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SUITE 200
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Lawrence R. Herman WASHINGTON, D.C. 20003

Director of Congressional Relations

202/544-5833

Dear Colleague:

HELP STOP OBEY-GLICKMAN-LEACH (H.R. 2490) A AULT AGAINST FREE
POLITICAL EXPRESSION. STOP PUBLIC FINANCING OF CONGRESSTIONAL
ELECTIONS IN ITS TRACKS!!

HELP SUPPORT LAXALT/FRENZEL COUNTER OFFENSIVE (H.R. 3081, S. 1350)
TO UNSHACKLE POLITICAL PARTY CONTRIBUTIONS/EXPENDITURES.

' QUEST COSPONSORS TODAY FOR H.K.3081/5.1350. FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION CALL ME AT 544-5833.

THANK YOU.




LAXALT/FRENZEL FECA AMENDMENTS OF 1983 '. S. (3 50

CONTRIBUTION LIMITATIONS [__L Ve 3 o0&
Party Committees '
1. Increases party committee contribution from $5,000 per election to

$15,000 per election.

Increases contribution limitation for U. S. Senate candidates from the
Republican or Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee, or the national
committee of a political party or any combination of such committees
from $17,500 to $30,000.

EXPENDITURE LIMITATIONS

House and Senate

1. Deletes the expenditure limitation on the amount party committees can
spend on behalf of House and Senate candidates.

Presidential

1. Deletes the state-by-state limitation for the primaries.

2. Increases the base presidential primary expenditure limitation from
$10,000,000 to $18,000,000.

3. Increases the base general election limitation from $20,000,000 to
$30,000,000.

4. Increases the amount the national party committee can spend on behalf

of the Presidential candidate from 2¢ x VAP to 3¢ x VAP.

Party Building Provisions

1.

Exempts from the definition of contribution and expenditure donations to

_party committees which are used solely to defray establishment, adminis-

tration and solicitation costs. Such donations would be reported to the
FEC.

Extends the current exemption for costs of campaign materials such as
pins, bumper stickers, handbills, brochures, posters, party tabloids,
and yard signs to the mal committee of a political party.

Extends the current exemption for costs of voter registration and get-
out-the-vote drives. Additionally, the class of candidates has been
expanded to include all federal candidates.

Political Actinn Committees

1.

Eliminates the annual corporate authorization requirement for trade
association PACs. The corporate authorization would stand until revoked.

. Permits membership organizations, cooperatives or corporations without

capito} stock or their separate segregated funds to solicit the families
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PAC LIMITATION:

= Limits the amount of money a candidate for the House of Representatives may
accept from political action committees to $90,000 per election cycle.

CAMPATGN SPENDING LIMITS:

~ Limits the amount of personal and immediate family campaign expenditures to
$20,000 per candidate.

~ Limits total campaign spending for general elections to $200,000.

PUBLIC FINAKRCING:

— Contributions of only $100 or less from individuals can be matched, and
75% of these contributions must be provided by residents of the state in
which the election is held.

~ A maximum of $100,000 in such contributions may be matched.

- If both candidates agree to abide by the limits contained in the bilil, a
one~to-one match of their $100 or less contributions would take place.
For every $100 in contributions, the candidate receives $100 in public

financing.

- If one candidate agrees to abide by the limits and his or her opponent does
not, then two things happen. The first candidate is released from the limits
included 1in the b1ll. That candidate also receives a 2-1 match in public
financing rather than a 1-1 wmatch. (This is similar to a plan now in effect
in Wisconsin for gubernatorial candidates) :

INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES:

~ Radio or television advertising candidates are guaranteed the choice of
either free time to respond to (a) an independent group's attack on them
or (b) that group's support for the candidates' opponent OR additfonal
public financing equal to the amount of independent expenditures for such
a broadcast. Expenditures by the independent group in either case would
have to equal $5,000 or more.

- __her independent expendiutres - once such expenditures aggregate $5,000,
the candidate against whom they are used will qualify for additional public
financing equal to these expenditures.

~ Additional public financing provided to candidates as necessary under this
section would not be counted agsipnst the total campaign spending limit.
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(H.R. 308/

June 7, 1983

Dear Colleague:

You have recently been solicited by letter to co-sponsor the Obey-Glickman-Leach
Bill (H.R. 2490). This bill is a combination of a restriction on the 1 :al amount of
money a House candidate can receive from political action committees and a taxpayer
financing scheme for House campaigns.

We respectfully request that you look at their proposal carefully. When you do,
we believe that you will neither co-sponsor, nor endorse, it.

Following are a number of reasons why we oppose~itr
1. It penalizes challengers who need to spend heavily to gain identity

equal to incumbents. With a limit on PAC money and the low expenditure
limitation of $200,000, it will be impossible to unseat an incumbent.

2. It assumes, there is something evil about PAC money. PAC dollars are
subject to exactly the same disclosure laws that apply to our campaigns.
Every PAC dollar given to a candidate comes from a voluntary, individual con-
contribution.

3. The taxpayers don't want to pay for our elections. The most who have
ever checked off for the Presidential elections was 28% in 1977. The most
recent poll done by Civic Service Inc. shows 65% disapproval, and only
24% approval.

4. It will force special interest money into independent expenditures.
H.R. 2490 purports to correct this by giving additional public money ‘to the
victims of independent expenditures. Unfortunately, it would be too late and
too little to make a difference.

) We have recently introduced and co-sponsored H.R. 3081, t} tt/F: . bill.
Wel .i it is viable, thoughtful and positive approach to the inequities of our
campaign financing system.

Specifically, the Laxalt/Frenzel bill will encourage increased citizen participa-
tion and will strengthen the responsibility of our political parties. The media
and Common Cause have expressed alamm about the rise in PAC contributions to
candidates. Actually PAC contributions to candidates has remained around 23%
since 1980. The most truly alarming statistic is that party support of candidates
fell from 17% of receipts in 1972 to only 2% in 1982.
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Guy Vander Jagt
Chairman

National Republican Congressional
Committee

Williem M. Thomas
Ranking Minority Member
Task Force on Elections





