
Envelope




Attachment I

Floyd Abrams

John H. Adams

Terry Adamson

Barbara Allen Rabcock
John Baker

Carole Bellows

James Bierman

Charles L. Black, Jr.
Robert L. Bogomolny
Ernest Bonyhadi .
William A. Borders, Jr
Wiley A. Branton
James Brosnahan
Michael A. Cardozo
Julius L. Chambers
William K. Coblentz
La Doris Cordel}l-
Lindsey Cowen
Sara-Ann Determan
Marian Wright Edelman
Bernard D. Fischman
Marvin E. Frankel
James O. Freedman
Samuel T. Gaines
lloward L. Ganz

Morris P. Glushien
Howard N. Golden

Jack Greenberg

Conrad Harper

David R. Hood

Seth M. Hufstedler
Andrew L. Johnson, Jr.
Stephen L. Kass

Peter Langrock

Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker
Michael Meltsner

Ira Millstein

Arthur Murphy

James M. Nabrit, Jr.
Mario Obledo

Monrad G. Paulsen
Jane Picker

Harriett Pilpel
Michael H. Posner
Llewelyn C. Pritchard
Harriett Rabb

Robert G. Ringo
Albert J. Rosenthal
Lynn Hecht Schafran
Orville F. Schell, Jr.
Jerome J. Shestack
Fdward Silver
Chesterfield Smith
William B. Spann, Jr.
M.D. Taracido

David Tatel

Jay Topkis

Judith Vladeck
Junius Williams




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

Loren Smith

Chief Counsel

Reagan Bush Committee

901 South Highland Street
Arlington, Virginia 22204

Dear Mr. Smith:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of October 10, .1980, against the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary, et al., which alleges violations
of the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has
been assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondents
will be notified of this complaint within 24 hours and a
recommendation to the Federal Election Commission as to how
this matter should be initially handled will be made 15 days
after the respondents! notification. You will be notified as
soon as the Commission takes final action on your complaint.
Should wvou have or receive any additional information in this
matter, please forward it to this office. For your information,
we have attached a brief description of the Commission's proce-
dures for handlina complaints,
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Please be advised that this matter shall remain confidential
in accordance with 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) and § 437qg(a) (12) (7)
unless the respondents notify the CommLSSIOn in writing that
they wish the matter to be made publi

General Counsel
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Reagan & Bush

Reagan Bush Committee
901 South Highland Strest, Arlington, Virginia 22204 (703) 685-3400

October 9, 1980

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

The Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Olv 00130 ¢

Dear Mr. Chairman:

¢

On behalf of the Reagan Bush Committee I am filing this
complaint, pursuant to 2 U.S.C.8 437g against the Committee
for an Independent Judiciary located at 209 E. 56th Street,
Suite IE, New York, New York 10022, its treasurer, Richard I.
Beattie and the following individuals, who are the purported
members of the committee: Floyd Abrams, John H. Adams, Terry
Adamson, Barbara Allen Babcock, John Baker, Carole Bellows,
James Bierman, Charles L. Black, Jr., Robert L. Bogomolny,
Ernest Bonyhadi, William A. Borders, Jr., Wiley A. Branton,
James Brosnahan, Michael A. Cardozo, Julius L. Chambers,
William K. Coblentz, La Doris Corell, Lindsey Cowen, Sara-Ann
Determan, Marian Wright Edelman, Bernard D. Fischman, Marvin
E. Frankel, James O. Freedman, Samuel T. Gaines, Howard L.
Ganz, Morris P. Glushien, Howard N. Golden, Jack Greenberg,
Conrad Harper, David R. Hood, Seth M, Hufstedler, Andrew L.
Johnson, Jr., Stephen L. Kass, Peter Langrock, Robert B. McKay
Morton M. Maneker, Michael Meltsner, Ira Millstein, Arthur
Murphy, James M. Nabrit, Jr., Marlo Obledo, Monrad G. Paulsen,
Jane Picker, Harriet Pilpel, Michael H. Posner, Llewelyn G.
Pritchard, Harriet Rabb, Robert G. Ringo, Albert J. Rosenthal,
Lynn Hecht Schafran, Orville H. Schell, Jr., Jerome J. Shestack,
Edward Silver, Chesterfield Smith, William B. Spann, Jr., M.D.
Taracido, David Tatel, Jay Topkis, Judith Vladeck, and Junius
Williams.

This complaint is based upon a serious violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. It involves
violations of sections 433(a), 4414, 434(b)(3), of Title 2 of
the U.S. Code as well as possible violations of 2 USC § 434
2 USC 8 441a and 26 USC § 9003(b) (2).




age Two ". ‘.’

ctober 9, 1980

The basis of this complaint is an illegal independent
expenditure made by an unregistered group which may be improp-
erly coordinated with the Carter Reelection campaign. The
October 13, 1980 issue of The National Law Journal carried
an advertisement (see Exhibit A) using out-of-context and
untrue statements to attack Governor Reagan's campaign and
the Reagan judicial philosophy. The ad indicated that it
was produced by The Committee for an Independent Judiciary
and the above named persons. The ad also solicited funds for
further such ads and for further anti-Reagan pro-Carter - «
electoral activity.

The Committee for an Independent Judiciary calls itself
a committee. It is a group that has apparently received
contributions and it solicits contributions in this ad. The
National Law Journal informed my office that a full page ad
costs $1850 and that the ad would have to have been placed
no later than September 25, 1980. The ad expressly advocates
the election of a clearly identified candidate--Jimmy Carter.
The Committee for an Independent Judiciary is therefore a
"political committee"” as defined in 2 USC & 431(4).

» ]
‘e

2 USC 8 433(a) requires all political committees to file
a statement of organization within 10 days of becoming a
political committee. The public records division of the FEC
informed my office on October 8, 1980, that the Committee for
an Independent Judiciary had not registered with the Commis-
sion.

2 USC 8 4414 requires any person who makes an expenditure
"expressly advocating the election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate, or solicits any contribution through any
...magazine..."” to include a disclaimer stating who paid for
the advertisement and whether or not it is authorized by the
candidate. The enclosed ad does not carry the required
disclaimer.
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The disclaimer provisions were originally included in “the
Act to prevent dirty tricks. The disclaimer is also necessary
to warn contributors that they are contributing to a federal
political committee. 1In this case contributors are not on
notice that their contributions will count against their in-
dividual limits, possibly require disclosure and go to federal
electoral activity. The solicitation makes no effort to
acquire the contributor identification required by 2 USC # 434(b)3).

Since the acd carries no disclaimer we are unsure whether
this is an independent expenditure, an unlawful contribution
to the Carter/Mondale Committee, or an improper expenditure
by the Carter/Mondale Committee.




Rage Three .
October 9, 1980

Since we do not know who is really behind this committee
nor when it really was formed nor how much money it has raised
or spent we do not know whether it has violated the disclosure
provisions of 2 USC 8 434, the limitations in 2 USC 8 44la or
the ban on private contributions to the Carter/Mondale Committee
in 26 USC 8§ 9003(b) (2).

We ask the Commission for an immediate action against these
violations and a speedy investigation of the other possible
violations. We request that the Commission seek to enjoin
further illegal actions of this kind by this group. Since it
is almost inconceivable that this group of attorneys was
totally ignorant of the federal law we must assume that this ad
was a knowing and willful violation of the law and should be
dealt with as such.

Under penalty of perjury and subject to the provisions of
section 1001 of title 18, United States Code, I swear that
the above is true to the best of my knowledge.

Yours truly,

e

Loren A, Smith
Chief Counsel

i

LAS/jac
Enclosure
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 9th day of October, 1980.

St @ 5t

Notary PuJ;ic in and for Alexandria, VA
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MY COMMISSION EXPIRES NOVEMBER 5, 1982
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Monday. October 13, 1980

. Reagan Bush Committee Complaint =- Exhibit :\.- October 9, 1980

THE MATIONAL LAW JOURNAL

ADVEATMENT

About A

To Those Concerned

Possible

Reagan Supreme Court:

ILL YOU join us in the Commitiee for an Inde-
pendent Judiciary?
The Committes for an Independent Judiciary
supports Jimmy Carter for President be-
cause the next President may appoint 8 majority of the
Justices of the Supreme Count.

The possibility of Rorald Reagan's eiection presents the
alarming prospect of a wide swing by the Court towards right
wing ideclogy. On race relations, sex discrimination, freedom of
speech and press, the rights of the accused. and on the environ-
ment, the Court nas besn a buiwark of liberty. decency and reason.
We fear that a Reegan appointed ma)ority on the Supreme
Court would change the law for the worse :n ail these areas.
Angd, this concern extends to all leveis of the judiciary. as weil.

The Repubiican piatform pledges to work for the “appoint-
ment of Judges at ail levels the ;ugc:ary who respect
traditional family vaiues and the sanctity of .nnocent human
life." Leaders of the bar whd practice across the spectrum of
legal :ssues have depiored the plank as an ‘declogica: test for
judicial appointment. Former Prasident of the Amer:can Bar
Asgociation, Leonard Janofsky said that it ‘s “improper
very dangerous and dut of order. | would think there wou:d be
a 1ot of Republicans. including mysel!. who wculd be very
much disturbed.” The House of Deiegates of tha ABA has
adopted a resolution condemning the piarx As Governcr of
Canfornia. Ronaia Reagan made every effort to insure .0eoicg:Cal
purity in his judicial nominess. The Nanonal Law Journal reporns
that ~(iln Caifornia. Mr. Resgan's admiristration often wou'c quiz
ootential nominees On the Minutiae of their poltcal thinkirg i3
His staff ted judiCial 3election paneis a aiet of biue chip, rignt of
centar white and male NOMINess.

On the other hand, there is near unanimity thet Jimmy = -
Carter's judicial appointments deserve high marks. in addi- -
tion to having seiected about 40 women and 50 members of
minorities (more than all his predecessors combined) out of -
over 250 sppointments, his choices have virtually ell hed
backgrounds of professionsi excellence and high intellectual
achievement. They include law school deans and professors.
Wail Street type lawyers. sole practitioners. labor lawyers and
public interest lawyers. Their performance generally has
borne out the promise of their records. .

Our Supreme Court decides not only disputes between
adversanes. but sets rules of law and a moral tone for the
country Those who object to various Jimmy Carter policies
and deeds have 10 ask not only whether Ronald Reagan would
perform better. They must aiso ask vhether a Reagan ma.
iority on the Supreme Court will heip create the kind of
America they want for the next gerierat:on. not merely the next
four years

The Committee wiil: 1) Send this letter 10 Other lawyers and
urge them to join 2) Solicit contritutions to pay for mailings.
advertisements and related activity 3) Urge :ts membaers to
ROid press conferences. write articies and ietters to the editor
and appear on radio and televisio. to express ther views on
thig 1ssue 4) Urge uncertaking rela‘ed activity and formation
of sim:lar groups throughout the country 5)Urge 'ormatian of
student and facully groups on campuses tc express the views
set ‘orth in tha statement.

The Committee will not take any position on other 1ssues n
the election.

We hope you will compiete the coupon and return it 10 us
with your contribution.

COMMITTEE IN FORMATION (AFFILIATIONS LiSTRU FUS IR IFILA HIUN UNLT)
Poyd Abrame, Lawyer. (NYC). Jon N, Adsme, Execuiive Director, Natural Resources Defense Council,
‘NYC). Tervy Ademaen, Sarmer. Harse/l. Post. Brandon & Dersey :Wash D C ). Sarbara Allen Sabceck,
Prol. of Law. Stantord Umiv Law School (Stantora; Johm Beker Assoc. Deen. Univ ol Incdiana Law
School (Bioomington). Richard 1. Beettle, Pariner. S:maso. Thacher & Bartiert :NYC,, Treasurer; Cercle
Seliews. O3t Pres.. 'iiroa Stare Bar Assn (Chicago). Jemes Siermen, Partner Foley. Laraner. Noi-
iabeugh & Jacods 1Wesn D C ), Cheries L. Bleck. Jr.. Srer:ng Professcr Yaie Univ Law School (New
Maven). Rebert L. Begomeiny, Dean. Cieve/and-Ma ssali College of Lew Cieveiand). Ermest Benyhedl,
Partner. Stoe). Rives. Boley & Fraser (Portiara Ore  Williem . Borders, Jr.. P-es . Nancnal Bar Assr
‘Wash D.C, Wihey A. Brenten, Dean, Howerg L=iv Law Schcol :Wash D C,. Jemes Broenshen,
Partnar. Morrison and Foerster /Sen Francisco, Michael A. Coerdoto, Perrrer Srosnaver. Aose. Soerr 8
Mondeisonn INYC). Jutius L. Chambers, Farrer Chambers. Stein Ferguson 8 Secton /Charionte) WH.
liam K. Coblents, Partner. Jacods. Siis 4 Cotiant: San Francisco). La Dorie Cordel, Asst Dean. Sten-
forg Univ Law Schoo/ ‘Stenford). Lindsey Cowen, Desn. Thomas Bacsus School of Law wWestern NAME
Reserve Univ (Ciaveland). Sere-Ann Determan, 2erner. Hogen & Hartson (Wash D C ). Merien Wright
Rdeiman, Pres.. Chiidren's Detense Fund ' Nesh U C, Bernerd D. Flachmen, Pertnar. Sree & Gould
NYC) Marvin €. Prankel, Former U S. Drat Ju2ge. Southern Dist. N Y 'NYC, Chairmen; Jemes O.
Fresdmaen, Deen. Univ Of Penngytvania Lew Schroo/ ‘Phig | Semuel T. Geines, Pest Preg. The Bar As-
sn of Greater Cloveiand (Cieveisrd). Newsrd L. Gens. Partner, Proskaues Rose. Goerz § Mendeisohn
‘NYC; Morrie P. Glushion, Lawyer § Ardvirator ‘NYC,. Howerd N. Goiden, Partner, Goloen. Wenshienk
8 Mancel (NYC). Jeck Greenberg, Oirector-Counse!. NAACP Legel Detense 8 Educetonal Fund (NYC).
_Vico-Chelrmon; Conred Merper, Partner. Simpscn. Thacher & Bartient (NYC) David R. Hood, Lawyer
iNYC). Soth M. Hutetedier, Past Pres . Canforme State Bar Assn ‘Caitornie) Andrew L Johnson, Jr..
Past Pres.. Bar Assn of Greater Cigveland :Cleveiard; Stephen L. Xeeas, Pertner. Berle. Surzel. Xass &
Case INYC). Poter Langreck, Chairman, Sec on 'ndividusl Rights & ResponsiDiiity, ABA (MiddieDurg,
vermont). Robert B. McKey, Director. Jushce Program. Aspen Inst for Mumanistc Stucies (NYC)
Werton M. Mansker, Pariner. Proskauer. Rose. Goerz & Menceisohn (NYC) Michael Mettsner, Deen.
Northeastern Univ School of Law (Boston) Irs Millstein, Pertrer. Wevi. Gotsha! 5 Manges (INYZ) Arthue
Murphy, Prof of Lew Columbia Univ. Law Schoo/ ‘NYC) Jemes M. Nebrit. Jr., Pres . Emeritus, Howerd
umiv iwash D C ) Werie Oblede, Secrerary Ceit Dept of Health 8 Weitare. Past Pres Mexcen
Amercan Logal Detense Fund (Secreamento, Montad G. Paulsen, Deen. Ca-9220 School of Law INYC)
Jane Picher, Prof of Law. Ci g St Umiv (Cleveiana). Herriet Phpel, Pertner. Greendbeum
woift & Ernst ‘NYC.: Micheel M. Posner, Esec Sec . Lawyers Commifree for 't Numan Rights ‘NYC).
Uswelyn Q. Pritchard, Partner, Karr, Tuttie Koch Campbei! Mawer & Morrow ‘Seaftis). Merriet Rebb,
Agst Deen. Columd:e Univ Law School INYC) Rebert G. Ringe, Past Pras Oregon Trigl Lawyers Assn
(Corvalhs. Ore . Albert J. Ressnthel, Deen Co/umDie Uriv Lew Schoo! NYC; Lynn Hech Schatren,
vice Chrairperson. NYC Comm on Status of women (NYC). Orville M. Schell, Jr., Past Pres Assn of
Bar City ot N Y INYC, Jarome J. Bhestack, Parrner Schnacer Merris Sega' 8 Lews /Prig ) Bdwerd
Siiver, Partner, Proskaver Rose Goerr 8 Me na NYC) C rfold Smuth, Pertner Hoiland and
Kight. Past Pres.. Americen Bar Assn (Laxe/anc, Williem 8. Spann, Jr.. Pesr Pres. American Bar As-
sn (Atiants). ¥.0. Terscide, Pres & Gen Counsel Puerto Rican Lege! Defense Fund (NYC). Devid
Totel, Partner. Hogen & Martson (Wash D .C ;. Jay Topkis, Partner Peui We:ss Rifking Wharton & Gar -
nson (NYC). Judith Viedeek, Partner, viaceck Ees Jiadeck 8 Engeihara NYC) Jumiue Williame, Pes!
Pres . National Bar Assn (Newaerk)

You may list my name a8 a
member of the Committee for
an I[ndependent Judiciary,
209 E. 56th Street, Suite 1E,
New York, New York 10022
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