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Outside groups have already started to come in. I fully expect that the U.S.
Chamber is going to come in, and I fully expect the NRA is going to come in. I
think both of them are coming in, probably right here in August, sometime . . .
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Supreme Court confirmations are big – that’s what sent the NRA over the line.
Because in ’12, with Denny [Rehberg, a Montana Senate candidate] they stayed
out. Chris Cox told me – he was like ‘well, we’re going to be in this race.’
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LEGAL DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS
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employs a common vendor

or

employee or independent
contractor

I. The Respondents did not engage in any direct discussion with NRA ILA sufficient
to satisfy the Conduct Prong.

A. There were no discussions about the timing or content of public
communications.
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any

B. Candidates are not outright prohibited from interacting with persons that
make independent expenditures.

quid pro quo

quid pro quo

Shays v. F.E.C. Shays v. Fed. Election
Comm'n

Buckley v. Valeo
McConnell v. Fed. Election Comm'n
Citizens United v. Fed. Election Comm'n
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C. Interaction between federal candidates and entities, within the meaning of
11 C.F.R. § 109.21(d)(1), is only coordinated when evidence exists that the
candidate took active steps to partner with the entity.

Fed. Election Comm'n v. Christian Coal.

Clifton v. Fed. Election Comm'n

See supra
Id.
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Christian Coal

quid pro quo

D. The Complainants have not offered any evidence that the Respondents
requested or suggested NRA ILA independent expenditures.

Id.
Coordinated and Independent Expenditures
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E. The Complainant’s reliance on FEC Advisory Opinion Request 2016 12
(Citizen Super PAC) is misplaced.

not

Id.
Id.
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F. The Complainants have not offered any evidence that the Respondents
assented to proposed or actual NRA ILA independent expenditures.

II. The Complainants have offered no evidence to support a violation of 11 C.F.R. §
109.21(d)(4).

CONCLUSION

See also
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