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The above-described material’ was removed from thi;
file pursuant to the following exemptican provided in the
Freedom of Information Act; 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b): ,
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P.O. Box 2150, GPO :
New York, New !o:k 10115

e " Rer wom 639
Dear Mr. xlenetsky:

The Federal Elactiau Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated March 31, 1984, and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondents, there is no reason to

believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission has decided to close the file in this matter. The
Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action.
See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C,
§ 437g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. § 1ll.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
Counsel

&

Kenneth A. Gro
Associate Gengral Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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| Mayyn 25, 1983

Brooksley Born
Arnold & Porter .
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1659
League of Women Voters
Education Fund

Dear Ms. Born:

On April 3, 1984, the Commission notified your client of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on May 22, 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your client, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
al Counsel/

Associate Gg¢neral Counsel

Enclosure
First General Counsel's Report
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Brooksley Born

Arnold & Porter

1200 New Hamsphire Avenue, N.
Washington, D.C. 20036 HS o

RE: MUR 1659
League of Women Voters
Education Fund
Dear Ms. Born: ;

On April 3, 1984, the Commission notified your client of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on May , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your client, there is no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Mel Klenetsky .

The LaRouche Campaign
P.O0. Box 2150, GPO

New York, New York 101l

D> Re: MUR 1659
Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated March 31, 1984, and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondents, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission has decided to close the file in this matter. The
Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action.

See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R. § 11l1l.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report




| In the Matterof

League of Women Voters
Education Fund =

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, recording secretary for the
Federal Election Commission executive session of May 22,
1984, do hereby certify that the Commission decided by
votes of 6-0 to take the following actions in MUR 1659:

1. Find no reason to believe the
League of Women Voters violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act,
as amended.
Approve the letters attached to
the General Counsel's report dated
May 9, 1984.

3. Close the file.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,
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McGarry and Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
ecretary of the Commission




The Commission

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

Addendum MUR 1659; First General Counsel'l
Report

Please add a recommendation to close the file in lﬂﬁ 1659,
which is dated May 9, 1984, and scheduled for Commission
discussion on May 22, 1984. All the other recommendations remain
the same.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

‘ mmnuu T0: The Commission

PROM: Charles N, Steele
, General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Assocliate General Counse
J °

SUBJECT: Addendum MUR 1659; First General Counsel's
Report

Please add a recommendation to close the file in MUR 1659,
which is dated May 9, 1984, and scheduled for Commission
discussion on May 22, 1984. All the other recommendations remain
the same, '
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: nllhinqtan. .ﬂ. 20&63 sl
DATE AND TIME OF 'rmsurn'm lln ms
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION: DATE ODHPLAIHT RECBIVID B! OGC :
5//0/8‘4 - /040 4-2-84
nn&naor uom:r:carrou TO alsrounsur
4-3-84 o
STAFF MEMBER: Deborah Curry
COMPLAINANT'S MAME: The LaRouche Campaign
RESPONDENTS® MAMBS: League of Women Voters Education Fund

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §441b, 11 C.P.R. § 110.13 and
11 C.F.R. § 11l4.4(e)

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: MURs 1287, 1167, 1168 and 1170
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None
SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

On April 2, 1984, the Office of General Counsel received a
signed, sworn and notarized complaint (See Attachment 1, pages
1-5 of the attachments) from the LaRouche Campaign committee
(hereinafter "Complainant®) alleging violations of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (hereinafter the
"Act"), by the League of Women Voters Education Fund (hereinafter
"LWVEF").

Specifically, Complainant alleges that Lyndon H. LaRouche,
Jr. was excluded from a debate sponsored by Respondent.
Complainant alleges that the exclusion of Mr. LaRouche violates
the requirements of nonpartisanship under 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b).
Therefore, Complainant contends that a violation of 2 U.S.C.

§ 441b has occurred.
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0n ﬁptll 13. 1984 nuvnr relpena”'

Attachnont 29 page- 6-142 of tht atta

A. Background - T

Mr. LaRouche is seeking the Democtuﬁicﬁ?itty‘@ﬁﬁbnination ‘
for President. Mr. LaRouche has filed vithftﬁ;fiiaérgl Election
Commission. The Complainant, the LaRouéhé céﬁpaign; is
Mr. LaRouche's principal campaign committee.

On April 5, 1984, LWVEF sponsored a debate in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania among three candidates for thevbénpcratic Party's
nomination for President. Mr. LaRouche was noiiinvited to
participate in the April 5, 1984, debate.

The Complainant, on behalf of Mr. LaRouche, alleges that
LaRouche's exclusion from the April 5, 1984, debate "makes it a
partisan enterprise which will 'promote or advance one candidate
over another'" (See Attachment 1, pages 2 of the attachments).
Therefore, Complainant contends that the sponsors of the April §5,
1984, debate have violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.13 (See also Attachment 1, page 2 of the attachments).

Complainant states that "Mr. LaRouche is a significant
candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination as defined
by the Leagues's Selection Criteria"” (Seee Attachment 1 page 1 of
the attachments). 1In support of this assertion, Complainant
states that Mr. LaRouche has raised over $1 million dollars and
has qualified for matching funds. Complainant believes that this
fundraising capacity is comparable to the three candidates

invited to the April 5, 1984 debate (See Attachment 1, page 1
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: ot ehe atmhnentl). .- plaiﬁmt states. thqt uz.
:ecognized by the national nodia aa a signifteant candi._
Additionally, Complainant atatel that Mr. Lanoucho is on tbc
"primary ballot or scheduled to participate in state caucuses 7
where approximately forty percent of the delegates to the
Democratic National Convention are at stake® (See Attachment 1,
page 2 of the attachments). Mr. LaRouche plans to actively
campaign "in the large pivotal states of Pennsylvania, Texas,
Ohio, New Jersey, and California” (See Attachment 1, page 2 of
the attachments).

B. Staging Organization

47 5

11 C.F.R. § 110.13(a) limits the sponsorship of candidates
debates to three types of groups. One of those groups is a non
profit organization which is exempt from federal taxation under
26 U.S.C. § 501(c) (3) and which does not endorse, support or
oppose political candidates or political parties.

According to LWVEF, it is a nonprofit, nonpartisan

charitable trust established by the League of Women Voters in
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1957. 1t is devoted exclusively to educational purposes. (See
Attachment 2, page 9 of the attachments). 1Its specific
educational purpose is to inform citizens "about public affairs
and the democratic process.” LWVEF states that it is exempt from
federal taxation under § 501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code.
LWVEF indicates that in order to maintain its 501(c) (3) status,
it may not participate in political campaigns or any partisan

activity (See Attachment 1, page 9 of the attachments).
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Theréfoté, Luvnr wa-'a{fzopqr stlglng orgﬁhi:;ti]

| April S, 1984. debate. cGuplainant doos'not challongn‘ ﬂV!!

this gtound
C. Selection Ctiteria

LWVEF in its response to the complaint :ecounts 1ts
historical role in conducting debates for Presidential candiatet
at the primary and general election level. LWVEF states that its
goal in sponsoring Presidential primary debates this year "is to
educate the nation's electorate about the issues in the 1984
campaign and to stimulate increased voter interest and
participation in the electorial process" (See Attachment 2, pages
10-11 of the attachments). LWVEF determined t6 limit
participation in the debates to "significant candidates whose
participation would further these ends" (See Attachment 2, page
11 of the attachments).

According to LWVEF, Mr. LaRouche's request to participate in
the April 5, 1984, debate was the second request made by
Mr. LaRouche to particpate in a LWVEF debate. In January,
Mr. LaRouche had also requested to participate in the New
Hampshire debate. (See Attachment 2, page 13 of the
attachments). On each occasion LWVEF requested Mr. LaRouche to
submit supporting materials evidencing a significant national
candidacy. On each occasion, Mr. LaRouche submitted written
information and documents (See Attachment 2, pages 7-8, pages

51-96, and 89-142 of the attachments).




LaRouche, as well as other Lnfornation availuble to LHV!!' tht.
Executive "Committee concluded unanimously that Lanouche was not
a significant national candidate for the Democratic Party's
nomination for President" (See Attachment 2, p&gé 14 of the
attachments).

The basic components of LWVEF's selection criteria are as
follows:

1) Public announcement of intention to seek the Democratic

Party's presidential nomination;

47 7

2) Legally qualified to hold the office of President;
A significant candidacy as evidenced by a number of
factors
a) eligibility to receive federal matching funds
b) active campaigning in a number of states for the
Democratic Party's nomination;

recognition by the national media as a candidate
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meriting media attention;
other factors providing substantive evidence of
national voter interest in a candidate, such as
national voter poll results (Attachment 2, pages
12, 49 and 50 of the attachments).
The Complainant does not assert that all candidates must be
included in the debate sponsored by LWVEF. Nor does the

Complainant challenge the selection criteria employed by LWVEF in
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'detomiuing ‘which canam-ua to invite t.o thc debate. R{nﬁhn

the conplainant alleges that: LW mde a partinn doctsion whi J
it applied ‘the selection c:itetia and detczmlned not to 1nv1t iR
Mr. LaRouche.

LWVEF states that its decision not to invite Mr. LaRouche
was an,indépcndent nonpartisan decision and was determined by',
applying the above listed criteria. First, LWVEF states
Mr. LaRouche was not certified eligible to receive matching funds
nor did he receive any matching funds prior to the April 5, 1984,
debate. Although Mr. LaRouche states that he has gualified for
matching funds, the Commission did not make a final determination
of his eligibility to make receive matching funds until April 12,
1984.1/

Second, LWVEF concluded that Mr. LaRouche did not have an
active national campaign. LWVEF notes that Mr. LaRouche stated
in his March 20, 1984, submission that he was on the ballot in
nine states. However, LWVEF contends that the documentary
evidence in this submission only confirmed that he was on the
ballot in two states. Further, LWVEF states that the LaRouche
submission failed to indicate the "size and extent of his
national campaign organization" (See Attachment 2, page 25 of the
attachments). LWVEF states that materials submitted by LaRouche
to evidence a national campaign focused on the efforts of

"LaRouche candidates" to be elected to local public office and

1/ Mr. LaRouche was certified eligible to receive 1984 matching
funds after he finally satisfied conditions set by the Commission
in late January.
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lnquiud about Mr. I.mwhu or :cf.heted any votet inee:ut ln:‘-
his cundidacy. LWVEF 1ndic¢tcs 'that Lanoucho's inabilit! t° e
impress major national polls takets sufficiently to 1nqu1:e lbo“t'w
him demonstrates the low 1eve1 of voter 1nterest in his ‘ '
candidacy” (See Attachment 2, page 28 of the attachments). |

Fifth, LWVEF states that other factors also indicated the
marginal nature of the LaRouche candidacy. LWVEF states that
LaRouche has participated in only one primary (Pennsylvania).
LWVEF also states that Mr. LaRouche won only .05 percent of the
popular vote in 1976 and he won only one percent of the total |
votes cast in the 1980 Democratic primaries (See Attachment 2,
page 30 of the attachments). Additionally, LWVEF notes that
Mr. LaRouche has not qualifed for secret service protection.
Secret service protection is given to all presidential candidates
determined by an advisory committee to be major candidates.

11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b) defines the parameters of candidate
debates stating:

the structure of debates staged in accordance with 11l

C.F.R. § 110.13 and 114.4(e) is left to the discretion
of the staging organization, provided that (1) suc

debates include at least two candidates, and (2) such

debates are nonpartisan in that they do not promote or
advance one candidate over another. emphasis added.

The Explanation and Justification in prescribing 11 C.F.R.
§ 110.13(b) states that although the precise structure of the

candidate debate is left to the discretion of the staging
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organization: 'luch_qibhtna.nuit,'héﬁévétg'§6 nonpartt§§af£ﬁ:]ff

natth'ﬁnd they muié_prqvidc tat:.§h£ lhp_ttlil t:qltnlnﬁibg e
candidaﬁés. The priia&y question 1n'deteriininq nonpnrtiidﬁihiﬁl
is the selection of candidates to pa:ticipite in such debates.”
44 Fed. Reg. 76,735 (1979). '

Although, no specific requirements are listed for the
selection of candidates to participate in a debate, the
Explanation and Justification implies that fair and reasonable
criteria must exist in order to be applied in the selection of
candidates for a debate. In promulgating the debate regulations,
the Commission recognized that "[a] nonpartisan candidate debate
... Provides a forum for significant candidates to communicate
their views to the public." 44 PFed. Reg. 76,734 (1979).

LWVEF has complied with the Commission regulations. It
adopted criteria which were used in inviting candidates to
participate in the debate. The criteria were fair and impartial
and were aimed at selecting those individuals who had significant
candidacies. Mr. LaRouche's candidacy did not meet the standards
when evaluated by the LWVEF. LWVEF's evaluation was reasonable
and fair.

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission find no reason to believe the League of Women Voters

violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b and 11 C.F.R. § 110.13.




1. Pind no uuon to bol.uve the League of Women vOteu

violated the rederal Election Campaign Act, as amended.
2. Approve attached letters.

Charles N. Steele

Date
Associate General Counsel

Attachment

l. Complaint (pages 1-5)

2. Response of Respondent (pages 6-142)
3. Letters to Respondent (page 143)

4. Letter to Complainant (page 144)
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not on ur. LaRouche's c!!emtn to futther hls‘dnn Pres
candidacy (Attachmont 2, pagn 25 of the attachnont” :
Third, LWVEP deternined that Mr. LaRouche had not atgxactad7‘

serious nedia.attention.

LWVEF states that the lnfornation :

provided by LaRouche on coverage of his candidacy_did.not e

evidence national media recognition nor substantili~ibtéz

interest. LWVEF indicates that broadcast coverage of

Mr. LaRouche consisted primarily of paid appearancil by

Mr. LaRouche or appearances on the networks pursuant to FCC's

"equal time" requirements under 47 C.F.R. § 73.1946 (See
Attachment 2, page 26 of the attachments). LWVEF notes that most
of the newspaper clippings were from local rather than national
newspapers and that most of the reports did not stress the
serious nature of his candidacy. (See Attachment 2, pages 26-27
of the attachments). Most of the newspaper clippings dealt with
the fringe nature of LaRouche's candidacy and with his various
problems with different entities including the FEC, NBC and the

Treasury Department (See Attachment 2, page 27 of the

8 4040461 482

attachments).

Fourth, LWVEF looked at major national opinion polls from

January through March.2/ LWVEF states that none of the polls

2/ Among the polls consulted were the following: Year End ABC New
Poll; CBS/New York Times Poll, January 1984; Gallop Poll,

February 16, 1984; Lou Harris Survey, February 20, 1984; National
Public Radio/Harris Poll, February 28, 1984; Harris Survey, March

5, 1984; Gallop Poll, March 7, 1984; and New York Times Poll,
March 27, 1984.



General caunsel
Federal Election cannission
:-1325.1 Strpct VW T

'Rs-”‘rbrn51MCbngl§int of The LaRouche Cani;.“x. fain t .
League of Women Voters for Violations of CFR iIU.IS,aEE

Pennsylvanza. Tnis debate will feature three part1c1pants-”
Walter Mondale, Gary Hart, and Jesse Jackson. By letter dated
March 30, 1984, the sponsor has improperly and discriminatorily
excluded Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. Mr. LaRouche is a significant
candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination as deflned
: by the League s Selectzon c:iterla (see attached). - R

T The Lanouchéstampazgn‘has ra:sed over $1 §§&11on and has$
\>qua11f1ed for matching funds-pursuant to the Federal Election-
‘Campaxgn Act? This fundraising capability means that LaRouche
”45 comparable to the. thtee candxdates who nave.been Anvxted to

‘major candidates have raised the following amounts in
contributions during the first two months of 1984:
$1“270 107°?Jackson $648, 719- aRouche $533 831 . Bart $460;560




.. Under 47 CFR 73.1940.. ME.: nnouchc is tocogni%
- three major television networks as a ‘bona fide candidate
States, territories, and the District of Columbia. Inithe: _
... opurse of ‘the campaign, Mr. LaRouche has delivered .£ouriiiwr: i
;_mtionuidc t.lgvh:lon add_: ses. pf balf-hour duration: January: -

& 'f-."-'f.'ffh‘ia cnpi‘ign
= ‘the nation.

New Republic, -and.NBC, asy 0;1&3 ,tho o
:odiun—tizod cities *throughoum 't:od ‘states
R —"W" *LW BT -, S -vm--s- e ST - fa=

= -Mry LaRouche is on the primary ‘nallot or cchcduloc' to
participate in state caucuses where approximately forty per .
cent of the delegates to the Democratic National Convention ar
at stake. This schedule includes active campaigning for===:.
delegates in the large and pivotal states of Pennsylvania. :
Texas, Ohio, New Jersey, and California. The LaRouche . T
candidacy has also inspired the development of a movement of i
citizen candidates who are running on LaRouche's pzog:an-at thn'
federal state, and local level. This candidates movement, ' ;
numbering over two thousand active candidates, has already

elected people in Illinois. Mﬁccachuaetts, cglzfornia. rlorida,:m;l =
and elsewherc.”, T Tamo

The exclusion of Mr. Lanouche fron the Pittsburgh deoate
makes it a partisan enterprise which #ill "prowote or advance
. one candidate over another". The sponsors of the April.S5.... ...
debate are therefore in violation of 11 CFR 110.13 and 2 USC
441b. Tne LaRouche Campaign reguests that the Coumission treat
this matter expeditiously and move to enjoin tne Pittsourgn
debate unless Mr. LaRouche is incluied.

Re5pecf_fu lly ; v

- . M—f-:ps,, - : .A—,' oo _
Tne EAROUChS Cﬂmpngn

Sier. S s 1

MEL KLENETSKY . e

"~ Nat'® 1 Campazgn Director' :




being 4 , :
- he mtiona‘l ‘Campaign i‘mroctot uche ‘Caupaign

frivici onpl.a:lmt in this couplainte. I hdvd read the foregoing
- complaint and _know the contents thereof...
~wwe -y OWn Xknowledge.,.

> and belief or sworn to by other persons, and, as to' thosomww
TR -n.tors i boliovo thel to be't:uo. R

Nat°‘l cgnpaign Diroctor
The LaRouche Campaign ..,

b R i
T V-. :e *ﬁv-:. 4
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1984 LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION FUND
DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DEBATES

PARTICIP&NT SELEE!ION CRITERIA A SR

e

o

The naaquc of Women Voters Bducation ?und will sponaor it
during the 1984 election season a series of primary ‘debates alnaq
sigaificant candidates for the Democratic Party's nanination for
President. The purpose of tliese debates is to educate™the %55““3
nation's electorate in a nonpartisan manner about the issues inwp
the 1984 Presidential campaign and about the positions of:.

' candidates on these issues and to stimulate iacreased vota: f;,im’

intetest and patticxpation in the electoral process. e .
T R "W"'ﬁ" AT - e
The Leacue's coal of fostering voter educatzon and* s
pa:::c.paticn in the electoral .process is furthered oy iaviting
to debate only candidates ia whcm a substantial aumper of voters
has an interest. 1Inclusion of candidates in whom there is little
voter interest would result in debates that are too long or that
do not provide sufficient time for the meaniagiul expression of
views by significant candidates. Accordingly, the League Las.
chesen o iimit participation in its 1984 Cemocracic priaary
Depbactes to cancdijates who present a significan: atzonal =
canninacy Zor the Democzatic nomination ‘ot ?resident. .

cee

Candidates who meet the followiag criteria will be -nvztad¥~

to part 1cxpate in the Leagne's 1984 Democ'atzc or;marv ceoates°

1, The candidate must have made a pnbl c announcement of
his or her intention to run for the Democratic Parcty's aomiaaticn
for ?resident. - - - hue v '

2. The candidate must Se legalily qual;:;ea to AelaTtel
office of Presiden:.

9 The candidate 3ust :e a significant candidaza Ior :he

' Democratic rarty's -omxuatxon Ior President.

. 1a assessiag the 31:n1£;cance of a candidacy, the Leacue
wzll consxder a number of factors including the ‘ollowxng. .

Eligibility for matchxngApayments under the .
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account -
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion
furthers the identification of significant
_candxdates by focusing on those candidates who
are significant enough to solxcxt,-and have
sufficient voter support to receive,
contributions from a number of perscons in a

-

.%w- “%?#w el R o S .f ﬁﬁhmv=~



numbc: of’ statcs.

Active campaigning in a numbc: of states zo: tho
Democratic Party's nomination.. ‘Candidates who
have established an active campaign presence’in
several®different states may pose a sigaificat |
national candidacy for the Democratic . .
Presidential nomination., A candidate'’'s o::o:ts
to ve named on ‘primary dallots,his or-hert
fundraising activities, the extent of ‘the i
candidate‘'s campaign organization, the amo
his or her campaign appearances, as well” as
othe: factors =2videnciag saos:ant.al canpaiga
vi:y, nny bc-cous;dczon. \ : :

Reccgnition by *he “St.onal zedla as a candidato ;;; n4 -
meritiang nedia attention. Since media coverage
of ,attzcular candidates by aajor newspapers and
television networks tends =o evidence a. -
recognition by the national uedia of su:s:antial
Jvozer iaterest ia a candidate and serves (
inie:euéeutly <c Zcster szuc: i-tetes:. Tniss
czizerisn i3 2an apgrosriace consideration I3
,et:-mxazn: t2e sicniiicance of 33::;:314--ﬁ?“
cand :a:es -a o aa..caa; .anca;;n. = :

= s s & et =ttty b : P T
Other {ac:tors. ‘he League may ~onsider such scher!
factors that in the League's gocd faith judgment -
mayv provide substantive evidence of nationwile.
vctar iaterest in a candiéa:e. such as <=he .
extant sf campaiga comeri Suticns_and o :;caa- .

5 —.,-.«.—-——qﬁ
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CABLE: “ARFORO™
- TeugcomEn:(202) 878-6720
TELER: 09-2733

BROOKSLEY BORN
DIRECT LINE: (202) 872-6832

BY HAND

Charles N. Steele, BEsquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. '
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR No. 59

4 88

Dear Mr. Steele:

I hereby submit on behalf of the League of Women
Voters Education Fund a response to a complaint filed
with the Federal Election Commission by the LaRouche
Campaign, including an Affidavit by Dorothy S. Ridings,
Chair of the League of Women Voters Education Fund, and
attachments thereto.

O

Sincerely yours,
‘ e o

Brooksley Bor

B 4040

Enclosure

cc (with enclosure): Mr. Gary Johansen
' Ms. Deborah Curry
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* UNITED STATES OF AMER!
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMIS!

"IN RE

COMPLAINT OF THE
LaROUCHE CAMPAIGN Al L
AGAINST THE LEAGUE MUR NO. 1659

- OF WOMEN VOTERS

EDUCATION FUND

RESPONSE OF THE LEAGUE OF
WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION FUND

INTRODUCTION

The LaRouche Campaign (hereinaffir “LaRouéhe"),
on behalf of Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., a candidate for
the Democratic Party's nomination for President,.filed
a complaint with the Federal Election Commission on
March 31, 1984. The complaint alleges that the League
of Women Voters Education Fund ("LWVEF") violated 11
C.F.R. § 110.13 and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in sponsoring a
debate on April S in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania among
three candidates for the Democratic Party's nomination
for President which did not include Lyndon LaRouche.
LaRoﬁchg does not challengé the LWVEF's determination
to invite only "significant" candidates for the nomination
to participate in the debate, nor does he challenge
the selection criteria the LWVEF considered in identifying

significant candidates for participation. LaRouche's




_cluim.il thnt thn-LwVEr's, a11ura to concludo.¥i7
LaRouch. was a significlnt candidatc within thc ﬂclﬂidi,

of itc selection critoria WII a partisan dccision,

resulting in a candidate debate vhich violated fcdorgl

election law.

- The allegations have no merit. The LWVEF's

decision not to invite Mr. LaRouche to participate in

the debate was based solely on the LWVEF's reasonable

decision that he was not a significant candidate. This
decision and the LWVEFfs other decisions whether to
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invite candidates to participate have been, and will

continue to be, the. LWVEF's independent, nonpartisan
action taken solely in light of its overriding purpose
of educating the electorate about the issues in the
campaign and the candidates’ positions on these issues.

Accordingly, the FEC should take no action against the

B 40404146

LWVEF in connection with the complaint.

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Federal Election Commission Regulation
- of Presidential Candidate Debates

LaRouche asserts that the LWVEF has violated

11 C.F.R. § 110.13. That regulation limits the

sponsorship of candidate debates to three categories
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of orqanizations: (1) nonvtqtit orqqnizutiona which

are exempt frcm fodernl tnxntion undnt 26 U S. c

§ S01(c)(3); (2) nonprofit orqnnizatian- which are nxampt
from federal taxation under 26 U.S.C. § 501(c)(4) and
which do not endorse, support or oppose political
candidates or political‘pnrties; and (3) broadcasters,
bona fide newspapers, magazines, and other periodical
publications. The structure of debates is, by the terms
of the regulation, "left to the discretion of the staging
organization" except that the regulation requires that
the debate must include at least two candidates and

must be nonpartisan in that it doés not "promote or

advance one candidate over another."

B. The League of Women Voters Education Fund

The LWVEF is a nonprofit, nonpartisan charitable
trust established in 1957. The LWVEF is exclusively
devoted to educational purposes, particularly informing
citizens about public affairs and the democratic process.
The LWVEF is exempt from federal taxation under
§ SOi(c)(B) of the Internal Rewenue Code. In order
to maintain its § 501(¢)(3) status, the LWVEF may not
participate or intervene in any political campaign on
behalf of any candidate and may not engage in partisan
political activity. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings,

Chair of the LWVEF, ¢ 3.




As part of its onqoinq eztort te cducata citiaqna ‘_,il
about the dcmocrntic procoss, the nwvxr hns hi-torically

conducted debates botwoon.pr.sidontial candidates at

both the priﬁary and general election level. In 1976,
the LWVEF sponsored four Democraticharty Presidential

primary debates, oho Vice-Presidential general election

' debate and three Presidential general election debates

between Gerald Ford and Jimmy Carter. In 1980, the

LWVEF sponsored three Republican Party Presidential

4 9 2

primary debates and two Presidential general election

debates, one between Ronald Reagan and Jimmy Carter

and one between Ronald Reagan “and Johﬂ Anderson.! The
LWVEF's purpose in sponsoring debates is to foster the
goal of increasing citizen interest in issues and citizen
participation in the electoral process. I1d. These

educational goals have been promoted through extensive

8B 404016

national media coverage of the LWVEF's debates.

C. LWVEF Sponsorship of 1984 Democratic
Party Presidential Primary Debates

During the 1984 election season the LWVEF will

sponsor two series of presidential candidate debates.

The LWVEF will sponsor a series of Democratic Party

! In addition, state and local Leagues of Women Voters
have sponsored numerous debates at the congressional,
state and local candidate levels.
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P:esidontiul primary;dobatot. Thi,tﬂﬂlr w111 HIl°w'P0hiﬁt

a Pre.id.ntial qonoral oloction dcbnto loriOﬁ. Dibato. T

at the primary lovcl hsvc already takcn pluco in
Manchester, New Hampshire on Ecbruary 23, 1984, in
Atlanta, Georgia on March 11, 19684, and in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984. At least one additional
primary debate is scheduled to take plaée in Texas.

Because the LWVEF's goal in the sponsorship of
the Presidential primary debates is to educate the
nation's electorate about the issues in the 1984 campaign
and to stimulate increased voter interest and
participation in the electoral process, fhe LWVEF has
only invited significant candidates whose participation
would further these ends. The LWVEF's determination
to limit debate participation to these candidates is
based on the conclusion that including candidates in
whom there is little national voter interest would detract
from the LWVEF's stated nonpartisan goals by resulting
in debates which are too long or which would not provide
sufficignt time for the meaningful expression of views.
Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings, ¥ 7. Accordingly,
the LWVEF chose to limit participation in its 1984
Democratic primary debates to candidates who present

a significant national candidacy for the Democratic
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_.‘;,‘nonimuon tor ru' deni _:_g at §6. The z.wvu"
jﬁdetomimtien eo 1imit P \rticipnt:lon to. sipnificant

canﬂidates was a puroly ncnpartisun decision roachod

without political motivation or consultation with any

politicallparty or candidate. Id. at 7 7.

Under the LWVEF's participant selection criteria,
each participant husf have made a public announcement
of his or her intention to run for the Democratic Party's
nomination for President and must be legally qualified
to»hold the office of President. Further; the LWVEF

must determine that the candidate is significant. 1In

. doing so, the LWVEF considers a number of factors,

including whether the candidate is eligible to receive
matching payments under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act; whether the candidate is actively
campaigning in a number of states for the Democratic
Party's nomination; whether the candidate has been
recognized by the national media as a candidate meriting
media attention; and any other factors providing
substantive evidence of nationwide voter interest ih

a candidate, such as national voter poll results.
Attachment A to Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings. To

identify significant candidates to participate in its

debates, the LWVEF considers all the facts available




""”:'fi"«eo :u:. Af.tidavit of Borothy s. k.tdinqi, 110, canam-tuz,,
are fro. to providc th. LNVEE with any evidence
' demonstrating that they are tignificant candidates £or

the Democratic Party's nomination. id.

In adopting its selection criteria the LWVEF
acted without political motivation and did not Eonsult
any political party or candidate. A detailed description
of the procedure employed by the LWVEF in adopting the
candidate selection criteria is provided in the attached
Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings. '
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D. The LaRouche Request

LaRouche's request for inclusion in the Pittsburgh
debate was the second request LaRouche had made for
an invitation to a LWVEF-sponsored debate. In January,

LaRouche had regquested an invitation to the LWVEF's
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New Hampshire debate. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings,
T 13. 1In response to that regquest, the LWVEF asked
LaRouche to supply supporting material showing the
significance of LaRouche as a gational candidate for
the Deéocratic Party's nomination for President. Id.
LaRouche tendered to the LWVEF written information on

his candidacy and assorted documentary material. The

documentary material consisted of Federal Election
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60mmission r«cordn pcrtinent to Lanouchl s eftarts to

be certifitd by tho FEC as eligihie £or Federal ?rimary ?'
Mntchinq Funds and copies of nevwspaper articles about

the candidate. A copy of LaRouche's submission is
Attachment B to the Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

The LaRouche requést received careful consideration
by the LWVEF's Executive Committee. The Committee
concluded that LaRouche was not a significant national
candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination for
President. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings, ¥ 13.

The LWVEE's February 21 letter to LaRouche denying his
request advised that the Committee ha& considered the
materials provided by'LaRouche, as well as other
information available to the LWVEF. Among the factors
cited by the LWVEF in its letter as contributing to

its decision were that the national media had not covered
LaRouche extensively as a serious candidate; LaRouche
was not.eligible for matching payments under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payments Act; and national
voter poll results did not demonstrate substantial voter
supporé for or interest in the LaRouche candidacy.

See Attachment C to the Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

On March 20, 1984, LaRouche sent the LWVEF a

letter requestirng an invitation to participate in the
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.April 5 Pittsburqh d.batc

inclusion ‘in the Pittnhurqh d-bntc receivcd tha & .
thorough considnration by tho Executiv. COmn;ttcn thnt |
had been accorded his carlior request. LaRouche subnitted
for the LWVEF's conside:nt#on'cgpiel of additional |
newspaper clippings, additional information on broadcast
media appearances by LaRouche, and a computerized fund-
raising repoft. A copy of LaRouche's March 20 letter

and accompanying material are Attachment D to the
Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings. The LWVEF carefully
considered these materials and other information available
to it and concluded that LaRouche was still not a

significant candidate. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

LaRouche}s response was to file a complaint in
Equity on April 2 in the Court of Common Pleas of
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, along with a motion
for preliminary injunction; a complaint in the United
States District Court for the Western District of
Pennsylvania along with a motion for a temporary
restraining order on April S5; gnd the complaint which

forms the basis of this proceeding.

After an evidentiary hearing, the motion for
preliminary injunction filed in the Pennsylvania State

Court was denied on April 3 on the grounds that LaRouche
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,v cﬁ Apr.il s tnd hn dismissed
LaRouche's complaint.- '

I1I. ARGUMENT -

There is no hasia whatsoever to believe that
the LWVEF has violated the statute or the regulation.
The LWVEF reasonably found that Mr. LaRouche was not
a significant candidate for the Democratic Party's
Presidential noﬁination and for that reason refused
to invite him to participate in the debate. In doing
so, the LWVEF was motivated solely by a desire to further
its educational goals, a proper nonpartisan purpose,

and the resulting debafe was a permissible nonpartisan-

debate.

A. The Federal Election Commission Has
Determined that Nonpartisan Debates
F May Be Limited to Significant Candidates

LaRouche has not challenged the LWVEF's decision
to restrict debate participation to significant

candidates, and there is no issue here as to the
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 lawfulness ~of- this ‘standard. As establi

tdoptiun of thil cri.tcr:lon vas a pu:iwv onpar

decision designed to promoto the LﬁVlr'l oducationn&
purposes. It was ronchod without political motivation
and without consultation with any political party or N

candidatg.

The Commission has clearly stated that its
regulation on debates envisions debates limited to
significant candidates. In its Explanation and
Justification for a proposed earlier version of the
current debate regulation, the Commission stated: "A
properly held nonpartisan public candidate debate
sponsored Sy a qualified nonpartisan organization pfovides
a forum for significant candidates to communicaté their
views to the public." 44 Fed. Reg. 39348 (July S5, 1979).
(Emphasis added.) Furthermore, in the only complaint
proceeding decided by the Commission involving the debate
regulation, the Commission dismissed as without basis
a complaint brought by Barry Commoner and the Citizen's
Party in 1980 against the LWVEF challengihg debate
selection criteria limiting paéticipation to significant

candidates only. See FEC MUR No. 1287.
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‘Discretion in
-ant Candidates
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The history of thp‘dphatu regulation clea;ij;:
demonstrates: that spbnsorin¢ organizations have wide
discretion in determining the significance of particular
candidates for the purposes of debate participation.
The rule is not intended to accord the Commission power
to seéond-guess reasonable participant selection
determinations made by staging organizations. Moreover,

in view of the long history of LWVEF nonpartisanship,

the LWVEF's extensive ;xperience with the staging of

high-quality presidential candidate debates, the LWVEF's
longstanding goal of voter education, and the limitations
imposed on the LWVEF by virtue of its tax-exempt status,
the LWVEF is particularly w;ll qualified to make
considered, nonpartisan decisions on debate participation.
Given the broad scope of the LWVEF's discretion, LaRouche
bears a heavy burden, which has not been met, in
attempting to demonstrate that the LWVEF debate was
unlawful because he was not selected to be a debate

participant.

The debate regulation speaks broadly in terms
of nonpartisan debates. The Commission's failure to
enunciate specific candidate selection criteria in the

regulation is the product of conscious design.
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: In July 1979. tho FEG udopted a propﬂihd viraion_v
of SQction 110.13 in which qpecific cundidlto !oloction:&
criteria were ennnciated and transmitted the proposed
regulation to Congress £qr approval pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 438(c). The proposod'requlation_yas disapproved by

- the Senate on September 18, 1979 in large part because

the mandatory selection criteria were considered
impermissibly restrictive of sponsor discretion. 1In
a statement to the Senate, Senator Claiborne Pell, who

submitted the resolution of disapproval, stated in part:

"1 feel that any regulation which
could be interpreted as being burdensome
to organizations which are likely to
sponsor candidate debates, or which could
in any way impede the heretofore successful
debate procedure that has evolved through
direct arrangements made between sponsors
and candidates should not be allowed
to take effect. . . . I feel that this
resolution [of disapproval] is necessary
to keep the candidate- debate process
which has evolved workable, open, and
accessible to candidates." Cong. Rec.
$12821 (September 18, 1979).

Senator Mark Hatfield stated during the same debate:

"I question whether Congress ever intended
to involve the Federal Election Commission
in determining the format for candidate
debates . . o' TS gay
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- In Dtcomb.r 1979; th. FEC PrOPOIQd th. r‘@“lltibn  iFf

| f.'jwhich is currently in cttcct. Ia :uponn to the s-:nto 5
.'fd1:approva1 of the earlier ‘proposed roqulation, th'
‘EEC deleted the specific criteriu governing cendidate
. selection. In its Explanation and Justizication for

the proposed regulation, the FEC stated:

"[T)he precise structure of candidate

debates is left to the discretion of

the staging organization. Such debates

must, however, be nonpartisan in nature

and they must provide fair and impartial .

treatment of candidates. The primary

question in determining nonpartisanship

is the selection of candidates to

participate in such debates." 44 Fed.

Reg. 76735 (December 27, 1979).
The Commission also noted that "federal tax law
restricfions on the activities of nonpartisan corporations
proﬁide sufficient safeguards to insure nonpartisanship."

1d. at 76736.

When this revised regulation was sent to Congress,
the Congressional debate clearly indicated an intent
that the FEC's authority to second-guess the discretionary
selection decisions of sponsoring organizatiOps is
severely circumscribed. During the debate Senator Van
Deeriin quoted portions of a letter sent to the Chairman
of the FEC by Senator Thompson, Chairman of the Committee
on House Administration. The letter, dated March 10,

1980, admonished:
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"The Commission should be reluctnnt 1n
enforcing these regulations to substituto
its judgment of the propriety of a
particular debate for the on-the-spot
judgment of the sponsor. Before the
Commission should choose to take any
action, it should be clear on the face
of a complaint that the sponsoring of

a debate involves something other than
the good faith editorial judgment of
the sponsor. The mere fact that a debate
does not include the full field of eligible
candidates should not in itself be reason
to believe that the debate falls outside
these requlations." Cong. Rec. H1822,
March 12, 1980.

The FEC has;recognized the limited nature of
its inquiry under the debate regulation. In the Commoner
complaint proceeding discussed above, the Commission
refused to substitute its judgment as to the proper
criteria for candidate selection for carefully-considered
criteria developed by the LWVEF. 1In so doing, the General
Counsel's Office reiterated that the debate regulation
leaves "the selection of candidates to the sponsor,
provided that it be done in a nonpartisan fashion."
See First General Counsel's Report, MUR No. 1287

(September 16, 1980).




As noted above, LaRouche has not challenged the
reasonableness of the debate 8alc§tion criteria adopted
by the LWVEF cr‘iti_nonpartilan_ﬁuggoses in adcptin§
these criteria. Rather he challoﬁées the application

of the criteria to him.

LaRouche claims that the LWVEF's failure to find

him to be a significant candidate was an impermissibly

S04

-partisan decision. This claim is apparently based on
assertions that "LaRouche is comparabie to the three
candidates who have been invited to the Pittsburgh debate"
in fundraising; that LaRouche has appeared in the national
media; and that LaRouche is on primary ballots or
scheduled to participate in state caucuses and is actively

campaigning in five large states. ‘LaRouche concludes
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that "exclusion of Mr. LaRouche from the Pittsburgh

debate makes it a partisan enterprise."

The LWVEF decision that Mr. LaRouche was not
a significant céndidate was reasonable and nonpartisan.
The LWVEF firmly believes that LaRouche was not
"comparable" to the three Democratic candidates who

were invited to participate in the Pittsburgh debate.
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He clnrly di.d not aat;llzy tho nlcction criur ia ;
enunciated by tho LﬂVE! '

In unanimously deicfhininq that Lyndonsﬁikouého'
was not a significant national candidate, the LWVEF
Executive Committee considered all of the materials
provided to it by LaRouche as well as other information
and based its determination on all the information
available to it. Some of the factor# considered by
the Committee included the following:

1. LaRouche Had Not Qualified for
Federal Primary Matching Funds
The LWVEF re;sonably determined that LaRouche
had not qualified for federal primary matching funds.
Mr. LaRouche advised the Commission in his complaint,
filed March 31, that he "has qualified for matching
funds pursuant to the Federal Election Campaign Act."
At the time this assertion was made, as well as at the
time of the Pennsylvania debate, this was not, in fact,

the case.

On January 26, 1984, the FEC reached an initial
determination that Lyndon LaRouche was not eligible
to receive matching fund payments for his 1984 campaign.

The FEC recognized that the FEC's Audit Division had
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';'£ound thnt Ltnouchn had aatisficd tho thx-ahald
; 'cliqibility c¢Mpaiqn cantrihution standnrd but hald

that LaRouche had novcrthcloss failed <o ostablish £ina1
eligibility under tho standards of the statutc.

on March 29, 1984, the FEC reconsidered the
question of LaRouche's eligibility and concluded that
LaRouche was not, at that time, eligible for matching
fund payments. The FEC determined that Mr. LaRouche
would only be eligible

"contingent upon the Commission's receipt
of the outstanding balance on

Mr. LaRouche's repayment and the receipt
of an affidavit signed by Mr. LaRouche
that he is bound by the terms of his

1979 agreements . . . . If the outstanding
balance is paid and Mr. LaRouche finally
and without qualification accepts his
personal responsibilities, the Commission
would consider the audit recommendation
on his threshold eligibility for the

1984 matching payment program.”

This conclusion was based on findings that LaRouche

had failed to make a repayment to the U.S. Treasury

of $54,671.84 determined by the Commission to be repayable
from funds received for LaRouche's 1980 campaign; - LaRouche
had failed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty agreed to

by his campaign committee in 1982 for the submission

of false information to the FEC, the knowing acceptance

of contributions in the names of others, and related
violations; LaRouche had failed to abide by the terms

of candidate agreements and certifications signed in

1979 binding him to the payment of any civil penalties
required to be paid in the future and any repayment

of funds subsequently required; and LaRouche had failed
to file reports during 1983 required by the Act.




considnrcﬂ only attlr hs had sutisfiod thn cnnncintod e
condition: ‘ Thn-,'at_no ttnn p@ttineﬁt tﬁ’thia proccedinc~
‘was Lanouchc eliqiblt.terffcderal prim&ry”iltching

funds.?

r Llnouche Is Not Activcly c.mpniqning
in a r of Stlte a5 d

LaRouche asserted in his March 20 request to
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the LWVEF that he was at that time on the hallot in

only nine states. He submitted documentary evidence

0
<

to the LWVEF tending to confirm that he was on the ballot
in two of these states. There was no indication in
his submission of the size and extent of his national

campaign organization. LaRouche's request focused on

84040

television and radio abpearances the candidate had made

(discussed belqw).“ The LWVEF Executive Committee

! It is the LWVEF's understanding that the FEC
subsequently decided on April 12, 1984, that LaRouche
is eligible to receive matching funds because he had
met the conditions imposed by the FEC.

* The request also focused on "LaRouche candidates"

for public office other than the Presidency. However
numerous the candidates for local public office running
on the LaRouche ticket, this showing does not speak

to the extent of active campaigning LaRouche himself

has undertaken to further his own Presidential candidacy.




’d-tcmm that m- mtomuon, .1“. with au oﬂm
linfomtm. wuubu to it, aia not establish that o
Lnnouchu was a ciqniticant candidlt. for thn Dnmocratic:  .- 
Party nondnation.

- Laaouche Has Not Been Recognized by
the National Media as a Significant

Candidate Meriting Media Attention
The informafion provided by LaRouche on coverage
of his campaign by the national media did not evidence
a recognition by the national media of substantial voter

5038

_interest in LaRouche, nor was the vast bulk of the
coverage of a nature which would serve independently

to foster Quch interest.

The national broadcast coverage of the LaRouche
campaign cited in LaRouche's request consisted either
of paid appearances by LaRouche or of appearances provided

by networks pursuant to the FCC's "equal time"
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requirements (47 C.F.R. § 73.1940) as his complaint

seems to admit.

"Moreover, many of the néwspaper clippings®
submitted for the LWVEF's consideration are not in fact

serious reports on LaRouche as a significant candidate

' Most of the articles submitted to the LWVEF are from
local newspapers, many in relatively small towns, rather
than from publications with a national readership.
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onjoyinw wbatmtinl o r intﬁrut,hutn :
linited to addressing the fringe nature of the n.much. 3o
candidacy. Phrases like "relatively obacuro, ey "

"systematically cxcludod from the politicnl proce:s,
"perennial candidnto," "fringe candidate," and "little-
known" dot many of the newspaper clippings submitted
to the LWVEF as evidence of the significance of the
LaRouéhe candidacy. Other stories deal with subjects
only peripherally related to LaRouche's campaign, such
as the history of LaRouche's troubles with the FEC;
LaRouche's pending law;uit charging NBC with libeling
him in one of the telecasts which LaRouche now claims
verifies his siqnificanée; or LaRouche's challenge to
a Treasury Department determination that he does not

qualify for Secret Service protection.

The LWVEF reasonably determined that the LaRouche
campaign has not attraéted serious national media

attention.

4. LaRouche Has Not Figured
in National Voter Polls

LaRouche's campaign director admits that
"Mr. LaRouche's name was [not] included on any national
voter poll." See Attachment D to the Affidavit of Dorothy

S. Ridings. The LWVEF's Executive Committee considered




a nmplo of mnjcr fmtioml opin:lon pou- !rdm J
through Murch md f.ound t.hut nonc of tho ponw_ 1nw.trod %
- specifically about Mr. LaRouche or reflected uny votnr

interest in him.

The FEC determined in the Commoner proceeding, °
discussed above, that reliance on voter 'poll results
is a legitimate method of identifying significant
candidates.® The LWVEF properly determined here that
LaRouche's inability to impress major national polltakers

sufficiently to inquire about him demonstrates the low

S10

level of voter interest in his candicacy.

S. LaRouche Is Clearly a Fringe Candidate
Who Has No Chance of Winning the
Nomination and Who Has Not Contributed .
in Any Significant Way to the Development
or Discussion of Issues in the Democratic
Presidential Candidate Race

Additional indicia of the marginal nature of
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LaRouche's candidacy abound. LaRouche has participated
in only one primary election (Pennsylvania). While
official results from that primary are noﬁ available,
unofficial UPI statistics indiéate that LaRouche could
not have received more than one percent of the total

votes cast.

¢ That proceeding considered the propriety of a flat
15 percent voter poll threshold showing for non-major
party candidates.




' t.tnouv:ho hn not qus | ‘for Secr

protection undor Puhlic :mv ‘90-311,; wh;lch mthorizn
the s.crotary o£ Treasury to Iurni-h protocticn to %
‘presidontial candid;tas whom tho SCcrotary, after
consulting with an advisory comnittco,‘deto:mines to

be "major" candidates.’

' The advisory committee (composed of the Majority
Leader of the Senate, the Minority Leader of the Senate,
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Minority
Leader of the House of Representatives and one additional
member to be selected by the members of such committee)
determined that LaRouche did not satisfy the following
guidelines necessary to show a major candidacy:

1) the candidate has publicly.announced his
or her candidacy;

2) the candidate is seriously interested in,
and actively campaigning on a national basis
for the office for which his or her candidacy
- has been announced; and

a. the candidate has (i) qualified for and
remains qualified for matching payments
under Sections 9031 through 9042 of
Title 26, U.S. Code in an amount of at
least $100,000 for the Presidential
campaign for which nomination is sought
(whether or not the candidate declines
matching funds) and (ii) has received
additional contributions totaling
$1,500,000 or more in compliance with
the Federal Election Campaign laws; or
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the candidate, in two consecutive primary
elections, has received at least ten
percent of the total number of votes

cast for all candidates of the same party
for the same office in such primary
election.

[Footnote continued on following page]
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LaRoucho was & ?rui.dmthl cmdidntc in 1976
and vas a cnndidato tor thc D.mocratic Party s nemimtion g
for President in 1980. In 1976 he won only .05 percent  }.
of the popular vote. 1In 1980 he won only one percent
of the total votes ca-t‘in Democratic primaries. Ses
Congressional Quarterly, Inc., Presidential Elections
since 1789, (3rd ed. 1983).

The LWVEF clearly operated within the permissible
bounds of its discretion in reaching its decision that
Lyndon LaRouche was not a significant candidate for

the Democratic Partg's nomination for President.' That

-

[Footnote 7 continued from preceding page]
4) the candidate is seeking the nomination of

a party whose nominee is eligible for

protection.
* Indeed, LaRouche has conceded that he is not a
candidate for whom there is significant voter support
or interest. In the materials submitted to the LWVEF,
for example, LaRouche or his campaign workers are quoted
as saying: "He knows he won't win . . . ." (Portsmouth,
New Hampshire local newspaper, March 1984); "LaRouche
admits that he is not a front-running presidential
candidate, but said he is more-interested in getting
the country 'back in shape' than winning" (Colorado
Springs Gazette Telegraph, January 20, 1984); "There
is little chance right now that LaRouche will be nominated
as the Democratic candidate, [the regional director
of LaRouche's political action committee] said, but
that is not the committee's primary interest"
(Jacksonville, Massachusetts Journal, January 13, 1984);
"[G]letting LaRouche elected is less important than
destroying Mondale's campaign. That's our first
purpose . . . ." (Waterloo, lowa Courier, January 20,
1984).




' '»dochion wn mda 1 Ciy By €
. intended solely to turthnr tho Lmvxr’s Qducntiamnl ,
| purposes in holdinqﬂtho d.blto. Na partisan purpo-,

wvhatsoever was involved.
IV. CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed -above, the LWVEF's
Pittsburgh debate was nonpartisan, and the LWVEF has
not violated the applicable statutory provision or the
regulation. Therefore, the FEC should take no action

5§13

against the LWVEF in connection with LaRouche's complaint.

Respectfully submited,

0 5 ~
Zgjj c1§£5544tgu /Cld—(zﬁ_
Brooksley Born ,/
Arnold & Porter.
1200 New BHampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
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Attorney for the
League of Women Voters
Education Fund

Date: April 18, 1984.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERI
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COI

IN RE

COMPLAINT OF THE

LaROUCHE CAMPAIGN MUR NO. 1659
AGAINST THE LEAGUE

OF WOMEN VOTERS

EDUCATION FUND

AFFIDAVIT OF DOROTHY S. RIDINGS

Dorothy S. Ridings, being duly sworn, deposes

and says:

1. I am President of the League of Women Voters
of the United States (the "League") and serve as Chair
of the Leaéue of Women Voters Education Fund ("LWVEEF").
I have held these positions since 1982. As Chair of
the LWVEF, I have participated extensively in the
organizing and structuring of the 1984 Democratic Party
Presidential primary debates sponsored by the LWVEEF.

In 1980, as First Vice-Chair and Communications Chair

of the LWVEF, I was actively involved in planning the
1980 Presidential general election debates sponsored

by the-LWVEF. I understand that the LaRouche Campaign
has filed a complaint against the LWVEF with the Federal
Eleéfion Commission claiming that the LWVEF has violated
federal law in connection with its sponsorship of the

Democratic Presidential primary debate in Pittsburgh
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on April S, 1984. I have read the complaint-of the
LaRouchs Campaign and am submitting this affidavit in
support of the LMVE?': Rospoiso"thoroto.

2. The League is a nationwide, nonprofit
organization, with 1300 state and local leagues operating
throughout the fifty states, the District of Columbia,
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. The League is oxempt.
from federal income taxation under Section 501(c)(4)
of the Internal Revenue Code. The League has
approximately 110,000 members. The vast majority of
its members volunteer their services to the League.

The League is dedicated to promoting active and informed
participation of citizens in government. For over 60
years, the League and its state and local affiliates
have sponsored nonpartisan debates, candidate forums
and citizen education programs. In addition, the League
publishes information about candidates for elective
office, conducts get-out-the-vote drives, and provides
demonstrations of voting machines. The League is
prohibited by its by-laws from participatinq or
interv;ning in any political campaign on behalf of any
candidate or from engaging in any other partisan political
activity, and it does not do so. The League was not

a sponsor of the Democratic Presidential primary debate
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in Pittsburqh on Apti.l 5 19“, at usuo in th:lc cuu
‘and is not a spomor of the 1984 uriu ot‘ Pruidcnthl

primary dcbatos, Which are uponsorod by ‘the LHVE!.

3. The LWVEF is a separate, nonprofit trust
established by the League in 1957 and devoted exclusively
to educational purposes. The LWVEF is éxempt from federal
income taxes under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal
Revenue Code. As a 501(c)(3) organization, the LWVEF
is prohibited from participating or intervening in any
political campaign on behalf of any candidate and from
engaging in any partisan political activity, and it
does not do so. Like the League, thg LWVEF is dedicated
to promoting an informed electorate and encouraging
active participation in the democratic process. Since
its founding in 1957, the LWVEF has sponsored a variety
of nonpartisan candidate debates and forums. For example,
in 1976 the LWVEF sponsored four Democratic Party
Presidential primary debates, one Vice-Presidential
general election debate, and three Presidential general
eléctipn debates. In 1980, the LWVEF sponsored three
Republican Party Presidential primary debates and two
Presidential general election debates. During the 1984
election season the LWVEF will sponsor two series of

Presidential candidate debates. The LWVEF will sponsor
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'rhe LWVEF will also sponsor a Pruidentinl qomr
election debate series. Ddbltes at thc prinary luvol
have already taken place in Manchester, New Hampshire

on February 23, 1984, in Atlanta, Georgia on March 11,
1984, and in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984.
At legst one additional primary debate is scheduled

to take place in Texas. The purpose of these debates

is to stimulate voter interest in the election and to
help the American voters make an informed decision by
giving the siqnificantlsational candidates an opportunity

to present their positions on the issues to the voters.

4. In June 1983, the Board of Trustees of the
LWVEF discussed its sponsorship of the 1984 Democratic
Party Presidential primary debate series. The Board
intended the debates to help the voters make an informed
choice in the primary elections by bringing together
the significant national candidates for the Democratic
Party's Presidential nomination and to increase pﬁblic
awareness and knowledge of the significant Democratié
Party candidates. The debates were scheduled to coincide
with.-what the LWVEF considered to be important dates

in the Democratic Party's nominating process. The Board

considered a variety of proposals for structuring these
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dabatn m Batrd ulso dhcusud pcnibh critoria e
 for the s-loeeion of lignifiennt cnndtdntol to participato

in these debates. Thp:oattor,‘cortain members of the
Board and the staff of the LWVEF drafted the selection
criteria iqro.d upou.‘ |

S. At the September 1983 meeting of the LWVEF
Board of Trustees, the Board formally adopted and ratified
the "1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic
Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection
Criteria," a copy of which is attached to this affidavit
as Attachment A. The sole objective of the Board in
adopting these selection criteria was to structure the
debates so as to further the nonpartisan educational
purposes of the debates while at the same time complying
fully with the regulations promulgated by the Federal

Election Commission concerning such debates.

6. The three basic criteria for selection adopted

by the LWVEF were:

a. The candidate must have made a public

announcement of his or her intention to run for the

Democratic Party's nomination for President.

b. The candidate must be legally qualified to

hold the office of President.
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c. The candidate must be a significant élndi63€‘  7f

for the Democratic Party's nomination for Prcntd@nt._

The first two criteria were designed to insure
that each participant in the debate is, in fact, a bona
fide candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination.
The third criterion seeks to determine whether there
is sufficient voter interest in a candidate to justify

his or her participation in the debate.

7. The LWVEF conhsiders this third criterion
to be particularly important. Experience has demonstrated
that the larger the number of participants in a debate,
the less time available to each participant to express
his or her positions on the issues and the less time
available for meaningful interchange between candidates
in wvhom the voters have a substantial interest. Thus,
the LWVEF determined tﬁat, in order most effectively
to further the educational purposes of the debates,
it was necessary to limit the participants in its debates
to sigg@ficant candidates for the Democratic Party

nomination.

8. In adopting this criterion, the LWVEF explained

its reasons in this way:




"The Leaguo s goal of £oster1ng vbtor
education and participation in the
electoral process is furthered by 1nw1t1uq
to debate only candidates in whom &
substantial number of voters has an
interest. 1Inclusion of candidates in
vhom there is little voter interest would
result in debates that are too long or
that do not provide sufficient time for
the meaningful expression of views by
significant candidates. Accordingly,

the League has chosen to limit
participation in its 1984 Democratic
primary Debates to candidates who present
a significant national candidacy for

the Democratic nomination for President."

1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection
Criteria at 1.

S20

9. In assessing whether a candidate is a
significant candidate, the LWVEF resolved to consider

a number of factors including the following:

Rd4N4046 |

-=- Eligibility for matching payments under the

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account

Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96);

Active campaigning in a number of states;

Recognition by the national media as a

and

candidate meriting media attention;
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== Other ﬁctcti. mcludinv nat:loml. voter poll i

rcsults.

Criteria at 1-2.

10. The LWVEF believes that these factors are
accurate indicators of voter interest in, and support
of, a particular candidate. For example, recognition
by the national media as a serious candidate is usually
a good measure of the level of public interest in a
candidate's campaign. Similarly, vot;: polls offer
a good measure of the public support for a particular
candidate. The LWVEF in its selection criteria also
recognizes that there are other factors that may be
relevant to a candidate's significance. The LWVEF
considers all evidence available to it that may be
relevant to a candidate's significance, including evidence
submitted by a candidate in support of a request for

participation in a LWVEF sponsored debate.

1l1. 1In accordance with the foregoing selection
criteria, the LWVEF extended invitations to Walter
Mondale, Gary Hart, Reubin Askew, Alan Cranston, Ernest

Hollings, John Glenn, George McGovern and Jesse Jackson




S 22

0
<
o
T
ong
T
e

to pnrt:lcipato :I.a tho nr:lu of MGcnuc Prnidum:ial, ,_'5"

primary d-batn to laa spontorcd by th. LWVEE - tht
first debate to tnk. placo in Manchester, New thpshire
on February 23, 1984. The decision by the LWVEF to
extend invitations to Messrs. Mondale, Hart, Askew,’

~ Cranston, Hollings, Glenn, McGovern, and Jackson

was not intended by the LWVEF to promote or advance
one candidate over another, but was made solely for
the purpose of furthering the nonpartisan, educational
goals of the LWVEF.

12. Messrs. Askew, Cranston, Hollings, McGovern
and Glenn subsequently withdrew from the race for the
Democratic nomination leaving Messrs. Mondale, Hart
and Jackson as the only candidates invited to participate
in the debate in Pittsburgh on April 5, 1984.

13. 1In January 1984, the LWVEF received a request
from the LaRouche Campaign that Lyndon H. LaRouche,
Jr. be permitted to participate in the LWVEF-sponsored
debate in New Hampshire. In response to that request,
the LWVEF asked the LaRouche Caﬁpaign to supply
documentation in support of its contention that
Mr. iaRouche was a significant candidate for the
Democratic nomination. On February 6, 1984, the LaRouche

Campaign tendered to the League written information
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on the Lanouch. canﬂidlcy and assorted docunontary
material. The docunnntary material consisted of tnd.rll
Eicction.COmmission records pertinent to Mr. LaRouche's
efforts to be certified by the FEC as eligible for Federal
Primary Matching Funds and copies of newspaper articles
about the candidate. A copy of the LaRouche Campaign's
February 6, 1984 letter to the LWVEF and accompanying
material is attached hereto as Attachment B. After
considering these materials and other information
available to the LNVEF.concerninq the LaRouche candidacy,
the LWVEF Executive Committee which had been authorized
by the Board of Trustees to consider Quch requests
unanimously determined that Mr. LaRouche was not a
significant candidate for the Democratic nomination

and thus not eligible to participate in the New Hampshire
debate. A letter was sent to the LaRouche Campaign
informing it of the LWVEF's determination and enumerating
several of the factors that it had considered in reaching
this decision. A copy of that letter is attached hereto

as Attachment C.

14. On March 20, 1984, the LWVEF received a
letter from the LaRouche Campaign requesting that
Mr. LaRouche be permitted to participate in the LWVEF

debate in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984.
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clippinqa, inforntticn on broadcast n.dia tppoarnacoa

by Mr. LaRouche and a cquputcrizod fund'rnicinq r-port.

A copy of the March 20, 1984 letter to the LWVEF and
accompanying material are attached hereto as Attachment D.

15. On March 27, 1984, the LWVEF Executive
Committee considered the LaRouche request. The Committee
reviewed the materials submitted by the LaRouche Campaign
in support of its request and other information available
to it and again considered whether Mr. LaRouche's
candidacy satisfied the LWVEF selection criteria. The
COmmitte; again unanimously concluded that Mr. LaRouche
was not a significant candidate for the Democratic Party
nomination and was thus not eligible to participate

in the Pittsburgh debate.

16. In assessing the significance of
Mr. LaRouche's candidacy, the Committee examined the
factors enumerated in the LWVEF selection criteria as

they related to Mr. LaRouche.

17. Eligibility for Matching Payments

The Committee noted that the Federal Election
Commission had not found Mr. LaRouche eligible for

Presidential primary matching funds.
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18. Active Campaigning

The Committee noted that by Mr. LaRouche's own
admission he was on the primary_bailots in only nine
states. The LWVEF's Executive Committee determined
that the information submitted by the LaRouche Campaign
relating to active campaigning, together with all other
information available to the Committee, did not establish
that Mr. LaRouche was a significant candidate for the

Democratic Party nomination.

525

19. Recognition by the National Media

0

The limited coverage of Mr. LaRouche by the
national media generally did not treat him as a serious
candidate but tended to emphasize that Mr. LaRouche

was a fringe candidate. Indeed, much of the media's

8 4040

coverage of Mr. LaRouche related, not to his campaign
for President, but to his litigation and disputes with
the National Broadcasting Company, the Federal Election
Commission, Secretary of the Treasury Donald Regan and
others. The Committee concluded that, overall, the

" national media's coverage of the LaRouche Campaign was
insubstantial, particularly when compared to its coverage

of the campaigns of Messrs. Mondale, Hart and Jackson.
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The Committee foﬁﬁd.that-ur"Lanouch.'lifiiiurt,
to generate substantial voter support as mealuroa by
national voter polls also indicated that Mr. LaRouche
was not a significant candidate. The LWVEF consulted
several national public opinion polls published during
the three months immediately preceding the Pittsburgh
debate. Among the polls consulted were a year-end poll
conducted by ABC News; a CBS/New York Times Poll of
January, 1984; a Gallup Poll of February 16, 1984; a
Lou Harris Survey of February 20, 1984; a National Public
Radio/Harris Poll of February 28, 1984; a Harris Survey
of March 5, 1984; a Gallup Poll of March 7, 1984 and
a New York Times Poll of March 27, 1984. None of the
polls consulted by the LWVEF even mentioned Mr. LaRouche
as a candidate. Thus, each of these knowledgeable,
experienced poll-takers apparently determined that
Mr. LaRouche was not a sufficiently significant candidate

to merit inclusion in their polls.

21. In the New York Tiﬁés/CBS Poll of March 27,
1984, published just nine days before the Pittsburgh
deba;e, the poll-takers interviewed 429 Democratic primary
voters. Ninety-two percent of these voters expressed

a preference for Mr. Mondale, Mr. Hart or Mr. Jackson.
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According to Adam Clymer, head of the New York Times

polling unit, only one percent of ths‘ﬁcrsdnn<1nt§?§i§v!d,,g'

said thef would vote for a candidate other thlnluondh1§; 
Hart or Jackson. Mr. Clymer also reported to the LWVEF
that he was unawvare of anyone polled who expressed a.
preference for Mr. LaRouche. This information was £urth§r
evidence that Mr. LaRouche's campaign lacked significant

voter support.

22. 1In assessing the significance of the LaRouche
candidacy, the Committee also noted that the Secretary
of the Treasury had determined that Mr. LaRouche vas
not a "major" candidate who qualified for Secret Service
protection and that Mr. LaRouche had not had significant

voter support in prior Presidential elections.

23. On March 30, 1984, the LWVEF informed the
LaRouche Campaign of its determination that Mr. LaRouche
was not a significant candidate and would therefore
not be invited to participate in the April 5, 1984 debate

in Pittsburgh.

-

24. The LWVEF's decision not to invite
Mr. LaRouche was based solely on the LWVEF's
determination -- in accordance with its selection

criteria =-- that Mr. LaRouche was not a significant
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‘candidate for the Democratic Presidential nouimuon ‘

and therefore that his participation‘wbuld'not tﬁ:thor
the odudaﬁional purposes of the débatc. The LWVEF's
decision not to invite Mr. LaRouche was made by the
LWVEF alone. It was'not‘affected'or influenced in any

- way by the positions or views of any canpidate or any

political party. The LWVEF continues to believe that
the public will‘not be best served by including non-
significant candidates, such as Mr. LaRouche, in the
LWVEF-sponsored debates. It is the opinion of the LWVEF
that inclusion would simply frustrate the educational

and nonpartisan purposes of the debates.

25. Mr. LaRouche has participated in only one
primary election: the Pennsylvania primary. While
official results from the Pennsylvania primary are not
yet available, unofficial UPI statistics indicate that
approximately 99% of the primary voters in Pennsylvania
voted for Mr. Mondale, Mr. Hart, or Mr. Jackson. Thus,
Mr. LaRouche could not have received more than one percent
of ﬁhe Potal votes cast in Pennsylvania. Mr. LaRouche's
showing in Pennsylvania was similar to his showing as i
a Presidential candidate in 1976 and 1980. In 1976,

Mr. LaRouche was a candidate for the Presidency in the

general election but garnered only .05 percent of the




e MQuuional Quarterly, Inc., :
entia tions since 1789 (3rd Ed. 1983). In
 '1980. "m.-._ Mouchc‘wu a candidate for the Democratic
nounatm for Prosidont and captured only one percent
of the total vom cast in_the primaries. ld.

Dorothy
District of Columbia, ss:

Sworn to and subscribed before me this [""" day

of _a_ﬁ&g,__ 1984.

Notary P ic

My Commission Exgires Julnvl, 1986,







"1984 ,mtm OF WOMEN VOTERS 5730::3::0& PUND
DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DEBATES
PARTICIPANT SELECTION CRITERIA

The League.,of Women Voters Education Pund will sponser
during the 1984 election season a series of primary debates among
significant candidates for the Democratic Par:ty's nomination for
President. ' The purpese of these debates is to educate the.
nation's electorate in a nonpartisan manner about the izsues in
the 19584 Presidential campaign and about the positions ot
" candidates on these issues and to stimulate iacreased voter
interest and participation in the elecicral process.

The Leacue's goal of fosteriag voter education and
‘ pa:;ici;a:ion in the electoral process is furcthered oy iavisine
t0 cedate cnly candidates ia whcm a subsctantial aunber 2f veters
has an interest. Inciusion of candidates in whom there is lic=le
voter interest would resul:t in debates that are too long er that
4o rot provicde sufficient time f£or the meaniagiul expressicn of
views by sicnificant candidates. Accordiacivy, the League has
chcsea =9 limit garticigation ia its 1524 Cemoccatic zriaary
Depates o cancdifates who present a sigailficant zationai
candidacy Zor the Demccratic nomination for ?resident.

~ Candidates who meet the £ollowing criteria will be iavited
to particigate in the League's 19284 Democratic primary depates:

1. The candidacse’ must have made a public anacuncement of
his or her intention to rua for the Democsatic Party's ncmizactien
for ?resicent. =r sl

45 The capGidate nust Y& léziiiy sunall
ocfice of Presidentc. 4
s ivgant

F e
r Prasilant,.-

ik ampis Sare SHes L8 3
Paczcy‘'s zmomisatioa 2

nificance of a candidacy, the Leacgua
factcrs iacluding the following:

Ia assessing the s3ic
will consicer a number of
== "Eligibility for matching payments under the

Presicdential Primary Mactching Payment Account
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion .
furthers the identification of significant
candidates by focusing on those candidates who
are significant enough to sclicit, and nave
sufficient voter supper:t to receive,
contributicns from a number of persons ‘in a
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to be. named cn primary ballots, his or her

nuabé’ot stiénu.

Active campaigning .in a number of states Zor th
Democratic Party's nomination. Candidates wha
have established an active canmpaign presence ta
sevezzal different states may pose a siqni‘ieut
naticnal candidacy for the Democzatic
Presidential nomination. A candidate's e--cft:4

fundraising activities, the axtent of the
candidate’'s campaign organization, the amount of
his ar her ‘campaign apnea:ances. as well as any
otker faccors - zvidenc iag supstantial campaigzn
aczivity, may e considered.

Recscnitica by zhe npaticnal ;eaia as a :andida:s
aeriting media attencticn, ince media ccverace
of a::*c“lar candidates =y :awo: aewspapers and
:glevxszcn netwo-xs tends =5 avidence a '
racogniczion » Se national zedia of suosstantial
J0cer interes: -a 4 candi<aze and sercves

e;euﬁentl? =5 CSRLET oS izsaTERET, SEi
L]

erizn i3 23 a ~-=;::a.~ =agidgracion ia
ssining c2e 31cnisicance oF AL LAY

IiEAces LA t% 1&’;::;5 sazsaisa.

dtzer factcrs. The League =ay ~sonsider such s:ther
faczors zhat in the Leacue's gocd faith Judecment
=av scovide substantive evidence of nationwad

<er iaterest in a candicacze, such as =i
LY S cam;a;:: soncsibsusisns and nmacicsszal
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Mel Klenetsky
National Campaign Director
Edward Spannaus

Treasurer

' February 6, 1984

Karen Voight
Project Manager
1984 Presidential Debates
League of Women Voters
1730 M Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

.

Dear Ms. Voight:

On January 13, I dispatched a telegram to the League of

Women Voters soliciting an invitation for Mr. Lyndon H.

1

LaRouche, Jr. to participate in the Democratic presidential

candidates' debate in Manchester, New Hampshire on Febru&ry

23. 1In response to your letter of January 26, please consider

this letter and enclosures as the supporting material referrei

8 4040

to in my January 13 telegranm.

This documentation of the campaign activity of and popular

support fOt(fhe LaRoucne Campaign (T.L.C.) should be sufficient

to satisfy the "significant candidate™ criteria elaborated in

the 1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection Criteria.

In the League's Participant Selection Criteria, there are

several factors which are considered in the determination of a

significant candidate. These factors are addressed below.
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submission amounting to more than 3128 000 eo tho Pederal

Blection Commission. The F.E.C.'s own Audit Division upholﬁ

the validity of nearly 99% of the individual contributions

contained in the th:olhdld submission, which I believe from a

strict accounting standpoint makes the 1984 T.L.C. submission

one of the best ever received by the F.E.C. I have enclosed a

copy of the Audit Division's Eligibility Report.

Despite the Audit Division report, the P.E.C. General
Counsel's office recommended against certification because of
certain problems stemming from Mr. LaRouche's 1980 presidential
campaign. On January 26, the F.E.C. made an initial

determination against certification on the basis of the General

Counsel's recommendations. The matter is still pending before
the F.E.C. as well as pending in the D.C. Circuit court where
The LaRouche Campaign brought a pétition to review the

Commission's ultra vires actions.

The one critical point which is not disputed by the F.E.C.

is the per se validity of the 1984 T.L.C. theshold submission

as indicated by the Audit Division Eligibility Report. The

Audit Division report demonstrates the LaRouche candidacy is
“significant enough to solicit, and have sufficient voter
support to receive, contributions from a number of persons in a

naumber of states.” By the LWV's own standards, Mr. LaRouche

qualifies as a significant candidate on this point.
Furthermore, I note that on February 1, 1984, March Fong

Eu, the Secretary of State in the State of California, selected

o I
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,Hrg'hinpﬁchi‘ﬁbr*thoeptdnidnéﬁigifptijﬁfy‘biliot in thi'f
nation's most populous state. 1In caii!orﬁin.vtho Schi;styugg‘
State selects for the primary ballot those candidates who;n£§"

. generally advocated for 6& recognized in the United Statoi 5&

within the state. This otatutory criteria is similar to the
League's criteria for significant candidacy.

On the guestion of matching funds, she said Mr. LaRouche
has met the gualification requirements for matching funds even
though the F.E.C. has not approved the money. Clearly, the
Secretary of State regarded the Audit Division report as
determinative of the issue. I am enclosing two articles from
Los Angeles nowspa;ets which oncapsulage the Secretary's
decision.

2. Active c;npaigniqg in a Number of States for the

Democratic Party's nomination. As the enclosed Los Angeles

Times states, Secretary Eu also decided favorably with respect
to the LaRouche candidacy because Mr. LaRouche is “campaigning
actively around the country." As National Campaign Director; I
have personally traveled to several states to talk to
supporters, news media, and the general public about LaRouche's
presidential campaign. Several other LaRouche campaign
advisors have traveled to various states and appeared on
national media broadcasts as well. This past week, Criton

Zoakos, a principal LaRouche foreign policy advisor, debated

Major Robert Bowman and General Daniel Graham on critical
-3-
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The “active ctupaigning standard is also uc.d by the

. major radio and television networks to determine natiomal

presidential candidacies for purposes of the Pederal
Communications Act. See 47 C.F.R. 73.1940(s)(4)-(5). All

. three major television networks presently consider Lyndon

LaRouche to qualify as a national candidate under this
regulation. . |

One of the critical indicia of active campaigning is the
fundraising of activities of the campaign. T.L.C. has raised
over $500.006 from contributors residing in every state ai well
as tne District of Columbia and Puerto Rico. Most of this
money was raised in the last two months of the campaign, a
record which compares favorably with the rest of the Democratic
candidates in the field. 1In fact, based &pon the amount of
money raised recently, the_level of volunteers carrying out
campaign activity, and the number of candidates recruited to
run for federal, state, and local office as LaRouche Democrats
(see below), I believe the LaRouche candidacy i; the fastest
growing presidential campaign in the nation.

Mr. LaRouche recognizes that the U.S. President is not
just answerable to the Am;rican voters, but must be a world
stat;sman as well. Following his September 26 announcement of
candidacy, he journeyed to the Far East and Europe for
consultation with.political, military, and business leaders in

that part of the world. Upon his return to the United States,

-4~
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Mr. LaRouche addressed

Movement on November |
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ovor 100 farmers roptcnonting 13 ltlt.

. keynote address at the yoarwona -.ctiug at a nujor poltietl

action committee. Since rqtg:ning to tho United States,
LaRouche has appeared on z@dié;iiégriidfiu twenty-five states
as part of his campaign. Hﬁ.pfoointly.dOOO an average of three
or four radio programs per day;

The LaRouche Campaign distributes press releases to every
state in the Union (several press releases and flyers are
enclosed). T.L.C. vo;pnteorl have done nass leafletting of
campaignitlye:s and conducted well-attended campaign meetings
in most of the major urban areas in the country. T.L.C. is
seeking to place Mr. LaRouche's name on the ballot in several
primary states around the nation. Besides California, naRouéhe
has filed petitions in Pennsylvania and Ohio. We 2also expect
to be on the ballot in West Virginia, New Jersey, South Dakota,
North Dakota, Oregon,. Nebraska, Maryland, Indiana, New Mexico,
and Nérth Carolina. Further, the campaign will participate in
several caucus states, although the exact number is yet to be
determined.

The targetted T.L.C. states amount to over forty per cent
of»the total delegates to the Democratic National Convention.
A substantial LaRouche vote in each of the targetted states
will give Mr. LaRouche a significant percentage of delegates
going into the July convention.

-5-
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day. Campaign advisors such'aa»nyselt and Criton Zoakos have
also appeared on several radio progr@as to promote the L‘Rbuch.
candidacf. .

Pu:thc:. Mr. LaRouche has been featured on several
television programs. On January 30, 1984, the NBC Nightly News
did a five minute segment on LaRouche. He appeared on the
February 1, 1984 broadcast of the Cable News Network's popular

program "Crossfiie.” He was also the guest of Warren Saunders

‘on the Chicggo NBC affiliate on January 29. NBC's First Camera

is currently preparing a a#jor story on LaRouche.

Mr. LaRouche has delivered two major nationwide addresses
on network television. On January 21, his half-hour address
concerning strategic and defense issues was broadcast by CBS at
3:30 P.M. This was followed by another half-ﬁour LaRouche
broadcast on the American ecohomy aired on ABC at 3 P.M. (EST),
February 4.

- The major print media have also covered Mr. LaRouche's
campaign, including articles and wire releases in the New York
Times, the Washington Post, the San Francisco Examiner, the Los
Angeles Times, the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, and the Kansas
City Star. There have been numerous articles in smaller
newspapers in various parts of the country (a few samples of
press clippings, both laudatory and antagonistic, are

-6=
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enclosed). The Pebruary 6, 1984 edition of New Republic
featured an article by Peter Spiro on the Lanoucho p:oo dqu
bia. which describes the fundraising and electoral capabiltttcn

.of LaRouche's political otganlzation as follows:

“During his last two Presidential candidacies,
LaRouche bought several half-hours of prime~time netowrk
television: he started off this campaign with a $210,000
Saturday night slot on CBS on .January 21. As his
political arm, the National Democratic Policy Committee
ran over five hundred candidates for municipal and state
offices in 1983. It has captured seats on several local
Democratic committees, and has polled as much as 30
percent in Democratic Congressional primaries. On more
than seventy-five occasions, representatives from
LaRouche's various affiliate organizations have testified
before Congressional committees on subjects as varied as
the Panama Canal treaties, the Global 2000 report, the
defense budget, and the confirmation of such officials as

Cyrus Vance and Andrew Young (agaznst). and James Watt and
Anne Gorsuch (in favor)."

While Spiro's article is certainly not favorable, he concedes
the point: LaRouche is a significant candidate for the |
nomination.

Intern;tional and foreign-language publications have also
covered Mr. LaRouche's presidential campaign. On January 21,
1984, Diario Las Ametiéas featured an article on LaRouche's
address to the nation on CBS television. Other
Spanish-language newspapers have featured articles on LaRouche,
such as El Mundo and El Universal in Caracas, Venezuela. In
November, Isvestia, the official journal of the Soviet
government, denounced LaRouche's presidential candidacy. Also,
in November, Minute, a major French-language publication,
praised the military and defense policies articulated by
LaRouche in his campaign. Last Friday, the largest press

7=
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4. Othot gactor:. The one additional flctor which you

should consider ic tronondous growth ot Mr. LaRouche's

Donoc:attc Pagty constitueney.' As you are probably aware, Mr.
LaRouche was a 1980 presidential candidate who received
natchin§ funds and appeared on hetnork television several times
four years ago. Since the 1980 campaign, Mr. LaRouche has
multiplied his support and influence within the Democratic
Party and the nation exponentially.

Following the 1980 campaign, LaRouche supporters founded a
political action committee called the National Democ:atic.
Policy Committee (F.E.C. Registration #C00136531). The
N.D.P.C. i; principall& coﬁposed of ordinary American citizens
from every State in the Union and now totals 26,000 members.
Mr. LaRouche is the chairman emeritus of the N.D.P.C.'s
Advisory Board.

As an integrai part of his presidential campaign, Mr.
LaRouche has called upon N.D.P.C. members and other citizens
who support the LaRouche presideantial platform to run for
local, state, or federal office (see letter on the back of the
enclosed “LaRouche Places His Name in Nomination"). The
aforementioned Spiro article accurately claims there were over
500 iaRouche Democratic candidates for public office in 1983.

The number of U.S. citizens who are avowedly-running for
office as LaRouche Democrats is in the first month of 1984 many
times larger than the entirety of the 1983 slate. This year
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very few othot nn-ocratic pwosiacntinl prcspocts.
5 :pocitieally :cqusst you promptly coansider this nlttct
as the Manchester debate is less than three weeks away. If you

have auy'huectionl. please contact me at (212) 247-8820.

Regards,

It lniBZ,

Mel Klenetsky '
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 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C. 204)

ELIGIBILITY REPORT
or THE
AUDIT DIVISION
FOR
MR. LYNDON H. LAROUCHE, JR.
THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN

| Por a Candidats seeking to become eligible to receive
Presidential primary matching fund payments, 26 U.S.C. 9033 (a)
and (b) and 1l C.P.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 set forth a series of
agreements and certifications which must be executed by a
Candidate and to which the Candidate and any of the Candidate's
authorized committees will comply as a condition to receiving
payments from the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
under 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 11 C.P.R. 9037.1. 1In additien, 1l
C.P.R. 9036.1(b) reguires the Candidate and Committee to submit
a Threshold Submission, prepared in accordance with the

n Cocmmission's Guideline for Presentation in Good Order, which
documents that matcnable contributions exceeding $5,000 have been
received from residents of at least 20 States, which with :espect
to any one csnt:ibato:, do not exceed $2S0.

On December 30 1983, Mr. Lyndon E. LaRouche, Jr. submitted
. a Letter of Candidate Agreements and Certifications specified by
11 C.FP.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 which was accompanied by an
T additiconal letter from Mr. LaRouche. Although the Letter of
Candidate Agreements and Certifications submitted by Mr.
“ LaRouche was prepared in the suggested format as contained in the
~ Commission's Guideline for Presentation in Good Order, and,
contains all requirements as specified at 11 C.P.R. 9033.1 and
- 9033.2, the Audit Division referred the matter regarding Mr.
LaRouche's accompanying letter to the Office of General Counsel
on January 3, 1984. (See Audit memorandum at Attachment 1 in
which copies of Mr. LaRouche's letters are included). The Audit
Divisicn's memorandum requested an opinion as to whether or not
Mr. LaRouche's accompanying letter would have any impact on the
acceptance of the Candidate Agreements and Certifications. The
memorandum also noted the ocutstanding repayment from Mr.
LaRouche's 1980 candidacy and an unpaid civil penalty. These
issues are being addressed by the Office of General Counsel in a
separate memorandum (Agenda Document $84-~12, dated January 13,
1984). Therefore, this Eligibility Report cmits any statement by
the Audit Division regarding whether or not the requirements of
11 C.P.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 have been met by Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign. o

0 0150 .
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Because of the 'Tn-tioa 1 udinq compliance of Mr.
Lyndon E. LaRouche, Jr. with 11 C.F.R. 9033.1 md 9033.2, the
Audit Division is making no reccmmendation to the Commission
regarding an eligibility determination for Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign. -

In the event the Commission finds Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign to be eligible to rzeceive presidential primary
patching fund payments, we would recommend the proposed Notice to
the Candidate at Attachment III be sent, together with a Notice
of 2ligibility and, pursuant to 1l C.P.R. 9036.1(c) (2),
Ceztificatiocn for an initial payment of $100,000.00 to thc
Seczetary of the Treasury. (See Attachments IV and V),




| ;snem. ELECTI j’_n

LAROUCEE, Ja./m m cnm:an

: Attached 'is a copy of the lettar submitted gn:sm: to 11
C.7.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 by Lyndea E. LaRocuche, Jr./The LaRouche
aign on December 30, 1983 (ses Attachment 1). (A Threshold

Subnission wvas alsc presented on that htn).

'rhe Audit Division has reviewed the T-ct ter of Candidate
cic:eements and Cert i‘ications for compliance with the
<recuirements noted above. As it was prepared in the Commissicn
._suggested format, we consider the letter to be complete, and
Ctherefore, to require no additicnal information. We do, however,
wtequest an cpinion from your office regacrding an accompanying

letter from Mr. LaRouche (at Attathment 2) as to whether or not
®jt should have any impact on the acceptance of the 9033 Lctta: as.

ccaplete.

Tinally, we note that a :epéy,nent of $54,671.84 remains
cutstanding from Mr. LaRouche's 1980 candidacy, together with a
$15,000 unpaid civil penalty (refer to Civil Action No. 83-0373).

If there are questions regarding this matter, please contact
Patricia Schering or Russ Bruner at 523-413S.

N\

Attachnents as stated




Decezbez 30, 1983

redezal Eleczion Cemmissien
1328 K Street, N.W.
ashiagton, D.C. 20463

sear Mr. Chaizman

As a. emdiuto seaking to beccns eligidle 2o :oedvc
zesidential prinmary matching funds, I ccti.‘v and agcee to the
following provisicas: )

_ I. I az seeking the ncminaticn of the Demcezatic Party
fsc electiocn toc the 0Office of President in mcre than one
state. I and/cr my authorized committse(s) have zecaived
wtchable ccatsibutions which i{n the agc_,-'-gau exceed $5,000
izca residents cf each of at least tweaty tas vhich with
Nspecs to asy cne person do nc. exceed $250.00.
wn

I3.. .2 a:d/ or my ;utho:iz-d cozmi Stee (s) have not
tucucssed and will not incur qualified campaicgs expenses in
iScess of the expazditure lizitations prescrided dy 26 U.S.C
Se=. 9035 and 11 C.Y.R. Part 903S. y
<r .

o III. I ackzcwledge that I have the bucden of preving
za: disbursezents =ade bV me and any of ry anthovized '
wo=ittee(s) oz acezts are gualified camdaign expenses as
:..e'.;agd as 1l C.?.R. 9032.9.

- IV. I and my authorized mx‘:ec(s) will comply with
é:.e docunentation requicezents set fozth in 11 C.T.R. Sec.
033 llo ’ 3 .

V. Upen the reguest of the Co=mission, I will supply an
:xzlanation ¢f the connection batween any dissursenezt =ade by
e or =v authorized committee(s) and the cx=paiga as prescridbed
%y L1 C.F.R. Seec. 9033.1(b)(3).

VI. Ia accordance with 1l C.P.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(4), T
:nd 3y authorized coumitiee(s) agree tc Xkeep and furnish to the
s==ission all decumentatioa for mat:hing £und scbnissiozs, any
socks, records (includind bank records for all acecunts) and
supporting docunentaticn and-other iafor=atica that the .
<caaissicn zay :equest. 0 0153

VII. As provided at 1l C.T.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(5), I and
3v authorized coomittes(s) agree to keep a2nd fuznish to the
Sozmmissica all docuzmentatica relating to disbursezents and
teceints including any books, records (ia:ludinibank Tecorads




ser all accssusnts), all documentation reguized by this smiea ,
includizg those requized to be maintaipned unmder 11 C.F.R.. =
9033.11, aad other inforzmatioa that the Cozmissicn may zmu’t.

VIII. Ia accordance with 26 U.S.C. Sec. 9038 and 11

C.F.R. Sec. 9033.1(d)(6), I and my authcrized comzittee(s)
shall pc:nit an audit and examization pucsuant o 11 C.F.R.
Pact 9038 of all receipts and disbucsements, including those
sade By ns, all authorized committee(s) asd azy agent or persesn
‘authorized to make expenditures on my behalf cz ca behall of my
authcerized coamittse(s). I and my authorized comitise(s)
shall facilitate the audit by ‘making available iz cones centzal
locaticn, cffice spacs, records and such personnel as are
aecessary to conduct the audit and examinatica, and shall

iy 2szounts tequiszed to be repaid under ll C.F.R. Pazts 9038
azd 9039.-
N

IX. Pursuant to 1l C.F.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(8), (9), and
Y2.0), I and my autdcrized committee(s) will: (A) prepare
Lga. c..:...g Sund submissicns in accordance with the Federal
leczics Commissicn's Guidsline for Presentation in Good Order:
~t3) co=ply with the applicadble requirements of 2 U.S.C. Sec.
31 et seg.: 26 U.S.C. Sec. 9031 et seg. and the Conmmissien's
ceculations at 11 C.T.R. Parts 100-115, a4 9$031-5039; (C) pay
“tay civil Seralties included in a conciliation acreexzent
im=sosed uncder 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437g agaiast nysels, any of zy
ictherized c'c::nit:n(s) or any agent therescs.
T -

X. 2ussuant to 1l C.F.R. Sec. 9C33.1(»)(7), the pezsen
“listed below is entitled to cecaive satching fund payments on
v benalf which will be depositéd into the listed depository
c_nic.. I have designated as the cappaicn depcsitery.

Agthorized Person: E&u’a:d Spannaus
P.0. Bex 2150, G20
New York, NY 10116

Chemical Bank -
970 Eighth Avenue
New York, NY¥Y 1001.9

esicnated Depcsitocy:

\\ v a.q—~'|-! vours, " e

WAV

/Ly':don =. LaPouche, Jr.

® -2 ® 0 | 0154




Deceza= 10, 19583

Zdezal Election Commission
28 K Street N.W. .
shiagton, D.C. 20463

:ar Mz, Quairman:

Eaclosed please £ind the matching 2und théuhem
izission of The laRouche Campaiga, wné the Letier of
wdicdate and Committee Cartifications arnd Agreezsnts.

The Letter of Candidate and Commitiee Certifications and
jTeezents is as stipulated in 1l C.Z2.R. Sec. 2023.1 and
333.2 (48 TR 5235, Ted. 4, 1983, 48 FR 14347, apr. 4, 1983;
Prr 16237, Apr. 15, 1983). It is ay coie=standiag in
ecutizg the Letter that nothing contaized thezeiz shall be
sngtoued as a dercgation or wvaiver ef asy cights, privileges,
¥ zenedies pertaining to ze or my antherized ce=mittea(s)
2dez the Tedezal Ilection Campaign Azt, ke Presidential
sizary Matching Fund Paysent Account Act, tis Uzited States
Yhscitution, o other laws, including ths =ight to legally
Salleace regulaticns, interpretaticns cf ceculations and
eculatory practices by the FEC which a=e inconsistent with or
Qrtsacy to the underlying statutes, othes laws or the United
sates Constituticn. It is also oy uwdesstaxding that the
ec=s and ccnditicns cf the certificatiorns 224 acreeaents will
@ azsrlied 2ad exfozced egually by the TEC acaianst all
~sesidential candicdates and cozmittees zacticipating in the
atching funds srogran. < : .
e

I£ there are any questions ccocomce==ing this submissicz,
lease contact Edward Spannaus, the tteaszrer of T:e lLaRouche
:azgsaign oz Odia P. Andecson, coumsel to The lLauche Campaign.

Very tzuly yourcss,

S Ty

'/L;:ndca 2. LaRouche, Jz.




- State

Alaska
Alabama
Arizona
Califoraia
Colorado _
Connecticut
FPlorida
Illinois

Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
New Jersey
New York
Ohio
Oklahcma
Oregon

Pennsylvania -

Texas
virginia

6,340.00
$,660.00
6,085.00
5,780.00
$,750.00
5,255.00
6,125.00 .
5,310.00
$,740.00
$,400.00
$,755.00
5,795.00
6,570.00
5,980.00

Washington 5,701.00
$126,699.13




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C. 20463

&% Y Attachment III
Yidon E. LaRouche, Jr.

POO. BO! 2150, m
New York, New York 10116

Dear Mr. LaRouche:

This letter is to advise you that, pursuant to 11l C.P.R.
9033.4 and 9036.l1(¢c), on January 19, 1984, the Commission
determined that you, as a Presidential candidate, bave satisfied
the eligibility requirements of 26 U.S.C. Section 9033.(a) and
(b) and 11 C.P.R. s.=tions 9033.1, 9033.2, and 9036.1(b). ZTour
eligibility has now beez established to receive payments from eho
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account under the
provisions of 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 11 C.P.R. 9037.1.

; In accordance with 11l C.P.R. 9036.6, additional matching
fund submissions may now be presented to the Commission once a
sonth beginning in Pebruary 1984 through the last Monday of

-January 198S. As provided by 1l C.P.R. Section 9036.2(a) and the
Commission's Guideline for Presentation in Good Order, the .

" designated submission date for your committee sShall be the first

Monday of each month, During this election year, in addition to

- the first Monday, either a Lettsr Reguest or a Matching Pund
~ submission may be presented on the third Monday of a month during

the period of eligibility. The Letter Request provisions are

contained in 11l C.P.R. 9036.2(b) and the Guideline for -

. Presentaticn in Good Order. :

A Notice regarding your ’liqibxlity to receive payments frcm
the Presidential Primary Matching -Payment Account and a
Certification for an initial payment of $100,000.00 was
transmitted to the Seczetary of the Treasury on January 19, 1984.

Should you have any cuestions regarding these matters,
Please contact either Patricia Schering or Russ Bruner of the
Audit Division at (202) 523-4155 or toll free at (800) 424-9530.

Sincerely,
lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

cc: ‘Mg, Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
. The. LaRouche Campaign

0
P 0157




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C. 30463

Attachment IV . =

Secretary '
Departnent of the U.S. Treasury
dashington, D.C. 20220

dear Mr; Seccetary:

On January 19, 1984, the Pederal Election Commission
jetermined that the following candidate (and his authorized
sommittee) seeking ncmination for election to the 0ffice of
resident of the United States has satisfied the eligibility
cequizements of 26 U.S.C. 9033 . and 11 C.P.R. 9033.1, 9033.2 and

3036.1 to receive presidential primary matching funds under 26
J.8.C. 9034 and 11 C.P.R. 9034.1:

— Mz. Lyndon E. LaRocuche, Jr.
The LaRouche Campaign

1n Pursuant to 11 C.P.R. 9033.1(b) (7), the following individual
ind depcsitory were desi ted by the candidate to receive the

unds frcm the Presicdential Primary Matching Payment Account
wher 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 11 C.7.R. 9037.1:

—~ Designated Recipient: Mr. Edwvard Spannaus
© Address of Recipient: P.0. Box 2150, G20
e . New York, New York 10116

—~ Designated Depository: Chemical Bank
a: 970 Eighth Avenue
New York, New York 10019

-

Certifications for payments will be transmitted as provided
n 26 U.S.C. 9036. and 11 C.P.R. 9036.1(c).

Sincerely,

| Lee Ann Elliote
Chairman

irjorie W, Exmons
:cretary to the Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C. 20463

! Attachment V
Honorable Donald Regan ]

Seczetary _ :

Depacrtaent of the U.S. Treasury

Washington, D.C. 20220

Dear Mr. Secretarys

. On January 19, 1984, the Pederal Election Commission
certified, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 9036 and 1l C.P.R. 9036.2(¢c),
that the following candidate seeking the nomination for election
of the Office of President of the United States is entitled to a
presidential primary matching fund payment under 26 U.S.C. 9034

11 C.F.R. 9034.1. Accordingly, the amount certified by the

: ssion shall be transferred to the candidate from the

(Aresidential Primary Matching Payment Account pursuant to 26

ug.s;c. 9037 and 11 C.F.R. 9037.1.

oy : . Mz. Lyndon H. LaRcuche, Jr.
. The LaRouche Campaign
No

Amcunt to Be Transferred: $100,000.00

Depository: Chemical Bank
New York, New York

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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Presldentlal hopefuls set for ballot

perennial presiden
candidate Harold Stassen,
were not active enough nation-
ally to qualify for the Califor-
nia ballot. -
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9 Democrats Reagém on Ballot
for Calif. Presidential Primary

lot,” she toid a Capitol news confer-
omee . :

'French Premier Scolds :m':‘m:;gm
U. S Envoy for Remar

mmwmm

PARIS (UP‘I)-Soullm Prime
i Plerre Mauroy summoned
- US. Ambassador Evan Galbrath o
kis office today-to chastise him for
linKing the French Communist Par-
ty to the Soviet Union and siurring a
- Commumist mirrister:
‘Galbraithk was unexpectedly
called to Mauroy’s office to explain
. remarks he made Sunday on naton-
alndiommgmei‘mch&m-
munists of “2 special assocation”
with Moscow. Galbraith aiso called
Communist Transport Minister
Charies Fiterman a “poor French-
man gone awry” during the inter-
iew.
Fiterman responded by calling
Galbraith “crude and stupd.” while o Leoe N e i
. the head of the French Commumist A cans have until April 2 to withdraw
. Party, Georges Marchais, asked: : byatﬂdavn.
"W'here does he think he this

c ecmabscodna? Vo da
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dnltntb “‘preferred candidate’ of

"haoudn.is the only Democratic

The: release adds: “dnrrmﬂy

: LaRouche and his (laser) beam de-

" cluxied by the lowa Farmi Unity Coall-

tion from its schediled Agricuitural
Policy Forum in Amas Ssturday.

“We feel the coalition is working
umwmw
mwmwm
" ootallow Mondale to get on the same
muhﬂndu.hamnhc
..later Moadale’s - eamaiu is
" finished,”™ Mesarce.said. :

. LsROUCHE, WHO sought the
presidential nomination. as 3 Demo-
- grat in 1980 and as an independent in

..,m.hsben“mnyu-

cluded” from the political process,

. Mesaros said.

“1f the same policies were applied
to Jesse Jackson, 'm sure we would
have riots in this country,” Mesaros

In an attempt to gain more ex-
posure for LaRouche, his campaign

- has bought air time on CBS-TV. The

candidate will appear o CBS Satur-
day mught, Mesaros said. Plans are to
buy -additional national television




55 6

0
-

40409

8

Janucfy 24,

CANDIDATE LAROUCHE CALLS FOR $200 BILLION ABM PROGRAM

The United States should undertake a 5200 btillioa c:uh program to devolop s !lm- 5
generation antimissile shieid by 1988" to defend against a potential first-strike that the
Soviet Unioa is purting ioto place, maverick Democratic presideatial caadidate Lyndm H.
LaRouche said in a 30-minute paid political television broadcast Saturday.

LaRouche, who ran for the Democratic presidential aominadoa in 1980, is bead of
the Fusion Energy Foundadon., which promotes development of thermonuclear fusion -
energy development and supports development of directed energy beam weapoas for and-
missile defense. (See Defense Daily, April 14). Neither his self-proclaimed caadidacy,
whose platform seems aimed more at the conservative wiang of the Republican Party rather
than traditional Democrats, nor his fusion energy push has drawn any acknowledged con-
sideradoan. ]

LaRouche warned that the Soviet Unioa has developed a first-strike capability so
devastaring-that with 1S percent of its ICBMs and 40 perceat of its SLBEMs, the Soviet Union
could destroy 90 perceat of the U.S. ICBM force, 70 perceat of the U.S. SLBM force and
80 perceat of its strategic bomber force.

His figures are not far off from "worse-case” estumates that have been indicated
by official sources, who acknowledge that the Minuteman ICBM force could be devastated
by a first-strike, that B-52 bombers are vulnerable to SLBMs and that Poseidon/Trident
SLBEM submarines aot at sea could be destroyed. However, they see protectoan of part
of the force from the syuergistc problems in attacking all the forces simuitaneously. i

LaRouche charged that the Soviets have walked away from the strategic arms coatrol -
talks because they are not interested in and doa't need arms coontrol. He asserted that the

. one thing that the Soviets can do is to calculate the risks of a auclear exchange, givea the

capabu.iues ou each side, and declared that the Soviets "are prepared to risk thermoanuclear
war aow.”

He charged that by turning down the President’'s March 23 proposal to move away
from offensive strategic weapons to a defeasive postuxe the Soviets showed that they
thought they could win a war, and "they chose war.”

LaRouche said that the President should declare a national defense emergency
mobilizatdon and imitiate a crash $200 billion ABM defense effort.

NAS SAID TO RECOMMEND LOWER COST EXPLORERS. A soon-to-be-
released Nadonal Academy of Scieaces report will recommead to NASA that it increase
the aumber of jts Explorer launches in the solar and space physics areas to at least one
a year, while reducing the number of instruments carried oa the missions and lowering
the overall cost, according to the Natonal Space Insttute. The Academy says the Ex-
plorers can be built.for as little as $20 to $50 millioa.

ARMY WANTS MILLIMETER WAVE STEERABLE ANTENNA/JAMMER. Army
Electronics R&D Command is contractng for a 28-moath program to design, develop,
build and test an exploratory development model prototype high power millimerer wave
steerable anteana/jamming module.

APPLE NUCLEAR RAD!’ON STUDY. Han&iamond labs is issuing an
RFP to test and evaluate the susceptbility of the Arple lIE microcomputer to neutron and
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DEMOS
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Fiom Pege 1A

nates In (he disirlct level selection
rocess, which will culminate with
he June ‘vlmuy election. Esch
esidential candidale will be able
: name that meny delegate candl-
atey lor (he June ballot.
. The &b Congressionsl Distrlct,
represcaled by Won Dellums, D-
Berkeley and with moust of Hs popu-:
tion In Alemeds County, will heve
. s delegoles and twe ollernates.
Some of those delegates may be
chosen from the Contra Casts por-
ton of the district, which includes
(he Lafayelle, Orinds, Morage,
Danville, Sen Ramon, El Cerrile
gnd Kensington sress.
< Miller and Dellums will heve
sothing lo do with the selecllon pro-
cess. What wuuld be delegoles have
to do, ssld flowe Welnlroub and
¢enlral commitice chalrwomen
Mnr Mehoney, Is coty up lo the
restdentlal eandidstes, whuse Cal-
urnls campalgn lesders will make
the flnal selections of whe will be
on the ballol.
- Local representaliven of enly
four presidentls) condidotes wers
represenied ot the meeling, Includ-
Ing those (ar Mondsle, Joha Glen
Jesse Jackson and Cary Mert. A
sold they ore planning the required
delegate seleclion coucuses, bul §
53 unhpewa whether (he olher
.l«m condidates witl make Jocel se-

fections.
* "You must be clasely ,oligned
with the campsign” of the condl-
dote of rwv cholce, llowe Weln-
leoud told would he delegates.
Even i o delegste condidete Is se-
fecled b‘.m compaiga's disielct
eaucuy or she must siill com-
te -‘ll sthers In the counly whe
sve werked on, and (hus shown
hele loyally to, the presidenilel
tandidete.

. She explelned (hal even afller
eleclion, delegotes will not be
10 thelr avewed cholce at the
convéntion. Thas cendidates wit) be
fosking fer 9 shew of loysity before
they makie flaal selection.
* *Gel lnvelved with condl-
-~ dote’s compaign,” Mahoney seld.
‘.'1::“- el Invelved in selling your-
oty
¢ R el W 0000 0ed semnilvsmond

From Page 1A
' move residents o8 (aceless people.
We wand (o share idess with (hem.
They see s 80 coming Irem the
oulside, if we're el the camp mey-
be we con slort to make frlends,”
Heart goid.

“V'm a very 'miolle petson, &
fot of ue are. We're working lo save
our cﬂmq,” ssld Sen Anselme
resident Terry Allen, whe do-
ocribed bhersel ao o middle-clasd
woemse and pesl PTA member.
“The citizsens of Livermore are Jusl
ke us. We're mol pulling anyene
dowa. We're werking for the people
In Livermeorp.”

““People predably say, ‘llste
comes another bunch of hooke,* bul
they con come oul here unJ tee
what‘'s he ng. They eos porile-

ale,” sald In-mar !u‘eut

ot Brench ae ohe yonked aalls sul
of twe by-fours.

Tiller sdmie residents hoven't
shown much um‘. Fridey eve-
alng, semeone w beer boitles
frem o 'lllll&&.l ond yelled,
"Communisis! Go Homel"

A Califorals liighwey Patrel of-
ficor pulled up Saturday alternoon
to lavesligate complalnle thal pre-
lesters were marching In (ho
olreels and making 8 lof of nolse.
Tiller seld the officer It when he
sow o dlsturbences.

Vern Amarsl, o locsl rencher
whe was driving by, sald be had ae
T g & o ok
[ 0" ) '

: .lul. i they don't .‘.ll" sl
oF haray po'lo. ‘e good.

Amersl -:".ﬁ,n s more con-'

Hom of Mo el wetet by lob polit

well woler o
ub.lr:':“u' with Ln:o The
slels Re ster
lrel Board be bvullum &'i

sllon and expects jo have o repert
complated (Mg spring. 3
ALt el
ary use [
low the nrp 0 slay In operation
walll Feb. 5. But TUler oald he ex-
pects LAQ members (o stay over-
#ﬂ:ﬂn.mu»wﬂ

Aller ihia comp closes, LAG
plans (0 open snsther one In Lives-
meve

STAR

From Poge 1A
counted,” LaRouche sald In o re-
ceal (elephone Intervisw. .

In meny respects, the 81-year-
old Now Yorher s probebly hest
known oa the “Siesr Were” condl-
dats for president. llo 19 lhe
feundor of Ihe Fusien Energy
Foundstion and o slounch sdvecste
of developing o directed eneryy do-
(ense systems.

fle conslders himsell on eco-
somice consultont whe s volunteer-
ing bls Uime (o el the Americen
people (he focls sboud (he polentiol
of auclesr power.

lle lawds Lawrgnce Livermoete
Laboratory and ocleniists Lowell
Woed ond Dr. Edward Teller for
thelr impetus tn directed energy
delenses.

. la::o.“ne. who ucngz
. o comps

-us‘um o8, belf boar becedeort
on Cl h‘ovlolu. ssye thare ere
hree oress oa (he freatier of scl

The flrst, be osid, lo controlled
thermonucleor | “such 00 the
work ol Livermoere.” Nexl, bo said,
ls direcled emergy, posticie besm

lon lollowed
m‘#d’:rvw [ ) W"

wes,
“'“:::* thet 10 or :s.
down o semededy

up ond say (hese defencive

:

)
3
g
s s

5
i

¢ 5 i.;
it
H
4
?
L}
3

i
3
il

Ex-official: Satellites can
mistake nuclear missiles"

i
el
 § 4

s 82
:%
e

iI
o
sﬁi
‘s‘ﬂ:

[
|

E

f
g
s

1
2
i

5
i
i

I
it
%

£
-]
it
:f

1

Hi
ti.;
i

[
|
}

;
i
H

E

}

i

="i
1
It}

4

ii

=

it
o4
i

:
i
¥

i
4
f
.

f
1
111

f
i
l

3
: '
HE
i

:
!
;
i

r l‘;f
i
!
I

{

i

:

E

1

SPACE

Fram Page (A
Anether |llll miflion
spend overs

s beln
o0 the tah thly fine

yess oa woopnng prajects. That fia:

ties (o distinguish resl bosster (lesh
from o hn':n Onece &h-
gulahed, (he X-ray loser devieo
Sad traved te 9 patel blah shere

Woeedsull sold, bowever, re-
sssrch d::m energy 0:!:3
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° Controver3|al Presudentlal Candldate Lives In Loudoun ®

Ile sald thot fromt-sup- off and on, lhrongh-

J; Blanceand many . Ho adiied that (0
othere. On the re- bo
cord, Ae has been af-

lor LaRouche since
1075, His record in
the 1978 ABM (antli-
ballistic missle)
lreatly negotialions power
omelled of polential

fresson; was i
really (Ne Soviel |
agent “Dor,” ke was
accused of havin
been by top intells-

Vion bn 1978, and chalrmen of
(he weekly newsletler Exoc-
ulive Intelligence Review,
which puliliahes studies on
“atealegic polley snd sntl-
teccarinl counterinteliigen-
ce,” aa well aa o declored
candidate fue the current
1904 Democratle Preol-
deatisl nominstion, meved
1o Wamiburn Farne in loud-
oun lasl summer.

lle has o lelecommunica-
tions (sllity ot Weodburn,*

ncor‘n‘.rﬂl.n of the jiv <.
n um m uuhl ms that Although ho lo net on-
teved in the New llampal
Presidentlsl l'lluny thie
uv In early Febeuary of

lgnlu in the How N1
ollu Demueratle prl-‘::;-

recelved 8,328 voles owl
sbout 83,000 casl for o lotal
olupemudlhbuw

Blamarek and Count €less-
ons Vou Metlernieh, twe
CGermeanic puliticians

Mvdy oversaw 1% di-
lnlnu rln of the 191b-

buld mave toward tearing
duwn the 1.8 cconomy.
Johnsun acled nw ardoea
foome Britiak intells
npucifically the paye
el warfure divesiow of Hrit
irh SIS, thelundon
Tariatuck fustitute, am ald
Laltonehe adversary

Cholrmen Cherles B. Me-
aelt sad Bondale wore run-
ens  alng diyectiy sgalnst !lo
-od of Demecratie

Wlu Menadale’s cam-
fell apert, LaReuche
by lul Peter cnrh.u- be would -Iu-'l te
wha, & ls eaplained In com-
’ paign Biterature hes o «-

Rouche hoe qnllnod ln
this ww  becime  [*reai uutctln. lcdcnl funds lu
< dvot?” OIMY by the cditors

ol Erecutive Intelligence

Weshington, New York, and
. ulumoull lo' -oldl
Acentding to apoheman E ﬂ‘
l.onnie Wolle, ).0Rouche,
who sdidreased the counlry
in the flrnt of @ serics of na-
tunwido televialon broed-
eastn on Saturidey, Jan. 20 a8
A0 p.an on CRS slstlons,

Imow u-lul Frenldent ouppurt for 8 mo-

of the econamy re-
thet of 1000-00.°
Tothat end, he u.

vl

Roneld Reagan’e so-colled

phoelocaplion
enerpled from la-
Rouche: Will thie
man bescome [I'resi-

nel nuu thn "l. lo
twenly states. Wolle sald
that l.aRouche will hove
saloed the uquHu“ 000 In

Lyndun Hermyle ba
ltuuclw Je , G0, peecunial
ldruululnh hend
coveralal 1.8 1a
y until ita dinsaln

Lyndon H. Laflouche

'e Aldo Moro-
Chile’s Salvalore
Mlcmlc, Pakislan’s
l'ruidul Bhutto, .,
dering the killing of Spai ‘s Carrarro u‘

u.h. " ch-lul

llenry A. Klssin-
gev:Accused

“Henry (Kiasinger) be-
sfler me In 0994
9765, sold L.aRoueho,
L)

hele economic Ihnlu.
Gosed be aald en the wark of
s Bernbard Rie-

nter.
eot In tho development of
) sudeun County,” to dislor-

Vcry Spccial nghts

in Leesburg

Tuesday, January 31ss.
Fresh, Live Maine Lobster

shipped i special, seeved with siple

anvnpnts oo beoswons & Inntser $9 95
Thursday, Jan. 26 ¢ Feb. 2

Prime Rib of Beef
with Voubshire pruhling o habed

tates Chwe sevipe bs anciens,
et oo poinniac i ave dlwrive.

Awwd a grest Yeshahise
all shias casy oo flond dhese s

For years, l.yn-
don ll. LLaRouche,
Jr. has not had a
place he conid call
“home." Ne has
moved conlinually
from one hotel or
other lemporary
narievs arranged
v him al that mo-
went. In purd, this is
a reanlt of the fact

Hle adblesd thot Mo preel
- dentiol campaign webld be
on Informetional ene, and
(hat be hed te *meave the
Americen peeple to glve
thom the fucts...il’s o
for them to understan
tble,” (l.0. bis vrralon of
what

Contlnuesl

Y2 Price On Most Everythlngl

Gilis o China o Kiichen Gadyels
o Decaratos Fabrics « Needie Point o
o Baskels o Sith l'ltmoawlmuchmd

" $9.95

baRusche wanld ast
. chancen

out this pcned. ena
scale of “10," the
level nmuiuc-
lion-lkreal lo him
and Ais wife hovers
between “scven® and
“eight.” The chief
reasen for lu lul-
usnal 0
nalure of dulna :
oz chief intelligence .
. officer for Execulive =
Intelligence kc-
- piew.—exerpled
fram loRouche: Wo"
this wman become

President? .
lalnache said he &

1 maad M” &~ o -
sidiherrawsn sgomioe- -
curily envirenment,” in

conagricuman.
wodbure Ferms has »
occurily nystem that In-
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Hablars por la CBS Asplrante' Presidencial -
I.yndon I.aRouchl Estc Sabado, par la Noche

Pot ARIEL REMOS

Sed ool

E nplunte a la candldatura presidencisi por ol
Partido Deméerala, Lyndon . LaReuche, énlca
entre los aspiranies de ese parilde quo eslh sbleria.
mente por el rearme de EE.UU. y do una posiclén

- morleamericana de fuerza para (ralar con los 00-
" viélicos y lograr 1 pas, cubrird un espacle do me-

dla hora de cosla a cosla, a iravésde la CBS, 8 las 8

ymedladela locle. hora del Esle, de esto umo. '

LaRouche hbhrl sobre lo que “cualquier prest-
denie de EE.UU. debia estar diclendo eat estos me-
mentos”. Se trala de una posible confrontaclén que

forzaré la URSS, de més envergadura que la dolos

cohelos en ocluble de 1062, y
primer alague suclear pot sorpresa por los nvlm-
c0s. .

“Desde que el diclador Yuri Andropev ha lelldo
de asparecer en péblice desde hace § meses”,
declaré LaRouche, “uas junia mililar se ha ioelo
carge del gobierne en Mescé”. Dicha junta cuenia

con la crecleate 'upemrldnl soviéilea sobre

)

fa posibilidad de wn-

EE.UU., para inlclar suevas agresiones ea Eurepa
Occldelul y ¢u ¢l Medle Orieale. Y estén apress-
rande uma provecaclén nuclear al presidesie Re-
agas, para probar ol éw posiclén anliseviética es fir-
mé. Los soviélices contian f. que Reagan, baje las
{remendas presiones paciiisias lipe Chamberialn,
que encabesan Averell Harriman, Waller Mondale
7 el “New York Times", eche para alrds anle cnl- -
quler desalle que elles hagan.

LaReuche, un nmnlo muy mmunlal que s

*" veces ha slde acusade de lzqulerdiala y olras de de-

rechista, manilicue en 0slos momentos una posiciéa -
mouy similar s la del presidente Reagas ea cuante n
g necesidad de que RE.UU. cobra la brecha que ha
provecade ¢l desarme unliateral que ha venlde
praciicande esle pala desde haco doa o ires déea-
das. El puale fecal del rearme que deflendo La-
Rouche ¢s a base de las armas de raye, visiblemen-
e temida por los seviéllcos.

LaRoeuche endrird todos los
secencla (elevisads, que dard
comeaniarios de une y olre lade.

eh su compa-
para encendidos
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Candudate preqlcts Soviet military move soon

By Sue McMillin
GV Sisll Wiker

The Soviet Unlon is polsed to !
take advaniage of the ""window

of oppurlunlty’ crealed by lls
missile superiority, and the
Unlled Stales should be pre-
pared for some milltary ncllou
as casly as March, s sell-
clulmc! Dewmocratic presl ul
t1al candidsle sald during a lels-
phone lnlerview.
L.yndon 1. l.aRouche said he
bclle ves lhe Soviels are planning
**something mucb worse than
Berlin or Cubs,” and they have
begn probing the Unlted Stales
ellorl 1o anliclpate reac-

“They mighl (ake over Scan-
dinavia. They're polsed o do
that,”” he sald In a lelephone
Interview. **They mighl take
over Wesl Germany. They'te
poised lo do (hel. They wii)
confinue (o make (rouble In
Alrice.

“in every area of the world
the Soviels are moving **

'vf

|
Lynden H. LeMouche Jr.

lle sald o 6" emplive sirike
agsinsl the Unlted Btates (hat
would resull In a (ull scale con-
fronlatlon Is *‘less likely,” but
still possible.

4V A former membet of the Ls-

bor Parly, LeReuche s (he
founder (he Ezeculive la-
telligence Review and lo alee-
sseeclaled with (he Pusien
Energy Feundalion. Jie has been
o Democrel since 1070, accord-
Ing o Mo netlonal umwn
director, Mel Kienetohy.
LeReuche b propasing & feur-
nt crash program lbll weuld
tude development of 8 misslle
delerics sysiem to ward off the
Soviel threal. Ne ealied the pro-
gram (he “enly eplisn to aveld
war or backing down.”
« Duting the five menths lhol
Sovle! leader Yurl Andrope
dropped Irem asight, lhou hou
been clear signe thal & mililar
‘:mln hes laken conirel, he 80
sople assecleled with Lhe del
Breshnev adminlsiration or the
com:rnlol Part ’l:.wo:ruq
are being purg (1]
Meanw 1-&. the Seviels are
r.:oblu US. resction to such
Ings as the desiruciion of o
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WASHINGTON mer l.m Reubln Askéw $81.7)2 fof
Election Commissiop spgroved 2“ uoulopm 74, 8qn. 6::‘ ] qlc &t

million more 1n maiching (u ds
for Walter Mondale on 1'huy
and $357,000 for (lve ol his ¢l
for the Democratic prcsldem
nomination,

Mondale has recelved $4.3 mil
lion in matching funds g date. Sen.
John Glenn of Ohlo got $)66,17§ on
Thursday, boosting his total ftbm
the ircasury (o $2.3 mili{dn. ¢

Sen. Erngét [lomn;s of Soptl| Ca-

Mondﬁla gets $1 2

lna (ol $51,951 lor l‘lqlol ‘of :

Colorado $47,14S for

_- $670,572, end Sen. Alan Crpp no;-
1

Cnmornh $40,233 for a lolfl ol $
million.

The action boaosts to OLIQJ mil-
lion the amount the ¢
has approved to date for thé six el
gible candidates. The Repyblica
and Democratic national comml
tees each have gecelved ;s 9 mi

*lion in taxpayec lum to un

-r

{lllon 1n federal funds

0( ot least 20 states. hliudu h

mission /f

dmmu thalt m-lmlu mm

tions.

George McOonm aml the Rey( .
Jesse Jackson have filed for match.
ing funds, but the FEC has not
ruled on whether they raised the
requisite $100000 (n {ndividual

canwhile, the commission
posiponed for a week a decision on
whether 1o deny l.yndan §.aRouche
Jr. matching funds despite the fact
that PEC auditors fonnd he had

fighting PEC efforts to force him:

and his campaign to pay a $15007
.fino and repey $S4.671 from the.

more than $526000 in matching
unds he recelved in 1980 when he

The FEC Inltisted (he action af-
ter finding that some donors had
exceeded the $1,000 limit oo indi-

ratsed the roquired $3.000 in sach  ne




DAILY EVENING ITEM, Lyn

N\

La@ew!ne
goesfo TV
with ideas

nymxcnomm
_ Item Staft Writer
. LYNN — He wasn’t born here; but Lyndon E.
LaRouche Jr.. uitraconsstvative minor party pres-

dential candidate. spent his formative years iz Lyan. °

In a telephone interview this week, the two-time
White House candidate told Tde Item that Libyan
m;mnuumuQMhumamou

!.anoucht. whose party-Bas beea officially de
clared 2 “cuit” by the Citizens Freedom Foundation,
aonmmdmnmdnnnmmm

off the threat.
; “Ixamenmthem&isjumhcm
said the 1940 English High graduate.

And Saturday night, 2 aational television sudience
will be able to view the National Demoeratic Policy
Committee (NDPC) presidential candidate in 4 paid
address (CBS, ch. 7, 8:30 p.m.).

mmwmmmmuneu&m' '

leftist candidate who has swung sharply to the right
andnvmenot!ua“xm‘ or “seary”. hysome

°A massive federal nmnpoﬁeytofurthe

the dollar based on an infusion of $500

billion in-goid into the banking industry keyed to spur
investments i “idle {arms and factories.

*An “Apollo-style,” $200 btillion crash program to
deploy by 1988 a laser-based anti-niissile defense.

*Moves to share up “gaping hofes in our national
defense,” in the submarine and missile area, designed
to bring the Soviets to the bargaining table.

*A rescheduling and lowering of interest on the

third-worid debt owed U.S. banks to spur export-
dependent jobs in the United States.
) LaRouche, a native of Rochester, N.H., has or
. bited from his years under the pseudomym ‘Lyn
. Marcus” with the Socialist Laboz Party from the late
1940's through early 1960’s to a hard-line right wing
stance with 2 major emphasis on “beam’ technology
in the recent past.

LaRouche's philosophry won notoriety during the'

Boston mayoral campaign last fall during whaich
Michael Gelber ran 2 candidacy for city hall based on
laser technology.

Now. Gelber has announced for U.S. Sen. Paul
Tsongas’s seat, and radio advertisements are trumpet-
ing ‘both Gelber and the Saturday televised event in
which LaRouche will “inform the American population
of the growing danger of 2 pre-emptive nuclear strike
from the Soviet Union.”

On Wednesday LaRou
Libyan strongman Muamm

61, told The Item that
adaffl bas issued 3

Mlll.. Fridly. January 20 1984

RS
Lyndon LaRouche

radio death threat against his candidacy during a visit
LaRouche made to Rome.

In 1975, when Democrat Jimmy Carter polled
more votes than Republican Geraid Ford to take the
White House, LaRouche, reaning under the U.S. Labar
Party banner, was not exactly a factor, polling 40,043
ballots nationpwide.

In 1980, when Republican Ronald Reagan crushed
Carter at the polls. LaRouche won two percent of the
New Hampshire primary or 1,800 votes in his quest for
the Democratic zomination. His name didn't appear on
the Massachusetts Primary ballot that year.

This year, LaRouche said be is “organizing in 10
_states.” but he isn't on the Mareh 13 Massachusetts
"Primary baliot, as it is limited to Democrats and
Republicans.

A report by Cnited Press [nternational in Novem-
ber. 1383, chronicied a move by LaRouche's NDPC into
local schooi board races where voters might be at--
Tracted by the “back to basics” theme his candidates
espouse.

However writings by LaRouche have concerned
groups such as the Ant-Defamation League of B'nai
B'rith which senses danger in LaRouche’s positions.

LaRoucke has in the past recalled his Lyan years
as “hellish and sufling.” He meantioned this week
having lived here from June, 1932 to October. 1954
when he moved to New York City.

He recailed attending the Aborn School and
Eastern and Cobbett Junior Bighs in a brief talk.
LaRouche Wednesday called the eight Democrat-
ic candidates a3 ‘“‘eight pack’ and criticized their
collective views as 3 ““Neville Chamberiain Memorial
Society,” in refereace to the former British Prime

Minister cunue' for his.*“appeasement” paolicies
toward Xitler, , fiE
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'McCove;'n files for matchlng federal campalgn fund

‘ By Chrlatopber Coanell " ?‘)lb m.umummuupnm-p coltocted ‘wm conisibullons ¢
oo Samctoled Prds " to §250 are maiched dollar-for- by federal funds  §5.000. . in st least 20 siates”
WASHINGTON ‘— George 8. McGovern mlunlmd nlulbyllﬂl chocko(f on tag relurns, ' Dul Siecle sald (hot on (be dispule from the I8

documents {o the Federal Elecllon Commission on Mas. Sayder, (he FEC spokeswoman, sald (hat if be  campeign, “Ihere ls subsiantial doubt (hat he inten
Wednesday to qualily for malching funds Iy his m lot &ulm_u, McQovera will al receive §100,000 from (o live up Lo the
the Democratic presidential nominallon. ] . Thea hls ¢ gn can resubmit thovest (alned” in his curyont for malching funds.
McGovern's daughler, Mary, his campaign lm of lis contrl té have matched. LaRouche, who once & group known as @
by R N"y WS e Y um';'; hdyes sy m' ":ﬁ‘ e active Fiow theem, |
indicaling he a u e wen
$190,351.93. ' ‘ m n& the rm:‘m '
Sharon Snyder, spokeswoman ¥
for the FEC, sald it will take three JFER
weeks for FEC auditors (o deter- [N

u m recommends deslal be- mmgu-ul: ""'"...“"..."f,..'*"'"
caysa M [ cdly has nlued to §$346T1  an altempl Rouche em.m 5
of maiching funds b recelved In the ll:’::mpllp commiiles (o pay (he §16,900

mine whether McGovern bas met |RFS" and a clvil pedaity of $15,000. - ' In o stajement lsswed in
the requirement of ralging §3,000 | ‘K LaRouche more (han $526,000 in mlcblu naws, ireasurer of (he
/in each of 20 states — a total of K fuads for bis 1900 Democratic primary s Sieele’s recommendation as
1$100,000 — In Individual conlrllm- ‘ . m demanded (ha prepayment of §54.671 "H: finding  “Sieelo bas
tions of $350 or less. i (bat some people had dosaled more (han §1,000 o La- _ the fact
. McGovern sald he had ralsed the lchoverl " Rouche's campaign aad (bt donatlons were In court
money in 19 slales, the District of Columbla — which made under wrong names. “g and corrupl practices in cowst proceedings, o.d (h:
the FEC counts as a stale — and two tecrilories. ; An FEC audit sald (he documents m& (he LaRouche (he substaniive issues he ciles have nol yel beenrolc

McGovern, the former Soulh Dakola senator and umpaln nbmlllod last Dec. 30 indicaled thal I{ had  upos by (he federal "~ Spannaus sald.
19723 Democrallc presidential candidate, became the °
last of the elght major Democralic candidates (o file
for matching funds. The Rev. Jesse Jackson filed last
Friday, listing $111,435 In contribulions. The other six 's"' 'i
candidates already have been cerlified eligible for ?E
matching funds and received nearly §9 milijgn.

The lar’ allows individuals (o contribute dp to §1,000 E

8 3
. Bitqt 9ot
o a cane ‘ale but only §250 can be matche 'I(h fed- K
jeral funds. ) | EE g
) . g8
iE







Mr. Mel Klenetsky

The LaRouche Campaign
304 West 58th Street
S5th Floor

New York, New York 10019

Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

The League of Women Voters Education Fund has determined
that Lyndon LaRouche is not currently a sigaificant national
candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination for President.
The League is therefore unable at this time. to extend an
invitation to Mr. LaRouche to participate in the League's
Democratic Presidential Primary Debates.

The League considered the materials you submitted on
the significancy of Mr. LaRouche's candidacy along with other
information available to it. Among the factors considered by
the League in reaching its decision were the following:
Mr. LaRouche is presently only on one or two states' primary
ballots and indeed is not on the New Hampshire primary ballot;
except for paid appearances by Mr. LaRouche, national media
have not covered Mr. LaRouche extensively as a serious candidate;

-Mr. LaRouche is not currently eligible for matching payments

under the Presidential Primary Matching Payments Act; and
national voter poll results do not demonstrate substantial voter
support for Mr. LaRouche or interest in his candidacy.

Sincerely yours,

Dorothy S. Ridings
5 Chair

DSR:SH

Contributions fo the Fund are deductible for iIncome-tax purposes.







Mel Klenetsky

National Campaign Director

Edward Spannaus | i) : B

Treasurer g i LR March 20, 1984

Dorothy S. Ridings

League of Women Voters Education Fund
1730 M Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Ms. KRidings:

On- tehalf of Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., I request that the
League of Women Voters invite Mr. LaRouche to participate in
the League's Democratic presidential candidates debate
scheduled for April S, 1984 in Pittsburgh Pennsylvania. Tc
assist you and your colleagues in considering this request, I
will address myself toc your letter to me dated February 21,
1984. .

This letter was the League's response to my request.for
the inclusicn of Mr. LaRouche in the February 23 candicdates
debate in Manchester, New Hampshire. 1In your letter, you cite
several reasons for ycur determination that Mr. LaRouche is not
a "significant®” candidate for the Democratic nomination. I
contend these reasons are erroneous, inadegquate, or not
applicable to the Pittsburgh debate.

l. "Mr. LaRouche is presently only on one or two states'
Erzmarx tallots and indeed is not on the New Hampshxre primary
ballot."” Mr. LaRouche is presently on the tallot in nine
states: Pennsylvania, California, Ohio, Maryland, Oregon, South
Dakota, Lcuisiana, West V1tg;nia, and Nebraska. The LaRouche

- Campaign (TLC) will petition to obtain ballot status in New
Jersey, North Dakota, Idaho, and Montana. TLC is seeking
kallot access by other means in the states of North Carolina,
Tennessee, and New Mexico.

it




Mr. LaRouche will also actively seek the olcctian of
LaRouche delegates in the Texas and Colorado caucuses, an
perhaps other caucus states as well. The eighteen states = -
identified above account for more than 40% of the delegates to
the national convention, a decisively significant number in the
1984 Democratic contest. Since Mr. LaRouche is on the printry'
ballot in the forum state, this reason for exclusion is ne
longer valid.

2. "except fcr paid appearances by Mr. LaRouche, natienal
media have not covered Mr. LaRouche extensively as a serious
candidace."” 1s statenent 18 Simpiy not true. am enclosing
2 sample of press clippings which our campaign staff has
accumulated. These clippings, both favorable and unfavcrable,
reflect a breadth of coverage from across the country. The
entire pile of these clippings is tco large to enclose here.

I am also enclosing a log of radio coverage of Mr.
LaRouche and The LaRouche Campaign compiled by our national
press coordinatcr, Christina Buth. This demonstrates an
extensive amount ¢f TV & radio coverage devoted to Mr.
LaRouche's campaign.

573

On March 4, 1984, NBC First Camera rroadcast a twenty
minute segment on Mr. La Rouche and his bid for the
presidency. This broadcast complented‘a five minute spot aired
on NBC Nightly News, January 30, 19684. While toth broadcasts
are the subject of a pending libel action in the Eastern
District of Virginia (LaRouche v. NBC, et al., #84-0136A), the
fact that Mr. LaRouche was attacked in this way by a major
network, which spent several million dcllars to produce and
broadcast these prcgrams, I telieve attests to the significance
of his candidacy.)

O
-y

0 4 Q
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b |

Your disregard for Mr. LaRouche's paid appearances is
misguided. These paid appearances on network television were
only arranged after Mr. LaRouche made a "substantial showing of
bona fide candicdacy" irn at least ten states. This, showing zade
LaRouche a legally qualified candidate in all states,
territories, and the District of Columbia. see 47 CFR 73.1940.
Mr. LaRouche has ncw appeared on three nationwide half-hour
paid broadcasts (one per each major network) and has a fourth
one scheduled for ABC-TV at midnight on March 26, 1984. This
record of paid btroadcasts, taken by itself, is evidence of
significant candidacy. .

Finally, I must add that, even though I believe Mr.
LaRouche meets the League's media criterion, the use cf the
media to determine significant candidacy does not constitute a
nonpartzsan stancdard. The fact cf the ratter is that the xedia
is highly tiased in its coveragce of major events and candidates
for -office. Since, under the First Amendment, the press is
accountable to no one and is not ccmpelled to abide by any

. -2-
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”Tfsenndlxal‘tn cbjcetivtty. thic 1notitutiomul e:ttcrion is i
highly subjective. In fact, the criterion is ‘doubly subj gtivo¢>

because it raquires the League of Women Voters to make a
subjective appraisal of the modia [ aubjoctivo tpp:ail_i_l
signl!ieant clndidaqy. 1

pointed out in my previous correspondence, ME.
LaRouche did, in fact, qualify for matching funds as per thn
FEC Audit Division Eligitility Report. I am again enclosing
the Audit Division report, which shows that almost 99% of TLC's
threshold submission was valid, for your inspection.

As you kncw, the FEC has witheld certification cn the
basis of a dispute over Mr. LaRcuche's 1980 campaign. While
TLC believes this move by the Commission is illegal, the
ongoing dispute between TLC and the FEC is irrelevant to this
aspect of the League's criteria. Since the League‘'s matching
funds criterion is cbviously designed to measure popular
support for a candidate, I contend the matching funds
submission by TLC and the FEC Audit Divisicn report verifying
these as good contributions is sufficient to meet the criterion.

Moreover, TLC's fundraising and popular support has
substantially increased since the December 30, 1983 threshold
suktmission. I am enclosing a copy of the latest TLC
fundraising repcrt which shows nearly $1 million have been
raised for the campaign from over 5,500 individual contributors
rerresenting every state in the Union, the District of
Columbia, and American citizens residing in several foreign
countries. 1In light of this reccrd, it is ludicrous fcr the
League to say that Mr. LaKouche is not a significant cangidate.

4. “"national voter poll results do not demonstrate
substantzal voter support for Mr. Lakouche or interest in his
candidacy. " First of all, I am not aware of Mr. LaRouche's
name was included on any national voter pcll wkich certainly
prejudices the results. There have been no significant polls
taken yet in Pennsylvania which is the first primary state of
The LaRouche Campaign.

Further, I do not believe the League actually applied this
criterion to the other candidates. Ernest Hollings, Reuben
Askew, and Gecrge McGcvern demonstrated no "sukstantial voter

. support” in the national voter polls, yet they were all invited

to the New Bampshire dektate. In the case of Hollings and
Askew, the polls correctly forecast their lack of sukstantial

voter support on election day.
-3=-
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Iin conclusion. I notc tho obviousa Mur. Lanouchc

highly controversial political tianc. Hoonor. it

thing to strongly disagree with Mr. LaRouche's politi

policies and activities, and it is another to declare tha

is not a “significant” candidate for the nomination. The
LaRouche candidacy has generated nationwide press attention,
inspired the development of a citizens candidates' movement of '
over two thousand candidates running for federal, state, and
local office on the LaRouche program, and raised nearly $1 :
million dollars in just over three months (substantial campaign
activity did not really begin until the beginning cf December).

A fair applicaticn of the League's criteria to the
LaRouche candidacy, especially in light of the invitaticn of
the eight candidates to the New Hampshire detate, would lead
any nonpartisan observer to declare Mr. LaRouche is a
significant candidate for the nomination. As such, I
respectfully request that you invite Lyndon LaRouche to
participate in the League's detate in Pittsburgh on April S.

Regards,

MW

Mel Klenetsky
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LaRouche secks

to be president

Lyndoa I. LaRouche Jr., coniributiag editer
lo the Internalional newsweekly “Execullve 1a-
leiligeace Rovigw,” sanounced Thursday he bs
sliempiing lo hecome the 1084 Democraiie
presidentisl aomince. b

e 2sld (n & press velesss that he feels the
patriollc Demacratls of (his couniry deserve a
condidate of thelr owa.

lie ssys he plans 1o use his candidacy Ia
spearheading the mablilisation of s mass meve:
meal agalnsl the “Sovicl-supporied snd Soviet-
Influcaced Mansit-llarvimen losdership of the
Democralle Party.” .

LaRouche ls slso cochalrman of an lalerna-
tlonal philosophical sssociation modeled on the
movenent of Plal, Goltirisd Lelbnls and Bea-
l,mo Fronkilo sad » member of the Fuslon

snergy Foundstlon Board of Diseclors.

v

Ao B 2 2 manr v




.. % Tetay. Mara 15, 00/Pal. 8

4 Democrats onState’=
Presidential Ballot

~

4 Democrats =

Continued from Page 3
longer a candidate, that would pu?
you in the position to be a broker,”
said Michael Gordon, executive di-
rector of the California Democraue’
seek youout.” e,
“It’s a great chance to be wined®
and dined.” said one Californis-
Democrat.- who asked not to bes
identified. U
The only potential Glenn dele-®
gates who have a sirong chance-of*
benefiting from the California pri<:
mary, even if the senator drops oux:*
are like Katz, who have
their own political Sev-
en other Assembly members are ans
the Glenn siates.'including Assem—
" blyman Bruce Young of Cerzitos.
Three state senators are also on the
of Tarzana. There are aiso some
local politicians on the Glenn siates,

M.- . K -
day’s deadline for filing delegate
slates. it is not ciesr whether he will

T T
VY LT TS e

Three Democrats file for primary

Presidential Ballot as Democrat

IM‘MWWM .44(\._‘(‘{, L/.? -'.—_..;-\.‘_‘, F‘i 3
“Farmer US. Labar Party leader

as Democrats. The group is com-

SACRAMENTO (AP) — Delegate siates for Califor-
pia’s June 5 presidential primary were filed yesterday
by Sen. Gary Hart, -former Vice President Walter
Mondale. the Rev. Jesse Jackson and economist
Lyndon LaRouche . .

Sen. John Glenn's campaign had not filed before
Secrewary of State March Fong Eu’s office closed at S
p.m.. but a spokeswoman for Eu said arrangements

had been made for the Glenn campaign to file its slate | .

before last right's midnight deadline.
Altogether, the five slates total 1.045 candidates for

the 209 delegate slots to be eiected ln the June 5
primary. L =

Lyndon H LaRouche Jr. will ap-
pear as & Democratic presidential
candidate oo the California June 5§
primary ballat. ;

- LaRouche, who heads a group
called the'National Democratic Pol-
icy Committee, filed a siate of
delegates in each of the state's
congressional districts to compete

Sen. John élenn. Calorado Sen.

Gary Bart and former Vice Prem-

dent Waiter Mondaie.
The National Democra licy
ttee is not an unit
o the Democratic Pafty, al-

though its members have registered

posed of followers of LaRouche, the
former US. Labor Party leader who
ran far President in 1980,

LaRouche has urged his support-
ers w0 r: in local elections. Advo-
cacy ¢ 1 outer-space-based laser
beam  ipon system has bees a
part of <:ewr platform in those races.
They say the system is needed to
provide the same ecopomic and
educational incentive the space race
createdin the late 19508 and 1960s.

His campaign filed a full slate of
delegates in every part of the state
except the 26th Congressional Dis-
trict, where it submitted the names
of thiee deiegates for five posmble
spots on the bailot. .




LR ST R ITY

L}
<o
<
«©
(- 4
=
b}

$
&
]
¢
4
F.

.w"..mu
PR

mﬁ B
KE s bl iy

punlican Jomey
*ho tiled tor
veeaied

umm Mm_mhm M

Dave Carge.
?v‘nlcu
- 388 Dave Chen.

fney
[ 2
Bessery
[

ulmul
08 ety i .

Zme. D-Logese.
:?.lt;l.mmul:’..
Razertorg.

"lgnuuu

Dop,
could
Leag. Joma

mmﬁﬁ s
u_m ummnmmm“

Brece
@ November.
s he P Distrier. Res.
Dessy Smud. R-Ore... filed b

. Newtwt o James H.
¢y lorm  Mesday

Is the Feurth Distries.
. D-Ore.,
Repudiiczn Gene
u-mun

face cither

m

Jia Ve
canaids

218y

Wil T

T m muwww y h"nm

08 S

,mL:. m il ::.

__mn.m

i i
Mmm i
] ,.mmmm

Bt m“ | iy

m
mm_.m. |
i
mm 1

HEHE L
_:JMM:

o

iy

_
? ._mu 5
i um_ &mmrm I

w_mmm il m mu. an i pa33 h mm_.m _mwmm“m.
Il {

A 0 I A O

:

Y

. m.m mmnm

m

netses,

-wsnlul.
umm
'.anc-nn

Iulw Neoe

Laa

L B s

’ b




R4049046158]I

« THE SACRAMENIO BEE
SATRARK VIO, CAVY.
0 Nn9E4 un e

FED 2 1984

— . ——

By EdSslimen
Bee Copliot Bucose Caled

Secrelaly of Slute Magch Fung Fe
enauunced Wedneuloy (sl Ihe B8 Reudin Ashew, fotmer governor of
selecied Presiden] Reagna alng * Flarlde; Scas Alea Crunsion of Call:
poientin)l DNemucralic chulleagers  formle; Joha (ilean of Oblo; Gory
lor placencal on thie Juae § pres- - Nart of Colurado; E Wolltngs of
dential primory baliul. South Carell o Rev. Jeme Jouh-

The only suiprive o8 (he Hst was  sua of Bline e Sea. George
Demncesl Cyndon LoRopche o0 ° McGavera of Seuld Pedete; sed
Virginla, 8 couseevailve ecenninll  former Vice Prcaident Woller Mes-
whose suppoticis beve beeo pichet-  dale of Minacrsote.

Ing the sececinty of siule’s office .| Eu olse snssuaced alae condi-
dcmiaading bis 1ccugniilon as presl- - Wales lrom uiner pariies on Ihe pres
o dentiel condidute (deatiel primary ballol: Livestesion
Ev sald Republicun businessmen  Deavid Besgland of Cosie Mese;
Ben Fernanaer of Cellforale will b8 Americon [udependeals Ciordod
added 10 (e 1l 11 D quslifies fse  Mebr of Missour), Gerold Wilils of
lederul cumpaign lundy She emphe-  Alehama; Ghories tllens of Penasyl
sized 1hol olhet camiidales, Inctud-  vaels; A.D. Lowery of Athansas; ond
Ing Répullicen Marold Sioasen of  Peace ond Freedain candidates Taen
Minnerotn, con qualily Ihelr dele-  Condl of Betheicy, Tod Ensign of

gale slales los Ine June nl!ol:.l
collecling signatuses oq Inels an
1 sllon pepers.

The Democealic Nst alse Includey .

Hew Yord, Sonis Jehaseon of Virginig
ond liconts Sersetic of licw Yool
Al 8 Copited press conference, Ee
suld the mala guidetine (us peieciion
was qualification fos fejeral malch-
ing funds Bul severel olher faclon,
ouch o9 aclive compaligning 00d
blic percepiion of Individus.s a9
serlous” condideles, were loben
Inte considerallon.

She sold (hol “delining @ settous .

candidote bs ke defining poen
phy. Yeuhnow Nobes youses ”° -
Ew teporied fnel leiegrqms were
seat (o ol selecicd conuidales fo-.
lorming ibem how they con oilh-
draw (rom Ine bottol In tne kdse of -
Demucralic candidates, ibey bave .
oalll Feidoy — oaly lwe Goyd. Dihers
Bove uailt Aprll 3. She 2h¢ oleo
con odd 1o the Wl belese Apcit ). ]
The e day Democsatie o

'll:c. o quality
(stinough (0o malter 19 now In he -
.courta), had campeigned eatensively

1 Surprise Makes Demo Prgsidéntial

" poture (hod seme condidates

might

eler.” Democealic candideles il

aschuded fspm fho baltod i ':2
it (o (e slstes ol dclegale o

dsich Ia Colliogale’s {3 Congremie-

aal dhstrices by blassh 14
Bu delended des selection of
pointing oul (had B¢

(edecol fune

84 bas bought 30 minvies of Hime

oa 8 sstienal Iclervision meinort fo .

Gk Dlastory,

£bo sdew ‘u'oﬂcnllo-m“.

®e pilmery boltols for
rtovary S0l o0 chogis Sog si
wilb ihe wianer g¢ an 1M el tbe
olate's delegales.

sle,che (aibe Demberatic , sloles
esplalacd. “‘prechudess wakt sndses  of condidales for t....... P

Primary Ballot

2 Salied sale- e belog lalioted this ear ddoe
o T. e "" ) :"c:umu :“:M.:
0 distslel Dasts. Aeuines 198 deto-
:umummuu "y u‘umuxnuhm
Demacriic vt ""'Jm‘m...:‘: by 2
efs & 9
R et o o et LT e s
Dot is is ihe u® and s i Bhe MNevt Wednendey. B8
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PRmEARY o Democrats to Be Lzsted on Ballot

Comud!n-hns p
hoveful each would- Nahpuhpmum
il aopear telow the aclegate’s name.

Cn the other hand. only Prendest Reagan’s name will
ippear on tie WiRaer-taxe-ail Repubiicas bailor.

Democrats who wil be on the hallat are former
Tlenda Gov. Reunss Askew, U.S. Sen. Alan Csannion of
meSSaamedom.U&s“m
Sart of Colorado. US. Sen Ernest F. Hollings of South
Carciina. (3¢ Rev. Jesse Jackson. Lyw
tarmer U.S. Sen. George McGovern of waxota ana
sormer Vice Premdent Waiter £. Mondale.

Twe Net ‘Serions’

public opiruon polls.
mammummpm
sapay.” 3be sad. “You know it when you seei.”

Eu sad hat aithough LaRouche. the f‘ormer US
Labor Party leader who ran for Prendent i 1980, isnot
generaly “ecogmzed as a mmor Democratic contender.
he was certfied because he Ras raseg encugh money

m&wmufatmwgmm:

smmgmdymm“try
Democrauc voters will choose 209 of then' s
'wmuswmeumﬂmmmvemhnmme
*prumary. The otker 136 slots will be filled by party and
sfected officiais and at-iarge deiegates :0 be c=osen
after e promary.

“ =1 xas aopailed when | saw what was going 0 be
‘acng he Toters.” Zu..a Democrat. sad of zer party's
sanot 3ut e2ch party has the right 0 set i3 owm

..:anc;?znywmudon. L
s - o il g Bs Y

srmary - ..ta.mewd.m'u'smenymmem y

there that. i wenurnoe it sy doursh.”
. legsiation putting

* ballotsa 3250-miilion bond issue for jail construction. a
© $370-million parks and recrestion bond issue and an

J otthemmmypmy

m.arsmmmnmmm

presdential cacdidate Jonn Anderson 2ad ‘ailed by a
mnmmumm\mnmvmm«

forthe primary eleczon in Califorzua. The party got oniy

1267 of the 30.644 registered voters’ signatures that it
needed {n crderto qualify.

.He aan still win a spot on the November general |
elecuon dallot dut will need 115.591 aignatures o doit. {
aceoraing to state law. i

“Great caks from little acorns grow.” Anderson smd
from s headquarters n Washingion. “You may wthink
it’s 3 tny acorn, but { think we've planted sometung out

L
4

In still another eleczion-year deyvelopment Wednes-
Deukmeiian said he has signed
four spending: measures on the June

$300-millicn bond issue for prison construcuon. a

$8S-million bond issue 1 buy and restore fish and
wnidlife habitats.

They wnll be in additten to f{ow muumml
ameaumnmcuuﬁedformebauolmucm
week. including one that calls for- a2 person (o bde
disqualified from office for maiang libeious or siander-
mmummwmwudmu

election campaign and the Gann imtiative amed at

camngmcummsmdau diluting the powes




Candidate pus

Presidential candidate Lyndon I. LaR-
ouche ls secking 100 Coloradans to run for
tocal elfices and him promole 8 new
“beam weapon” defense against Soviet

‘LaReuche formerly led the ticket of the
U S. Lebor '..“J;em its presidential noml-
ace, he was on (ke Colorado ballot once, In
1976, sud gol 567 veles.

Iie now says he's a Demacrot and calls
his or the National Detnocratic

,(1 ek ¥ Mcfw. ff-ulq Neavs ’/ 2 "ﬂ 7

hes ‘beam weapon’ defense .

Policy Commiliee. The national and Colo-| Inci, who has sald he will run‘agalnst Rep. \

rodo Democratle parties don't recognize| Patricla Schroeder, D-Colo.

elther. In compalgn ddcumneats,
Laltouche will explaln his plans In b| warns of the threat of a Lre-

nationally lelevised half-hour program lo clear sirike by the Sovic

7:30 p.m. Saturday.

was in Celorado Thursday Lo promole me-
dla coverage. LaRtouche’s natlonal goal,
Kicnetshy sald, Is to get 10,000 supporters '
(o run for varlous public offices on the
LaRouche platform.

. So far the only local voluntcer Is Den-
verlte David legate, @ compuler prograni-

SI19bCPhutb Y

. ons (o knock down Soviet mi
President Iteagan has end
of developing antl-n
' bul Kienelsky says
Laltouche | LaRouche's commitinent.
~ Kienetsky sald the ne
would cost $200 billion cver 10 years

emplive nu- !
. lle proposcs
be shown locally on KMGIL, annel 7, at'_ (hat the Unitcd States embark on a crash '
: " Induslsial program lo rescue the “sick”
iis campalgn director, Mel Klenctsky, ‘économy and develop beamn-firing weap-

the |
nolog
the president la

w Llechnole




_Fiddey, Jan. 20, ]ON Qazetio Tolegraph — B9

ndidate predlcls Soviet military move soon  ®

® Mt g 7 MAZi. 0 o b A loremer nom'M of the l.. ':nml Delenl, ho oalg. Laftouche silinlts that he 1§ licy eathier than coeating open
"% !:. Walles ' : A Na bot L'arly, Laltouche 10 Iho .**They ﬂl'l ttllly fool | nol @ trent-sunning presidential ':bll’c debiate on lasues, ln! -:'M
i g £ . I‘ (oundes the Ratcollye In- Dround, They coleulate every- | candidete, bul sotd he Iy more ‘lul hes pul treniendone politl.

The Soclet Vabes ts puleed lo : MELKAT - felilgence Neviaw Ond Jo aloe’ an" Ialtouche sold. ““They | tnterested In gettin the country nl essute on the prestibent
ke sdvaniage of the “wimigw . F Ay : gsevcinléd wiih the Fuslon don'l inshe »Mm I lalve | “bock n shape™ then winning, f'.mu..u the seasan he hay
"xd‘ull) civaled li' [ 1] R X !1«" 'm‘dlﬁ lighao been movee. hul “lt‘ ng 90, [ Ble sald he wob M fnviied 0 htled of the gocalled Sine

fwebly, the FERRoSY. of oince 1970, accosd-  “Wé¢ are bac mnlu Inle 8] oppear In Sunduy’s Democtstle . Ware plon, Lalouche sald,

-llhl swu M-l r : e, : e 10 his nmnun “hesker ond weaket . poy esldentlel con um dedaleln i That plan, which would fn.
sewme nliildey mellod I3 43 ltm , v The auestion b, !Ml does 10- nover, NI, ¢ clude the decelopiment.of apace.

: ‘I ?" March, '""!: ' 2 I o n opnluﬂwr Lrest becorne 8 rontit” Duting & oress conference” ond ground based milselle de.
Iicwmectplfc Ay v Y !.

""’ nle ”““.'C o lebe- elopient of § minsile Q0 o8 hollonsl telerlolon Salur- Rienetohy onld Laltouche I8 1908 but has l:nlu dutimant stice.
es vlew. Y TS erlee oyolnn to word off the vening (0 oulling he vlew beln I.non‘ by the Demectatle 1N ls one of the prlinmry conipo-
‘lﬂ‘ﬂ H_Laliw:che snid he i3 ¢ lovlel llnul e colied the 'u- J [ho thheal and b :'tmnlolo “rialln thel 1évelvey Srovn) oenle of Lallgnhe's four step
i : m lo sveld eeunier i, ﬂu nl or progtam  Avesell MNatthinen. The eam ‘un to prove U.8. sesolve to the
i wll Ol htllu el bden oign diteclor onld he beleves Bovlets.
ln mmM thel  Dile policy 'Ownﬂ tncludes  Lotlouche's political scllon co Thete pre many ndvisers, .
lnlel |f ndiopoy hod Ok emergency moblllsellon of mitiee Is the lastesl groning cluding llewy Kissluger, who
A i ‘lw fsom .'ﬂ“. there have terovicen, & ctosh progiam lo the Dlemocialic Patly, bt o T lrorr based defenecs
PR been cledr algas thel ¢ mbiliss ‘0'".' misotiq delanoes, milted thal It s nel the um! n’ whe hisve ndvised lteagnn
y wight (ake bvie Scop- B AN rﬂi has tahew tontrol, be ool ?0 lching * a-ln. boles” ln U.0. pomertul. thel such & program would .
2 1 .

Fl‘ ﬂl’ﬁ ocmn Yol w - The Mille- lnoun copdidate milf - Wednesday In Colorede Spiings,’ lenses, was proposed ln March
]

Theg'se F"ﬂl fo do , ABNY Peoplo daseclbied with the Gefemes ‘ changed ld mone-  LeNouche 201d he would lord ogitate the Sovlets, Laltouche
' b 8 felrphove | BIC Y Biethney sdmindelration or the futy . o seo Presldent Meogos em- gald \
 detoled. "“"1 il N' Communlel Fp¢ Mumny *Those m- e blsle mess- broce Bls policy ond win ge- A move emay hiom the prrsent
) West Germonp, They's ote be lﬁ ““ 8 would tahe ol (hio timd,” eleclion b 7 belng on “rllectlvd pollcy of nivtual avwred dr
dord fo do that The "' “"“" ke " pongi lovlelt e b 90, "0' course, 1 ton't president,” Becauve this bosise I8 ptrwciion woulid menn “1evamp
'1:" o make " " Blotes (hal problug UG, spectiod to duch thange policy with one broad- mch more hupottant thangeln- ."tn the enltre nilliary doe.
L] would yesnll bn & full-eale con- |l [1] lM ‘nludlul of b cost. Pt § {Mnl the sdminls. the preatdency, 0. and lhat bs il ratrning to

. “ln eveey aren of el world feontotion .' “tess Bhelp,” but oo ltphmkt frotlon wil) be uikhln. leeec. ’m pnvldrnllnl compal nO 8 lol of people tn (e "f“"'l""

> Rovleld Mo maviop i) ponsht o .3 e allui od lho Marine ll«» closely.* olten have the elfect of su he bold,
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. By JIN BIRMON
Post Reporter

§als.

) , i " =

[‘.gndon Laltouche’s Natlonal Democra(lc Poll- .

, ¢y Comml{les — Which trled to make a splash in

- last year's Houston city eleclions with talk of
“lager beams aad an Impending Third World eco- -
nomic collapse — Is making an organized elfort
o galn some semblance of respectability in the
Texas Democratic Parly this spring,

The NDPC — which Is not alfillated with the
Natlonal Democratic Committeo and ls, in (act,
detested by mest Democralic Parly olficlals —
has petitioned to place candilales on the Demo-
cratlc ballot In seven congresslonal races In Tex-
as and also clalmsg lo be running candidates lor
‘24 county chalrmanships acrass the slate.

In tlarrls Counl‘{. DPC organizer Bruce DI-
rector says the LaRouchlies are fronting slightly
more than 100 candldates for precinct chaleman. -
-shlps on the counly execullve commitice — a
clalm parly officlals say appcarg {0 be corvect.

In additlon, Director has petitioned to tun in
the Democrallc primary against 25 Disteibt

. Congressman Mike Andrews. Franklin 0. Sauls-
berry, another NDPC council candidate last
yeavr, llled o be on the ballot to challenge 18th
Disirlct Congressman Mickey Leland; while
Nick Benton, the NDPC's 1983 iquston mayoral
candidate, pald |.19 (iling fee o run for the parly
nomination in the 22nd Congressional District. .

Another NDPC candidate, Harley Schianger of -
Houston, is running lor the Democratic nomina. :
tion In fhie party’s U.S. Sennle primary.

And Director’s wife, Susan, who has lived In
1fouston lor two years, has pelitioned lo run for
the counly cholrimanship to replace Joht Odam;
who I3 stepping down. el

A

pane seeks respectability:

_ number of candldales the NDPC has recrulted to
, tun In larris County Indicales a groundswell ol

- the 153,000 voles they got In lnal year's clly elec-

el
- NDI’C cawdidates are ca nlzn{u on s call for
time cconomy, bascd on the development of di-

b XV e 4

R IR LA R \‘28' L 4
oIS st e i Bt L &3
A RSO Ay o §S T ¢ o
R . ) 4 . K ’ .-1 ol % i ( -

While the NDPC candidates have little chance _ rected encrgy-bcam wespons o C
of winning contested races, party oflicials appar- While laser-bcam weapons and (he role of the
ently evidenced some concern about the credibll- : | International Monetary Fund are on which*
ity the LaRtouche cult might garner If one of its ' | reasmmable e can dieagree, candi-
members were (o caplure a nomination In an | dates are readily by thelr mixture

uncontested primary.

8o when It appearcd flenton might be the only - paranola and gencral rhetorical ex¢

of
cess that olien horders on slander when (hey o

candidate (o flic In the 22nd Democratic primary | attack an opponent. £,
— and even though the Democralic nomince -
Rrobnt:ﬂy wll:’ ? :ummo l'nlnlon mw solidly ml:’?’b ' !.e:'-‘t‘ ml!.l-am:n'lwl:n J
e can disirict — parly honc evalled devoled (o the conspir: heories and |
. sl Rrtviied  aspousals of Lalouche, the soll-proclaimed:;

upon llouston political consultant Doug Willlams
{o run for the nominalion,
As It turned out, Willlams and Nenton were

*warld’s loremost economist,” whe ls on the bal: -
lot as a Democratlc presidential candidate n

&t;lne& In the 02'21;;! prln;nrg by a third Democrat,  severalstates. e
m Moone razorla County. : e
Tiut Dill Whithey. another of ihd LaRouchites’ T e e .
cadre of 1983 city candidales, was the only candl- titions with a closo ¢ i “:s the Lalt- ¢
date to flle in ll\e.Democrallc primary In Repub- :‘emh. » ul: (fu- “.:" and ensuring tee afe ™
fican DIt Archer's 71h Disirict. If signatures on  Piete PGS fo "““"“"m e wm -

his petition are valldaled, It will take a wilte-In tlonallsts can do {0 stop the NDPC, olher than--

canmpaign to prevent Willibey from winning the - L2 e
nomination — although It will take nothing less 3:"'::.:‘::::@:"““ in the tricdand-true %.

than an act of God for
Archer,
Nonctheless, Druce Direclor clgima the large

any Democrat to beat

support lor thelr movement (they clalm lo be '
running 3,000 candldates natlonwide). They call

tion — alinost hall of which went te Beuce Direc-
tor, the onl fhallenaer to Controller Lance Lalor
— & “mandale.” : :

As they did In Houston's clly elections, the

the United States (o revert (o a mobllized war-
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-mﬂﬂ: RSP - LaRouche. officially- bas, been - ex-
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~ they believe the next best (NnE WUl _ ¢oopy prom 113 schedulad Agricuitural
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“pot allow Mondale to get 0B the sams

) ,maumm.mnm

later Mondale’s campaign u

nahhd. Mesaros said.

umm WHO souhz the
MM&:D@- .,

cnnxsnnaanmh

. - 1976 bhas beex “systematically ex-
" cinded™ from the political process.. |

Mesaros said.

. *If the same policies were applied

"bmmmmwmld

*_ “LaRouche I’ the caly-Democratic bave riots 5 this comtry,” Mesares

presicential candidate “““ said.
m m‘mn . : -hamwmmc'

: release .&m mfmmmm@

: u.l;“;cneandmad?lrw)mw bas Bought air time oa CSS-TV. Tae

: fmpﬁaammhawdbym md@uv.ﬂnmarwcssw
Soviet leadersiip than the Rooaid - i

i iz buy addittional pational television

ummummm
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Controverslal Presidential Candidate Lives In Loudoun

. Blasico and many

Sais 199, ond chelimen of
detteg Buce-
Revirw,
cludics o0
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¢2,° 00 well 84 6 doclered
ctndidote for tho corrent
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adistock Jnstilute, an old lhhlhﬁ
ouche adwireary. M ﬂ"
..ln. “f.altouchs; 'l‘ where he hee,
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Los Angeles, CA: “If we look at
the Russians as powerful and scared,
as bungiers and paranoid. .we aiso
have to look at the United States’
responsibility for getting them to
behave like this. ... Was there some
responsibpility in the West for (KAL
007)?...1 take President Reagan's
slowness to respond as an indication
of some responsibility.”

LiRouche: “The most crucial thing

_“The presicent offered the
Soviet Unicn a ccchine of
mutually essured survival. |

...Tney rejected it.”
Lynaon LaRoucne

goes back to Marea 22. The president
ofered the Soviet Union a 3ew doc-
trine of mutuai assured surivai, a
doctrine which they knew to de com-
peteat and whica assured peace.
They rejected it. They aever even
told their own peopie... what the
president had offersd....It iadi-
cates that the Soviets don't want

[n thar coatext. the Soviet
Caion depioyed Qhadad in a mur-
derous operation. ... they started a
murderous operation in Lebanon.. ..
they shot down this Korean airiizer.
... They had two hours and 38 min-
utes during which to call the presi-
geqt or do anything.... They dida™

oit....”

SEPTEIABER 35. "SEC
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CAND!DATE LARCUCHE CALI.S FOR $200 MLUON ABM PROGRAM

The United States should undertake a 3200 billion crash program to dmlop a "Hesc-
generation antimissile shield by 1988" to defead against a potential £zst-strike that the
Soviet Unioa is putting iato pucc. mavesick Democratc presidential candidate Lyndon H.
LaRouche said in & 30-miaute paid political televisioa broadcast Saturday.

; laRouche, who raa for the Democratc presidential nomination in 1980, is hcad ot
the Fusioa Energy Foundation. whica promoces development of theroanuclear fusion
eaergy development and supports development of directed enexrgy beam weapoas for anti-
missile defense. (See Defense Daily, April 14). Neither his self-proclaimed candidacy.
whose placform seems aimed more 'at the conservative wing of the Republican Party rather
than traditional Democrats. nor his f{usion eaergy push has drawn any acknowiedged son-
sideradon.

LaRouche warned that the Soviit Laion has developed a ﬁ-st- strike capability so
demnung that with 1S percent of its IC3Ms aad 40 percent of its SL3Ms, the Soviet Laion
could destroy 90 perceat of the U.S. ICEM force. 70 perceat of the U.S. SL3M force and
30 perceat of its strategic bomber force.

His figures are aot far off from "worse-case™ estimates that have been indicated
by otficial sources. who acknowledge that the Minutemaa IC3M force could be devastated
by a drst-stxike, that B-52 bombers are vulnerable to S L5Ms and that Poseidoa/ Trident
SL3M submarines aot at sea could be destroved. However. they see protection of past
of the force from the synergistic problems in artacking all the forces simultaceously.

LaRouche charged that the Soviets have walked away {rom the strategic arms control
talks because they are not iaterested in aad don't need arms control. He asserved that che
one thing that the Soviets can do is to'calculate the risks of a nuclear exchange. given the
capabilides oan each side. and declared that the Soviets "are prepared to risk thermoauciear
war aow.”

He charged that by turning down the Presideat’'s March 23 proposal to move away
from otfeasive strategic weapous to a defeasive posture. the Soviets showed that they
thougne they could win a war, and "they chose war.”

LaRouche said that the Presideat shouid declare 3 natonal defease emergeancy

. mobilizadon and imitate a crash 5200 tiilion ABM defease eifort. i
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NAS SAID TO RECOMMEND LOWER COST EXPLCRERS. A soon-to-be-
released Nadonal Academy of Sciences report will recommend to NASA that it increase
the numper of its Explorer launches in the solar and space pnysics ateas {0 at least sne
1 vear. while reducing the number of instrumeats cartied on the missions and lowering
the overall cost. .according to the Nadoaal Space Instrute. The Academy says the Ex-
plorers can te built.for as licle as 520 to S50 millioa.

¥
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g

- ARMY WANTS MILLIMETER WAVE STEERABLE ANTENNA/JAMMER. Army
Electronics R&D Command is contracuag for a 2S-month crogram 0 design, develop,
swld and test an exploratory developmeat model prototype high power r:uD.zmeter wave
steeratle antenna/jam=ing mocule.

APPLE NUCLEAR RADIATICN STUDY. Barry Diamond labs is issuing an
RFP to test.and evaluate the suscepakbility of the Appie IIE micracompurer to neutron and

gamma radiadon.
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LaRouche
goes 3o TY
with ideas

Item Staff Writer
_ LYNN — He wasa't born bere, but Lyndon H.
LaRouche Jr.. ultraconservative minec party presi-
dential cacdidate. speot his formative years ia Lyna. -
1n a telephone interview this weei, the two-time
White House: candidate toid The Item that Libyan
mnmmu Muammar Qaddafi has put 3 cootract out
e :

LaRouche. whose party-has deem officially de-
clared 2 “cait” By the Citizens Freedom Foundation.
an orgaaization of ‘amilies of cuit members. drusaed
off :he threat.

*{ get them all the time. this is just another one.”
said the 1940 English High graduate.

And Saturday gight. 2 national television audience
will be abie to view the National Demoesatic Policy
Committee (NDPC) presidential casdidate in a paud
address (C3S, ch. 7. 8:20 p.m.). y

1n the interview earlier this week, the former nitra
leftist capdidate who has swung sharply to the nght
and is writtea off as 2 *‘nm” or “scary’”. by some
observers, described his current philosopby.

He sums 1t up under four points:

°A massive {ederal mopetary policy to furtker
streagthen the dollar based on an infusion of $500
billica 12 goid into the banking industry keyed to spur
igvestments i “{dle farms and {aclones.

ean " Apoilo-styie.” $200 dillion crasa prograrm to
deploy by 1983 a laser-based agti-missiie defense.

«Moves to shore up “gaping holes is our natiopal
defense.” ip the submarine and missile area. desigaed
to bring the Soviets to the bargaining tabie.

*A rescheduling and lowering of interest og the
third-worid dept owed U.S. banxs (0 spur export-
depenaest jods :o the United States.

LaRouche. 3 native of Rocnester. N.H., has or
bited from 3is vears under the pseugsonym “Lyn
Mareas” mith the Socialist Labor Party trom °he late
1940°s through earty 1960°s to a bard-line ~@t nag
stagee with 2 major empbasis oa “beam” tecanology
in the recent past. : .

LaRouche's philosophy won notoriety during tke
Boston mayoral cambaign last fall during which
Michael Gelber ran a capaidacy for city zall based on
laser technoiogy.

Now. Geioer has azrouzced for U.S. Sea. Paul
Tsongas's seat. a0a Fagio aaverlisements are Imimpet-
ing bota Geiber azd the Saturcay leievisea eveat 13
woich LaRouche wiil “izform the Amencag pepulation
of the growing danger of 3 pre-emptive auclear strike
{rom the Soviet Uzion.”

Oa Wedgesday LaRouche. 61. told The Item ihat
Lidyan strongman Muammar Kdadatfl bas issued 2

_DAILY EVENING ITEM. Lynn, Mass.. Friday, January 20, 1984

" radio death threat against his candidacy during a visit

LaRouche made to Rome.

1o 1976. when Democrat Jimmy Carter polled
more votes than Republican Gerald Ford to take the
White House, La Rouche, running under the U.S. Labor -
Party banner, was ot exactly a factor. polling 40.043
bailots naticawide. _

{3 1980. when Republicas Ronaid Reagan crisaed
Carter at the poils. LaRouche won two percent of the
New Hampshive prizmary or 1.500 votes in ais quest for
the Democratic somination. His aame didn’t appear on
<he Massacausetts Primary bailot that year.

This year, LaRoucse said he is “organizing in 10

_states.” bot be isn't on the March 13 Massachusetts

Primary ballot, as it is limited to Democrats aod
Republicans.

A report by United Press international in Novem-
ner. 1983, caronucied a move by LaRoucne's NDPC iato
local schooi board races waere soters migat Ye at--
tracted Dy the “Back %0 basics’’ theme bis candidates
espouse. .

However writings by LaRouche have concerned
groups such as the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai .
B'nth which senses danger in LaRouche's positioas,

LaRoucae has in the past recalled his Lynn years
as "Sellish and stifling.” Ee meaticned this week
baving lived bere from Juaze. 1922 to October, 134
when be moved to New York City.

Se recalled attesdisg th2 Abern Scheoel azd
Eastern aad Cooctett Jualor Highs in a brief taik.

LaRsouche Wedaesday called the eight Democrst-
ic casaidates 3B ‘‘eighl pack™ and cnticized therr
collective views as 3 “Nevile Chamoeriain demoral
Society,” in refereace (o tSe former British Prime
Minister condemzed for his. “appeasement’ policies
toward Exller. P . {1




Slameenisie irove
19wR 406 208 Marv

Seamy. 3 a8 o

m §ag

B
mm _u,umu

um.umu

uuu muuuum,ma.

mmau

L

shut dcw

Q

LN m

...m Bt

w m u

_:m _
m
h

__-

t thre

1€

.m

_Mam”a ,

m

u_mn

e

W

‘‘Ang  Jieese Jwr

Sarvery -

wuh) - 22
.

Mmm_ﬁ“_m Faad?

ied with victim=

'bm

63&.:77!.

Ui
0
Q

2

O 5

24622

SaNQUP
Snow{_]

v

Teather ol e

X
¢

mﬂm N J

; Wit

') "153 p.m. EST -..g,gg::

g &
rac.v.

i w

m-.. Wit m
i

00 |
.”.m m.
ik

»m
mm_

e
T

il

J.ﬂ
“
m
o
ala

um_“_

n_hu-

[3
o
|

Dallas escortr

EHIRY

w_

i
__

ir

i
mmu
) _“m

]

-

L

L

emvn “4TOSrENTES

a@u 1

_m

Sov
ITe

m, L “m “
RS
_,.__

_,ﬁ_
1

Sear an oven —

N“mm__ m

mm mhm,.m
__M»qvw_,wu. w_ __mm

RS

1w
‘=2 ‘nwuas.
Vet JCes

&
]

-~
<
ot sere

T

{ant

>

Tam oW T BT VN e

Tea fre oroxe ot
Co0r280 ItnAW Nt .minoas Q-

S

tere tor =ree weess.
Sunued

oL

hetoc

i
mm_“, ?
il 5 :,_m _m_

.a_.,
..n-.-...-.h.-.-.-..-....-.....-.-...-.m._..........-....-._ SROB0 eosrngant

yea
.aSter3 It Joout . 2. aua
VAEL Suver NG :TVENOTY M-

Tuler ‘3T JNemel

No 2> Tus OREV3 Y ¢ Seo

TORE O U o «enif300 WM

necu Goncuny usm Yeene-
A CT® TemDer 100QEd STIOSE

Sme ina e CTYW of Wow D mag g aed D AP SuNT 06l

e W aont.

= Nooné hurtinp

E8
i

:,c

ANy & SRR = AR>S 12 30 8 909 R 93
adunana. ’al.laaaniu-llacau-ullucmnsazlaadvtﬂ-:alnlaloaon'nauuvua nzhy
1~Qu¢tatwu1ann¢¢12--aailv-q..!n’s-.:-..'ln'-ua-’:’onznn‘oun’a-:’ntnl ne

P;_=_=_=~=_=_=_=__ A
“——u—u4 n.m:_;ua mm -."::..W 111)
m.hm mddn u:u nm
i

tlnne=ga-

e

.,....-...—_.....~.~=

-. nsene PAR R

uu.calsaa.;. Tgeyeezany

—-v-a-.éoav.u-v.::nu::
’

u.a-.-.-‘nua4a
m _--- sa*atgaANe

[ m__..r. S _____ il _____._____:_____mw

A LR PR T T BUIEIGINE 0
myal_am n “n b “ _ _m m m

Mam -aa :
m.__,:.:f_ MR ;,“ ; m_a; frr

'

-
Se anog ver ]

.pn.annmow'

“enoe i

e
i,
-\

Heas it

e Ce saum-

owmuness WU de

for 3 wwmue uwnul Ae

R =

2y

=e

n,

‘Sagenyv 1t 128 deen smowenag

‘or Jwnue. *

sout
oy »E g

Sre
ane

o

Luncs wa

fousOt ‘3@ CLA28 (OF 300UL —anager Dag

-
s
Ne e 7t 3 4 23 1t

J0ueq’’ Snen LITOENIETI UTIVEd. .ag

Ut R3¢ Gusea 300w £3.000 cam-
ige 0 NG WOV LRI TV LU0 UMe ogvens arv TTIAMWE. Jul Tasulace  CVYstmas oills an Aesg unang

3 Tanutes and an
10008 .8 Se DUt
Ger: Srowgst. 4 JDCer IR

n




84040461596

] 3 / e 2ol Kioke @ittune .
;, |

1ARE CUY, UK
”:‘m.m s shwn

S\ e 1564 ;. o | '
N ’ ' _' ’ ¥ ’
~- S OIS Y . . f . (] ‘e s . . . ) = & .
~ rl\l : EE 1' : j :
v
b 1C ic Forum .
. e Eare i . Trlbune Readens’ Opinlons. . - * - _—
. .t poople ! of pottiteal ('L " gl o0 Bovt hasered by e (roogh B of food Homto:
Amegica L't Dack - hgeremi it et podlce s ’“.':.q.%:'.‘:':.ﬁﬂ::.:: e} oed sy da pogera o n-u-:ﬁ-w-ﬁmmﬁ
o conlh Heo "‘“'mhm' puts n.-uuw ond e wohe bavd En;n:“' los!ul‘bon foarder odvesalty B @ goud bullfer of choractar.
Ste of e Union wbdscae thot “America tg U108 so® e b oot U0 e Bodom 4 ing tho past 0 eare. Hhasver - -
el T e e e e
Junp ovet 1he peovius Jeot snd ihe Digho d ::x:‘\::, iy i Lok i op- " uh
since 1932 e Forn
e folted o mestl: 2 1hot 18 pescent of o ::':'.:'z.‘.';‘.:‘?..'.': el [ "'w' w i Vermonter's View
oyt s il s b b el o L T et e e 4 V00 eivon and boio SuBer) W Bebjasen Young bod bones sbout UAsh
ounsl bachreplcy be 1131 s L, plocies Bo vdy unu'ruh vo h some, sigactiey 000 pdisoss Newed iinler, b0 seves wophd have bt Vument lxgullwe lnqd
", MUSIY. WIRLATE (g, conmplsacies prove Ihe B¢ wdaythe . -I‘&l”ﬂhl:‘. w“’z . Wobeve g of o fag skiing bt oot ¥ho posgle of e siste sbucld sejuice Ia
, M um‘;o ] u.n::l:t':: 'mm 'MION s tior eepey 10 dopt. nﬂu.-ul‘ou.ﬁb.l‘h. ot the Leghleime hoe Raslly of-
| NBC Airg Ohscenity ":‘:a':""':"‘.:('“ ove ..:'z:.u":w e Gretverscy w088 rve wabertnpestt 510y i ekow
] tehjog (b (Dounel §  Wrvld Gxe 1uo G0 cunwpls actes — b .
1 G U U L A i Lot} ;
ot shord 00 (el HUC could broadedel 9 (L 0aN | 280 FoBrune, Post Difice Bos
. . Anmwoced Bol {rorepliatiws) Bove Wnier-
::'IO‘I:G‘I::?.-:.""::‘Olm' e vt ﬂ:l.:\m'!:‘:"':ﬁ"‘:' . 'k:.!.‘":“":& Poh Labs Oy, Uusb 618 faie o u-’uliunwfl
of s0ibieg brss (ha stes o pegle by [0 S : L Doard thst Previdrat Reogon bow fneglly o tarere of
:Io?fcd:m"u:::o Du::rmk p:-: ‘:“ﬂ 1o cooliulied By theoo poople) 1 00 o0y gad olders have beas tariied 10 oprad .hnd':rnbldn\luombhb :hﬂ;.nl-dmumﬂ-
estie} gondidale b yinton | o[igyc e, and & saniovs Lo dlacsedlil s — even by tremling o oqlirge W 1olale ¢ prusitle coo- * food for locel dees ond ok very ol sovisies and teses were bondied
smeas of bls eatbe |-.Ml?i wgenlialles (o oulragome fes, faouendors Sud quete- oy dlsve of tiew, they Bove been ous grotme, boweves, § leed taapagers should Grmend ete pro-
$.aMouche b an ecconndre prolrescs who fions labea oul of contest. shonled §o ; ’3" ‘wse of the Hme spend by e Segtale-
DAVID BRYCE JONES  plete ibels proseatotions. [ mr-lh‘- s
: e Lengriesing of begisbostre oo

3

1
i
it
i

S A A ABIA AR T, Vi

$1a 2
i,

‘ | L A e e ; sl Lororld PRt
. o eltigenre o ponded on A ¢ ol ot
veper lencd buing 1he 11400 oppraing o0d W0 Acadeic Freedom e it Sace fiakng fox (e Bhe to tuure W thers weteoly arviyd Sed
realgaling mebresly, 4 O R e the Povem ol Jou M0, Cortes oy s falis b ol e “Wm‘ﬁ.mnm‘ e ae i
{ [ Load af W o ein (1] ), Cae [ 1] [ ] R
‘ u:zn‘hb':'mqw“‘-.u‘hwcm ‘i:lu- the tuaue of ecademie hnh.: z‘-u":: . s ":n e adittenal

}:
i
i
i
H

3
i

leg, be end blo s genitsilon ate doll bnene -wing etgeciisiions 00 u‘;:-
ond bighly renpecied by mmet’lorolgn gor-  viewe end Lo 930 Uslvessity of Uted factll

1 srmments aad minsters. il weehlp “Baece- e .ﬂ““
. Uve lntolfigence Rastewn” Mo iegerded by W consecrotives probably souidast b  sven Bhough § a0 0a ontalanding Moy Sasw thet &t b mesh ctslw 6 velk p 0 0 3

i
ii
i
1
i
i;
¥

; ti

S Loy i SR b S SRS i ESERE R i 0D TSROt (T O .
i '

nl ssenty . S0'igue ;
O S
‘ . S— s ¥ %



597

O
-
o
<
cC

R 4

cd 8 1934

nage o o

By Ed Bark
Dailas Morning News Writer .

Snow sculptures of Democrauc candi-
dates froze out the canagidates them-
seives on C3S.

On NBC, uitra-nght wm!prwdmnu
candidate W:oz
roasted. but hiS'Ts t¢ exposure amountea
0 more than the towal ume Mpven last
week to e:ght legiimate Democratc
presidental canaidates. -

ABC conunued its praiseworthy se-
nes of Democratic candidate protiles.

. waile ! White House corresvon-

dent Sam Donaldson get away with
Uniog. three wdeo recorders. a tape

.mandamrmmunu-

ing.to0 moaitor the presidential cam-
paign as on the weekday edi-
tions of s “Evening News.” ABC's
“World News Tonight'’ and NBC's
“Nightly News.” The watch-wnll con-
tinue throught Election Day. Here are
some impressions from Weex Four (Jan.
30 to Feb. 3%

CEBS-spent more time (one unute. 16
seconds) on reporter Bob Schueifer’s ice
escapade than it did on any Democrauc
candidate except Alan Cranston. #ho
was the subject 0f a piece on oW penny-
poor his campaign is. %

Scineffer's story showed a scuiptor’s
visions of President Reagan, Waiter
Yondaie, John Gienn, Jesse Jackson and
Alan Cranston.

“You'd exvect Alarr Cranston o be
smiiing,” Schieffer ceadpanned. “He's
diways lovea the freeze movement. Sut
John Gienn (snown grim-iaceqa) must
have seen that poil snowng: nim run-
ang far cefund Walter Monaale.”

Anehcr,DanRahc.whppmnedao-

>. N

s Surprise! La Rouche gets most time

sreciauvely after Schieifer termed the
scuiptures “a gretty 200G pCuLICaL Snow
j00,” Mas peen resqing some 1 IZTY INLO-
ductions o poiiticai siures. Suransingiy
oiten. Rather's wnung s either 0n cute
or makes iittle sense. (aroguc:ng
Scrueifer's ster? last Tuescay. ne 3310
“What presigenual canaidate ¥ouid
dare stang arourg aul cay g:ving everve
one the coid srhoutder? Tae answer S,
any presidenuai candicate wRo's a chup

. off the otd blocx.”

Rather must have befudcdled mest
viewers with (1S iatrogucion of =:8
own story Thursaay on chanfing cam-
PaIgn strateqies :n New Hampsaire:
“This year, ine scene 1s chan@ing. :n
ransiuon. f~om a nanas-on test arxe:
of ideas 1o rmedia marxet and supermar-
ket part of 3 nationwde mass marker.”

The report, which was easies w0 un-
derstand thaa its introduction. con-
trasted the supposedly oid-fasnwoned.
door campaign of Gary Hart
with Gienn's “modern 'eievifion cam-
Jaign.” After watcaing Eart’s nanc-
snaxing ana Gienn's commerc:als.
viewers heara New Hampsare ootiucat
saentst Davia Moore's conciusion that
TV is a goc if not a goasena to the etec-
rorate.

“We get our information the same
way everybody eise dces — througi 23-
tional television.” Moore wic Rather.
“We watch CBS News and all the other
networks. and that's how we know
Wwnat's gOINE ON. ANG thereiore our ooun-
10n formauon 1s icenucal. essenuaily, 10
peoDie througnout the countey.”

On NBC. canaidate La Roucne got 3
Zefty four minutes and +4 secorngs of
:;‘posure dunng a nigntly cTuca “Sce-

Segment” report by invesugauve
i g3
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S e Ereadin d'et.zl'o‘comwmm— m-—c depression started by Federal Reserve
<7 Rodieh of USW Local 1221 seems to be that the- AFL- ; Chairman Paul Volcker during Mondaie's tegurs as
« - » G- endossed the candidacy of Waiter Moodale: 2. * Jimemy Carter’s vice president. The only thing Mon-
,_ - wonderifthis was doowwrth the inowledze that Moa-  dale recites are s littany of band-aid programs for

o ¢ dalmimwitts theTriatersi Commission. Thw-emuorye-- low wage jobs wiile his.agvisess. including Masax

< menEcomaes littls more than & weekt after Nationat - and Harrimazn. are plomog to tlocx aoy measures

" Demoeratic Chairmzn Charies Manats and Averelf thag might lead to a recovery, especially impiemen-

. Baxriream formmily conomitted: the- Democratic Par-- tatiom of 2 crast beanr wespous defense program.

" tyantits candidutes s suopertyolicies (cumilsterais | They dotiis-witk fuil knowledge that such a coilapse

ks Iy diszrms te Gaited States: Thesepoilcies L know  wouid impenu the United States against the Soviets.

-« Mendaie and the stx other anpounced candidates

on the democrafc party are pro-adoruonists anc
ﬂ-mm-x:mbﬁha- AgRINST prayer i 3c200i. According to-an aide o

‘=~ Mongale's, hcahonmraunnanmotutm
Monitary Fund.
i contender

Wummm backers to deseat toe
out bill. LaR suche proposes that the Third

|,Mdabtcma be resoived by converting the ex-
3 : tsting and uopayabie short term debts into aew long
term low interest rats obligations. These would
! mnupanhle for Third Worid debtors to deveiop
i the tndustrial base of their economies while gererat-
ing & boom iz capital goods exports trom the Uaites
States and other-advanced sector nadons, said La-
Rouche He has-repestedly charactenzed as genoc-
daktte LMF.'s policy: which requires foreign-gov-
erTments t0 pur tArougis massive cuts in wages ang
public services expescitures as the precondition for
.loan rollovers.
i LaRouche is a pro-life candidate with a definate
'm against drugs. He also has a program to
bring us cut of this depression. Among his programs
Ye proposes is a crash program for jaser beam tech-
goiogy like the crasn gefense program instituted by
Frankiin D. Rooseveit duning Worid War (L. He says
we.need this mooilizaton now; it shouidn’t wait unni
aftey January, 1985
\ _ Willlanr J. MeCarmey
Baaen

—p . A ANE: . Ao/ cheia i : e = =
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[_—HEDULED GUESTS
FOR TV 'INTERVIEWS

Here is the lineup for today’s major network
news shows:

ABC's "This Week With David Brinkiey” —
Sen. Gary Hant and Waiter F. Mondale. -

CBS" “Face The .Nation” = Sen. Lowell
"Weicker: Pat Robertson of Christian Broadast-
ing; the Rev. Charies Bergstrom of the Lutheran
Council: and Damon Wiison, former actor and
borm-agein Christian. Topic is school prayer.

... NBCs "Meet The Press” — West German
Gnnullor Helmwt Kohl: -
CBS‘ ‘60 Minutes’ -
“1"And Justice for A" = Harry Reasoner
'nwm on strip searches in California. -
- “Bye Bye Benefits” — Ed Bradley reports on
_ the cutoff* of medical benefits to unemployed
- workers in Midland, Pa.. by their former em-
© “Mobutu™ — Mike Wailace reports on allega-
tions of corruption against Zaire leader Mobutu
Sese Seko. e
NBC’s 'Fim Camera’

**Leader LaRouche” = Mark Nvkanen pro-
files Lvndon LaRouche, who's runming for presi-
aent. %

*“The Smoke That Kills" = Steve Detaney
reports on how most people killed in fires dies of
toxic fumes:’

- **Sweet of Sounds of Success’ — Lloyd Dobyns
examines e art of viohn making 1n America,
now regarded as the best in the worid.

6 00

[EIREH)

PRy

Y
i

syt

o W cone Mataswpeed W . ¥

0
<
o
\
o
T
«




AKROXN BEACON JOURNAL
AKRON. ONIO
D. 163068 SuN. 228016

MAR 3 1984

0 GRE g

T _ ' R
- Biased LaRouche report
. . Bic oa the fundamental issues facing this

m_m I find it d;’rzli’gxflxu:g
::ncno your distorted i i
Americans to free
- Fortunately, the American pecple
LT T T
the substance of Mr. LaRouche’s :?at-
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‘tdRouche Examined
’ e o )
-In Television Repori
) O bt
The complaints of two N@€ .
Hampsbire men against Demo-
- cratic Presidential aspirant
Lyndon LaRouche were part of
" a “First Camera" program
broadcast nationwide by NBC B
television last night. i
- Rep. Chris Spirou, D-Man-
chester, House Minority Lead-
er, spoke of the phone calls he
received, even late at night,
: from supporters of the contro-
versial political leader when he
- refused to, support the }
" LaRouche campaign in the .
' New Hampshire primary in RS
Jonathan Prestage. former B
reporter for The Union Leader, -
described an interview with
LaRouche in which he was told
certain things ought not to ap-
pear in the story. Prestage said
LAROUCHE \* Pagels
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» ;!Cantim:cdfrom Pege One)

LaRouche followers told him
things would be *painful for me
if I wrote certain things."’

. Prestage said that on succes-
sive days after the article ap-
peared he found first one and
then another and another of his
three cats dead on his doorstep.

Laroucheis once again a can-
didate for President. but he did
not enter the New Hampshire
Presidential primary.

Before last night's broadcast,
he already had sued NBC News
for $60 million for libel. In last
night's program. NBC brought.
on camera defectors from the
LaRouche organization who
said LaRouche operates a cuit-
like operation that exercises
complete control over mem-
bers’ lives and channeis money
from his profit-making organi-
zations and other sources ille-
gally into his campaign coffers.

The defectors were not
named. and their appesrances
and voices weredisguised. .

The First Camera report also

“examined claims LaRouche or .

his followers spoke of assassi-
nating key members of the Car-
ter administration. tapped into
the Teamsters Union. and
forged contacts with high rank-
ing members of the Reagan ad-
ministration. An administra-

tion National Security Council .

spokesman confirmed contacts

with the LaRouche organiza- -

tion and said he values them
for the intelligence information
LaRouche followers in foreign
countries have becen able w
JProvide.
l"u-st Camera reporter Mark
Nykanen also touched on re-
pons that LaRouche paid thou-
Sands of dollars to a Chicago
mnltant reportedly ‘‘with
Ues 19 organized crime’ for
help in the New Hampshire
primary. Nykanen said the
‘oasultant denied receiving
3%y money but reported two
poi working for him assist-
LaRouche for a month but
Uit over 3 pay dispute. No doc-
Mentation was offered con-
INg the alleged ties to orga-
*derime..
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As President Reagan was leaving the Room following has news  when she aopoached to request Secret Service protectioa for Demo-
Suuse conierence last aight reporter en seemed to startle him  cratic presidenti e Lyndon H LiRoucse. Story on Page A3,
-Mass) . - - .
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I be commuenting on wach of thin in the
weeks abead. It Gonight 1wt to hiphtipht
thice matters ot the top of the dovetic
mprenda for the next 10 laya
Firsd i cime ‘The Senatee is completing
19 work on the it sweeping anticiime bill
n omore than o decade One Begishation o
dides a long overdue protection Lo ka abid
e Americans that windd help put an end (9
he crn o codilling criminals. ‘Uhe seewnite of
ur people should take precedence aver pn
wain politics, a0 1 asked the Vouse 1o atop
apging its feet and todet promptly.

pin debate shortly on whether In peawil
quh’myq aEain in onr nation's
ools, T chikleen's achooks, Al a e
jority of Americany favor testaring thin
i, cherished teadition of religions freedom,
urge the Senate to reattiom that volwn
' school B, indeed, a basie vight of wmu
e, and 1 hope the Hoase will fllow auit

rment o a down payment on the
cled deficits. We've smyght 1o achedule
inps ahmoat every day. ‘The Demaciatic
senlatives have begged nway from oll
ne meeling,

“ironie it thase who demanded ive-
umy have heen so selnetant to negoli-
e that as il may, it's time (o get down
ineas. 10 wo dan't act soon, we'll lose
T oye; fruitless poditical posturing
sinlative stulemale.

F'm pleased to annomee they have
o ntiewd their second meeting tomor-
'l be prepared to comment on theis
s on defense spending. 1ot they
nepared lo answer our spevific pro-
$100 hillion in deficit seduelion

we can get something comatrnctive

Marines your sent o Lelianon 17
m are now being willulenen on
19, Considering theie inability lo
vir peace keeping wiion and the
they autfered, b the Vinited
credibility bn the cepion? T
2] where do we po from hege?

Second, prayer in achools, The Seande will .

hitd: our deficits. It's been alinoal o
th aince | ealled for negotintions to seach |

aver the next thice yeara, so that

i

L:s‘ A\ 13\“ ‘
'1":‘%3 51 a‘izi{%

chmlm Slops lhe P csulcnl for l’i'qucs

. Vrestdent Reagan was leaving his news
conterency in the Fast Room of the White
e daat night when a seporter, Laura
Chooew, wukdenly atepped ,to his side,
sedbed toward him ond presentedd him
with an vegent requeat, -~

Chasen mlmd the presideat to diseet
Toeamy Secrelary Donakl ‘T, Regan to
peondile Seerel  Servica - protection  for
Landon 1 Lallonchie, who is rumning for
peviolent an a Demoeial.

Wengan pansed momentarily o listen to
s nppenl, bt White Hovse apokesman
ey Mtyenkes told bor the uestioning

was over. Reagan apparently did not ro-
spond fo the vequest heforo Secret Servico
agents and nides escorted him ot of the
soomn, while a man restrained Chasen by
geahling her agm.

Chaysen s an accrediled corsespondent .

for publicationd affiliated with Laltonche,

who once headed the US. laluw
Party. A
last nighl, a White lmue official

asked repotters befoca the seasidn (o allww

Heagan (o leavb the room “unhimlered.”
The Federal Election Commibesion do-

clded Jan. 37 to deny Lalmuhe federal

mintching fumds foe his campaign this
hecanse he had palild neither a $156,000 6
from his 1080 campaign nor  anothed
$54.671 the FEC e arcking (o tecover
from that

The FEL: has afleged thal lallnndn
teceived donationa exceeding the $1,000
limit on individes) contsitndions dnd te-
poried olhers with Incesseel - mawes.

Lallouche offered the FEC & $16,000 caf

shicrs’ check on the eorlition that it

; - y Soomnsd m-mm—ui:,_ i
Neposter Lauea Chasen asked Heagan o(m news m\feum te provhle preshlential mnl-l.h I.yuln fallouche ulﬁ Sr.ul Mo prelrciion

Tht, the
abodd. [ Iy
olfice once
evening (ul
could (el 3
place ot 304
1 spent ot

lnmhﬂlmlllutilmtmaiu?:a" -

his umﬁm«m Oght  neniosd

fine
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LaRouche Blass
-a $60m suit
-against NBC

:s.» ALEXANDRIA, Va. = -
“don LaRouche Jr.. a Deme~
. eratic prenigential candidate,
5 sutng NBC-TV lor 960 mil-
lion for o hts Mh
.m -bate”™ and 5
followers '‘extremists ia

0
o
0
O
«r

i

B 4040
.E.a

‘peracnal amack’ upon Lvn-
. con H. LaRouche. Jr. within
. e meaning cf the ruies of
__the Federal Cammuntcations
" Commutssion,” said an NBC
‘spoke=man. . . .
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By KEN FIRERIAN
Katghi Ridder Hewsvdper§ .
WASHINGTON — tle was s consclen-

tious ohjector In World War I, belonged
10 8 Truiskylte sect n the *50s and ‘608
and now s the leader of a small, bely
disciplined and well-financed palitical or.
ganization some have compared to 8 vell-
glous cult,

And Lyndon laltouche I8 running for

president agamt.

tinlike other fringe g-
“candidates, he has
raised enough money
nationwide to buy 30 B
minutes of network P
television time. lle also F;
ha sed a minor fu- 8
o er whether he
should be granted fed- I
eral matching funds for
hils campaign.

The 62-ycar-old ex- :
Marxist, making his ’
third try for the presi- laftouche
dency. Is seeking the Demacratic nomina-
tion on & stridently anti-Soviet plstiorm.:

te uscd last nonth's trlevision brosd-
cast (which cost him $200.000 In ad-
vance) to expound his maln campaign

theme. which Is that former Vice Presi-
dent Walter Mondale and the other )emo-
crats have sold out to the Soviets. lle
malntalns thet only a presidentlal redes
declaring a “‘natlonal defense emergency
mobilization® can forestall an Imminest

“nuclear attack by thie Soviels.

On Thursday, the Federal El€ction
Commisslon (FEC) ruled (hat he Is not
eligible to recelve matching funds for his
1084 nmpalr. n Wts linding, the com-
mission sald he has falted to fulfill agece-

ments signed In 1080, when he recelved -

more than $326.000 In matching (unds In
his ansnccessful bid for the Democratie
nomination.

The FEC's rullng was hased on la-
Rouche’s fsllure to repay $54,671 In ex-
cess lcderal funds given to him in 198
and to tn)' a $15.000 civil line assessed
agslnst hig 1080 campalgn commlitee for
viotating federal law.

The decision to deay VLoRouche match-
ing funds Is highly unusual becsuse the
candldale has met (he hasic requiremenl
for recciving such fumis: ralsing ot least

. $100,000 from lndividual donois In 20 all.

fecent states In amounis of $250 a7 less.
Commission staffers say (hey canmol
recall annther case In the FEC's elghi-

year hstory In which a cendidste met
ihose basle requirements and was not ot
feast Initlally cestiiled to secelve malch-
ing funds,

The commission's ruling becomes finsl

I2 30 deys unless §.aRouche presemts new’

Information chalienging it. A lLaRouche
spokesman sald the candidste may file
sult In federal cousl (o overturn the rul-

Ing.

in his epplicstion lor matclilng funds,
LsRouchs asserts he has ralsed more than
$137,000 In 22 stetes for hils 1084 com-
palgn. But thet spparently represents only
o lraction of his campaign war chest, con-
sidering the amouni he spent (ur the tele-
vision broadcast.

During his 1080 campaign, 1.sRouche
reporicd ralsing and speading more than
$1.3 mililon, in sddltion to the metching
federal lunds he received.

' For meny years, ohservers and criticr
of LaRouche have wondered publicly how
his relatively small organizatinn, the US.
t.abor Parly with sbout 2,000 members
nationwide, covld gencrate so0 much
monsy. One researcher estimated (s on-
aual budget at $4 million. i

One major source of muney has been

the LoRouche-sponsaced Fusion Energy

FEC Blocks Money For U.S. Labor Party’s l‘rcsiclcn.liul Hopeful

¢ Candidate Fights For Matching Funds

Foundation, which supports nuclear
conservatively

ar the country, solickiing ]
llons and selling expensively priced Mers-
ture. Ex-members say (hls operation gen-
::3::: .'vou e{n.elp“ of llt:eul theusand
{ ol sirports In major cifles.
Otlnn!- gest darker sources. One ex-
mesmbes of the t) S. Labor Party, Gregory
Rose, clting “sources close lo” the group,
charged llve years ago that exireme
right-wing groups had secretly funncled
large sums Into U.sRouche’s 1976
dentlsl campalgn on the L.abor ty
ticket, using the fer-right Liberty {.obby

_ 88 o conduit. LaRouche denled the chegge.

Over the years, other LaRoucke critics
have charged him and his supporters with
anll-Semitism, physicel intimidation of

ents, psychologicsl indocicinastion
:nm :nmbm and a varlely of
s B
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Chairman C

- public figures, i

-of State Henry Kissinger,

.Fonda and former envoy W. A

‘ Hammiman. He and his followers \

- conspiracy theories
the

prov.
glad to talk t.” :
A spokesman for the CIA said that «at LaRouche’s
: reqnest.ndxdmeerwithhimampleofumes
thelastseyex‘alyears.TheCIAmansponsibﬂity
and an obligation to meet with any American citzes.

who is volunteering information or wants 10 pass on|

foreign activiges. We can't get into!
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mxa-'rv BROADCAST COVERAGE, PERPETUAL e’mb.‘ - DO NOT R

‘Instructions for Entry: Update Daily with short entry as be
clesazed. Include time of interview, name of show, coverage. Fo
se of host==tly and get reading from LHL as to type
so that this information can be indicated back to states

and regions.
12/12/83 woc
WTRX
12/15/33 - RAUS
12/16/93 WE3
s 12/19/83 WAGG
¥ ] 12/20/83 wJoN
o =
N 12/26/83 WXYZ
o
- 12/27/83 WAMT
(- .
54 Dec. 83 KWES
= 1/3/84 WAYS
KBDF

s Of

Davenport, Iowa, radio: Jim Fisher snow
interviewed LaRouche for two hours, 10 a.a.
to 12 noon CST.

Fliat, Mi.,radio: LaRouche representative
Max Dean,interviewed on John Smith show,
9 P.nn — 10:30 p.ﬂ. CST. E

.Austin, Mn. radio: Dan Conrad Talk Show«

hosted presidential candidate LaRouche.

Rochester, NY radio: LaRouche interviewed on
John Danl show, 9 - 9:30 a.m., CST.

Birmingnam, AL radio: LaRoucne interviewed.

St. Cloud, MN radio: LaRoucne in:efvicatd oa Paul
Stacks snow, 10 a.m. - 1l a.m.

Noraman, OK radic: LaRouche interviewed,
1S minutes. .

Detroit, MI radio: Mark Scott sho« interviewed
LaRouche, 10 a.m.~ 10:30 a.m. CST.

South Bend, IN radio: LaRoucne on talk show,
S a.m. - 9 a.m., Mark Murray, host.

Rochnester, Mn. radio: Jonn Daal Talk Sho«
nosted candidate LaRouche

Charlotte, NC radio: Poreign Policy -Advisor
Criton Zoakos on Mort Downey talk snow, 30 ain.

Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenetsxy
interviewed, 15 min. -

Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed, 1S5 min.
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1/5/%4

1/7/84

1/10/84

1/11/84

1/12/84

1/13/84

Jacksonville, FL tadia: uuesouax'n-oe: tlc Policy
Committee chairman Warren nano:-an on Jia Beo

eslk uaau, 80 ain.. : e i

son Jblo. A :adto: Lnnougha. s utn. inﬁ

San rr;unisec. e radio: Lalouaho. L] Iln‘;into:viod

Nashville, TN: LaRoucne on Buddy Sadler ntwulino.
1S minutes (this is a booncr s:azion)-

Las Vegas, NV radio: Caumpaign Director xlnn.tsky.
intc:viowed for 90 sec.

' St. Paul, MN radio: 5 minute interviei' LaRsuche

(cehis is a poomer).

Oklahoma City, OK radio: LaRouche on Cnris
Cartwright talk show, midaight - 2 a.:.

Ames, Iowa radio: News interview with presiden-
tial candidate Lyndon LaRouche.
1S minute interview.

Nasaville, TN radio: LaRoucne on 6 - 7 p.a.,
Rick Garrett talk show, clear chanael booumer
station covering 26 staces.

Miami, PL radio: LaRouche oa 9 - 10: 30 p.0.
Bev Smith talk show.

Worthington, MN radio: LaRouche 1n:ctvxcwcd
1S minutes.

Jacksonville, FL radio: LaRouche on Jia Cleaens
call-in talk show, 10 - 11 a.m.

Washington, D.C. radio: LaRoucne interviewed
by -Dave McConnell on this all-news boomer
station. <

Indianapolis, IN radio: LaRouche on Tom Brown
talk show, 1 - 1:30 p.m.

Manitowoc, WI radios: LaRouche interviewed -
for S min.
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Wk. of 1/18

1/15/34

1/16/84

’ wilmr. M ndio. tcd- o

througnout Michigan: LaRouche inte:
tn:n poi.:l.cy for 10 ninu Sl

. Pitesurgh, PA rudio: LaRon n- on mh F.ut:lck
- call-in talk show 6 -7 ,,., e

Bininqnn. AL ndios uloucno on Smdy s-a.:h call-

: iu tllk ll'lOd. 9 ) 11 po‘o ”to

Praire Network News, feeds 7 radio stations 15
Norcen Dakota: ianterviewed LaRoucne £5r 30 mianutes.

Statewide News Service, feeds 12 New Yb:k‘tt&io

_stations: LaRouche interviewed for 30 sinutes.

Tuscoa, AZ radio: LaRoucne on Mario Cestis eaik
show 2:1S - 2:35 p.m. EST.

Birmingham, AL radio: LaRouche interview, 15 uia.

Pt. Worth, Tx. radio: Pausto Charris, President
of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed by Maria Herrera for 20 minutes

ot his visit with presidential candildate LaRouche
for adopting an international aati-drug strategy

' Lubbock, Tx..:adxo- Fausto Charris, President

of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed for 20 minutes on his visit with
presidential candidate LaRouche for adopting an
international anti-drug strategy

Houston, Tx. radio: Fausto Charris, Presideat

of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed for 20 minutes on his visit with
presiiential candidate LaRouche for adopting an
international anti-drug strategy 5

San Antonis, Tx. radio: News interview w/

T.L.C. spokesman on Jan. 21lst nationwide
CBS TV oroadcast by LaRouche.

Bonolulu radio: LaRoucne on Bod Maniacni talk
show #ith call-ins for one hour early a.m. EST.

LaMars, IA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 15 min.
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1/18/384

"aicntgan Pubnlie nnaiovt jvg Llnnachc.-nie‘“
. s.-s«:vtu rl.htiono iu phnn ta:.k for 60

Tona City, IA radior umm cn nn f::n{

15 ainutes. Wit ‘ :
Bizuidgnaa. AL iidioi’tiiﬁ&eh&h1ntoxb£dwda§*s min.

oocrlin. OH radio: Laaouch- on nnr.nzo Pa::;
talk show 11 - 11:30 p.m. EST.

Westchester County, NY zadio: LaRouche interviewed

.on Mike Mione talk show, 30 mia.

EOleon. MA radio: LaRouche interviewed by Plt
Marrevich, 30 mia.’

Metzo Yews, Houston, TX radio notwo:k: Laaouche
interviewed for 20 minutes.

Wasnhington, D.C. radio: LaRouche interviewed by
Dave McConnell on this boomer all-news statioan.

Terre Haute, IN radio: LaRouche on Kevia Young
call-in talk show, 12 - 12:30 p.a. EST.

Jew Mexico State Farm Radio, feeds 28 stations-
LaRoucne interviewed for 15 min.

LaRouche interviewed by Ian Christian on war
danger for Copley national radio network.

Lyan, MA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 10 min.

Houston, TX radio: LHL 1ntetviewed..15 min.

hocktord. Il. radio: Keith Larson Talk Show

hosted candidate LaRouche for 30 minutes.

Huntsville, AL radio: LaRouche on Jonn Hicker
call-in talk show#, 12 - 1 p.m. EST.,

Peudlo, Co. radio: Campaign director Klenetsky
interviewed S min.

Colo. Springs, Co. radio: <Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed S min.

Colo. Springs, Co. ridio: Campaign di:ectb:
Klenetsky interviewed S min.




1/19/34
KcoL

WKXL
WBBX

" KuNC
RKO

RACE

B4040461) 61 §

chno:sky lnec:vtnw.d tin.~

Tox-s State Radio ﬂbtuork. tnod; 4
- LaRouche interviewed toc 30 iinuto'.fA

wazotloo. Iowa zadio:
hosted LaRouche as the final Democratic
- presidential candidate to be interviewed on whnt
kind of farm policy they woulil 1ap10ncnt tt f)
eleacted. (Boomer station.)

Rochester,

Boulder, Co. radio:
Klenetsky iaterviewed S5 mia.

WMRZ

cllpatgn di:cc:ot |

ntan Aucuttiul ?IL;

NH radio:s LaRouche intervievwed 1S ain.

Campaign director

Pt. Collias, Co. radio: <Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed 5 min. ,

Englewood, Co radio: LHL intorvicwod.lo ain.
Concord, NH radio: LHL interviewed 1S umin.
Portsaith, NH radio: LHL interviewed 15 min.
Sacramento, CA radio: LaRoucne on Eric St. Joan
talk snow, which reacnes all of anocthern California
and southern Oregon (this is L) boomer):; 30 min.

Greeley, Co radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed.

LaRouche interviewed »y radio editor - Gregg
Stec for RKO national network.

Los Angeles, CA :adio: LaRouche interviewed, S amin.

Michigan News Network feeds 40 stations; LaRouche
interviewed 10 amin.

Moline, 1L radio: LaRouche on Bill Barnes talk
show, one nour.

Idano Falls, Idaho radio: National Campaign ;
Director Kleanetsky interviewedl bv Mark Bailey.




cnieago. IL ruaioc louehc on Hhrron rryhuzg cuil-
1n talk cnow: 30 :1n4tno-7" : :

swtctUltcr. ™ :a&ia:fnnaaucﬂn on’ :uxu saow. 30

'&wm.uruuxuhnmlnuﬁwu.lum

Springfield, MA radio: Lcloucao lutozvitwnd
10 minutes.

Lincoln, NE radio: Cnnp.i;u Director Kleaetsky
interviswed, 15 min.

San Diego, CA radio: LaRouche interviewed 10 min.

Portland, OR radio: LaRoucne intervieweld for S min.
on Vaughn Si.mnmers show.

Eau Claire, WI radio: LaRouche on John Murphy talk
saow 1:30 - 2 p.a. EST.

KIRO Seattle, WA radio: booamer station:; LaRouche inter-
: viewed, 15 minuces.

6 | &

Los Angeles, CA radio: LaRoucne interviswed 10 min.

Sciaenectedy, NY radio: boomer; LaRouche on.aob

O Cudmore call-in talk show, 60 aminutes.
< KLZR Lawrence, KA radio: LaRouche interviewed 20
' minutes. ]
WAYS Charlotte, NC radio: LaRoucne on Mort Downey

call-in talk show, 10 p.a.- 1l p.m.

1/21/84 pooed Salt Lake City UT radio: LaRouche on Boo Salter
talk snow noon - 1 p.m. EST. :

R 404090

1/22/84 WIus Bloomington., IN radis: Campaign Director Kleaetsky
on Tom Steiner show, 9 p.m. = 11l p.m. EST. -

L/23/84 WIsX - Utica NY radio: LaRoucne on Tim Coyne talk snow
l p.n. - 2 p.a.

Houston TX radio: LalXkouche on Shelia Rusnlow
talk snow 2 - 3 p.m. EST.

San Prancisco CA radio: LaRouche on 30 aian talk
snow hosted Yy Ron Owens (this is a boomer).




Charlotte, NC r
: livtltalk'lhow 3‘;.-. .

ujclarinﬂ” 2 raﬁin:
: llfOS - 12:!5

caxumc. 0!! ndim uma- on John ‘Puul l‘ng
talk ‘hﬂw: 18’-5 ‘- 1‘35 Polo m. s

l/§0/84 “WSAM ' :glc?eowu PA :adio: CAnpuign ditoc:o: xlnnsctsky
win.

Pniladelphia PA £adic: LAL intervisw, S qu.

KOTO  Telluride, CO radio: Campaign director Mel
.Klenetsky,S min. iaterview. -

Manciester, NH radio: LaRouche on Don Guy taljix
snow, 60 min. -

1/29/84 WMAQ Chicage TV: LaRouche on Waraner ‘Saundérs Show
' ‘ tnizago NBC affiliate.

~
1/30/%4 WGPA Bethlehem, PA radio: LHL interviewed by Bil}
— Zinfer show, 30 amin. _
© WGOM Marion, IL radio: LaRouche on Glen Williams talk
- show, 45 mianutes.
O WCCK Erie, PA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 1S ain.
- WJIET Erie, PA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 1S5 amin.
(o WKXR Asnboro, TN radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky 0
interviewed 10 min.
<
o WWRL New York, NY radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
_ / interviewed, 10 min. :
= : _
- WHN New York, NY radio: LHL interviawed S amin.
(o of

NBC Nightly News. 5 minute features on Lyndon H. LaRouche
by Brian Ross and Tom Brokow# for NBC talevison
national news. Note that NBC ran promos f£or tne
broadcast nationally on Jan. 29, 1934.

1/31/84

WEEX Easton, PA radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed 15 wmin. :




Decatur, IL radio: Fbt.i;n Policy Advis r
Zoakos on Bob Billman Show, 30 min.

Altaonl. PA zadio: LaRouche in:.:viou.d

Beaver Falls, PA radio: Campaign Di:-cto ﬂﬁb_ngg.uy

.intesviewed 15 ainutes.

FPairchild Broadcasting: Campaign Di:oetot Klnn.toky
interviawed for 60 second gpot.

Spanish Information Service, feeds 26 statioms in
southwest: LaRoucne spokesaan Barley Scnltngo:
interviewed for 90 seconds.

ABC affiliate in Boston, interviews Michaol_
Gelber, Senatorial candidate and sookasman
for LaRoucne's policies concerning Geloer's
response to NBC Nightly News Segment of
January 30, 1984. 5 minute segment.

Crossfire Show. Pat Buchanaa & Toa Braden host
candidate LaRouche for nalf hour show: this
national television prograam for CAN.

Jan. 84 WQBA Miami, Fla. radio: News interview with T.L.C.
' spokesman Dennis Small concerning lLatin, Central
and Souta American policies ot the caapaign.
15 n;nute intecview,

6 |

Jan. 84 WRHC Miami, Fla. radio: News interview with T.L.C.
spokesman Salvador Lonzano concerning LaRouche's
policies for Mexico. 10 minute interview.

Jan. 34 WDJC Birmingham, Al. radio: News interview wita T.L.C.
National Campaign Director Mel Klenetsky.
10 minute interview. 2=

Jan. 84 KDTH Dubugue, Iowa radio: News interview with presi-
dential candidate Lyndon LaRouche.

S minute interview.

R 4040196

Jan. 84 KFIZ Fondue Lock, Wis. radio: Ron Harvey Talk Show
. hosted La Rouche for one nour.

Amarillo, Tx. radio: News intetviéw with T.L.C.
. National Campaign Director Mel Klenetsky.
S minute iaterview,
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aowoll. MI radio: LaRoucns spokesman Max D.au
on Frances Pittnan talk onow. 60 min.

Radio Anbicntc: 89¢n£sn nacionnl noework. ;}_1‘
interviewed Llloucn. for 5 - § minutes. e

Wortn Carolina Total Radio Network, feeds 23
stations in state: interviewed LaRouche for
10 minutes.

Erie, PA radio: interviewed Campaign Director Mel
Klenetsky, S minutes.

Madison, WI radio: Poreign Policy Advisor Criton
Zoakos on Alan Joha.calk zaow, 60 ainutes.

Tobacco Radio Network (feeds news to 300 stations
nationally) interviewed LHL for 10 minutes.

Idaho Falls, ID radis: interviewed LHL, 20 min.
Harrisburg, PA radio: interviewed LHL, 15 min.

Campaign director 4del Klenetsky interviewed
for news feature, 20 minutes

Erie, PA radio: Lanbucho interviewed, 15 mia.

Honolulu, Ha. radio: Bill Maniachi Talk Show
hosted LaRouche South East Asian advisors
Sophie and Pakdee Tanapura while on a stopover
in Hawaii on route to Taialand.

LaRouche interviewed for 15 ainutes by
Buddy Saddler on Nasnville, Tn. boomer.

Elizabetn, New Jersey cable TV: Campaign Director
Klenetsky depating Essex Cty. Exec Peter Shapiro
on defensive weapons technology.

Atmore, AL radis: Foreign Policy Advisor Critom
Zoakos on Dale Genrman talk snow 9 a.m. - 10 a.m.
EST.

Little Rock, AR radio: LaRouche, 1S5 minute
interview (this is a boomer).

SPOkane.'wA radio: 15 minute LaRouche interview
(this is .a boomer).
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2/10/84

2/13/34

2/14/84

Hnneio. e iadto ,Lllnuchc 1utcrvitw. 20, nia.-»‘

‘Homolulu, ,ll m M inccwuu on .‘t Rose
stow, 20 uin‘ ? g‘  e

Omana, NE rad 0t Campa! gn;di.netor xlnouky;
interviewed, zo limtu. i,

Channel 9 cahl. ™ in !nuboth. N.J.: 30 dibuo
butween Lalouche Campaign Director Klenetsky and
Essex County Executive Peter Shapird on beaa
weapons tcchnoldqi.s.

Des Moines, IA radio: taped statement by LaRouche
on fane Kirkland

Des Moincl. IA radio: taped statement by LaRouche
on lLane Kirkland.

Sheridan Broadcastiag Netsork, serving over 190
black radio stations nacionally: iaterviaw wita
LaRouche, 15 minutes.

Des Moines, IA radio: 5 minute interview with
LaRouche. :

National Black Network: 10 minute interview with
LaRouche.

Portland, OR radio: Campaign director Klenetsky
intctviewod. S minutes. (boonet station)

Harrisburg, PA radio: Campaign director Klenetsky
interviewed, S minutes.

Honolalu, HA radio: Foreign Policy Advisor Criton
Zoakos on Bill Maniachi talk snow.

Fairbanks, AK radio: LaRouche interviewed for 30
minutes. i

FPairbanks, AK TV: LaRouche story prepared by
Steve Albert.

Oklahoma City, OK radio: S m;nute interview with
LaRouche (this is a boomer)-

Las Vegas, NV radio: LaRouche inte:viewed} S min.

.
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2/18/84

2/18/84

2/20/34

2/21/84

2/22/84

Nashville, T¥ radios LaRouche on Rick Gntrﬁt: cnll

in talk show, 6 -_1 ’... EST. Boomer, reaches
25 ota:cl. Sttt : _. 4m

Channel J H&ahatean CIDL. TV: tape of Lllouean
n:::onal television addcess aired to Munnttzaa
avdience.

Bellefontaine, OB radio: LaRoucne live on Linda
“ickar talxk sinow 2or <5 nin.

Glenburnie, MD radio: LaRouche interviewed,
15 mianutes.

Clyde, OH :adio=.LaRouchc interviewed, 5 mia.

Wally George talk shoh. syndicated to 29 stations
in California; LaRouche taped 30 minute show.

Honolulu, HA radio: Mrs. Helga LaRouche on Bill
Maniacni talk show for one hoaur.

Charlotte, NC radio: Mrs. Helga LaRouche on Mort
Downey talk show for 60 minutes.

Lincoln. NE radio: Campaign Di:ector Klenetsky
interviewed for 20 minutes.

Bugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klene:sky
interviewed for 10 minutes.

Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenetaky
interviewed, 5 min. .

Harrisburg, PA radio: LaRouche on 30 minute talk
show hosted by Bill Ricnardsoa.

Fayetteville, NC radio: LaRouche interviewed,
S minutes.

Portland, OR radio (boomer): Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed 10 minutes.

Portland, OR radio: Campaign Diiectot Klene:sky'
interviewed, S minutes.

Salem, OR. r;dio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed for 10 minutes.




Charlotte, NC radio: ..npu
on Mort Dann.y calk aaaw.-ﬁ

Associated Press, OR: Ctapugn Mtuﬁﬂ
interviewed for priu: and broadcast sto)

Eugene, OR_rtdio: LaRoucne tntorvtpw&i;ff

Medford, OR radio: Campaign Director xlonjecky.
intezviewed, 10 ainutes.

Se# York City, N.Y. radio: Story aired on
denial of Secret Service protection to LaRouche
on all-news New York City boomer station.

Washington,D.C.: Pive minute nsws feature
on LaRouche suit against Donald Regaa on
all news boomer station.

2/25/84 Texas State Network: interview wita LaRouchae
: associate Warren Hamerdan.

New England Radio Network: interview with
LaRouche associate Warren Hamerman.
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Prairie Public Radio Network: interview wita
LaRoucne associate Warren Hamerman.

Allentown, PA radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
- intezviewed, S min. i

Terre Haute, IN radio: Campaign Dzrector Klenetsky
interviewed, S min.

2/27/84 Cincinnati, OH radio: LaRouche on talk snow for
60 ainutes.
Quad Cities, IL radio: LaRouche on talk saow for
60 minutes. {
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Omanha, NE radio: LaRouche interviewed on thnis
clear-channel station, S5 minutes.

2/29/84 Greensboro, NC radio: LaRoucne on Ken Allen
talk show, 5SS ainutes. ’

Harrisburg, a radio: Campaign diractor Klz2unetsky




i i}ﬂ.:ti'bulﬂa PA\tldict c;upqtgn di:cctor nguctsky
-+ interviewed s liﬂﬂﬁﬁ!-'.“

vfalzrishuzq, RA radtct Cunpalqn dﬁrceeot s1fnn:tky
’tntdrvinn'd 10 -iﬁuuns-g &0

‘Boenllnol PA tldiﬂt Campaign spokesman n-rfbrtc
uacnt 1nt;tviowcd 5 uinucco? o ':

‘Pittsburq. PA radio: Science advisor Mazsia
Merry intezviewed.

Chn;iotto. NC radio: LaRoucne on Mort Downey talk
show, one hour.

Utica, NY radio: LaRouche on talk snow, 60 min.

Leocanon, TN radio: LaRouche interviewed for
15 sinutes.

South Bend, IN radis: Warren Hamerman, head of
LaRoucne founded PAC, NDPC, interviewed £or 50 ain.

Texas State Radio Nc:uo:k} TLC Treasurer &4
Spannaus interviewed-.

Birninqnai. Aﬁ radio: Campaign science staffer
Marsha Freeman on Sandy Smith show.

Pootia; IL radio: LaRouche on Jona Williams
talk show, one hour.

3/7/9%4 Denver, CO radio: LaRouche on Peter Boylcs
talk show, one hour.

3/8/84 Monroe, LA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 15 uin.

3/9/34 New Orlesans, LA radio: Campaign director Mel
Klenetsky interviewed S5 minutes.
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8aton Rouge, LA radio: Klenetsky interviawed, S
minutes: LaRouche on talk sho« 15 minutes.

New Orleans, LA radio: LaRouche interviawed, 135
minutes.

3/10/34 New York, NY radio: Caampaign advisors RKlenetsky,




Mel Klenetsky
The LaRouche Campaign

© 10116
Re: MUR 1659

P.O. Box 2150' GPO

New York, New York

Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
of your complaint dated March 31, 1984, and determined that on
the basis of the information provided in your complaint and
information provided by the Respondents, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended ("the Act") has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission has decided to close the file in this matter. The
Federal Election Camgaign Act allows a complainant to seek
judicial review of the Commission's dismissal of this action.

See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a)(l) and 11 C.F.R, § 11l1.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
General Counsel's Report
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3/13/84

3/14/84

3/18/84

.mku. lad unoucm ou.-rusu coubs g.u.k snow.
_ Pnixadnkphtn. PA :adtoa LARoucne on. tulk cnou.

2 hoa:s. 3 ; o

New o:lclnt. LA tndioc nlioncnc intcrviound. s
.iﬂ““ .o ; ‘ : ;

New Orleans. LA radio: Ltloucno tn:crtvcwud. 15
ainutes. :

Belfontaine, OH radio: Campaign nx:oc:o: xlgn.esuy
on talk show, 45 -1nut¢s-

Flint, MI Tadio: LaRouche on talk snow, ona hour.

New Orleans, LA radio: Campaign director chnotsky

: intorvicwod. 10 minutes.

New Orleans, LA radio: LaRouche on talk suow,
two hours.

Jonnstown, PA radio: LaRouche o9n talk show, one
hour. :

Idapo Falls, ID radio: LaRoucne interviewed,
S minutes.
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ECTION COMMISSION

Brooksley Born

Arnold & Porter

1200 New Hamsphire Avenue, R W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

RE: MUR 1659
League of Women Voters
Education Fund

Dear Ms. Born:

On April 3, 1984, the Commission notified your client of a
complaint alleging violations of certain sections of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on May , 1984, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint, and information
provided by your client, there is-no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record

- within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel




_AKIQPJC)I;I) Gk l?C}li1PIBI!
cCABLE: “ARFOPO" : \ fhsn@ac Avlliu:. Now
TELECOPIER: (202) 872-8720 ; g
TELEX: 89-2733

BROOKSLEY BORN

DIRECT LINE: (202) 872-6832 April 18, 1984

BY HAND

Charles N. Steele, Bsquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR No. 1659

Dear Mr. Steele:

I hereby submit on behalf of the League of Women
Voters Education Fund a response to a complaint filed
with the Federal Election Commission by the LaRouche
Campaign, including an Affidavit by Dorothy S. Ridings,
Chair of the League of Women Voters Education Fund, and
attachments thereto.

Sincerely yours,

70

Brooksley Bor

Enclosure

cc (with enclosure): Mr. Gary Johansen
Ms. Deborah Curry




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA IB P4 464 |
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION camrssmn

IN RE

COMPLAINT OF THE
LaROUCHE CAMPAIGN
AGAINST THE LEAGUE
OF WOMEN VOTERS
EDUCATION FUND

RESPONSE OF THE LEAGUE OF
WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION FUND

I. INTRODUCTION

The LaRouche Campaign (hereinafter "LaRouche"),
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on behalf of Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., a candidate for
the Democratic Party's nomination for President, filed
a complaint with the Federal Election Commission on
March 31, 1984. The complaint alleges that the League

of Women Voters Education Fund ("LWVEF") violated 11
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C.F.R. § 110.13 and 2 U.S.C. § 441b in sponsoring a

1

debate on April 5 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania among

!

three candidates for the Democratic Party's nomination

for President which did not include Lyndon LaRouche.
LaRouche does not challenge the LWVEF's determination

to invite only "significant" candidates for the nomination
to participate in the debate, nor does he challenge

the selection criteria the LWVEF considered in identifying

significant candidates for participation. LaRouche's




claim is that thg_LHVEf'bwfaiiﬁr§ t6 conclﬁBAﬁthﬁﬁjﬁt.»

LaRouche was a significant candidate within the meaning
of its selection criteria was a partisan decision,

resulting in a candidate debate which violated federal

election law.

The allegations have no merit. The LWVEF's
decision not to invite Mr. LaRouche to participate in
the debate was based solely on the LWVEF's reasonable
decision that he was not a significant candidate. This
decision and the LWVEF's other decisions whether to
invite candidates to participate have been, and will
continue to be, the LWVEF's independent, nonpartisan
action taken solely in light of its overriding purpose
of educating the electorate about the issues in the
campaign and the candidates' positions on these issues.
Accordingly, the FEC should take no action against the

LWVEF in connection with the complaint.

I1. STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Federal Election Commission Regulation
of Presidential Candidate Debates

LaRouche asserts that the LWVEF has violated
11 C.F.R. § 110.13. That regulation limits the

sponsorship of candidate debates to three categories
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of organizations: (1) hdnpr’ofit organizations wh:lch

are exempt from federal taxation undtr‘zs U.S.C.

§ 501(c)(3); (2) nonprofit organizations which are exempt
from federal taxation under 26 U.S.C. § 501(c)(4) and
which do not endorse, support or oppose political
candidates or political parties; and (3) broadcasters,
bona fide newspapers, magazines, and other periodical
publications. The structure of debates is, by the terms
of the regulation, "left to the discretion of the staging
organization" except that the regulation requires that
the debate must include at least two candidates and

must be nonpartisan in that it does not "promote or

advance one candidate over another."

B. The League of Women Voters Education Fund

The LWVEF is a nonprofit, nonpartisan charitable
trust established in 1957. The LWVEF is exclusively
devoted to educational purposes, particularly informing
citizens about public affairs and the democratic process.
The LWVEF is exempt from federal taxation under
§ 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code. In order
to maintain its § 501(c)(3) status, the LWVEF may not
participate or intervene in any political campaign on
behalf of any candidate and may not engage in partisan
political activity. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings,

Chair of the LWVEF, 1 3.
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As part of its ongoinq effort to educate citizens
about the democratic process, the LWVEF has historically
conducted debates between presidential candidates at
both the primary and general election level. In 1976,
the LWVEF sponsored four Democratic Party Presidential
primary debates, one Vice-Presidential general election
debate and three Presidential general election debates
between Gerald Ford and Jimmy Carter. In 1980, the
LWVEF sponsored three Republican Party Presidential
primary debates and two Presidential general election
debates, one between Ronald Reagan and Jimmy Carter
and one between Ronald Reagan and John Anderson.! The
LWVEF's purpose in sponsoring debates is to foster the
goal of increasing citizen interest in issues and citizen
participation in the electoral process. 1Id. These
educational goals have been promoted through extensive
national media coverage of the LWVEF's debates.

C. LWVEF Sponsorship of 1984 Democratic
Party Presidential Primary Debates

During the 1984 election season the LWVEF will
sponsor two series of presidential candidate debates.

The LWVEF will sponsor a series of Democratic Party

! In addition, state and local Leagues of Women Voters
have sponsored numerous debates at the congressional,
state and local candidate levels.
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Presidential primary debates. The LWVEF will also sponsor
a Presidential qcnorai ;loétion debate series. Debates |
at the primary level have already taken place in

Manchester, New Hampshire on February 23, 1984, in

Atlanta, Georgia on March 11, 1984, and in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984. At least one additional
primary debate is scheduled to take élace in Texas.

Because the LWVEF's goal in the sponsorship of
the Presidential primary debates is to educate the

nation's electorate about the issues in the 1984 campaign
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and to stimulate increased voter interest and

participation in the electoral process, the LWVEF has
only invited significant candidates whose participation
would further these ends. The LWVEF's determination
to limit debate participation to these candidates is
based on the conclusion that including candidates in

whom there is little national voter interest would detract
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from the LWVEF's stated nonpartisan goals by resulting
in debates which are too ’'<ng or which would not provide
sufficient time for the meaningful expression of views.
Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings, ¥ 7. Accordingly,

the LWVEF chose to limit participation in its 1984
Democratic primary debates to candidates who present

a significant national candidacy for the Democratic
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nomination for President. 1d. at 1 6. The vaﬁr'i
determination to limit participation to significant
candidates was a purely nonpartisan decision reached
without political motivation or consultation with any
political party or candidate. 1Id. at ¥ 7.

Under the LWVEF's participant selection criteria,
each participant must have made a public announcement
of his or her intention to run for the Democratic Party's
nomination for President and must be legally qualified
to hold the office of President. Further, the LWVEF
must determine that the candidate is significant. 1In
doing so, the LWVEF considers a number of factors,
including whether the candidate is eligible to receive
matching payments under the Presidential Primary Matching
Payment Account Act; whether the candidate is actively
campaigning in a number of states for the Democratic
Party's nomination; whether the candidate has been
recognized by the national media as a candidate meriting
media attention; and any other factors providing
substantive evidence of nationwide voter interest in
a candidate, such as national voter poll results.
Attachment A to Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings. To
identify significant candidates to participate in its

debates, the LWVEF considers all the facts available
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to it. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings, ¥ 10. Candidates

are free to provide the LWVEF with any evidence

demonstrating that they are significant candidates for

the Democratic Party's nomination. Id.

In adopting its selection criteria the LWVEF

acted without political motivation and did not consult

A detailed description

any political party or candidate.

of the procedure employed by the LWVEF in adopting the

candidate selection criteria is provided in the attached

6 3 4

Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

D. The LaRouche Request

LaRouche's request for inclusion in the Pittsburgh
debate was the second request LaRouche had made for
an invitation to a LWVEF-sponsored debate. In January,
LaRouche had requested an invitation to the LWVEF's

New Hampshire debate. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings,

R 41740161

1 13. 1In response to that request, the LWVEF asked

LaRouche to supply supporting material showing the

significance of LaRouche as a national candidate for

the Democratic Party's nomination for President. Id.

LaRouche tendered to the LWVEF written information on

his candidacy and assorted documentary material. The

documentary material consisted of Federal Election
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Commission records pertinent to LaRouche's efforts to

be certified by the FEC ai-oliéiblo for Federni Ptimnry "
Matching Funds and copies of newspaper articles about
the cindidate. A copy of LaRouche's submission is
Attachment B to the Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

The LaRouche request received careful consideration
by the LWVEF's Executive Committee. The Committee
concluded that LaRouche was not a significant national
candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination for
President. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings, ¥ 13.

The LWVEF's February 21 letter to LaRouche denying his
request advised that the Committee had considered the
materials provided by LaRouche, as well as other
information available to the LWVEF. Among the factors
cited by the LWVEF in its letter as contributing to

its decision were that the national media had not covered
LaRouche extensively as a serious candidate; LaRouche
was not eligible for matching payments under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payments Act; and national
voter poll results did not demonstrate substantial voter
support for or interest in the LaRouche candidacy.

See Attachment C to the Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

On March 20, 1984, LaRouche sent the LWVEF a

letter requesting an invitation to participate in the




April 5 Pittsburgh debate. LaRouche's request for
inclusion in the Pittsburgh debate received the sime

thorough consideration by the Executive cbmmittee that
had been accorded his earlier request. LaRouche submitted
for the LWVEF's consideration copies of additional
newspaper clippings, additional information on broadcast
media appearances by LaRouche, and a computerized fund-
raising report. A copy of LaRouche's March 20 letter

and accompanying material are Attachment D to the
Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings. The LWVEF carefully
considered these materials and other information available
to it and concluded that LaRouche was still not a

significant candidate. Affidavit of Dorothy S. Ridings.

LaRouche's response was to file a complaint in
Equity on April 2 in the Court of Common Pleas of
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, along with a motion
for preliminary injunction; a complaint in the United
States District Court for the Western District of
Pennsylvania along with a motion for a temporary
restraining order on April 5; and the complaint which

forms the basis of this proceeding.

After an evidentiary hearing, the motion for
preliminary injunction filed in the Pennsylvania State

Court was denied on April 3 on the grounds that LaRouche




had not dmmuttd ny viclation ""';'thmvw !dﬂcnl
law. The Suprqmo cOurt.o;(tbniCommoﬂunnlth of"

Pennsylvania retuied Lnnouch.' 8 request to rovtcw that
denial on April S. The federal court similarly denied

the motion for a preliminary injunction after an

evidentiary hearing on April S and has dismissed

LaRouche's complaint.
III. ARGUMENT

There is no basis whatsoever to believe that
the LWVEF has violated the statute or the regulation.
The LWVEF reasonably found that Mr. LaRouche was not
a significant candidate for the Democratic Party's
Presidential nomination and for that reason refused
to invite him to participate in the debate. In doing
so, the LWVEF was motivated solely by a desire to further
its educational goals, a proper nonpartisan purpose,
and the resulting debate was a permissible nonpartisan

debate.

A. The Federal Election Commission Has
Determined that Nonpartisan Debates
May Be Limited to Significant Candidates

LaRouche has not challenged the LWVEF's decision
to restrict debate participation to significant

candidates, and there is no issue here as to the
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adoption of this criterion was a purely nonpartisan

decision designed to promote the LWVEE's educational

purposes. It was reached without political motivation
and without consultation with any political party or
candidate.

The Commission has clearly stated that its
regulation on debates envisions debates limited to
significant candidates. 1In its Explanation and
Justification for a proposed earlier version of the
current debate regulation, the Commission stated: "A
properly held nonpartisan public candidate debate
sponsored by a qualified nonpartisan organization provides

a forum for significant candidates to communicate their

views to the public." 44 Fed. Reg. 39348 (July 5, 1979).
(Emphasis added.) Furthermore, in the only complaint
proceeding decided by the Commission involving the debate
regulation, the Commission dismissed as without basis

a complaint brought by Barry Commoner and the Citizen's
Party in 1980 against the LWVEF challenging debate
selection criteria limiting participation to significant

candidates only. See FEC MUR No. 1287.




B. The LHVE!_H.: Brond Discrotion 1n

The history of the debate regulation clearly
demonstrates that sponsoring organizations have wide
discretion in determining the significance of particular
candidates for the purposes of debate participation.

The rule is not intended to accord the Commission power
to second-guess reasonable participant selection
determinations made by staging organizations. Moreover,

in view of the long history of LWVEF nonpartisanship,
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the LWVEF's extensive experience with the staging of
high-quality presidential candidate debates, the LWVEF's
longstanding goal of voter education, and the limitations
imposed on the LWVEF by virtue of its tax-exempt status,

the LWVEF is particularly well qualified to make
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considered, nonpartisan decisions on debate participation.

Given the broad scope of the LWVEF's discretion, LaRouche

4q

]

bears a heavy burden, which has not been met, in
attempting to demonstrate that the LWVEF debate was
unlawful because he was not selected to be a debate

participant.

The debate regulation speaks broadly in terms
of nonpartisan debates. The Commission's failure to
enunciate specific candidate selection criteria in the

regulation is the product of conscious design.
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In July 1979, the !ﬁc‘idopted a pfobﬁiiajvo:‘iQQ_‘ 
of Section 110.13 in vwhich specific candidate scloctiqﬁv 
criteria were enunciated and transmitted the proposed’
regulation to Congress for approval pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 438(c). The proposed regulation was disapproved by
the Senate on September 18, 1979 in large part because
the mandatory selection criteria were considered
impermissibly restrictive of sponsor discretion. 1In
a statement to the Senate, Senator Claiborne Pell, who

submitted the resolution of disapproval, stated in part:

"I feel that any regulation which
could be interpreted as being burdensome
to organizations which are likely to
sponsor candidate debates, or which could
in any way impede the heretofore successful
debate procedure that has evolved through
direct arrangements made between sponsors
and candidates should not be allowed
to take effect. . . . I feel that this
resolution [of disapproval] is necessary
to keep the candidate debate process
which has evolved workable, open, and
accessible to candidates." Cong. Rec.
S12821 (September 18, 1979).

Senator Mark Hatfield stated during the same debate:

"I question whether Congress ever intended
to involve the Federal Election Commission
in determining the format for candidate
debates . . . ." 1Id.
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In December 1979, the FEC propoa&d,tﬁg§t§§ulition
which is currently in effect. In rdsponjos£67fhnhsdnato'-
disappréval of the earlier proposed regulation, the
FEC deleted the specific criteria governing candidate
selection. In its Explanation and Justification for
the proposed regulation, the FEC stated:

"[(T]he precise structure of candidate

debates is left to the discretion of

the staging organization. Such debates

must, however, be nonpartisan in nature

and they must provide fair and impartial

treatment of candidates. The primary

question in determining nonpartisanship

is the selection of candidates to

participate in such debates." 44 Fed.

Reg. 76735 (December 27, 1979).

The Commission also noted that "federal tax law
restrictions on the activities of nonpartisan corporations

provide sufficient safeguards to insure nonpartisanship."

Id. at 76736.

When this revised regulation was sent to Congress,
the Congressional debate clearly indicated an intent
that the FEC's authority to second-guess the discretionary
selection decisions of sponsoring organizations is
severely circumscribed. During the debate Senator Van
Deerlin quoted portions of a letter sent to the Chairman
of the FEC by Senator Thompson, Chairman of the Committee
on House Administration. The letter, dated March 10,

1980, admonished:
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"The Commission should be reluctant in
enforcing these regulations to substitute
its judgment of the propriety of a
particular debate for the on-the-spot
judgment of the sponsor. Before the
Commission should choose to take any
action, it should be clear on the face

of a complaint that the sponsoring of

a debate involves something other than
the good faith editorial judgment of

the sponsor. The mere fact that a debate
does not include the full field of eligible
candidates should not in itself be reason
to believe that the debate falls outside
these regulations."™ Cong. Rec. H1822,
March 12, 1980.

The FEC has recognized the limited nature of
its inquiry under the debate regulation. In the Commoner
complaint proceeding discussed above, the Commission
refused to substitute its judgment as to the proper
criteria for candidate selection for carefully considered
criteria developed by the LWVEF. In so doing, the General
Counsel's Office reiterated that the debate regulation
leaves "the selection of candidates to the sponsor,
provided that it be done in a nonpartisan fashion."
See First General Counsel's Report, MUR No. 1287

(September 16, 1980).
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e , C. The LWVEF Determination That Lyndon.
: Lanouchonél Not a stqnific:nt,caadidlt.

As noted above, LaRouche has not challenged the

reasonableness of the debate selection criteria adopted

by the LWVEF or its nonpartisan purposes in adopting

these criteria. Rather he challenges the application

of the criteria to him.

LaRouche claims that the LWVEF's failure to find

him to be a significant candidate was an impermissibly

6 4 3

partisan decision. This claim is apparently based on

assertions that "LaRouche is comparable to the three

candidates who have been invited to the Pittsburgh debate"

4

in fundraising; that LaRouche has appeared in the national

media; and that LaRouche is on primary ballots or

scheduled to participate in state caucuses and is actively

1040

campaigning in five large states. LaRouche concludes

that "exclusion of Mr. LaRouche from the Pittsburgh

debate makes it a partisan enterprise."

The LWVEF decision that Mr. LaRouche was not

a significant candidate was reasonable and nonpartisan.

The LWVEF firmly believes that LaRouche was not

to the three Democratic candidates who

"comparable"

were invited to participate in the Pittsburgh debate.
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He clearly did not satisfy the -oloction‘critorii-;l'

enunciated by the LWVEF.

In unanimously determining that Lyndon LaRouche
was not a significant national candidate, the LWVEF
Executive Committee considered all of the materials
provided to it by LaRouche as well as other information
and based its determination on all the information
available to it. Some of the factors considered by
the Committee included the following:

1. LaRouche Had Not Qualified for
Federal Primary Matching Funds

The LWVEF reasonably determined that LaRouche
had not qualified for federal primary matching funds.
Mr. LaRouche advised the Commission in his complaint,
filed March 31, that he "has qualified for matching
funds pursuant to the Federal Election Campaign Act."
At the time this assertion was made, as well as at the
time of the Pennsylvania debate, this was not, in fact,

the case.

On January 26, 1984, the FEC reached an initial
determination that Lyndon LaRouche was not eligible
to receive matching fund payments for his 1984 campaign.

The FEC recognized that the FEC's Audit Division had
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found that LaRouche had satisfied the threshold
eligibility campaign contribution standard, but held

that LaRouche had nevertheless failed to establish final

eligibility under the standards of the statute.?

On March 29, 1984, the FEC reconsidered the

question of LaRouche's eligibility and concluded that

LaRouche was not, at that time, eligible for matching

fund payments. The FEC determined that Mr. LaRouche
would only be eligible

"contingent upon the Commission's receipt
of the outstanding balance on
Mr. LaRouche's repayment and the receipt

0 of an affidavit signed by Mr. LaRouche
that he is bound by the terms of his
b 1979 agreements . . . . If the outstanding

balance is paid and Mr. LaRouche finally
and without qualification accepts his
personal responsibilities, the Commission
would consider the audit recommendation
on his threshold eligibility for the

1984 matching payment program."

? This conclusion was based on findings that LaRouche

had failed to make a repayment to the U.S. Treasury

of $54,671.84 determined by the Commission to be repayable
from funds received for LaRouche's 1980 campaign; LaRouche
had failed to pay a $15,000 civil penalty agreed to

by his campaign committee in 1982 for the submission

of false information to the FEC, the knowing acceptance
of contributions in the names of others, and related
violations; LaRouche had failed to abide by the terms

of candidate agreements and certifications signed in

1979 binding him to the payment of any civil penalties
required to be paid in the future and any repayment

of funds subsequently required; and LaRouche had failed
to file reports during 1983 required by the Act.
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On April s. tho m miaitod tlu mttn md
contirm.d that Lanauchn had not been dntorninnd cliqible
for matching £unds and thatvhis eligibility would be
considered only after he had satisfied the enunciated
conditions. Thus, at no time pertinent to this proceeding
was LaRouche eligible for federal primary matching
funds.?

2. LaRouche Is Not Actively Campaigning
in a Number of States

LaRouche asserted in his March 20 request to
the LWVEF that he was at that time on the ballot in
only nine states. He submitted documentary evidence
to the LWVEF tending to confirm that he was on the ballot
in two of these states. There was no indication in
his submission of the size and extent of his national
campaign organization. LaRouche's request focused on
television and radio appearances the candidate had made

(discussed below).* The LWVEF Executive Committee

? It is the LWVEF's understanding that the FEC
subsequently decided on April 12, 1984, that LaRouche
is eligible to receive matching funds because he had
met the conditions imposed by the FEC.

* The request also focused on "LaRouche candidates"

for public office other than the Presidency. However
numerous the candidates for local public office running
on the LaRouche ticket, this showing does not speak

to the extent of active campaigning LaRouche himself

has undertaken to further his own Presidential candidacy.
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* ' determined that this information, along with all other
‘information available to it, did not ostabligafﬁhit

LaRouche was a significant candidate for the Democratic

Party nomination.

3. LaRouche Has Not Been Recognized by
the National Media as a Significant

Candidate Meriting Media Attention

The information provided by LaRouche on coverage

of his campaign by the national media did not evidence

a recognition by the national media of substantial voter

interest in LaRouche, nor was the vast bulk of the

coverage of a nature which would serve independently

to foster such interest.

The national broadcast coverage of the LaRouche

campaign cited in LaRouche's request consisted either

040

of paid appearances by LaRouche or of appearances provided

by networks pursuant to the FCC's "equal time"

8 d

requirements (47 C.F.R. § 73.1940) as his complaint

seems to admit.

Moreover, many of the newspaper clippings®

submitted for the LWVEF's consideration are not in fact

serious reports on LaRouche as a significant candidate

Most of the articles submitted to the LWVEF are from
local newspapers, many in relatively small towns, rather
than from publications with a national readership.




qnjoyiannnbstantiil voter interest, but rather ifi;;ifj

limited to addressing the fringe nature of the Ln#oucﬁ.j
candidacy. Phrases like "relatively obscure,"
"gystematically excluded from the political process,"
"perennial candidate," "fringe candidate," and "little-
known" dot many of the newspaper clippings submitted
to the LWVEF as evidence of the significance of the
LaRouche candidacy. Other stories deal with subjects
only peripherally related to LaRouche's campaign, such
as the history of LaRouche's troubles with the FEC;
LaRouche's pending lawsuit charging NBC with libeling
him in one of the telecasts which LaRouche now claims
verifies his significance; or LaRouche's challenge to
a Treasury Department determination that he does not

qualify for Secret Service protection.

The LWVEF reasonably determined that the LaRouche
campaign has not attracted serious national media

attention.

4. LaRouche Has Not Figured
in National Voter Polls

LaRouche's campaign director admits that
"Mr. LaRouche's name was [not] included on any national
voter poll." See Attachment D to the Affidavit of Dorothy

S. Ridings. The LWVEF's Executive Committee considered




a sample of major national opinion polls fron.anﬁgirf‘
through March and found that none of the polls inquired
specifically about Mr. LaRouche or reflected any voter

interest in him.

The FEC determined in the Commoner proceeding,
discussed above, that reliance on voter poll results
is a legitimate method of identifying significant
candidates.® The LWVEF properly determined here that
LaRouche's inability to impress major national polltakers
sufficiently to inquire about him demonstrates the low
level of voter interest in his candicacy.
S. LaRouche Is Clearly a Fringe Candidate
Who Has No Chance of Winning the
Nomination and Who Has Not Contributed
in Any Significant Way to the Development

or Discussion of Issues in the Democratic
Presidential Candidate Race

Additional indicia of the marginal nature of
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LaRouche's candidacy abound. LaRouche has participated
in only one primary election (Pennsylvania). While
official results from that primary are not available,
unofficial UPI statistics indicate that LaRouche could
not have received more than one percent of the total

votes cast.

¢ That proceeding considered the propriety of a flat
15 percent voter poll threshold showing for non-major
party candidates.




LaRouche has not qualified for Secret Service
protection under Public L&ﬁ 90431;,fuhich‘gu§horiaos

the Secretary of Treasury to furniSﬁ'thtﬂction‘tb

presidential candidates whom the Secretary, after

consulting with an advisory committee,»dotd:nines to

be "major" candidates.’

? The advisory committee (composed of the Majority
Leader of the Senate, the Minority Leader of the Senate,
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Minority

=~ Leader of the House of Representatives and one additional
mn member to be selected by the members of such committee)
determined that LaRouche did not satisfy the following
© guidelines necessary to show a major candidacy:
oy 1) the candidate has publicly announced his
O or her candidacy;
«r 2) the candidate is seriously interested in,
and actively campaigning on a national basis
c for the office for which his or her candidacy
< has been announced; and
= 3) a. the candidate has (i) qualified for and
remains qualified for matching payments
< under Sections 9031 through 9042 of
Title 26, U.S. Code in an amount of at
&< least $100,000 for the Presidential

campaign for which nomination is sought
(whether or not the candidate declines
matching funds) and (ii) has received
additional contributions totaling

$1,500,000 or more in compliance with
the Federal Election Campaign laws; or

the candidate, in two consecutive primary
elections, has received at least ten
percent of the total number of votes
cast for all candidates of the same party
for the same office in such primary
election.

[Footnote continued on following page]



LaRouche was a Presidential candidate in 1976
and was a candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination

for President in 1980. In 1976 he won only .05 percent

of the popular vote. 1In 19&0 he won only one percent

of the total votes cast in Democratic primaries. See

Congressional Quarterly, Inc., Presidential Elections

(3rd ed. 1983).

since 1789,

The LWVEF clearly operated within the permissible

bounds of its discretion in reaching its decision that

65 |

Lyndon LaRouche was not a significant candidate for

the Democratic Party's nomination for President.® That

[Footnote 7 continued from preceding page]
4) the candidate is seeking the nomination of
a party whose nominee is eligible for
protection.

' Indeed, LaRouche has conceded that he is not a
candidate for whom there is significant voter support

or interest. In the materials submitted to the LWVEF,

for example, LaRouche or his campaign workers are quoted
as saying: "He knows he won't win . . . ." (Portsmouth,
New Hampshire local newspaper, March 1984); "LaRouche
admits that he is not a front-running presidential
candidate, but said he is more interested in getting

the country 'back in shape' than winning" (Colorado
Springs Gazette Telegraph, January 20, 1984); " There

is little chance right now that LaRouche will be nominated
as the Democratic candidate, [the regional director

of LaRouche's political action committee] said, but

that is not the committee's primary interest"
(Jacksonville, Massachusetts Journal, January 13, 1984);
"[Gletting LaRouche elected is less important than
destroying Mondale's campaign. That's our first

purpose . . . ." (Waterloo, Iowa Courier, January 20,
1984).

R4040416 |




decision was made independently by the LWVEF and was
intended solely to further the LWVEF's educational

purposes in holding the debate. No partisan purpose

whatsoever was involved.

IV. CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed above, the LWVEF's

Pittsburgh debate was nonpartisan, and the LWVEF has

not violated the applicable statutory provision or the

regulation. Therefore, the FEC should take no action

6 5 2

against the LWVEF in connection with LaRouche's complaint.

Respectfully submited,

Brooksley Born

Arnold & Porter

1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

R404046 |

Attorney for the
League of Women Voters
Education Fund

Date: April 18, 1984.
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- UNITED STATES OF AMERIQA .f:'.': e
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION mrssm:_

IN RE

COMPLAINT OF THE
LaROUCHE CAMPAIGN
AGAINST THE LEAGUE
OF WOMEN VOTERS
EDUCATION FUND

AFFIDAVIT OF DOROTHY S. RIDINGS

Dorothy S. Ridings, being duly sworn, deposes

and says:

1. I am President of the League of Women Voters
of the United States (the "Leaque") and serve as Chair
of the League of Women Voters Education Fund ("LWVEF").
I have held these positions since 1982. As Chair of
the LWVEF, I have participated extensively in the
organizing and structuring of the 1984 Democratic Party
Presidential primary debates sponsored by the LWVEF.

In 1980, as First Vice-Chair and Communications Chair

of the LWVEF, I was actively involved in planning the
1980 Presidential general election debates sponsored

by the LWVEF. I understand that the LaRouche Campaign
has filed a complaint against the LWVEF with the Federal
Election Commission claiming that the LWVEF has violated
federal law in connection with its sponsorship of the

Democratic Presidential primary debate in Pittsburgh




on April S5, 1984. 1 have read the compiaipt of the
LaRouche Campaign and am iuhnitting this affidavit in
support of the LWVEE's Response thereto.

2. The League is a nationwide, nonprofit
organization, with 1300 state and local leagues operating
throughout the fifty states, the District of Columbia,
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands. The League is exempt
from federal income taxation under Section 501(c)(4)

of the Internal Revenue Code. The League has

65 4

approximately 110,000 members. The vast majority of

its members volunteer their services to the League.

The League is dedicated to promoting active and informed
participation of citizens in government. For over 60
years, the League and its state and local affiliates
have sponsored nonpartisan debates, candidate forums

and citizen education programs. In addition, the League

publishes information about candidates for elective
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office, conducts get-out-the-vote drives, and provides
demonstrations of voting machines. The League is
prohibited by its by-laws from participating or
intervening in any political campaign on behalf of any
candidate or from engaging in any other partisan political
activity, and it does not do so. The League was not

a sponsor of the Democratic Presidential primary debate
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in Pittsburgh on April 5, 1984, at issue in this case
and is not a sponsor of the 1984 series of Presidential

primary debates, which are sponsored by the LWVEF.

3. The LWVEF is a separate, nonprofit trust

established by the League in 1957 and devoted exclusively

The LWVEF is exempt from federal

to educational purposes.

income taxes under Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal

Revenue Code. As a 501(c)(3) organization, the LWVEF

is prohibited from participating or intervening in any
political campaign on behalf of any candidate and from

6 58S

engaging in any partisan political activity, and it

does not do so. Like the League, the LWVEF is dedicated
to promoting an informed electorate and encouraging
active participation in the democratic process. Since
its founding in 1957, the LWVEF has sponsored a variety
of nonpartisan candidate debates and forums. For example,

in 1976 the LWVEF sponsored four Democratic Party

3404046 |

Presidential primary debates, one Vice-Presidential

and three Presidential general

general election debate,

election debates. In 1980, the LWVEF sponsored three

Republican Party Presidential primary debates and two

During the 1984

Presidential general election debates.

election season the LWVEF will sponsor two series of

Presidential candidate debates. The LWVEF will sponsor
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" a series of Democratic P.rty Preaidnntial prtmnrr dobntci.ff;ﬂ

The LWVEF will also sponsor a Proaidontial q.nntll
election debate series. Debates at the primary level
have already taken place in Manchester, New Hampshire

on February 23, 1984, in Atlanta, Georgia on March 11,
1984, and in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984..
At least one additional primary debate is scheduled

to take place in Texas. The purpose of these debates

is to stimulate voter interest in the election and to
help the American voters make an informed decision by
giving the significant national candidates an opportunity

to present their positions on the issues to the voters.

4. In June 1983, the Board of Trustees of the
LWVEF discussed its sponsorship of the 1984 Democratic
Party Presidential primary debate series. The Board
intended the debates to help the voters make an informed
choice in the primary elections by bringing together
the significant national candidates for the Democratic
Party's Presidential nomination and to increase public
awareness and knowledge of the significant Democratic
Party candidates. The debates were scheduled to coincide
with what the LWVEF considered to be important dates
in the Democratic Party's nominating process. The Board

considered a variety of proposals for structuring these
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_debates. The Board also discussed possible critdrid‘“ 
for the selection of significant candidates to parttcipatdi‘"

in these debates. Thereafter, certain members of the

Board and the staff of the LWVEF drafted the selection

criteria agreed upon.

S. At the September 1983 meeting of the LWVEF

Board of Trustees, the Board formally adopted and ratified
the "1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection
Criteria," a copy of which is attached to this affidavit
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as Attachment A. The sole objective of the Board in

adopting these selection criteria was to structure the

4 6 |

debates so as to further the nonpartisan educational

purposes of the debates while at the same time complying
fully with the regulations promulgated by the Federal

Election Commission concerning such debates.

R4 040

6. The three basic criteria for selection adopted

by the LWVEF were:

a. The candidate must have made a public

announcement of his or her intention to run for the

Democratic Party's nomination for President.

b. The candidate must be legally qualified to

hold the office of President.
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c. The candidate must be a significant dii;diduto_

for the Democratic Party's nomination for President.

The first two criteria were designed to insure
that each participant in the debate is, in fact, a bona
fide candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination.
The third criterion seeks to determine whether there
is sufficient voter interest in a candidate to justify

his or her participation in the debate.

7. The LWVEF considers this third criterion
to be particularly important. Experience has demonstrated
that the larger the number of participants in a debate,
the less time available to each participant to express
his or her positions on the issues and the less time
available for meaningful interchange between candidates
in whom the voters have a substantial interest. Thus,
the LWVEF determined that, in order most effectively
to further the educational purposes of the debates,
it was necessary to limit the participants in its debates
to significant candidates for the Democratic Party

nomination.

8. In adopting this criterion, the LWVEF explained

its reasons in this way:




"The League's goal of fostering voter
education and participation in the
electoral process is furthered by inviting
to debate only candidates in whom a
substantial number of voters has an
interest. 1Inclusion of candidates in
whom there is little voter interest would
result in debates that are too long or
that do not provide sufficient time for
the meaningful expression of views by
significant candidates. Accordingly,

the League has chosen to limit
participation in its 1984 Democratic
primary Debates to candidates who present
a significant national candidacy for

the Democratic nomination for President."

1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

6 59

Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection

Criteria at 1.

9. In assessing whether a candidate is a
significant candidate, the LWVEF resolved to consider

a number of factors including the following:

0
b
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Eligibility for matching payments under the

q

A

Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account

Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96);

Active campaigning in a number of states;

Recognition by the national media as a

candidate meriting media attention; and
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1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

,gg!sidential Primary Debates Participant Selection

Criteria at 1-2.

10. The LWVEF believes that these factors are
accurate indicators of voter interest in, and support
of, a particular candidate. For example, recognition

by the national media as a serious candidate is usually

6 60

a good measure of the level of public interest in a
candidate's campaign. Similarly, voter polls offer

a good measure of the public support for a particular
candidate. The LWVEF in its selection criteria also
recognizes that there are other factors that may be
relevant to a candidate's significance. The LWVEF

considers all evidence available to it that may be
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relevant to a candidate's significance, including evidence
submitted by a candidate in support of a request for

participation in a LWVEF sponsored debate.

11. 1In accordance with the foregoing selection
criteria, the LWVEF extended invitations to Walter
Mondale, Gary Hart, Reubin Askew, Alan Cranston, Ernest

Hollings, John Glenn, George McGovern and Jesse Jackson
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to participate in the series of Democratic Pruidontiul :

primary debates to be sponsored by the LWVEF -- the
first debate to take place in Manchester, New Hampshire
on February 23, 1984. The decision by the LWVEF to
extend invitations to Messrs. Mondale, Hart, Askew,
Cranston, Hollings, Glenn, McGovern, and Jackson

was not intended by the LWVEF to promote or advance
one candidate over another, but was made solely for
the purpose of furthering the nonpartisan, educational
goals of the LWVEF.

12. Messrs. Askew, Cranston, Hollings, McGovern
and Glenn subsequently withdrew from the race for the
Democratic nomination leaving Messrs. Mondale, Hart
and Jackson as the only candidates invited to participate

in the debate in Pittsburgh on April 5, 1984.

13. In January 1984, the LWVEF received a request
from the LaRouche Campaign that Lyndon H. LaRouche,
Jr. be permitted to participate in the LWVEF-sponsored
debate in New Hampshire. 1In response to that request,
the LWVEF asked the LaRouche Campaign to supply
documentation in support of its contention that
Mr. LaRouche was a significant candidate for the
Democratic nomination. On February 6, 1984, the LaRouche

Campaign tendered to the League written information
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on the LaRouche candidacy and assorted docuh@ﬁtgfxﬁf
material. The documentary material conﬁiatod bt?t@d@ral
Election Commission records pertinent to Mr. LaRouche's
efforts to be certified by the FEC as eligible foi Federal
Primary Matching Funds and copies of newspaper articles
about the candidate. A copy of the LaRouche Campaign's
February 6, 1984 letter to the LWVEF and accompanying
material is attached hereto as Attachment B. After
considering these materials and other information
available to the LWVEF concerning the LaRouche candidacy,
the LWVEF Executive Committee which had been authorized
by the Board of Trustees to consider such requests
unanimously determined that Mr. LaRouche was not a
significant candidate for the Democratic nomination

and thus not eligible to participate in the New Hampshire
debate. A letter was sent to the LaRouche Campaign
informing it of the LWVEF's determination and enumerating
several of the factors that it had considered in reaching
this decision. A copy of that letter is attached hereto

as Attachment C.

14. On March 20, 1984, the LWVEF received a
letter from the LaRouche Campaign requesting that
Mr. LaRouche be permitted to participate in the LWVEF

debate in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on April 5, 1984.
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This letter was accohpnﬁ1¢d3by‘a&ditibnai niwdpiﬁir“ﬁvr b

clippings, information on broadcast media aﬁpdirahcel"
by Mr. LaRouche and a conputéri:ed fund‘raisinq report.
A copy of the March 20, 1984 letter to the LWVEF and

accompanying material are attached hereto as Attachment D.

15. On March 27, 1984, the LWVEF Executive
Committee considered the LaRouche request. The Committee
reviewed the materials submitted by the LaRouche Campaign
in support of its request and other information available
to it and again considered whether Mr. LaRouche's
candidacy satisfied the LWVEF selection criteria. The
Committee again unanimously concluded that Mr. LaRouche
was not a significant candidate for the Democratic Party
nomination and was thus not eligible to participate

in the Pittsburgh debate.

16. In assessing the significance of
Mr. LaRouche's candidacy, the Committee examined the
factors enumerated in the LWVEF selection criteria as

they related to Mr. LaRouche.

17. Eligibility for Matching Payments

The Committee noted that the Federal Election
Commission had not found Mr. LaRouche eligible for

Presidential primary matching funds.




18. Active c!ggaigging:"

The Committee noted that by Mr. LaRouche's own

admission he was on the primary ballots in only nine

The LWVEF's Executive Committee determined

states .

that the information submitted by the LaRouche Campaign

relating to active campaigning, together with all other

information available to the Committee, did not establish

that Mr. LaRouche was a significant candidate for the

Democratic Party nomination.

19. Recognition by the National Media

The limited coverage of Mr. LaRouche by the

national media generally did not treat him as a serious

candidate but tended to emphasize that Mr. LaRouche

was a fringe candidate. Indeed, much of the media's

coverage of Mr. LaRouche related, not to his campaign

4040

for President, but to his litigation and disputes with

the National Broadcasting Company, the Federal Election

Commission, Secretary of the Treasury Donald Regan and

others. The Committee concluded that, overall, the

national media's coverage of the LaRouche Campaign was

insubstantial, particularly when compared to its coverage

of the campaigns of Messrs. Mondale, Hart and Jackson.
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20. Other Encgogi

The Committee found that Mr. LaRouche's failure

to generate substantial voter support as measured'by

national voter polls also indicated that Mr. LaRouche

The LWVEF consulted

was not a significant candidate.
several national public opinion polls published during

the three months immediately preceding the Pittsburgh

debate. Among the polls consulted were a year-end poll

conducted by ABC News; a CBS/New York Times Poll of
January, 1984; a Gallup Poll of February 16, 1984; a

6 65

Lou Harris Survey of February 20, 1984; a National Public

Radio/Harris Poll of February 28, 1984; a Harris Survey
of March 5, 1984; a Gallup Poll of March 7, 1984 and
a New York Times Poll of March 27, 1984. None of the

polls consulted by the LWVEF even mentioned Mr. LaRouche

N40416 |

as a candidate. Thus, each of these knowledgeable,

,’3

experienced poll-takers apparently determined that

1

Mr. LaRouche was not a sufficiently significant candidate

to merit inclusion in their polls.

21. 1In the New York Times/CBS Poll of March 27,

1984, published just nine days before the Pittsburgh

debate, the poll-takers interviewed 429 Democratic primary

voters. Ninety-two percent of these voters expressed

a preference for Mr. Mondale, Mr. Hart or Mr. Jackson.
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Accordiﬁﬁftb“ﬁdlm clyﬁor;vhnad of thg ﬂgw'Y6rk Times

polling unit, only-ong percent of the ﬁeraon- interviewed
said they would vote for a candidate othor than Mondale,
Hart or Jackson. Mr. Clymer also reported to the LWVEF
that he was unaware of anyone polled who expressed a
preference for Mr. LaRouche. This information was further
evidence that Mr. LaRouche's campaign lacked significant

voter support.

22. In assessing the significance of the LaRouche
candidacy, the Committee also noted that the Secretary
of the Treasury had determined that Mr. LaRouche was
not a "major" candidate who qualified for Secret Service
protection and that Mr. LaRouche had not had significant

voter support in prior Presidential elections.

23. On March 30, 1984, the LWVEF informed the
LaRouche Campaign of its determination that Mr. LaRouche
was not a significant candidate and would therefore
not be invited to participate in the April 5, 1984 debate

in Pittsburgh.

24. The LWVEF's decision not to invite
Mr. LaRouche was based solely on the LWVEF's
determination -- in accordance with its selection

criteria ~-- that Mr. LaRouche was not a significant
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candidate for the Democratic Presidential nomination
and therefore that his partldipution would not further
the educational purposes ot'tﬁe"débate. The LWVEF's
decision not to invite Mr. LaRouche was made by the
LWVEF alone. It was not affected or influenced in any
way by the positions or views of any candidate or any
political party. The LWVEF continues to believe that
the public will not be best served by including non-
significant candidates, such as Mr. LaRouche, in the
LWVEF-sponsored debates. It is the opinion of the LWVEF
that inclusion would simply frustrate the educational

and nonpartisan purposes of the debates.

25. Mr. LaRouche has participated in only one
primary election: the Pennsylvania primary. While
official results from the Pennsylvania primary are not
yet available, unofficial UPI statistics indicate that
approximately 99% of the primary voters in Pennsylvania
voted for Mr. Mondale, Mr. Hart, or Mr. Jackson. Thus,
Mr. LaRouche could not have received more than one percent
of the total votes cast in Pennsylvania. Mr. LaRouche's
showing in Pennsylvania was similar to his showing as X\
a Presidential candidate in 1976 and 1980. In 1976,

Mr. LaRouche was a candidate for the Presidency in the

general election but garnered only .05 percent of the
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' _--pnpuhr»-.vm §gg ‘Congressional Quarterly, Inc.,
_"f"tux Elections since 1789 (3rd Ed. 1983). In
1980, ur. LaRouche was a candidate for the Democratic

‘mination for President and captured only one percent

of the tottl votes cast in 1d.

Dorothy §. Ridings '

District of Columbia, ss:

Sworn to and subscribed before me this [ﬂ"‘ day

Notary P

My Commission Exgires Jubnl, 1986,
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1984 LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION PUND
DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DEBATES

PARTICIPQNT SELECTION CRITERIA

i b The League,of Women Voters Education Fund w£11 spoaser
during the 1984 election seascon 2 series of primary debates anbnql
significant candidates for the Democratic Party's nominatiea fer -
President. ' The: purpose of these debates is to educate the
nation's eleczorate in a nonpartisan manner about the izsues ia
the 1984 Presidential campaign and about the positions of
' candidateées on these issues and to stimulate iacreased voter

tn:o:est and parce xcipation in the electcral process.

] :"'%\

The League's goal of fostariag voter educatien and
pa::ic-pae.on in the electoral orocess is furthered by {avitin .
o Cedats enly sandidates ia whcm a substantial aunper of vcte:s
has an interest. Inclusion of candidates in whom there is liczle
voter interest would resul:t in debatas that are too long or that -
40 not provide sufficient time for the meaniagul expression of
views by siqa; £icant candidates. Accordingly, the Leacgue has
cacsen 29 iimic ﬂar:.ci;a:-on ia izs .984 Cemocractic zrizary
Depatss :to cancifates who present a s;gax!zcan sational
Fandidacy for the Democratic nomination for President.

670

~ Candidates who neet the £ollowiag criteria will be iavited
to particizate in the League's 1984 Democratic primary deoates:

6

g

1. : The candidate' must have made a public anaouncement of
his or her intention to run for the Democratic Parsy's aomizzsicn
for ?resident. . L

2. The canéidace. must te lezally gualified o hold the
office of Presidenc. -

R 4040

3. The canédiiata ausc
Teaccratic Party's nominacion

Ia assessiag the sx:nxfi»ance of a candidacy, the Leacue
will consider a number of factors iacluding the ‘ollowxﬂg.

== Bligibility !o: match;ng pavments under the
Presidential Primary Macching Payment Accsunt
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion °
furthers the identification of significant
candidates by focusing on those candidates who .
are significant enough to solxczt. and nave
sufficient voter suppor: to receive,
contributions from a number of persons ‘in a

1
\l
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number of scates,

Active campaigning .in a numbe: of states for thti

Szicesisn i3 an approgciaca ccasideracticon a2

6
'
‘l

)

Democratic Party's memination. Candidates who
have established an active campaign presence in
several different states may pose a signifient
national candidacy for the Democratic
Presidential nomination. A candidate's ct!o:ts
to be. named on primary ballots, his or her
fundraising activities, the axcent of the
candidate's campaign organization, the amount of
his ar her ‘campaign appearances, as well as any
otier factors- *vidcnc-aq sypstanctial campaiszn
acsivity, may de considered.

Recsgniction by zhe aacienal =edia as a candidace
meriting media acs ion. Siace media coverace
of ,a::icula: candiéa:ss By aajor aewspapers and
televizion netdo:xs tends =2 avidence a '
cecognizion by = nas -onal a2edia of sussctantial
70=es interess xa a cancéidste and serves
{2desendencly =2 Isster za-“ n=arasT. =ty

dezermining 2@ si1cnidicsance o2 SATTiSHlaY
cAzdilatas {2 She zacziczal camgsalsn.

thezr factors. The Leacue zay 2cnsider such szher
factors that in the Leacue's gocd faith ijudcment
may srovide substantive evidence of naticnwide
wetar iaterest in a candidace, such as <=he

axtant of caagaign santrsibusicsas and zazizaal
TCcTer 0.l ce=sults.







Mel Klenetsky . R "
National Campaign Director : Pebruary 6, 1984
Edward Spannaus :

Treasurer

Karen Voight
Project Manager
1984 Presidential Debates
League of Women Voters
1730 M Street N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Ms. Voight:

6 7 3

On January 13, I dispatched a telegram to the League of

Women Voters soliciting an invitation for Mr. Lyndon H.
LaRouche, Jr. to participate in the Democratic presidential
candidates’' debate in Manchester, New Banéohiro on rebru&ry
23; In reséonae to your leitot of January 26, please consider

this letter and enclosures as the supporting material referred

34040496 |

to in my January 13 telegram.

This documentation of the campaign activity of and popular

support for(&he LaRouche Campaign (T.L.C.) should be sufficient

to satisfy the “significant candidate” criteria elaborated in

the 1984 League of Women Voters Education Fund Democratic

Presidential Primary Debates Participant Selection Criteria.

In the League's Participant Selection Criteria, there are

several factors which are considered in the determination of a

significant candidate. These factors are addressed Selow.




" on peoanble 30, Lssa, r.n.c. -nd. 1&- _2_.-ho14 aatchinq'tuuat
000 to the Fedéral i &

submission amounting to more ‘than 3123.

The F.E.C.'s own Audit Division upheld

_Election Commission.
the validity of nearly 99% otytno individual contributions

contained in the threshold submission, which I believe from a

strict accounting standpoint makes the 1984 T.L.C. submission

one of the best ever received by the P.E.C. I have enclosed a

copy of the Audit Division's Bligibility Report.
Despite the Audit Division ropoit. the F.E.C. General

Counsel's office recommended against certification because of

6 7 4

certain problems stemming from Mr. LaRouche's 1980 presidential

campaign. On January 26, the F.E.C. made an initial

6

determination against certification on the basis of the General

Counsel's recommendations. The matter is still pending before

the FP.E.C. as well as pending in the D.C. Circuit court where

The LaRouche Campaign brought a petition to review the

Commission's ultra vires actions.

84040

The one critical point which is not disputed by the F.E.C.

is the per se validity of the 1984 T.L.C. theshold submission

as indicated by the Audit Division Eligibility Report. The

Audit Division report demonstrates the LaRouche candidacy is

"significant enough to solicit, and have sufficient voter

support to receive, contributions from a number 5f persons in a

naumber of states." By the LWV's own standards, Mr. LaRouche

qualifies as a significant candidate on this point.

1984, March Fong

Furthermore, I note that on February 1,

selected

Eu, the Secretary of State in the State of California,




nr. unoueh- !or tho prnithntinl. priury bnuot in eh. i
ination‘c lo.t~pupuloaa ntct.. In California, tho s.arctary o!
Stgt- selects tor the primary ballot those candidates who are
. generally advocatod for or recognized in the United States or
within the state. This statutory criteria is similar to the
League's criteria for significant candidacy.

On the question of matching funds, she said Mr. LaRouche
has met iho qualification requirements for matching funds even
though the F.E.C. has not approved the money. Clearly, the
Secretary of State regarded the Audit Division report as

determinative of the issue. I am enclosing two articles from

675

Los Angeles newspapers which encapsulate the Secretary's

decision.

0
-

2. Active Campaigning in a Number of States for the

Democratic Party's nomination. As the enclosed Los Angeles

Times states, Secretary Eu also decided favorably with rasspect

N 40

to the LaRouche candidacy because Mr. LaRouche is "campaigning

actively around the country.” As National Campaign Director, I

R 4

" have personally traveled to several states to talk to
supporters, news media, and the general public about LaRouche's
presidential campaign. Several other LaRouche campaign
advisors have traveled to various states and appeared on
.national media broadcasts as well. This past week, Criton
Zoakos, a principal LaRouche foreign policy advisor, debated

Major Robert Bowman and General Daniel Graham on critical
-3-
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The “active caﬂpaigning standnrd is also used by hh.

.-ajor radio and tclovisiou*u‘tworka to determine national

presidential candidacies for purposes of the PFederal
Communications Act. See 47 C.P.R. 73.1940(a)(4)-(5). All

three major television networks presently consider Lyndon

' LaRouche to qualify as a national candidate under this

regulation.

One of the critical indicia of active campaigning is the
fundraising of activities of the campaign. T.L.C. has raised
over $500,000 from contributors residing in every state as well
as the District of Calgnbia and Puerto Rico. Most of this

money was raised in the last two moanths of the campaign, a

. record which compares favorably with the rest of the Democratic

candidates in the field. 1In fact, based upon the amount of
money raised recently, the level of volunteers carrying out
campaign activity, and the number of candidates recruited to
run for federal, state, and local office as LaRouche Democrats
(see below), I believe the LaRouche candidacy is the fastest
growing presidential campaign in the nation.

Mr. LaRouche recognizes that the U.S. President is not
just answerable to the American voters, but must be a world
statesman as well. Following his September 26 announcement of
candidacy, he journeyed to the Far East and Europe for
consultation with political, military, and business leaders in
that part of the world. Upon his return to the United States,

-4-
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u: LaRouche addrollnd a ltnt nqkn!‘ i __rtenn Agricnlhurll?
Movement on November 13.v¢d _gv;“jj1 uee 1nq wna ‘attended by

over 100 £a:iors~:bpronqnein§ L$ p£§th;’ He dolivorod the

. keynote address at the Y.lt‘.ﬁd?...tiﬁg‘°£-! major poltical

.action committee. Since returning to the United States,

LaRouche has appeared on radio prqgraiq"in twenty-five states
as part of his campaign. He presently does an average of three
or four radio programs per day.

The LaRouche Campaign distributes press releases to every
state in the Union (several press releases and flyers are
énclosod).‘ T.L.C. voluntesars have done -aa? leafletting of
ca-paign.flyoro and conducted well-attended campaign meetings
in most of the major urban areas in the country. T.L.C. is
seeking to place Mr. LaRouche's name on the ballot in several
primary states around the nation. Besides California, LaRouche
has filed petitions in Ponn@ylvania and Ohio. We also expect
to be on the ballot in West Virginia, New Jersey, South Dakota,
North Dakota, Oregon, Nebraska, Maryland, Indiana, New Mexico,
and North Carolina. Further, the campaign will participate in
several caucus states, although the exact number is yet to be
determined.

The targetted T.L.C. states amount to over forty per cent
of the total delegates to the Democratic National Convention.
A substantial LaRouche vote in each of the targetted states
will give Mr. LaRouche ; significant percentage of delegates
going into the July convention.

-5~
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ious ooottou. Hr. Lnlbuche has appoa:cd on tho radto 1n:

‘twcnty-!ivo :tntos. within th- last month, thdlc raato

. appearances have increased to three or four appontancns per

day. cglpaign advinori-such as myself and Criton ibakos have
also appoarod on several tadio ptograns to promote the LaRouche
candidacy. .

" Purther, Mr. LaRouche has been featured on several
television programs. On January 30, 1984, the NBC Nightly N;wa
did a five minute segment on LaRouche. He appeared on the
February 1, 1984 broadcast of the Cable News Network's popular
program “Crossfire.” He was also the guest of Warren Saunders
on the Chicago NBC affiliate on January 29. NBC's Pirst Camera
is currently preparing a major story on LaRouche.

Mr. LaRouche has delivered two major nationwide addresses

on network television. On January 21, his half-hour address

'concerning strategic and defense issues was broadcast by CBS at

3:30 P.M. This was followed by another half-hour LaRouche
broadcast on the American economy aired on ABC at 3 P.M. (EST),
Febtuary‘4.

The major print media have also covered Mr. LaRouche's
campaign, including articles and wire releases in the New York
Times, the Washington Post, the San Francisco Examiner, the Los
Angeles Times, the Seattle Post-Intelligencer, and the Kansas
City Star. There have been numerous articles in smaller
newspapers in various parts of the country (a few samples of

press clippings, both laudatory and antagonistic, are




The February 6, 1984 ddition of New R.publxc‘;4*7

' enclosed).

teaturcd an article by Peter Spiro on the LaRouche preoid.aktnl

bid, which describes the fundraising and electoral capabilitton

.of LaRouche's political organization as follows:

“During his last two Presidential candidacies,
LaRouche bought several half-hours of prime-time netowrk
television; he started off this campaign with a $210,000
Saturday night slot on CBS on January 21. As his
political arm, the National Democratic Policy Committee
ran over five hundred candidates for municipal and state
offices in 1983. It has captured seats on several local
Democratic committees, and has polled as much as 30
percent in Democratic Congressional primaries. On more
than seventy-five occasions, represeantatives froam
LaRouche's various affiliate organizations have testified
before Congressional committees on subjects as varied as
the Panama Canal treaties, the Global 2000 report, the
defense budget, and the confirmation of such officials as
Cyrus Vance and Andrew Young (against), and James Watt and.
Anne Gorsuch (in favor)."

67 9

While Spiro's article is certainly not favorable, he concedes

1 6 |

the point: LaRouche is a significant candidate for the

nomination.
International and foreign-language publications have also

covered Mr. LaRouche's presidential campaign. On January 21,

R4040

1984, Diario Las Americas featured an article on LaRouche's

Other

address to the nation on CBS teievision.

Spanish-language newspapers nhave featured articles on LaRouche,

such as E1 Mundo and El Universal in_Caracas. Venezuela. 1In

November, Isvestia, the official journal of the Soviet

Also,

governament, denounced LaRouche's presidential candidacy.

in November, Minute, a major French-language publication,

praised the military and defense policies articulated by

Last Priday, the largest press

LaRouche in his campaign.

-7=




tgoncy in the workn. Aacnco !rannn Prnlno, dlapntchod a uajat
‘release on LaRouche' s prctidontial hid. TR

'4.0ther factors. The one additioual tactor whtch you

. _ohould consider is tfo-nndouo growth of Mr. LaRouche's
Democratic Phtty constituency. As you are probably aware, Mr.
LaRouche was a 1980 presidential candidate who received
matching funds and appeared on network television several times
- four years ago. Since the 1980 campaign, Mr. LaRouche has
multiplied his support and influence within the Democratic
Party and the nation exponentially.

Following the 1980 campaign, LaRouche supporters founded a
political action committee called the National Democratic
Policy Committee (P.E.C. Registration #C00136531). The
N.D.P.C. is ptincipall} coﬁposed of ordinary American citizéns
from every Stats in the Union and now totals 26,000 members.
Mr. LaRouche is the chairman emeritus of the N.D.P.C.'s
Advisory Board.

As an integral part of his presidential campaign, Mr.
LaRouche has called upon N.D.P.C. members and other citizens
who support the LaRouche presidential platform to run for
local, state, or federal bffice (see letter on the back of the
enclosed "LaRouche Places His Name in Nomination"). The
aforementioned Spiro article accuratelf claims there were over
500 LaRouche Democratic candidates for public office in 1983.

The number of U.S. citizens who are avowedly running for
office as LaRouche Democrats is in the first moanth of 1984 many
times larger than the entirety of the 1983 slate. This year

-8-
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;fbthc Lanbuchc eaudidatls novonnn: han alroady rocruieod ov-:
'4 2.500 candidatol and ixpccts to tilo 10,000 ctndidutos

nationwide for va:tqus ottieoa around the country. This i- a

. showing of support from officeseekers which can be matched by

very few other Democratic presidential prospects.
I upocifically request you promptly consider this matter
as the Manchester debate is less than three weeks away. If you

have any hnostions. please contact me at (212) 247-8820.

Regar ds,

Mat. flonBZ,

Mel Klenetsky
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' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. O €. 2048)

ELIGIBILITY REPORT
or THE
AODIT DIVISION
FOR
MR. LINDON H. LAROUCHE, JR.
THE LAROUCHE CAMPAIGN

, Por a Candidate seeking to become eligible to receive
Presidential primary matching fund payments, 26 U.S.C. 9033(a)
and (b) and 1l C.P.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 set forth a series of
agreements and certifications which must be executed by a
Candidate and to which the Candidats and any of the Candidate's
authorized committees will comply as a condition to receiving
payments from the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
under 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 11 C.P.R. 9037.1. In additiomn, 1l
C.P.R. 9036.1(b) requires the Candidate and Committee to submit
a Threshold Submission, prepared in accordance with the
. Commission's Gnide;;g for P;;sgg%igigg in gﬁ%% 05635, wvhich
documents that matcnable contr ons exc -] 00 have been
octiv.d from residents of at least 20 States, which with :.spoct
to any one cnn:zibutot. do not exceed $250.

On December 30, 1983, Mr. Lyndon E. LaRouche, Jr. submitted
a Letter of Candidatc Agreenents and Certifications specified by
11 C.FP.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 which was accompanied by an
additional letter from Mr. LaRouche. Although the Letter of
Candidate Agreements and Certifications submitted by Mc.
LaRouche was prepared in the suggested format as contained in the
Commission's Guideline for Presentation in Good Order, and,
contains all requirements as specified at 1l C.F.R. 9033.1 and
9033.2, the Audit Division referred the matter regarding Mr.
LaRouche's accompanying letter to the Office of General Counsel
on January 3, 1984. (See Audit memorandum at Attachment 1 in
which copies of Mr. LaRouche's letters are included). The Audit
Division's memorandum requested an opinion as to whether or not
Mr. LaRouche's accompanying letter would have any impact on the
acceptance of the Candidate Agreements and Certifications. The
memorandum also noted the ocutstanding repayment from Mr.
LaRouche's 1980 candidacy and an unpaid civil penalty. These
issues are being addressed by the Office of General Counsel in a
separate memorandum (Agenda Document $#84-12, dated January 13,
1984). Therefore, this Eligibility Report ocmits any statement by
the Audit Division regarding whether or not the requirements of
11 C.P.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 have been met by Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign.

0 0150.
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On nncuho: 30. 1"3. u mnaou Sub-:l.utou wvas alse

- presented by The : ign m Audit Division :nimnd

the Thresho “based upen the information and _
ion, has verified ew:

matchable coat:i.mtm - have beer received us at

least 20 States. (See Luuug quu. m States at Attachment

II). '

Because of the open “n zegacding compliance of Mz.
Lyndon BE. LaRouche, Je. with 1l C.P.R. 9033 1 lﬂd 9033.2, the
Audit Division is making no rceccmmendation to the Commission

regaczding an eligibility determination for Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign. -

In the event the Commission finds Mr. LaRouche and The
LaRouche Campaign to be eligible to receive presidential primary
matching fund payments, we would recommend the proposed Notice to -
the Candidate at Attachment III be sent, together with a Notice
of Bligibility and, pursuant to 1l C.P.R. 9036.1l(¢c)(2), a
Cectification for an initial payment of $100,000.00 to the
Secretary of the Treasury. (See Attachments IV and V).




LAROUCEE, JR./TEE LAROUCEE cnm:d

«

0 Attached ‘is a copy of the lettes subnitted pursuant to 1l
~C.?.R. 9033.1 and 9033.2 gg yndon E. LaRouche, Jr./The LaRouche
“Campaign on December 30, 1983 (see Attachment 1). (A Threshold

OSubmission was also presentesd oa that date). ;

The Audit Division has reviewed the Letter of Candidate
oAgreenents and Cectifications for compliance vwith the
requirements noted above. AS it wvas prepazed in the Commission
Tsuggested format, we considu: the lettsr to be complete, and
c therefore, to require no additional information. We do, however,
:equest an ocpinion frem your office regarding an accompanying
T letter from Mr. LaRouche (at Attathment 2) as to whether or not
«:1t should have any impact on the acceptancs of the 9033 Letter as.

ccumplete.

Finally, we note that a repayment of $54,671.84 remains
outstanding from Mr. LaRouche's 1980 candidacy, together with a
$15,000 unpaid civil penalty (refer to Civil Action No. 83-0373).

-

I the:c are questions regarding this matter, please contact
Patricia Schering or Russ Bruner at 523-413S5.

\

Attachments as stated




Decazber 30, 1583

fedezal nuc ion Coamigsion
1328 K Stceet, ¥.W.
jashiagton, D.C. 20463

Jaz M. Chairmans

As a euuud.a:o sesking to beccns eligidle to :-eciv.
zesidential primary matching funds, I cctitv and agzee to the
Ssllowing provisions: .

. T. I am sesking the ncmination of the Dexzocratic Party
fz election to the O0ffice cf Presidest in mcre than cne
state. I and/cr my authorized committse(s) have recsived
batchthlc contributions which in the aggTegate exceed $5,000

zom residents of each of at least twan tatas vhich with
cespect to ;ny one person &0 not c:eud 250.00.

b b > ) - a.:ul/ or antho:iz.d cemmittee(s) have not
-‘necuzzed and will not uca: qualified campaigz expenses in
izcess of the oxpcad.ieu. limnitations prescrided dy 26 U.S.C.
Qe=. 9035 and 11 C.T.R. Part 903S.

.

’

III. 1I ackaowledge that T have the dDurden of proving
Qhat disbursezeats z=ade bV ne and any of >4 authorized -
quttu(s) or agexnts are gualified campaign expenses as
iefined at 11l C.F.R. 9032.9.

(=

~ IV. I and my authorizasd kcmz.f.cc(s) will comply wisth
““he docunentation :equ:.:mnts set forth ian 1l C.F.R. Sec.
c#033.11. :

V. Upon the request of the Co=missican, I will supply an
ixplanation of the connection between any disbursszeat zade dy
ie or 3Y¥ authorized committee(s) and the campaign as prescribed
5y 11 C.F.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(3).

VI. Ia accordance with 1l C.P.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(4), I-
ind py authorized coumittee(s) agree to keep and fuznish to the
ozmmission all documentation for matching fund submissiomns, any
ooks, records (includind bank records for all accounts) and
supportiang docuxzentation and other infor=ation that the

lomnissicn 3ay Tequest. 0 05[53

VII. As provided at 1l C.F.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(5), I and
ay authorized committee(s) agree to kee» and furnish to the
-ommission all documentation relating to disbursements and
teceipts including any books, records (including bank records




for all accounts), all documentation reguired by this nct;i"‘: :
ineldding those requiced to be maintained under 11 C.T.R.. =
9033.11, and other ianformation that the Commission may :oqu. SR

. VIII. 1Ia accordance with 26 U.S.C. Sec. 9038 and 11
c.F.R. Sec. 9033.1(b)(6), I and my authorized comaittee(s)
shall ;c:nit an audit and examinatioa puzsuant to 1l C.F.R.
|Pazt 9038 of all zeceipts and disbursements, includiag those
{sade BY ms, all authorized committee(s) and aay agent or person
‘authorized to make expenditures oa my behalf or & behalf of =y
authorized committee(s). I and my authorized committes(s)
shall facilitate the audit by ‘making available ia one ceantral
location, office spacs, records and such personnel as arce
aecessary to ccnduct the audit and exzamination, and shall pay
any asounts requized to be repaid under 1ll C.P.R. Pazts 9038
aad 9039.-

N

(20), T and my authcrized committee(s) will: () prepace
coatching fund submissions in accordance with the Federal

Zlection Commissicn's Guideline for Presentation in Good Order:
—(3) ee=ply with the applicadble requirsments of 2 U.S.C. Sec.
o%ll et seg.: 26 U.S.C. Sec. 9031 et seg. and the Commission's

csgulations at 1l C.F.R. Parts 100-11S, azd 9031-9039; (C) pay
Tany civil penalties included in a conciliation agTeement

izposed undez 2 U.S.C. Sec. 437g agaiast zyself, any of zy

an..hc:‘zcd céanittee(s) or any agent thereocZ.
0 o

%, ?u:sua.ne to 1l C.F.R. Sec. 9033.1L(5)(7), the person

Ciisted below is entitled to zecaiva patching fund payments on
~3v benals which will be depositéd into the listed depository
c’-.-'nic':x I have designated as the campaicn depository.

iu:hé:izad Person: Edward Spannaus
P.O. Bex 21350, G®
New York, NY¥ 10116

‘esignated Depcsitory: Chemical Bank
A 970 Eighth Avenue
New York, NY 10019

N\

\ vours, '

/// /} /.a/:

/LV'zdcn 2. LaPouche, Jr.

-2- 0 0154




Dece=%a= 30, 1983

dezal Election Commission
28 K Stzeet N.W.

war Mr. Quairman:

Eaclosed please f£ind the matching 2fund ehéuhol.d
ibmission of The lLaRouche Canpaign, ané the Letter of
indicdate and Committee Certifications ant Agreemsnts.

The Letter of Candidate and Commitiee Certifications and
;ceements is as stipulated in 1l C.Z.R. Sec. 9033.1 and
333.2 (48 FR 5235, TFeb. 4, 1983, 48 FR 14347, apz. 4, 1983;
N FR 16237, Apr. 1S, 1983). It is my uniecstanding in
ecuting the Letter that nothing containsd theceizn shall be
strzued as a2 derogation or waiver of arr cights, privileges,
& zenedies pertaining to e or my authorized cc=aittee(s)
ader the Tedezal ERlection Campaign Azt, the Presidential
“timary Matching Funi Payment Account aAct, the United States
oastitution, oz other laws, including ths zight to legally
hZallenge regulations, interpretaticns of cegulations and
Tegulatozry practices by the FEC which a=ze inconsistent with or
ntrary to the underlyiang statutes, othec laws o the United
cates Constitution. It is also my wdezstaxding that the
Tecms and conditicns of the certifications and acTteensnts will
= applied and enforced egually by the TEIC acainst all
Tesidential candidates and committees sacticipating in the
matching funds 3rogram. i .

o« If there are any questions conce==ing this submission,
lease contact Edward Spannaus, the ttsaszrer of The lLaRouche
:azpaign or Odia P. Anderson, counsel t© The Laouche Campaign.

Very tzruly youcs,

byt Y filee

'/4.;:ndcn H. LaRouche, Jz.




sScate

Alaska
Alabama
Arizona
California
Colorado A
Connecticut
Plocida
Illiacis
Indiana
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
New Jersey
New York
Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon

Pennsylvania .

Texas
vizginia
Washington

Verified Matchable
—_m

[ e
$,400.00
5,755.00
5,795.00
6,570.00
$,980.00

5,701.00
126,6'




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 10463

Attachment III

‘ . LaRouche, Jr.
The Lannuchc Canpaiqn
p.0. Box 21%0, GPO
New York, New York 10116

Dear Mr. LaRouche:

This letter is to advise you that, pursuant to 11 C.P.R.
9033.4 and 9036.1(c), on January 19, 1984, the Commission
determined that you, as a Presidential candidate, have satisfied
the eligibility requirements of 26 U.S.C. Section 9033.(a) and
(b) and 11 C.P.R. Sections 9033.1, 9033.2, and 9036.1(b). Your
eligibility has now been established to receive payments from ehc
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account under the
provisions of 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 1l C.P.R. 9037.1.

In accordance with 1l C.P.R. 9036.6, additional matching
fund submissions may now be presented to the Commission once a
ponth inning in Pebruary 1984 through the last Monday of
-January 1985. As provided by 1l C.P.R. Section 9036. 2(3) and the

Coomission's ggigg;;g! 59; ;;gg;gtat;on in Good Order, the
- designatad ssion date for your committee shall be the first

Monday of each month., During this election year, in addition to
the first Monday, either a Letter Request or a Matching Fund
submission may be presented on the third Monday of a month during
the pericd of eligibility. The Letter Request provisions are
contained in 1l C.P.R. 9036.2(b) and the Guideline for
Presentation in Good Order.

A Notice regarding your BEligibility to receive payments from
the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account and a
Certification for an initial payment of $100,000.00 was
tzansmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury on January 19, 1984.

Should you have any questions regarding these matters,
pPlease contact either Patricia Schering or Russ Bruner of the
Audit Division at (202) S523-4155 or toll free at (800) 424-9530.

Sincerely,
Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

cc: My, Edward Spannaus, Treasurer
. The. LaRouche Campaign

0 0157




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON 0.€. 20483

Attachment IV' ﬁj?3ff

ODepactment of the U.S. Treasury
Nashington, D.C. 20220

Jear Mz Secretary:

Oon January 19, 1984, the Pederal Election Commission
jetermined that the following candidate (and his authorized
ommittee) seeking nocmination for election to the Office of
resident of the United States has satisfied the eligibility
cequirements of 26 U.S.C. 9033 and 11 C.PF.R. 9033.1, 9033.2 and

3036.1 to receive presidential primary matching funds under 26
J.S.C. 9034 and 1l C.P.R. 9034.1:

Mr. Lyndon E. LaRouche, Jr.
The LaRouche Campaign

: Pursuant to 11l C.P.R. 9033.1(b)(7), the following individual
ind depository were designated by the candidate to receive the
“unds from the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Jpder 26 U.S.C. 9037 and 11 C.FP.R. 9037.1:

- Designated Recipient: Mr. Edwvard Spannaus

Address of Recipient: P.0. Box 2150, GPO
: New York, New York 10116

Designated Depository: Chenical Bank
970 Eighth Avenue
New York, New York 10018

' Certifications for payments will be transmitted as provided
n 26 U.S.C. 9036. and 1l C.F.R. 9036.1(c).

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

ttest:

arjorie W. Emmons
acretary to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON O C. 204863

Attachment V
Bonorable Donald Regan
Secretary )
Depacrtaent of the U.S. Treasury
Washington, D.C. 20220

Dear Mr. Secretary: .

On January 19, 1984, the Pederal Election Commission
certified, pursuant to 26 U.S.C. 9036 and 1l C.P.R. 9036.2(¢),
that the following candidate seeking the nominatiocn for election
of the Qffice of President of the United States is entitled to a
presidential primary matching fund payment under 26 U.S.C. 9034
and 11 C.P.R. 9034.1. Accordingly, the amount certified by the

—Commission shall be transferred to the candidate from the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account pursuant to 26
© g.s.C. 9037 and 11 C.P.R. 9037.1. ,

u:. tom 3. mm‘. J:o
. The LaRouche Campaign

Amount to Be Transferred: $100,000.00
Depository: Chemical Bank
New York, New York

Sincerely,

Lee Ann Elliott
Chairman

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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Presidential hopefuls set for ballot

- Secretary of State March . smail contributions in each of 'nnlu:mdmaid

e T T e
wmm 1960 pres-

Guidelines include cam- -

ry ballots. appearing in candidate Harold Stassen,
national public opimon polls or were not active enough nation-
for federal match- i :lil.Y to qualify for the Califor-

ing funds by raising $5.000 in

-




5 Democrats Reagan on Ballot
for Calif. Presidential anary
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“French Premier Scolds
U. S Envoy for Remarks

mimists of “a special
with Moscow. Ganrmhahoaned
Communist Transport Minister
Qharies Fiterman a “poor French-
man gone awry” during the inter-
view.
Fiterman responded by calling
Galbraith “crude and stupid.” while
. the head of the French Communist
. Party, Georges Marchais, asked:
"Whm does he think he is, this

* emobhocodne® Ta Mucaaed-
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" not allow Mondale to get on the same
" stage as LaRouche, because ag howr

ister Moundale’s campaign is’

& .. crat in 1980 and a3 an independent in

. 1976, has besn “systematically ex-
cinded” from the political process,
. Mesaros said.
. *“If the same policies were applied
to Jesse Jackson, I'm sure we would
. have riots in this country,” Mesaros
said.
In an attempt t0 gain moare ex-
posure for LaRouche, his campaign
- has bought air time on CBS-TV. The
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CANleATE LAROUCHE CALLS FOR $200 BILLION ABM PROGRAM

The United States should undertake a $200 billion crash program to develop a “first-
«geaeraton antimissile shield by 1988" to defend against a potendal first-strike that the
Soviet Unioa is putting into place, maverick Democradc presidential candidate Lyadon H.
LaRouche said in a 30-miaute paid political television broadcast Saturday.

- LaRouche, who ran for the Democratc presidential aominaton in 1980, is head of
the Fusion Eaergy Foundation, which promotes development of thermonuclear fusion
eanergy development and supports development of directed eaergy beam weapoas for aadi-
missile defense. (See Defense Daily, April 14). Neither his self-proclaimed caadidacy,
whose platform seems aimed more at the conservadve wing of the Republican Party rather
than traditional Democrats, aor his fusion energy push has drawn aay acknowledged con-
sideration. . , :

LaRouche warned thac the Soviet Union has developed a first-strike capability so
devastaring that with 1S perceat of its ICBMs and 40 perceat of its SLBMs, the Soviet Union
could destroy 90 perceat of the U.S. ICBM force, 70 perceat of the U.S. SLBM force and
80 perceat of its strategic bomber force.

His figures are not far off from "worse-case” esdmates that have been indicated
by official sources, who acknowledge that the Minuteman ICBM force could be devastated
by a first-strike, that B-52 bombers are vulaerable to S LBMs and that Poseidon/Trident
SLBM submarines aot at sea could be destroyed. However, they see protection of part
of the force from the synergisdc problems in attacking all the forces simulitaneously.

[LaRouche charged that the Soviets have walked away from the strategic arms coatrol -
talks because they are not interested in and doa’t need arms coatrol. He asserted that the
one thing that the Soviets can do is to calculate the risks of a nuclear exchange, givena the
capabilities oa each side, and declared that the Soviets "are prepared to risk thermoauclear
war aow."”

He charged that by turning down the Presideat’'s March 23 proposal to move away
from offeasive strategic weapouns to a defensive posture, the Soviets showed that they
thought they could wia a war, and “they chose war.”

LaRouche said that the President should declare a national defense emergency
mobilization and initiate a crash $200 billion ABM defease effort.

NAS SAID TO RECOMMEND LOWER COST EXPLORERS. A soon-to-be-
released Nadonal Academy of Sciences report will recommend to NASA that it increase
the number of its Explorer launches in the solar and space physics areas to at least one
a year, while reducing the aumber of instruments carried on the missions aand loweriag
the overall cost, according to the National Space Insdtute. The Academy says the Ex-
plorers can be built.for as little as $20 to $30 million.

ARMY WANTS MILLIMETER WAVE STEERABLE ANTENNA/JAMMER. Army
Electronics R&D Command is contracting for a 28-moath program to design, develop,
build and test an exploratorv development model protorype high power millimeter wave
steerable antenna/jamming module.

APPLE NUCLEAR RADIATION STUDY. Harry Diamond labs is issuing an
RFP to test and evaluate the suscepubility of the Apple [IE microcomputer to neutron and

el e e i e A - e | 5 e
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From Pege 1A

nales in the district level seleclion
process, which will culminste with
the June ‘tlumy election. Each
sesidentis) candidale will be able
Lum thet many delegate condi-
teg for the June ballof.
. The 0ih Congressiona) Districs,
represenied by Roa Dellums, D-
Berkeley and with must of its popu-
lhtlon in Alameds County, will heve
sjx delegotes and (we sllernetes.
Some of those delegates may be
chosen from (he Conlre Casts por-
tjon of the disteict, which tncludes
the Lafayclle, Orinds, Moraga,
Daaville, Ssa Hamon, El Cerrito
qnd Xensingtlon sreas.
- Miller and Dellums will have
suthing tu do with the selection pro-
cess. What wuuld be delegples have
to do, sald iluwe Welntraud and
central commiliee chalrwemen
Mary Mabuney, Is cozy up lo the
n:{unlhl condidates, whuse Cal-
vrnle campaign leaders wili make
he finsl u\‘ecuonl of whoe will be
on the ballol.

Local representatives of only
four presidentlal condidates wers
represented ot the meeling, laclud
ing ihose for Mondale, Joha Glenn,
Jesse Jackson and Gary Hant. A
said tbey are planaing || wired
delegaie selecilon caucuses, but #
des unkaown whether the other
fuur candidates will make locel se-
lections.
© "You must be closely . aligned
with the campaign" of t‘c condi-
date of your choice, ilowe Wels-
traub told would be delegates.
Evena i o delegate candidate Is se:
lected hLlh campaliga's district
caucus or she musi siill com-

10 with others in the county who
‘:u worked o, ond thus showa
thelr loyolty e, the presidentiel
tendidetls.

. She expleined that evea afler
(he election, delegales will not be
bound to thelr avowed cholce at the
convéntion. Thus cendidates will be
looking for & show of loysity befure
they make flaal seleciion.

© “Get lavelved with your condi-
date’s “""\5"" Mahoney said.
:l“\e:mh ved In selling yous:

- S 008, 0e) vasnrdvoment

From Page 1A

more residents oo (acsless people.
We went to share idsss with them.
They see us 08 coming frem the
oulside, il we're ol the camp mey-
be we con start (o make friends,”
Heart gold.
u:}‘- [ triotle ml:u [
us are. Wa're werking lo save
our ¢ " sald Sam Anseime
resident Tarsy Allen, whe do-
scribed herseld as o middie-clase
wemsen ond past PTA member.
“The of Livermere are fust
like wo. Wa're not onyons
down. Wa're workiag for the people
a Livermere.”

“‘People prebably say, ‘Here
comes another bunch of * bl
they con come 0wl here sad see
what’s he . They con partie-
Ipate,” sald ln«eo: srdeser

st Branch se ohe yo oslls ol
of two by-fours.

kiag o of of nolse.
ald the efficer laft when he
“'\!umbu'l
[} [ reacher
-h-u‘wd“hcﬂhhdu
ohout the camp. “W's
o a8 long as i dossa’t got out
dw.ll&qh'iumnhh'
hell o hare n-'lo.l'uu(
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From Page 1A
counted,” LaRouche ‘::Il la s re

| cent telephone latery

In meny respects, the O1-ysar-

W conds

date for presidant. He lo the
founder of the Pusien Energy

‘oundation and o slsunch advecats
of developiag o direcied
fense aysiem.

‘He considare himssif an eco-
somics consultant whe Is voluniesr-
fag bls Ume (o (e the American
peopls the facts about the potestial
of suclear power.

He lauds Lawrsnce Livarmode
Laboratery and sclentists Lewell
Wood end Dr. Edward Teller for
thelr impetus In directed
delenses.
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Feom Page 1A
Ancthor §250 millien Is beln
spead overall ot the lab ihia fisc

yo4s o0 wespuag projects. Thet fin* w
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PAID CIRCUL ATION

LOUIMNIN TIMES MIRROR
A4 Thurslay, January 24, 1984 ]

S| thon fu 1978, snd chalrman of
"'rﬁ'u‘:!. :..‘.‘." (he weekily newnletler Esoc-
18 wus vl unlil 1966 that  ulive Inlelligence Review,
(Veesident Lyndon I8 ) which publishes studies on
Johusow daved to make a  “sivategic policy snd anti-
buld move toward lensing  terrogint counterintelligen-
down the 11 8. scomamy.  ce,” ss well an 8 declored
Lo dohnann acted o nrders candidate fur the current
foom Rritish umlhznm' 1984 Demoucratic Presl-
specafically the payeholigi-  dential somination, meved
cal wurfure divesion of 1rit  to Woolburn Farm in foud-
tsh SIS thelLondon  sunlast sunumer.
Turiatock dustitule, uw old lle bas & (elecommunica-
Lultouche adversnry tivas fallity st Woodbura,
—from  “laRouche Wil where he keeps In contact
thiv uaw  become  1'vesi with his magazine’s offices in
dont " OIS by the editors  Washingtun, New York, and
: ol Erecutive Intelligence ﬂun.'.e_
Vo Review. According to apskeman
! L.onnie Woile, 1.aReuche,
Lyndun llermyle . who adiressed the country
Ruuche, Jr., 61, peseunial  in the first of 8 serics of na-
Proxideitiol camdulate, beml  tlonwide televialon bread-
ol the cntroversial L1 8 1 canta on Saturday, Jas. 81 ot
bor I'arly untid ltn diksole 830 pon. on CRS statlons,

. Very Special Nights

in Leesburg b

Tuesday, January 31ss.
Fresh, Live Maine Lobster
shipped w specnal, sesved with ample
: annwstsnts oo beasnews & Imnstcr $9.95
! Thursday, Jan. 26 ¢ Feb. 2

' Prime Rib of Beef

with Yosbshive punkbing oo babed
2t € sedipe is e,
,ml s prownc il ase usice.

Awbagrea Voubshire puekling isn'y

all ehat casy 1o fisnl dhese ILY'* $9 .95

Kloonnt 1016 ¢ rntury Borerratibos b

l ﬂ’nnbann @mee§~ﬂllltrrnt

— 83 Firs Place Awards in Journalem Loudoun's Family Newspaper Since 1798 .
VoL IS8, N0, 4 L _ "':_:;;",_:'_:-' b nuuuw.mmuvu 1984 Lecshurg, Vieginie M“"’""m H;"‘* b

Va

Controversial PreS|dent|al Candldate Lives In Loudoun O

111740 161700 «

L L L e oo BB B B e s m m me v o e merw e e

red

recarded portions of the f 1+ ., Blancoand many . Mo added hat in  Hossid that irent-rup-  off and on, through-
beoadeast of Woodbarn, i1 olhers. On the ro- ser Waller Meadala's sup- ¢ (his period; on &
b kR adped: cord, Ae has been of- P vrld scale of “10," the
Presidential Primary this ler LaRouchs since By thelr auppart for the  level of assassina-
’ur. In early Pebruary of 10768, Nis record in saclesr frecss mevement, (ion-threal to him
fahouche, oler camn the 1978 ABM (anti- o old Domacrutle Metiondd 5 0ig wife hovers
.':'sf’."l','........u:..l.":{ ballistic missle) nett sad Mendele wers ren-  belineen “scven” and
received 8,328 veles out of reat u'oluliolu alng directly agsinat the “gight.” The chicf
Shout £3,000 cnt for o ot omlﬂd lential - meod ol Demecratieparty yoq50y fur Ais un-
LS prontiof fhes - lruuu aua he "."‘......‘....... usnal life-style is the
According te Walle, La- . rull! the Sovisl b m- Reuche nalure of his dulies
Reuche hos qualified for agent “Bor,” he was be would l“'-'“. as chicf intelligence

matching federal funde for
bs 1984 campaign. The re-

Vi el

ael more than $260 i
twenly atates. Wolle sald

exerpled from la-
that l.;:luch will have Rouche: Will this
i‘-".ff.‘... el B008 o J.Aldo Moro- ™an becoms Presi- -
n A. Kissin-  All ::l,: c’Szhmm =
enry ssin- e "akislan’s
geriAccused or- President Bhutto, ”"'".‘.':':.':’.:.
dering the killing of Spai ‘s Carnrro u‘ 975, sald LaRouche,

e vt oflicer for Eccontive
ste ohjective,” be ool In o [nilelligence Re-
sapport for s me- oo 1 oRumche:Will

o bread- thaiofita~ this man become
0 minste Tothot end, be u' President?

aceused of havin

baen by top intells-
gence circles?—
phoetocaptlion

curity envireament,” §
(o develop some aart of ne- -Mnun:d::r—':
tlonal anti-ballistic misele  jnufividunl sitempling o or-
- capabliity, wing large-acale B 5

lnser or perticle beamt wesp-

' secarily aystem that in-
For years, L.yn- cludes barhed wive fences
don 1. l.aRouche, :‘.';":"'"""":;
Jr. has not Aad 8 4§ keche Rave been oo
place he could call itherized by the l.ondenn

lonal one, snd menl
that he had o l:::ollo “home." lle has Sherilla Depast o

Sale

A moved continuall
Cont‘n“es' r:-:::::mpc?:::i Srom one hatel o!
%2 Price On Most Evcwlhlngl this -7:"."..?.'..‘,'.11:‘ athert, Saneremy
Gilis o China « Kitchen Gadgets or Rim at thal mo-
o Decorator Fabrics « Needie Poind o wend. In purd, ihis is

Stationery o Baskels « Sifk Flowers o and much ""’3%32‘:':.'# & rosult of the fact Swetesid
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Por s Libertad, lg Cullwa ¥ 16 Solidaridad Hanh“tlu

Hablaré por la CBS- ‘Aspirantd- Pmmdenmal
lyndon LaRouche Esto Sahado, por la Noche

l‘or ARIEL REMOS

E alplrnu a la candidatura prnl‘uelll pw ol
Partide Demécrata, Lyaden H. LaRouche, Galece
entre los asplrantes de ese ;mu. que esté ablerta.
mente por el rearme de EE.UU. y do una pesicién

- merleamericana de fuerza para tratar con los so-

viéticos y lograr la pas, cubrird un espacie do me-
dia hora de costa a costa, a iravés dela CBS, 8 las 8
y media de la soche, hera del Esle, do esle umo.

LaRouche hablars sobre lo que “cualquier presl- '

denip do EE.UU. debla estar diclends e8 uiu e
mentos”. Se trata de una pesible confrentaciéa

forzard Ja URSS, de més envergadura que la lct .

cohetes en ectuble de 1062, y la pesibilidad do ua
primer alaque nuclear nr sorpress por les lotl“l-
ces.

“Desde que el dictader Yuri Andropev ha kll‘o
de aparecer em péblice desde hace § meses™,
declaré LaRouche, “uns junta militar so ha Deche
carge del goblerne en Moscéd”. Dicha cuenis
con la creclente superioridad soviéiica sebre

}

EE.UU., para ialefar auevas agresiones ea Eurepa
QOccldenisl y on ¢! Medlo Orienle. Y esién apresw-
rande una prevecacién nuclear al presidenle Re-
agan, para prebar sl su pesicién antisoviética es fir-
mé. Los soviétices ¢ u:m«o Reagan, baje las
fremendas presiones pac Chamberiain,
que encabesan Ave llm-l-n. Waller Moadale
7 ol “New Yeork Times", eche para alrds ante enl- :
quier desalio que olles hagan.

LaReuche, un munlo muy conlroversisl que &
veces ha sido acusade de lxquierdista y etras de de-
rechisia, manilens en estes momenlos una posiciéa -
muy d-lar 8 la del presidenis Reagaan en cuante 8
g necesidad de quo EE.UU. cubra la brecha que ha
provecads ol desarme uallateral que ha vealde
peaclicande osle pals desde hace dos o ires déea-
das. El puale lecal del rearme que deficnde La-
Rouche ¢s a base de las armas de raye, mlble-a-
te lomida por los seviélices.

LaReuche enbrird (odes los eh ou comipe-
comeniarios do une y olre lade.
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Colerade Springs, Colerade

Lot pesce begin with me

Candidate pre

By Bue McMilin
GY Sialt Wiker

The Soviel Uanlon Is poised (o

take advantage of the “window

of oppouriunity’ crested by Uts
missile superlority, end (the
Unlted Stales should be pre-
pared for some milltary aclion
as ecarly us March, s ull-&m-
claimed Democratlc presiden-
tial candidate said during a tele-
phone Inlerview.

Lyndon §1. L.aRouche sald he
believes the Soviels are planning
something much worse thaa
Berlin or Cubs,”’ and they have
been probing the United Slales
In an effori (o snticipate reac-
tlon.

“They mighl lake over Scan-
dinsvie. They're poised to do
that,”” he ssid In o felephone
Interview. “They might (ake
over West Germeny. They're
polsed o do (hat. They wiil
conlinue to make trouble (a
Africa. )

“In every area ol the world
the Soviets are moving *

1

i

)
Lyndon H. LeRouche Jv.

lle seld o Fumpllvo sirilia
against the United States that
would resull In a full scale con-
frontatlon ls *‘less likely,” but
silil possible.

R 4040 1

icts Soviet military move soon

! A lormer membet of the Lo-
bor Parly, LaReuche is (he
founder the Executive Ia-
telligence Review and ls alee-
assoclaled wilh (he Pusien
Energy Foundation. He has been
l.u h::. tlou'lm' ”ll‘;
to [ 7] cam
dl::c'l‘u. lu:'lloumty. s
mh m [} e
nt crash program thal would
include dev enl of & missile
delesise sysiems (o ward off the
Soviel lhraat. He calied the pro-

gram the “enly oplien s aveld
war of Mm down.”

dropped (rom sight, there have
been clear signs that & mill
rm has taken contrel, he se
sople asseclialed wilh (he
Breshacy adminisivation or the
Communisl Party burssucrecy
are be ged, be sald.
Mean , the Seviels are
ng U.S. reaction lo osuch
ae the destruction of &
Kovean airliner ln Seplember
and the allack on the Marine

6 |
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Belswt, bo oald. admite p sather cresting epen
~*‘They den’t really fool ..I.o.l e ..I: Olhu:..lu-. he said.
uu-!.l"l.h' sy - un‘hu..:ulull&hm ?lunmu:‘mw
h‘.&o-‘bu’w" Mhtmu ul:und:emmhlu
moves. Bul J . [He sald he wes ael lnvited bochod of the socalled Siar
“We ore olopping late & oppest ln Sunday's Demecrailc Wars plen, LaRouche sald.
weaker weakes pusition. dedbatoln  That plen, which would in-
The :.'“m'"m re- mﬁ:n . -‘ehblhm.dqm-
treat 8 peess conlesence ground-besed missile de-
The litile-known condidale will W in Colerade Springs, fenses, mnuhm

on notlonal lelovislen Satur- Kienelsky sald I.:z-éo [ |mu'n: docmant since
{ho o oulline his view Ignored by the Demecsatic 1 ls ens of the primary compe-
ol M-‘&Wh thal cevolves oraund asals of LeRouche’s four-sicp
counler . The pald-for pregram Averell Harriman.” The com- o prove U.S. reselve o the
e e Dt 2 B
O. ._
on emergency’ o -llublhlnmuu-l:: *Mmhw'.
Fesources, & crash to he Demecralle Pasty, but od- tased delenses ‘
develep misslle delenses, miited that U is msl the mest m.mm Reagaa
pllctln.“::h.blu"lalu. powerful. . et suxh a program would o
WM'“ changes la mene- “um-.uu-uum ogitate Cthe Soviets, LaReuche
“'humhbulem lrmlhmw-h.:: A meve away from the present
ures | would (ahe ol (Ms limd,” mqm-*mn policy of mulual assured de-
bo sald. “Of course, I can't president,” because this lesue lo slsuction weuld mesn “‘sevamp
:'ul l:ul... hoﬁ(lhb- hwm b .u.:‘nl.d:zaldqb
o dmhaulhdkdm be sald.
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WASHINGTON <+ l?cdet

Election Commissiop a‘l;ioved
million more in matching fudds

for Walter Mondale on, ‘l'lmrs’

and $357,000 for five of his

for the Democratic pmldem U]

nominalion.

Mondale has received $4.3 mil
lion in matching funds tq date. Sen.
John Glenn of Ohlo got $)66,175 on
Thursday, boosting his total ffbm
the iregsury (0$2.3 milljdn. ¢

Sen. Brnqsl Holllngs ol Soptlf Ca-

ngoc $51,951 lotaumlol
,379. Reubin Askéw mm

329 totg) of $863,574, Sqn. Gay

Colorado $47,145 for §

. $678,572, and Sen. Alan Cyp

Callfornia $40,233 (or a lolpl of Sl.}
willlon.

The action boosts to
lion the amount the
has approved to date for thé six el
gible candidates. The Republica
and Democratic national ‘commi
lees each have received 3S9 mi

lp mil-

‘lion in taxpayer fundé to un

mission /f

mm. tw mluuu coqmv
tions.

Goorgolld)wmmmm

' kne Jackson have filed for match. ¢

ing (unds, but the FEC has not
ruled on whether they raised the
requisite $100,000 In individual

eanwhile, the commission
pastponed (or a week a decision on
whether to deny Lyndan LaRouche
Jr. matching funds despite the fact
that FEC auditors found he had
raised the required §5.000 in cach

gets $1.2 mﬂllon in federal funds

dﬂhﬂﬂn&qhmuls
fighting FEC efforts to force him .
and his campaign 10 pay a §15007

_fine and repay $54.621 from the.

more than $526000 in matching

unds he received in 1980 when he

as seeking the Democratic presi-
dential nomination.

The FEC initiated the action af-

ter finding that some donors had
exceeded the $1,000 limit on ind}-

vidual gifts and that other dona-

Wers made wades wromg.

J
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laﬂew!ae
goesteo TV
with ideas

WWICDONALD
Itam Staff Writer
. LYNN — He wasn’t bora here; but Lyndon : 8

Mulmuwmmamm

unueh. whase party-Bai deen officially de-
clared a “cuit” by the Qitizens Freedom Foundation,
ummaﬁwdhmﬂhdannmm

off the threat. .
- ﬂ;ammmmmummm
said the 1940 English High graduate,

And Saturday night, a aational talevision sudience
will be abls to view the National Democratic Policy
Committee (NDPC) presidential candidate in o paid
address (CBS, ch. 7, 8:30 p.m.).

In the interview eariier this week, the former uitra

leftist candidate who has swung sharply to the right
and is written off as a “nut” or “seary”’. bysome
observers, described his current philosophy.

He sums it up under four points:

°A massive lederal mmrypolieyto!mher

the dollar based on an infusios of $500
billion in-goid iato the banking industry keyed to spur
investments i “idle farms and factories.

®An ' $200 billioa crash program to
deploy by 1988 a laser-based antj-niissile defense.

-llovutoshnnup“amhomhmumd
defense,” in the submarine and missile ares, designed
to bring the Soviets to the bargaining table.

sA rescheduling and lowering of interest on the
third-worid debt owed U.S. banks to spur export-
dependent jobs in the United States.

LaRouche, a native of Rochester, N.H., has or~
. bited from his years under the “Lyn
Marcus’’ with the Soeialist Laboe Party from the late
1940's through early 1960‘s to a hard-line right wing
stance with a major emphasis on ‘“beam’’ technology
in the recent past. :

LaRouche's philosophy won notoriety during the
Boston mayoral campaign last fall during which
Michael Gelber ran a candidacy for city hall based on
laser technoiogy.

Now, Gelber has announced for U.S. Sen. Paul
Tsongas's seat, and radio advertisements are trumpet-
ing both Gelber and the Saturday televised event in
which LaRouche will “inform the American population
of the growing danger of a pre-emptive nuclear stnke
from the Soviet Union."

On Wednesday LaRouche, 61, told The Item that
Libyan strongman Muammar Khadaff] bas issued a

radio death threat against his candidacy during a visit
LaRouche made to Rome.

In 1978, whea Democrat Jimmy Carter poiled
more votes than Republican Geraid Ford to take the
White House, LaRouche, runging under the U.S. Labor
Party banner, was sot exactly a factor, poiling 40,043
ballots nationwide.

In 1980, when Republican Ronald Reagan crushed
Carter at the poils. LaRouche won two perceat of the
New Hampshire primary or 1.800 votes in his quest for
the Democratic somination. His name didn’t appear on
the Massacbusetts Primary bailot that year.

This year, LaRouche said he is *““organizing in 10

_states.” but he isn't on the March 13 Massachusetts

Primary bailot. as it is limited to Democrats and
Republicans.,

A report by United Press International in Novem-
ber, 1983, chronicled a move by LaRouche’'s NDPC into
local schooi board races where voters might be at--
tracted by the “back to basics'’ theme his candidates
espouse.

However writings by LaRouche have concerned
groups such as the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai
B'rith which senses danger in LaRouche's positions.

LaRouche has in the past recalled his Lyan years
as '‘heilish and stifling.”” He mentioned this week
having lived here from June, 1932 to October, 1954
whesn he moved to New York City.

He recailed attending the Aborm School and
Eastern and Cobbett Junior Highs in a brief talk.

LaRoucne Wednesday called the eight Demoecrat-
ic candidates an ‘“‘eight pack” and criticized their
coilective views as a ‘*Neviile Chamberlain Memorial
Society,’’ w3 reference !0 the former British Prime
Mimster condemned for his.‘‘appeasement’ policies
toward Hitler. . .
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| McGovern f 1les f or matching federal campalgn f unds.
By Christopher Connell o-eumum “collected  “matchable  contribations
a oo Assuctated Preee ?“’)‘ b ummmm umm 05.000...Jn od laset 20 staten.”
{ WASHINGTON ‘— George 8. McGovern submitied nluuynul (az velurps, ~ But Stgole sald that on the ;
! documents to the Pederal Election Commission on . lmuuonc spokeswoman, said that if be campaign, “there is subslantial doubt (hat
Wodnudaytoqulllylumlcuulwhhlhmm uau.mn-mummnmum (o Nve up (o (he agreements
the Democratic presidential nomination. x . Thea hiy ign can resubmit the rest wunmw
] McGovern's daughter, Mary, his campaign mnur oflts “m maliched. LaRouche, who once a
N er, brought documents to the FEC IF% -member la acheduled Thursday US.Labor Party, has rea J
; indicating he had  raised (RSB wuum A for He wen § perceat of the
i $100,331.02. ' staff paper the FECs shire ia the 1900 primary.
: Sharon Sayder, eswoman coungel, Charles N, recommends desial bo-  The FEC filed suit I federal court last s

for the FEC, said it will take three
weeks for FEC auditors to deler-
mine whether McGovern has met |1
the requirement of raising $5,000 |}
in each of 20 states — a tolal of
$100,000 — in individual eoumbn-

| tions of §250 or less. i (hat some people had donated more than §1,000 o La- the

2 McGovcmuldlohdnludm Ichovcn Rouche's campaign and Mdl’t donations were in cour!

| money in 19 states, the District of Columbla — which made under wroag Rames. "8 aad corrupt praciices in
the FEC counts as a state — and two territories. ; An FEC audit sald the documents (hat the LaRouchs  (he subsianiive issnes be

McGovern, the former South Dakola senator and
19723 Democratic presidential candidate, became the
last of the eight major Democralic candidates to file
for matching funds. The Rev. Jesse Jackson filed last

Friday, listing $111,425 In contributions. The other six E ¥ i
candidates already have been certified eligible for

|
;
.
§
:
]
E
4
|
1
I

| matching funds and recelved nearly §9 miliign.
i The lar allows individuals to contribute up to $1,000

: :‘ t':::;‘ dte, but only §250 can be match with fed- | A ! EEig E
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Mr. Mel Kienetsky

The LaRouche Campaign
304 Nest 58th Street -
5th Floor

New York, New York 10019

Dear Mr. lilenetsky:

" The League of Women Voters Education Fund has determined
that Lyndon LaRouche is not currently a significant natfonal
candidate for the Democratic Party's nomination for President.
The League {s therefore unable at this time to extend an
invitation to Mr. LaRouche to participate in the League's
Democratic Presidential Primary Debates. ;

The League considered the materials you submitted on
the significancy of Mr. LaRouche's candidacy along with other
information available to it. Among the factors comsidered by
the League in reaching its decision were the following:

Mr. LaRouche is presently only on one or two states’ primary
ballots and indeed is not on the New Hampshire primary ballot;
except for paid appearances by Mr. LaRouche, national media

have not covered Mr. LaRouche extensively as a serious candidate;

Mr. LaRouche is not currently eligible for matching payments
under the Presidential Primary Matching Payments Act; and

national voter poll results do not demonstrate substantial voter
support for Mr. LaRouche or interest in his candidacy.

Sincerely yours,

Dbrothy S. Ridings
Chair -

Confributions fo the Fund are deductibie for Income-tax purposes.







Mel Klenetsky

National Campaign Director

Edward Spannaus :
Tneaspm ‘ 20, 1984

Dorothy S. Ridings

League of Women Voters Education Fund
1730 M Street N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Dear Ms. Ridings:

7 |

On- tehalf of Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr., I request that the
League of Women Voters invite Mr. LaRouche to participate in
the League's Democratic presidential candidates debate
scheduled for April 5, 1984 in Pittsburgh Pennsylvania. Tc
assist you and your colleagues in considering this request, I
w;ll address myself to your letter to me dated February 21,

1 84. i,

0
-
o
v
c

This letter was the League's response to my request.for
the inclusiocn of Mr. LaRouche in the February 23 candidates
dekbate in Manchester, New Hampshire. 1In your letter, you cite
several reasons for ycur determination that Mr. LaFRouche is not
a "significant" candidate for the Democratic nomination. I
contend these reasons are erroneous, inadeguate, or not
applicable to the Pittsburgh debate.

R 4

l. "Mr. LaRouche is presently only on one or two states'
Erimarx tallots and indeed is not on the New Hampshire primary
ballot." Mr. LaRouche is presently on the kallot in nine
states: Pennsylvania, California, Ohio, Maryland, Oregon, South
Dakota, Lcuisiana, West Virginia, and Nebraska. The LaRouche

- Campaign (TLC) will petition to obtain ballot status in New
Jersey, North Dakota, Idaho, and Montana. TLC is seeking
tallot access by other means in the states of North Carolina,
Tennessee, and New Mexico.




: Mr. LaRouche will also actively seek the election pt T

» LaRouche delegates in the Texas and Colorado caucuses, and
perhaps other caucus states as well. The eighteen states
identified above account for more than 40% of the delegates to
the national convention, a decisively significant number if the
1984 Democratic contest. Since Mr. LaRouche is on the primary
ballot in the forum state, this reason for exclusion is no

longer valid.

2. ‘“except for paid appearances by Mr. LaRouche, national
.media have not covered Mr. Lakouche extensively as a serious
candidate. 1s statement 1s simpiy not true. I am enclosing
a sample of press clippings which our campaign staff has _
accumulated. These clippings, both favorable and unfavorable,

reéflect a breadth of coverage from across the country. The .
entire pile of these clippings is too large to enclose here.

I am also enclosing a log of radio coverage of Mr.
LaRouche and The LaRouche Campaign compiled by our national
press coordinator, Christina Huth. This demonstrates an
extensive amount of TV & radio coverage devoted to Mr.
LaRouche's campaign. :

712

On March 4, 1984, NBC First Camera Lkroadcast a twenty
minute segment on Mr. La Rouche and his bid for the
presidency. This broadcast complented-a five minute spot aired
on NBC Nightly News, January 30, 1984. While koth broadcasts
are the subject of a pending libel action in the Eastern
District of Virginia (LaRouche v. NBC, et al., #84-0136A), the
fact that Mr. LaRouche was attacked in this way by a major
network, which spent several million dollars to produce and
broadcast these prcgrams, I telieve attests to the significance
of his candidacy.)

Your disregard for Mr. LaRouche's paid appearances is
misguided. These paid appearances on network television were
only arranged after Mr. LaRouche made a "substantial showing of
bena fide candicdacy"” in at least ten states. This showing made
LaRouche a legally qualified candidate in all states,
territories, and the District of Columbia. see 47 CFR 73.1940.
Mr. LaRouche has ncw appeared on three nationwide half-hour
paid broadcasts (one per each major network) and has a fourth
one scheduled for ABC-TV at midnight on March 26, 1984. This
record of paid broadcasts, taken by itself, is evidence of
significant candidacy. .

R4040496 |

Finally, I must add that, even though I believe Mr.
LaRouche meets the League's media criterion, the use cf the
media to determine significant candidacy does not constitute a
nonpartisan standard. The fact cf the matter is that the media
is highly tiased in its coverage of major events and candidates
for office. Since, under the First Amendment, the press is
accountable to no cne and is not compelled to abide by any
, -2~
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: ctlndarda to objectivtty. this & n-tituticnal e:iteriou tﬂ

_support" in the national voter polls, yet they were all invited

highly subjective. In fact, the criterion is doubly subjcctivc 4
because it requires the League of Women Voters to make a b
subjective appraisal of the media‘’s subjective apprailal of 4
significant candidacy.

3. "Mr. LaRouche is not currently eligitle for natehin'
payments under the Presidentia y Ma ing Payments
Act. As I point out in my previous correspondence, Mr.
ouche did, in fact, qualify for matching funds as per the
FEC Audit Division Eligibtility Report. I am again enclosing

the Audit Division report, which shows that almost 99% of TLC's
threshold submission was valid, for your inspection.

As you know, the FEC has witheld certification on the
basis of a dispute over Mr. LaRcuche‘’s 1980 campaign. While
TLC believes this move by the Commission is illegal, the
ongoing dispute between TLC and the FEC is irrelevant to this
aspect of the League's criteria. Since the League's matching
funds criterion is obviously designed to measure popular

support for a candidate, I contend the matching funds

submission by TLC and the FEC Audit Division report verifying
these as good contributions is sufficient to meet the criterion.

Moreover, TLC's fundraising and popular support has
substantially increased since the December 30, 1983 threshold
subtmission. I am enclosing a copy of the latest TLC
fundraising repcrt which shows nearly $1 million have Leen
raised for the campaign from over 5,500 individual contributors
representing every state in the Union, the District of
Columbia, and American citizens residing in several foreign
countries. In light of this record, it is ludicrous fcr the
League to say that Mr. LaKouche is not a significant candidate.

4. “"national voter poll results do not demonstrate
sutstantial voter support for Mr. LaRouche or interest in his
candidacy." First of all, I am not aware of Mr. LaRouche's
name was included on any national voter pcll which certainly
prejudices the results. There have been no significant polls
taken yet in Pennsylvania which is the first primary state of
The LaRouche Campaign.

Further, I do not believe the League actually applied this
criterion to the other candidates. Ernest Hollings, Reuben
Askew, and Gecrge McGovern demonstrated no "sukstantial voter

to the New Hampshire detate. In the case of Hollings and
Askew, the polls correctly forecast their lack of sukstantial
voter support on election day.

-3~

K



Yol In conclusion, I note the obvious: Mr. LaRouche is a .
e highly controversial political figure. However, it is one

thing to strongly disagree with Mr. LaRouche's political. v
policies and activities, and it is another to declare that he
is not a "significant” candidate for the nomination. The
LaRouche candidacy has generated nationwide press attention,
inspired the development of a citizens candidates' movement of
over two thousand candidates running for federal, state, and
local office on the LaRouche program, and raised nearly $l1
million dollars in just over three months (substantial campaign

activity did not really begin until the beginning cf December).

A fair applicaticn of the League‘’s criteria to the
LaRouche candidacy, especially in light of the invitation of
the eight candidates to the New Hampshire detate, would lead
any nonpartisan observer to declare Mr. LaRouche is a
significant candidate for the nomination. As such, I
respectfully request that you invite Lyndon LaRouche to
participate in the League‘'s debate in Pittsburgh on April 5.

714

Regards,
Y
me .

Mel Kienetsky

_'—:7
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to be president

Lyadoa U. LaRouehs Jr., contributing editor
to the Internalions) mewsw “Rueculive Ia-
tslligence Revlpw,” announced Thursdey he lg
sllempting lo bhecome the 1084 Democralle
presidentisl aominee. :

e sald (n » press veleass that he fecls the
patriollc Democrats of (Alg counlry deserve a
esndidate of thels own.

lie says he plans is use his cendidecy I
spasrheadiag the mobllisation of 2 mass meve-
meal agalnsl the “Soviet-supported and Soviet-
influenced Manati-Harrinian loadership of the
Democratle Party.” . .

LaBouche Is also co-chalrman of oa Iaterns-

tional phllosaphica) sssoclation modeled on the |

movement of Plat, Gollfried Lalbalz and Boa-
smia Frounklin and & membder of the Fusion
.nerygy Foundatlon Bosrd of Directors.
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4Democrats onStat
Presidential Ballot *

aymwvnumc.pmmmm

Four Demoeratic, presidential
contenders will appear on. Califor- -
m:’::m S m% ballot, accord-- -
m‘mmrrotm'-m’ '9.‘.

ST s..:r bre sl !
Three Democrats file for primary

SACRAMENTO (AP) — Delegate siates for Califor-
pia's June 5 presidential primary were filed yesterday
by Sen. Gary Hart, former Vice President Walter
Mondale. the Rev. Jesse Jackson and economist
Lyndon LaRouche. -

Sen. John Glenn's campaign had not filed before
Secretary of State March Eong Eu’s office closed at 5
p.m.. but a spokeswoman for Eu said arrangements
had been made for the Glenn campaign to fiie s slate

before last night’s midnight deadline.
Altogether, the five slates total 1,045 candidates for

the 209 delegate siots to be elected in the June 5
pnmary. : .
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" Former US. Labor Party leader
Lyndon E LaRouche Jr. will ap-
pesr as & Democratic presidential
candidate on the California June 5
primary ballot. .

- LaRouche, who heads a group
cailed the National Democratic Pol-
icy Committee, filed a siate of

the Democratic Party, ai-
its members have registered

LaRouche to Appear on June 5§
Presidential Ballot as De

s

ocrat

ran for President in 1880,

LaRouche has urged his support-
ers to rrm in local elections. Advo-
Cacy 0 1 outer-space-based laser
beam  ipon system has been a
part of .cir platform in those races.
They say the system is needed to
provide the same economuc and
educational incentive the space race
created in the iate 19508 and 1960s.

His campaign filed a full slate of
delegates in every part of the state
except the 26th Congressional Dis-
trict, where it submitted the names
of three delegates for five posmible

spots on the ballot. ’

-
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colleciing sigaatuics oq taels
1 ealioa papers.

By Ed Saltmen
Bee Copltat Buseon Cnlel

Secectuty ol Slule Mosch Fuag Eu

snncunced Wedaeviay (hal 506 has  Reudia Astew, former governos of
selecled Prestdcnl Heagun und nlng ' Fioride; Seas. Alaa Cruastos of Calt-
polential Demuciulic cholleagers  forals; Joha (ilean of Oblo; Gary
for placenienl va (e Sune 8 presi-  Hert of Coluiado; Elrul Molltugs of
denlisl primaty ballA. Suutd Carollas; (be Rev. Sesse Sach-
The uoly sutpilse oa Ihe tist was  sua of Iilinals, Josiner Sea. Geovge
Deatoceal Lyndos l.Rou%’ McGavera of Soulh akois; sed
Virglale, 8 conservatlve econ tormes Vice Piesident Woller Mos:
whose suppuiicis heve beea pichel-  dale of Misarsola.
ing Ine seciciaty ol stule’s oifice . Eu olso onnousced alae candl:
demanding Lls recugnlilon as presl-  gales from uiber poriics oa the prey
+ denllal condldnie tdsatie) primary ballal: Libertacisa
Eu sald Republicus busincsynas  David Beigland of Cosle Mess;
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added 1o Ine lish 1f be yualifics for  Mohs of Missoust, Gerald Willis of
ledernl compalgn fyads She smph Alobama; Charies dilenn of Pennsyt-
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Mmmu-hddmhpmwam
will appear Ceiow the delegata’s name.

On the other hand. anly President Rsagan’s name will
appear on the winner-taxe-ail Republican ballot.

Democrats who il be on the dallot are former
Flonds Gov. Reubn Asikew, U.S. Sen. Alan Cranston af
Califorma, U.S. Sen. John Glenn of Chio, U.S. Sen. Gary
Hart of Colorado. U.S. Sen. Ernest F. Hollings of South

Caroiina. 3¢ Rev. Jesse Lyndon
former US. Sen. Gearge McGovern of waxota ana
former President Waiter £

Twe Net ‘Seriouns’

caphy,” mm‘?wmuwnummm

Bu smd hat aithough LaRouche. the former US.
Labar Party |eader who ran fof Premdent i 1980. is not
generaly recogmzed as a mmor Democratic contender.
he was cerufied because he has raised encugh money
ummquﬂﬂytwfmwmgmm::
}mmmymmW

Democratic voters will choose 209 of thar s
'wmmwmwmmmmme

. The other 138 siots wiil be filled by party and

slected afacuhanda- delegates o be chosen
_after the primary.
" ‘Iwuamﬁwnctmwmmmgwbc
{acng the voters.” Zu..a Democrat, said of aer party’s
datiot. 3ut each party “as the right o set its own

W-ae.mcmd.md“lt‘smonymmm -

~::.m:)E'n-tyvmn.m:dmt.

- . . 5k < 3 : d:, -

PRIMARY: 9"Democrats to Be Listed on Ballot

" day, Gov.
 ballotea $250-mulion bond issue for fail construction. a

‘“Defining tmnnadauhuhddungpm

Earlier, Ev's office announced tiat 1980 independent
presdential candidate John Anderson had faieg by a
large marmmn o get his Nauonal Uany Party qualified
forthe primary election in Califorma. The party gotoniy
L367 of the 30.644 remstered otery’ signatures that it
needed in orderto qualify.
.He can sull win a spot on the November general !
election balloe but wiil need 115,591 aignatures o do it
accoraing to sute law. '
“Great cais from little. acarns grow.” Anderson sad
from his headquarters in Washington. “You may think
it’s a tiny acorn, but [ think we’' ve planted sometihing out

lhare that. if wenurture it. may doursh.”

hmﬂmdm year deyelopment Wednes-

Gmc Deukmejian said he has signed
putting four spending measures on the June

S&S-mﬂbnbondmmwyandmnﬁmw
wnidlife habitats.

They wil be in additton 0 fowr muwmu
wu:ha!ucmformebaummm
one that calls for a person 0 e
dncmuﬂedfmmo{nceformhngubm«sunw-

election campaign and the Cann irutiauve amed at
cutting the Legisiature’'s budget diluung the power
of the maority pacty.




Candidate pus
By CHARLESROOS |

Presidential candidate Lyndon 1. LaR.
ouche Is secking 100 Coloradans to run for
Incal offices and help him promote a new
“beam weapon” defense agalnst Soviet
missiles.

Laltouche formerly lod the tickel of the
11S. Lobor P'arly. As its presidential nomi-
nee. he was on the Colorado ballot once, in
1978, and got 567 votes.

fle now says he's a Democrat and calls
his organization the National llemocnllc

/20.(’ [\ ) /Lf(;”/l-— -/TH”) /V‘U""-\ //2,0/;[' y

hes ‘beam we

Policy Committee. The national and Colo-
rm::: Democralic parties don’t recognize
either.

Laltouche will explain his plans In &
natlonally (elevised ll-hwmm to
be shown Iocallxnon KMQG1H, 7.
7:30 p.mi. Saturdoy.

reclor,

iis clmpa'lsn
was In Colorado Thursday (o promote me-
dla coverage. LaRouche's nationel gosl,
Kicnelsky said, Is to get 10,000
to run for various public offices on
LaRouche platform.
. So far the only local

the

" indwslcial
Mel ltmw.l,jmm

. .

verite David Legate, 8 compuler program-

. pon’ de'ense | . ong to knock dows

President RReagan ‘
Riesccly says the psiden
contmitment.

Inc, who has sald he will run against Rep. ‘ o

Patricia 3 X ! but
In campalgn ddcuments, Lafouche ; LaRouche’s

wains of tol o plive ne- ! ;

clesr sirike by the "

that (he United States "
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LaRouche panel seeks respectabilit

. By JIM SIMMON

| Past Reporter §ald.

"

, ‘cy Commlilee — which tried to make a splash in
last year's Ilouston city elections with talk of

-laser beams and an Impending Third World eco- -

nomic collapse -- Is making an organized effort
to galn some semblance of respectability In the
Texas Democratic Parly this spring.

The NDPC — which is not alfiliated with the
Natlonal Democratic Committeo and s, In fact,
detested by most Democratic Party officlals —
has petitioned to place candldates on the Demo-
cratle ballat In scven congressional races in Tex-
as and also clalims to be running candidates for
24 county ‘chalrmanslwu across the state.

In Harrls County, NDPC organlzer Bruce Di-

rector says the LaRouchites are (ronting slightly .

more than 100 candidates for precinct chalrman-
ships on the connly executive commilliee — a
clalm party officlals say appears (o be correct.
In addition, Direclor has petitioned to run in
the Democratic primary agalnst 25th Distritt
. Congressman Mike Andrews. Franklin D. Sauls-
berry, another NDPC councll candidate last
year, filed to be on the ballot to challenge 18th
District Congressman Mickey Leland; while
Nick Benton, the NDPC's 1983 fquston mayoral
candidale, pald hls (lling fee to run (or the party
nominatlon In the 22nd Congresslonal District.

Another NDPC candidate, Harley Schlanger of .
Houston, I8 running for the Democratic nomina- .

tion in the party’s U.S. Senate primary.

And Director's wife, Susan, who has lived In
touston for two years, has petitioned to run for
the county chalrmanship to replace Joh# Odam,
who Is stepping down. ;

A

. eonllyevi
l&ndon 1.aRouche’s Natlonal Demacrafic Poll-

: NDPC candidates are ca

While the NDPC candidates have liitle chance
of winning contested races, party ollicials a
nced some concern a

members were to caplure a pominalion in an
uncontested primary.

So when it appeared Benton might be the only

candidate to (lie in the 22nd Democratic primary
~ and even though the Democratic nomince
bably will be on a tutlie mission i that solldly
bllcan district — parly honchos prevalled
upon Louston political consullant Doug Willlams
to run for the nomination.

As 1t turned out, Willlams and Benton were
joined In the 22nd primary by a third Demacral,
Jim Mooney of Brazoria ty.

But Bill Willihey, another of thé LaRouchites’
cadre of 1983 city candidates, was the only candl-
date to (lle In the Democratic primary In Repub-
lican DIl Archer’s Tth District. It signatures on
his petition are validated, It will take a wiite-In
cam
nomination — although it wili take nothing less
than an act of God for any Demacrat (o beat
Archer.

Nonetheless, Bruce Director clgims the large
number of candidates the NDPC has recruited to

" run In Harrls County indicates a groundswell of

support lor thelr movement (they claim to be
running 3,000 candidates natlonwide). They call

- the 153,000 votes they got In last year’s city elec-

tlon — alinost half of which went te Bruce Direc-

tor, the onl fhallenger to Controller Lance Lalor
— 8 “mandate.” : :

As they did In HHouston'’s cily elect the

' on a call for

the Unlted States to to a mobilized war-

time economy, based oa the development of di-

) t the bil- :
ity the LaRouche cult might garner if one of its

ign to prevent Willibey from winning the

altack an opponent.

An .utheymlt.lunymwhoan.;
slavishly devoled totheonqnlnc{ theories and
espousals of Lalouche, the seli-proclaimed.,
“world's loremoat cconomist,” who s on the bal: -
lot as a Democratic presidential candidate in

several states. e

. " While there hus been some (alk among Demd- ™
cratlc activists of scrutinl NDPC unild:m:“"_
petitions with a close eye and ensuring the Lalt- .
ouche uls (or the execullve ate '
identlfled, there a to be Uittle party tradii?™
tionalists can do {0 stop the NDPC, other than -
voling them dowa in the tricd-and-true denis- ~

T . weleee
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Stoppmg Mondale bld
_, o z,-LaRouche’ s second goal

o""!\-. ‘- - ( o #‘ 'd VY
":' o M', .‘."_“," u—-m mlddmuy @
U oo d.hm

7 26
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Sire i 'ﬁ“hﬂﬂhhm
' b:‘wh” for the Democratic party leadership.
- didate mmmm The Democratic party leadership will
m impoctant  “not allow Mondale to get on the same

O
-r
()
v
(@

q

|

presidenttal
crat in 1980 and as an independent in
1976, has beex “‘systematically ex~ .3

A \ ua:-::mmm:-‘ H .:..nhm!pdhusmapplu
d: w' m“ il * to Jesse Jackso, I'tix sure we would

RS hnmummc-
“Currently, mmunmmm
bearn ce--' D88 bought air tirue on C3S-TV. Tue

: fense poiicies are more hated by the candidate +-1l appear oo CES Satur-
" Soviet leadership. than the Romaid - day uight, Mesaros said. Plans are to
. Resgan whom Moscow persists in buy additional national television
anh(tha ‘new Hitler.’ ” Such a. umbrhMMmmmd.
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Controversial

Ny (Nhlo“‘u Ghey
Tonse (lirvee Mot "ol
11 wae not until 1948 hal
(Prosident Lynden B.)
Johnean dared lo make @
bold move toward tearing
down the U] S, econamy.
Johneon acted on ordere
from Rrilish h\lplliruﬂ,
specifically the prge ologl-
col.warfare division nf Arit.
19h S19,tho l.ondon
avletock Tastitute, an old
Al oweho adrareary.
--luun “LaRowcha: Wil
mon  becoma  Presi-
Jln"' ©1383 by the editors
of Erecuiive Intelligence
Review.

l.yndon llnvmylo La-
ﬂouthn Jr., 81, perenntsl
Presidentisl comdirlate, head
of the controvernial U.8. Ls-

_ bot Party untll ite disgole-

Uon bn 1978, ond chalemen of
the weehly newalettes Kxec-

" utive Intrlligence Review,

which publishes oludies on
“strategie polley and antl-
terrorist enunterinteigen-
ce,” 89 well aq 8 deelared
candidate for the current
1984 Demoerstie Preal-
dentis! nomination, moved
to Wooddburn Fasrm In Lowd-
oun lasl surnmer,

He hns 0 l'lrcomﬁnirn-
!I ne larllity at Woodbur

ere ho keepd In contac!
tllh s m ‘e
VluMnghn. New htt. [

Amw‘ln’ lo opoimoa
Lennle Wel o, I..Ronbo,
whe sddrenred the Cowmtry’
In the frst of o terlet of ne-
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A% ph on CHS Watlord,!

D N
A

geearded posttons of the
Sengdeart ot Woodbatn.
Althouph he lo hot ed-
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Presidentlef Peimery (Mo
nv lu sarlg Febrvery of
sRouche, MRer com-
hl(nlh. in the flew Namp-
shire Demncrotie ptimary,
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meﬂssnmdh 8 lotol
4.4 peieent of the Deme-
ersUe vole.
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LaROUCHE. FEDS CLASH

Fringe candidate

“has lots of cash

——

for (the DemMECTOC COGRRAOOR..

Lakoucne oever “vomd $54.671 in
sxcons (esaral ‘unes oe £o¢ 0. 1980 ang.
did oot pay ¢ $15.000 av (ae amesme

Secamss (he caamidats 188 et (18 bame
svesirrmest — (2SAE 8 least
$100.000 fross 1edividuas dosars is X0
afferest states @ amounts of $230or

sunts new wiormacios challespagit. |

DURING HIS 1980 campaign. LaR-
ouche repartsd runog eod speoding
oore A $13 milica. dendes Ge
aatcrng ‘edersl fucas ne recuved.

For many Years, Goservers ang ¢nt-

—_—

=
Posnastos. FRICR SUDPOITS JuCIeAt-

ersmure. £3-aemoer s SIY (213 006008
geoeratas & groms of severnd thousass
dotiars & weet.

Gre years ag0 (Bt exITOme NENl-WAY

secretty funneied large
sums 1ato LaRouche's 1976 presdennal
ampugn ou tte Labor Party Qexet
ansg =0 far-nznt Liderty Laocdv 152
ceoawt LiRoucse gensea the crarge.
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Lyncon Laﬁc:m. Chaiman. Nanonas
Cemocrance Paticy Commuttee

Los Angeles, CA: “If we look at
the Russians as powerful and scared,
as bungiers and paranoid, we aiso
have to look at the United States’
responsibility for getting them to
behave like this. ... Was there some
responsibility in the West for (KAL
007]?...1 take President Reagan's
slowuess to respond as an indication
of some responsibility.”

LiRouche: “The most crucial thing

. “The president offered the
Soviet Unicn a doctrine of
mutually assured survival.

. They rejected it."
Lynaon LaRouche

goes back to Marceh 23. The president
offered the Soviet Union a new doc-
trine of mutuai assured surrivai, a
doctrine which they knew to be com-
peteat and whica assured peace.
They rejected it. They never even
told their own peopie...what the
president had orfered....[t indi-
cates that the Soviets don't want
peace. [n that context. the Soviet
Caion deployed Qhadad in a mur-
derous operation, ... they started a
murderous operation in Ledanon, ...
they shot down this Korean airiiner.
... They had two hours and 38 min-
utes during which to call the presi-
gent or do anything. ... They dida™
0 it .ne

SEPTENBER 19, 196:
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CANDIDATE LAROUCHE CALLS FOR $200 BILLION ABM PROGRAM

+  The Uaited Scates should undemhc a $200 billioa crash program to develop a "Hrst-
generacion aatimissile shield by 1988" to defead against a potential tirst-strike that the
Soviet Uaioa is purting into place. maverick Democratc presidential candidate Lyndon H.
LaRouche said in a 30-miaute paid political talevision broadcast Saturday.

. laRouche. who raa for the Democratic presidential aominadon in 1980, is head ot
the Fusion Energy Foundation. which promotes development of thermonuclear fusion
eaergy deveiopment and supports deveiopmeat of directed energy beam weapoas for aati-
missile defense. (See Defense Daily. April 14). Neither his self-proclaimed caadidacy.
whose platform seems aimed more at the conservadve wing of the Republican Party rather
than tradittonal Democrats. nor his fusion eaergy push has drawa aay acknowledged <on-
sideratioa.

LaRouche warned that the Sova xt Uaion has developed a first- strike capability so
devastating that with 1S percent of its [CBMs aad 40 percent of its SL3Ms, cthe Soviet Lnion
could destroy 90 perceat of the U.S. ICBM force. 70 perceat of the U.S. SL3M force and
30 perceat of its sctrategic bomber force.

His figures are aot far otf from “worse-case” estimates that have been indicated
by otficial sources. who acknowledge that the Minutemaa IC3M force could be devastated
by a drsc-strike. that B-52 bombers are vulaerable to SLBMs and that Poseidoas Trident
SL3M submarines aot at sea could be destroyed. However. they see protection of part
of the force from the syuergisac problems in attaciing all the forces simuitaneously.

LaRouche charged thac the Soviets have walked away {rom the strategic arms coatrol
taliks because they are aot interested ia aad doa't need arms coatzrol. He asserted that the
one thing that the Soviets can do is to'calculate the risks of a nuclear exchange, given the
capabilites on each side. aad declared that the Soviets “are prepared to risk thermonuciear
war aow.”

He charged that by turning dowa the President’'s March 23 proposal to move away
from otfeasive strategic weapous to 3 defensive posture, the Soviets showed that they
thougnt they could win a war, and “they chose war.”

LaRouche said that the President should declare a nadonal defease emergency
mobilizadon and initiate a2 crash 5200 billion ABM defease efforr, :

NAS SAID TO RECOMMEND LOWER COST EXPLCRERS. A soon-to-be-
released Nadonal Academy of Sciences report will recommend to NASA that it increase
ihe numper ot its Explorer launches in tie solar and space pnysics areas o at least one
1 vear. while reducing the number of instrumeats carried on the missions and lowering
the overall cost. .according to the Nadoaal Space Insdrute. The Academy says the Ex-
plorers can te built.{or as lirde as 520 co 530 millioa.

ARMY WANTS MILLIMETER WAVE STEERABLE ANTENNA/JAMMER. Army
Electronics R&D Command is contracting for a 28-month program to design, develop,
build and test an exploratory developmeat model prototvpe high power millimeter wave
steerable aatenna/jamming module.

APPLE NUCLEAR RADIATICN STUDY. Harry Diamond labs is issuing an
REP to test and evaluate the susceptkility of the Appie IIE microcomputer to neutroa and -

gamma radiagon.
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. LYNN — He wasa't bora here. dut Lyndoa H.
LaRouche Jr.. ultraccaservative minar party presi

dential cacdidate. speat his formative years ia Lyan. -

I3 a teiephone interview this weeit, the two-time
White House- candidate told The [tem that Libyan
Wuﬁumn«dﬂaﬂmmamou

uaom.. whose party-has beem officially de-
clared a “cuit” by the Citizens Freedom Foundatioa.
as organizatioa of families of cuit members, brushed
off he threat.

*{ get them all the time, this is just another one,”
said the 1940 English High graduate.

And Saturday night. a natioaal televisioa audience
will be abie to view the National Demoeratic Policy
Committee (NDPC) presidential candidate in a paud
address (CBS, ¢h. 7, 8:30 p.m.).

hmemmvemmmmmmumn
leftist candidate who has swung sharply to the right
aod is writtea off as a “out” or ‘'scary’’ Dy some
observers, described his curreat phﬂonphy.

He sums it up under four points:

°A massive {ederal monetary policy to furmther
strengthen the doilar based oa an infusion of 3500
biilion ia goid into the banking industry keyed to spur
investments iz “idle farms and {3ctories.

*AR ““Apoilo-style.” $200 billioa crasia program to
depioy by 1988 3 laser-based agti-missue defease.

*Moves to share up “‘gaping hofes in our national
defense,” in the submarine and missile area, designed
to bring the Soviets to the bargaining tabie.

*A rescheduling and lowering of interest on the
third-wortd dedt owed U.S. banxs to spur export-
depenaent j00s 1a the Uaited States.

LaRoucie. 3 native of Rocnester. N.H., has or
bited from his vears under the pseudonym “‘Lya
Marcus’’ wnth the Socialist Labor Party from ‘he iate
1340's through early 1960's to a bard-line @t wung
stance with 2 major emphasis oa “beam" tecanology
in the recent past.

LaRouche's philosophy won notoriety during t.!:eT

Boston mayoral campaign last fall during waich
Michael Gelber ran a candidacy for city dail based on
laser technoiogy.

Now. Geioer has anrounced for U.S. Sen. Paul
Tsongas's seat, acd ragio advertisements are ‘rumpet-
ing both Geiber and the Saturday leievised eveat in
which LaRouche wiil “inform the American population
of the growing danger of 3 pre-emplive nuclear strike
from the Soviet Union."

On Wednesday LaRouche, 61, told The Item that
Libyan strongman Muammar Kbadaffi has issued a

" radio death threat against his candidacy during a visit

LaRouche made to Rome.

{n 1976. when Democrat Jimmy Carter poiled
more votes than Republican Gerald Ford to take the
White House, LaRouche, running under the U.S. Labor -
Party banner, was not exactly 3 factor. poiling 10.043-
bailots nationwide.

{n 1980. wea Republican Ronald Reagan crisaed
Carter at the poils. LaRouche won two percent of the
New Hampshice primary or 1.300 votes 1a nis quest for
the Democratic aominauon. His aame didn't appear oa
the Massacousetts Primary bailot that year.

This year. LaRouche said he is “‘organizing ia 10

_states.” but he isa't on the March 13 Massachusetts

Primary ballot, as it is limited to Democrats aad
Republicasns.

A report by United Press International in Novem-
ber. 1982, crromcied 2 move by LaRoucne’'s NDPC iato
iocal schooi board races waere voters mignat e ate-
sracted by the “*dack :0 basics'’ theme his candidates
espouse.

However writings by LaRouche have coacerned
groups such as the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai
B'nth which senses danger in LaRouche’s positions.

LaRouche has in the past recalled his Lynn years
as “hellish and stifling.”” He menticaed this week
baving lived here from June, 1932 to Octooer, 1354
wheg e moved to New York City.

Za recalled :nzez:ding tha Adera Scheel 224
Zastern aod Caokett Junior Highs in a brief taik.

LaRoucne Wennesday cailed the eight Democrat-
ic candidates ao ‘‘eight pack’ and cnticized thewr
collective views as a3 "“Nevile Chamberiain Memorial
Saciety,” in reference to the former British Prime
Minister condemaed {or his.*“appeasement’ poucus
toward Hitler. . .
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By Ed Bark
Dailas Morming News Writer

Snow of Democratic candi-
dates froze out the candidates them-

sasves an C3S.
On NBC. ultra-nght presdential

candidate W !'- F{-1
roasted, but exposure amounted
t0 more than the total ume grven last
week to e:ght legiumate Democratic

prendenual candidates.
ABC contnued its praiseworthy se-
- nes ol‘Dcmocrmc candidate proriles,
- wiile White House correspon-
: demt Sm%m get away with
some highly questuonanie editonalinng.
- Using. three wdeo recorders. a tape
recarder and a smpwatch, 'm contunu-
ing. to mounitor the presidential cam-
on the weekday edi-

pugnas

tions of 's “Evening News.” ABC's

“World News Tonight'’ and NBC's

“Nightly News.” The watch wil con-

tinue throught Election Day. Here are
from Weex Four (Jan.

some
30 to Feb. 3k

CBS spent more time (one qunute. 16
seconds) on reporter Bab Schuetfer’s ice
escavade than it did on any Democrauc
candidate except Alan Cranston. who
watg;subjectoiapwceon now penny-
poor his campaign is. .

Scimetfer's story showed a sculptor’s
visions of President Reagan. Waiter
Mondale, John Glenn. Jesse Jackson and
Alan Cranston.

“You'd expect Alarr Cranston (0 de
smiiing,” Schieifer ceaapanned. “He's
aiways loved the {reeze movement. Sut
John Glenn (snown grim-iacea) must
have seent that poil snowng mm run-
nng far oehund Walter Mondale.”

Anchor Dan Rather, who grinned ap-

> N

urprise! La Rouche gets most time

orectauvely after Schieffus ‘ermed the
sculptures “a pretty 2004 pClucal snOw
j00.” 128 been reading some tJ2zy INLCO-
ducuons to politicai stunes. Surpnisingiy
often. Rather's wniung s esther %o cute
or maxes iittle sense. (niroguc:s
Schueifer's stor? last Tuesaay, ke saia.
“*'WVhat gresigenual canaidate wouid
dare stana around il cay ;1ving every-
one the coid snoutder? The answer 'S,
any presidenuai candidate wito's a ctup
off the oid bloex.”

Rather must 1ave befuddled most
viewers with this introducuen of =:3
own story Thursday on chanqing cam-
paign strateqies 1n New Hampsaure:
“This year. the scene 1 changing. :n
trannuion. from a nanas-on test marxe:
of ideas to media marxet and supermar-
ket. part of 3 nauonwide mass market.”

The report. which was easmier to un-
derstand than 1ts introducton. con-
trasted the supposedly oid-fasnioned.
door. g campaign of Gary Hart
with Gienn's “modern %elevision ~am-
2aign.” After watcaung Hact's nana-
3naking and Glenn’'s commercials.
viewers heara New Hamosnire poliucai
screnust David Moore s conciusion t=at
TV is a god if not a goasena to the elec-
orate.

'Ve get our informauon the same
way everybody eise dces — through na-
tional tetevision,” Moore told Rather.
“We watch CBS News ard all the other
networks. and that's how we know
wnat's going on. Ang thereiore our oo~
10n formmauon 1s igentical. assenuaily, 19
peooie throughout the country.”

On NBC. canaidate La Roucnre got 3 -
nefty ‘our minutes and 44 seconas of
exposure during a mgnty coucal “Sce-
cal Segment” report by invesugauve
reporter Bnan Ross. 50
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*=% Eread rthe (ct. 27 Our Opinio bow proud My~ pressios—a depression started by Federal Reserve
o USW Local 1211 sewms to be that the AFL- ;Chairman Paul Volcker during Moadale’s teaure as.
of Waiter Mondale.. 2. Jimmy Cartar’s vice president. The only thing Moa-
ithe knowledge that Mon- - dale recites are 8 Uttany of band-aid programs for
+ lows wage jobs while his.aavisers, inciuding Manatt -

: posaibie for Third Worid debtors to

' the industrial base of their economies while generat-
ing ® boom in eapital goods exports irom the United
States and other-advanced sector nadons. said La-
Rouche: He has-repeatedly characterized as genoci-
dakthe LILF's poiicy which requires foreign gov-
ETmments (o put througir massive cuts in wages and
mﬂlemm expenaitures as the precondition for

;' LaRouche is 3 pro-life cagdidate with a deflaate

"program against drugs. He also has a program fo

bring us out of this depression. Among his programs

e proposes is a crash program for laser beam tech-

Bology tike the crasa defense program instituted by

Franidin D. Rooseveit duning Worid War (1. He says

we.aeed this mobilizadon now; it shoutdn’t wast until
aftar January, 1985,

N _ Willlaar J. MeCartney
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[SCHEDULED GUESTS
FOR TV INTERVIEWS

Here is the lineup for taday’s major network
news shows:
ABC’s “This Week With David Brinkiey" —
Sen. Gary Hamn and Walter F. Mondale. -
CBS" “Face The Nation” — Sen. Lowell
Weicker: Pat Robertson of Christian Broadast-
ing; the Rev. Charles Bergstrom of the Lutheran
Council: and Damon Wiison, former actor and
born-again Christian. Topic is school prayer.
... NBC's “Meet The Press” — West German
. Cancellor Helmut Kol - .
.CHS’ ‘60 Minutes’ -
. “TAnd Justice for Al - Harry Reasoner
. Teports on strip searches in California.
"y "Bye Bye Benefits~ — Ed Bradiey reports on
_ the cutoff° of medical benefits to unemployed
workers in Midland, Pa.. by their former em-
ployer. ] : '
© “Mobutu” — Mike Wallace reports on allega-
tions of corruption against Zaire ieader Mobutu
Sese Seko. ot
NBC’s ‘First Camera’
“Leader LaRouche” — Mark Nykanen pro-
files Lvndon gaRouchel who's runmng for presi-
aent. %

“The Smoke That Kills” — Steve Delaney
reports on how most peopie killed in fires dies of
toxic fumes:’

' **Sweet of Sounds of Success’" — Lloyd Dobyns
examines e art of violin maling 18 America,
now regarded as the best in the worid.
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Biased LaRouchev' feport

SHAME ON you for your biased and

misleading report on_Lyndon H. La-

Roucheip your coverage of tha Demo-
cratic presidential aspirants on Feb. 19.

As one of the millions of Americans
who watched Mr. LaRouche’s televised
address (in which you claim that be
spent 30 minutes attacking the other
candidates), I can only conciude that
you either watched the program and
deliberately lied about its comtent or
didn’t watch it and simply reprinted oid
slanders from your archives.

Anyone who has followed Mr. La-
Rouche’s campaign knows that he is the
only candidate of either party who is
usinghismndldaqmc;dlnuthepub-

e e

lic on the fundamental issues facing this
pation — economics, foreign policy and
national defense. I find it difficult to
recoacile your distorted reporting with
your presumed advocacy of the right of
Americans to free expression.
Fortunately, the American people
are not as stupid as you seem to think.
As more people become acquainted with
the substance of Mr. LaRouche’s plat-
form and coutrast this with your slan-
derous and misieading coverage. they
will realize that they can expect little
but disinformation and lies from the
pages of your newspaper.
MARGARET SCOTT
Mayfield Heights

1




MANCHESTER. N.H.
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‘taRouche Examined
‘In Television Report

The complaints of two NE®
Hampshire men against Demo-
- cratic Presidential aspirant
Lyndon LaRouche were part of
" a “First Camera” program
broadcast nationwide by NBC
1 television last night. 1k
| “Rep. curis ‘Spirow. D-Man-
i chester, House Minority Lead-
} er, spoke of the phone calls he
{ received, even late at night,
. from supporters of the coatro-
* versial political leader when he
- refused to, support the
" LaRouche campaign in the
' New Hampshire primary in
1980. -
Jonathan Prestage. former |
reporter for The Union Leader,
described an interview with
LaRouche in which he was told
certain things ou%ht not to u:!- ' A ‘
pear in the story. Prestage sai N LAROUCH
LAROUCHE = \- Pagels LYNDONLAROUCHE
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(Continued from Page One)
LaRouche followers told him
things would be **painful for me

if I wrote certain things.*’
Prestage said that on succes-

‘sive days after the article ap-

peared he found first one and
then another and another of his
three cats dead on his doorstep.

Laroucheis once again a can-
didate for President, but he did
not enter the New Hampshire
Presidential primary.

Before last night’s broadcast,
he aiready had sued NBC News
for $60 million for libel. In last
night’s program. NBC brought
on camera defectors from the
LaRouche organization who
said LaRouche operates a cuit-
like operation that exercises
compiete control over mem-
bers’ lives and channels money
from his profit-making organi-
zations and other sources ille-
gally into his campaign coffers.

The defectors were not
named. and their appearances
and voices were disguised.

The First Camera report also

“examined claims LaRouche or

his followers spoke of assassi-
nating key members of the Car-
ter administration. tapped into
the Teamsters Union. and
forged contacts with high rank-
ing members of the Reagan ad-
ministration. An administra-
tion. National Security Council
spokesman confirmed contacts
with the LaRouche organiza- -
tion and said he values them
for the intelligence information
LaRouche followers in foreign
Countries have becen abie to
Provide.

First Camera reporter Mark
Nykanen aiso touched on re-
ports that LaRouche paid thou-
Sands of doliars to a Chicago

t reportedly ‘‘with
Ues 19 organized crime’ for
P in the New Hampshire

%0 primary. Nykanen said the
‘onsuitant denied receiving
3"y money but reported two
Persons working for him assist-

Rouche for a month but
:““ over a pay dispute. No doc-

Mentation was offered con-

®Thing the alleged ties to orga-
*dcrime..

e Bt o wmait o Ye.aw
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1 . By James A. Pirced = The ‘Vasaingron Pas
As President Reagan was leaving the East Room following his news ™ when she aopoached to request Secret Service protection for Demo-
conierence last night. reporter- Laura Chasen seemed to startle him  cratic presidenticl candidate Lyndon H I..xRouctge. Story oa Page Ad.
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s ey, Lo il
woewt fpostant biiness is peading, il
FIE be commenting on much of this in the
weeks ahiead. Bot tonight 1 want 1o hightipht
thiee matters at the top ot the dameadic
agenda for the next W days
First is crime. The Semale iy compling
e work on the et sweeping antiveime hitl
i moe than adeeade Our legislation o
vides a long overdue prtection to kaw abild
g Amenicang that would help put an el 1y
v the era of coddling criminaly. ‘The secmite of
~onr people shoukd take prevedence aver pa
tisan politics, 8o 1 asked the Honse o atlop
< deagging its feet and 1o det poamptly.
Second, prayer in schools. ‘The Senale will
i g debate shortly on whether to peamil
+ oluntary Prayer  again inoour walion’s
Soals, one chilibren's schools. And o hage
wintily of Amesicans favor restoring this
- ug-cherished tradition of religions freedim.
i b urge the Senate (o reatfinm that velun
vy school is, indeed, o basic vight of ow
1 ople, aned § hope the Tlonge will follow suit

5l sinee ¥ ealled for negotiations to vench
cement on a down payment on the
i jected deficits. We've soght to achedule
1 tings ahmost every day. ‘The Demacentic
i esentatives have begged away from all
Eoone meeling.
L ironic tt those who demanded e
sions bave been so reluctant to nepoti-
Ne that as it may, it’s time Lo get down
 winess. I we dan't act soon, we'll bese
wr year to froitless political posturiog
_ pislative stalemate.
F'm pleased to annonnce they have
1 to attemd their second meeting tomor-
. Ve'll be prepared to conment on theis
- tiong on defense spending. 1 tiuat they
prepared o anawer our spevifie pro-
‘or $100 hillion in deficit reduction

rwe ¢ et something conatnuctive

v e Marines you sent to Eelinmon 17
ago e now el withdoovn on
levs, Considering their inalility lo
iheir peace keeping mission pd the

e« they mutfesed, has the Vaited

vt coedibility i the segion?

o Ad where do we go from here?

B 0 %% af ' B &% . s 8 b .

L Phind: our deficita, 1's been almost o

rq over the next three years, so that

g - ] . . 0 oy
Weporter Laura Chasen asked Reagan after nows conferenco o provide’ presidentinl candidate Lyndoa Laluuche wi!h Seitet Sesvice protection

2 B . b B
Reporter Stops the Prcsulcu‘; for Request

. President Reagan was leaving his news
confesenca in the East Room of the White
Wwee st night when a seporter, Laura
Chaven, winkdenly stepped ,to his side,
tedbed toward him and presented him
with o wigent requeat. '

Cluiven askod the president to dicect
Tienany Secretary Donabid ‘F. Regan to
provile Secret  Sesvico - protection  for
Laodon 1L LaRlouche, who is souning for
pacsishent an a Demociat.

Renpan pansed momentarity o listen lo
bev appeal, Ik White Honse spokesman
Vany Mpeakes told her the questioning

was over. Reagan apparently did not rce-
spoiud to the sequeat © Secrol Servico
agonts and aldes escorted him ont of the
soom, while a man restrained Chasen by
grabbing her agm.

Chygen is an acesedited correapomdent
for publicationy affiliated with Laltouche,
who once headed the US. Labur
Party.

last oighl, a White House official
asked repotters befora the acasidu to allow
Reagan (o leave the room “unhinulered.”

‘The Federal Election Commission de-
clited Jan. 27 to deny Lallawhe federal

matching fiuuds for his campaign this year
becase he had paid neithes o $45,000 fine
fron his 1980 campaign nor another
$64,071 the FEC b secking (o recover
from that campaign. :

. ‘The FEC has alleged (hat laRouche
seceived donations exceeding the $1,000
liwit oo individual contrilndions and re-
poried  olhers with incortecl mames.
Laltouche offered the VFC o $15000 ca
shicts’ check on the conlition that it
be cushed aml that it wol prepulice
his  continving  fight aesins o4
fine : —
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Catp
rtbuting editor of “High-
N y magazine; and Den-
: "cnie King; a: free-lance. writer
::ﬁumﬂev\'!rk.
=2- “We do oot agree that the

.-firtans Ross report and assoct-
aled promouonal material
aired o NBC Nightly News
airJar 20, 1964, constituted:
Z "personal artack’ upoa Lyn-
. don H. LaRauche. Jr, within
. tie meanung cf the rules of
the Federal Cammunicatons
"Commussion.” saud an NBC
‘spokesman. . .
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FEC Blocks Money For U.S. Labor Party’s Presidential Hopeful
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Dy KEN FIRERIAN
Kaighl-Riddes Hewspepers .
WASHINGTON — lle was a consclen.
tious objector In World War Il, belonged
to a Trotskylte sect in the *50s and ‘608
and now Is the leader of a small, highly
disciplined and well-financed political or-
ganization some have compared to a rell-
gious cult.

And Lyndon |.aRauche s running l.0l.

president agatd.

Unlike other fringe
candidates, he has
raised enough money
nationwide to buy 30
minutes of nelwork B
television time. lle also E
has caused a minor fu- [
tor over whether he
should be granted fed- [

+ eral matching funds for
his campaign.

The 62-ycar-old ex- -
Marxist, making his .
third iry for the presi- l-aRouche
dency, is seeking the Demacratic nomina-
tion on a stridently anti-Soviet platform.

lle uscd last month’s 1elevision broad-
cast (which cost hum $200,000 In ad-
vance) to expound hls maln campalgn

theme. which Is that Jormer Vice Presi-
dent Walter Mondale and the other emo-
crats have sold out (o the Saviets. lle
malntalns that only a presidentlal erder
declaring a *‘natlonal defense emergency
mobilization” can foresiall an Innuninent
nuclear attack by the Soviets.

On Thursday, the Federal Elécilon
Commission (FEC) ruled that he s not
eligible to recelve matching funds for his
1984 campalgn. In lts linding, the com-
niission sald he has falled 1o fulilll agree-

ments signed In 1980, when he recelved -

more than $526,000 In matching funds In
his unsuccessful bid for the Democratlc
nomination.

The FEC's rullng was hased on la-
Rouche's fallure o repay $54,671 In ex-
cess (ederal funds given 10 him In 1980
and to pay a $15.000 civil llne assessed
against his 1080 campaign commitice for
vivlating federal law.

The decision 1o deay LaRouche match-
Ing funds Is highly unusual because the
candldate has met the hasic requirement
flor receiving such funds: ralsing at leass

- $100,000 from Indlvidual donors In 20 dil-

ferent stales in amounts of $250 ar less.
Conmmission staljers say they cannot
recall another case In the FEC's elght.

year history In which a candidate met
thoss basic requirements and was aot atl
least Inltlally certllied to recelve match-
ing funds.

The commlssion’s ruling becomes final

in 30 days unless [.aRouche presonts new

Inforination challenging #t. A l.aRouche
spokesman sald the candidste may file
sult In federal court to overturn the rul-

Ing.

10 his application for matching funds,
LaRouche asserts he has raised more than
$137,000 in 22 states (or his 1984 cam-
palgn. But that apparently represents only
8 Iraction of his campalgn war chest, con-
sidering the amount he spent lor the tele-
vision broadcast.

During his 1980 campaign. |.aRouche
reporied ralsing and spending more than
$1.3 mililon, in addition t0 the matching
fcderal funds he seceived.

' For many years, observers and critice
of LaRouche have wondered publicly how
s relatively small organization, the U.S.
labor Parly with about 2,000 members
aatlonwide, could generstle so much
money. One researcher estimated Its an-
aual budget at $4 miltion. :

One major sousce of money has been

the LsRouche-sponsored Fusion Energy

Candidate F ights For Matching F unds_

Foundation, which supports nuclear-gen-
etlalcd power. lts ::uunanv':ly attired
sales reom can sirports
around the country, solicliing contribu-
tlons and seiting expensively priced Wterp-
ture. Ex-members say this operation gen-
23::3 gross uccl:;u of several thousand
1S @rek al airports in major citfes.
oo 7 s O
mem ] £ :
Rose, cliing “sources close to" the group,
charged five years ago thst exiseme
right-wing 1rou|u had secreilly funneled
large sums Into L.aRouche’s 1976 presi-
deatlal campalgn on the lLabor Pasly
ticket, using the far-right Liberty Lobby
as 8 conduit. LaRouche denied the charge.

Over the years, other LaRouche critics
have cherged him and his supportiers with
atl-Semitism, physical latimidation of
orponenls. psychological Indactrianation
:\| ':ne'!nhen and a wvariety of “dirty

ficks.

l arouche has denled these charges and
has often claimed that he was targeted
lor harassnicat and eventual assassination
by enceies (hat include the FBI, the CIA, .
the Suviet KGB, British lntelligence oper-
atives snd pro-Zionist fnenclers. -
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i aRouche's publications have
attacked (Democratzc National
Chamnan Charles) Manatt and other
- public figures, including former Secretary
-of State Henry Kissinger, actress Jane
. Fonda and former envoy W. Averill
*Harriman. He and his followers aiso have

hsfolbwmalsohavefomnhtedmconspu

ries involving organized labor, the Rockefel-
lerfmny.meCamadmmmnmmmeQueenof
En‘gland , whom he has accused of being a drug dealer.

A spokesman for the CIA said that “at LaRouche’s
" request, we did meet with him a couple of times over
the last several years. The CIA has a-responsibility
and an obligation to meet with any American citizen.
who is volunteering information or wants to pass on;
information on foreign activities. We can't get into!
particulars.”’
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WASHINGTON, Feb:~24 (AP) — In
Nanetfort to prevent misuse of Federal
hDOneY~es ather improprieties, Whits
House aides are under orders to abide
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m:a-w BROADCAST COVERAGE, PERPETUAL GRID. oofmaam'ﬂ FROM

: ;':Incttuctiaa: tor Ent:y: Update Dntly with short entry as b:ﬂudnllt 1.
» " ;cleared. Include time of interview, name of show, coverage. PFor talk
shows include nase of host--try and get reading from LHL as to types of
g::ltzg?s asked so that this 1ntorn¢e£on can be indicated back to states

ons.

12/12/83 woc Davenport, Iowa, radio: Jim Pisher snhow
interviewed LaRouche for two hours, 10 a.a.
to 12 noon CST.

Plint, Mi.,radio: LaRouche represeatative
Max Dean,interviewed on John Saith show,
9 p-ﬂ- o 10330 p.lll. CST.

12/15/33 - KAUS .Austin, Mn. radio: Dan Conrad Talk Show
hosted presidential candidate LaRouche.

12/16/33 WE3 Rochester, NY radio: LaRouche interviewed on
John Dlhl ShOH, 9 - 9330 A.Me, CST-

12/19/33 WAGG Birmingnam, AL radio: LaRoucne interviewed.

750

12/20/83 WJoN St. Cloud, MN radio: LaRoucne interviewed on Paul
. Stacke snow, 10 a.m. - 11 a.m.

Norman, OK radio: LaRouche intervxcwcd.
15 miautes.

12/26/83 WXYZ Detroit, MI radio: Mark Scott shos interviewed
L&RDUCI‘IQ' 10 A.Moe~= 10:30 a.lll. CST.

12/27/83 ’ WAMT South Bend, IN radio: LaRoucne on talk show,
8 a.m. - 9 a.m., Mark Murray, host.

Dec. 83 KWES Rocnester, Mn. radio: Joanan Daal Talk Sao«
nosted candidate LaRouche

1/3/84 WAYS Charlotte, NC radio: Poreign Policy-Advisor
Criton Zoakos on Mort Downey talk snow, 30 ain.

OR radio: Campaign Dxrector Klenetsxy
1S min.

Eugene,
interviewed,

Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed, 15 min.
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1/7/84

1/10/84

1/11/84

1/12/34

1/13/84

Jacksonville, PL radio: National D-nocrlete Bollcy

cq-nittco chairmen wh:ron al-nrnan on Jiaflxowc:

talk siow, 50 utn.

‘san Jose, CA tadiq: Laaoucnn. 3 min. iutozvtaw

Scu rrancilco. CA radio: Laloucho. 5 min. Lnee:viow‘f

Nashville, TN: LaRoucne on Buddy Sadlsr ncwslinc.
15 minutes (this is a boomer scation).

Las Vegas, NV radio: Campaign Dt:octo: Klanetsky,
interviewed for 90 sec.

St. Paul, MN radio: S minute interviei:' LaRdouche
(this is a boomer). ‘

Oklahoma City, OK radio: LaRouchne on Chris
Cartwright talk show, midnight - 2 a.m.

S-as. Iowa radio: News interview with presiden-
tial candidate Lyndon LaRoucae. :
15 minute iaterview.

Nasaville, TY¥ radio: LaRoucne on 6 - 7 p.a.,
Rick Garrett talk show, clear channel boomer
station covering 26 states.

Miami, Pﬁ radio: LaRouche on 9 - 10:30 p.m.
Bev Smith talk show.

Worthington, MN radio: LaRouche inte:vxewed
15 minutes.

Jacksonville, FL radio: LaRouche.on Jim Claaeas
call-in talk show, 10 = 11l a.m.

Washingtoan, D.C. radio: LaRoucne interviewed
by Dave McCoannell oa this all-news boowmer
station. 3

Indianapolis, IN radio: LaRouche on Tom Brown
talk show, 1 - 1:30 p.m.

Manitowoc, WI radios: LaRouche interviewed
for S min.




wilnc:. MI :ldio. tud 813 Lindor ta:n Noework
througnout Michigan: LaRouche iuectvtcwod on.
ta:u policy for . Lo utnutca.

;Pitcaunrgn. PA rndip: Lnncuchc on 1ark Poneraek
:cali-in talk lhow § = 7:p.m. ;

vﬂitliughll. AL 2ad£o: Llloucao on Sandy 3ntth call-
1“ t“k lhﬁd. 9 by 11 p.‘n BSt. ]

1/14/84 Praire Network NHews, feeds 7 radio statioans in
: Nocthy Dakota: interviewed LaRoucne for 30 mianutes.

Statewide News Service, feeds 12 New York radio
statioas: LaRouche interviewed for 30 aminutes.

Tuscon, AZ radio: LaRouche on Mario Cestis talk
show 2:15 - 2:35 p.m. EST.

Birmingham, AL radio: LaRouche interview, 15 mia.

Wk. of 1/18 Ft. Worth, Tx. radio: Pausto Charris, President
of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed by Maria Herrera for 20 minutes
on his visit with presidential candidate LaRouche
for. adopting an international anti-drug strategy

Lubbock, Tx..radio: PFausto Charris, President

of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed for 20 minutes on his visit with
presidential candidate LaRouche for adopting an
-international anti-drug strategy

Houston, Tx. radio: Fausto Charris, President

of the Colombian, So. America Anti-Drug Coalition
was interviewed for 20 minutes on his visit with
presiiential candidate LaRouche for adopting an
international anti-drug strategy 5

San Antonios, Tx. radio: News interview w/
T.L.C. spokesman on Jan. 2lst nationwide
C8S TV oroadcast by LaRouche.
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1/15/84 Honolulu radio: LaRoucne on 30> Maniacni talk
show w#ith call-ins for one hour early a.m. EST.

1/16/84 . LaMars, IA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 15 ain.




m:ath Punlic muo fee
u. s.—Sovtoe relatioas in |

Tona City, IA eakiei s
15 ainates. B

- talk tor wo ‘-‘ﬁ‘m

: .‘.'-'_:.‘”P,n his .Sngn%ﬁﬁue?' |

chi tnto:vtiwudi_sfnin.

Blrlinghan. AL tcdiow

Oberlin, OH tldioz naaauchn ou Lotonzo Pn:rn o @
talk show 11 - 11:30 p.m. :ar. «

1/17/84_. WPUT Westchester cQunty. NY zadio: LaRouche xn.o:vi.uod
.on Mike Mione talk show, 30 mia.

Boston, MA radio: Laaoucho intezviewed by Pat
Marrevich, 30 min. '

Metro News, Houston, TX :adio network: LaRouche
intezviewed for 20 ainutes.

Wasnhington, D.C. radio: LaRouche interviewel by
Dave McConnell on this boomer all-news statioa.

8 wBow Terre Haute, IV radio: LaRouche on Kevin Young
~ NM Jew Mexico State Farm Radio, toéds 28 stations:
LaRoucne interviewed for 1S amin.

Copley LaRouche interviewed by lan Christian on war
o - danger for Copley national radio network.
51 1/18/384 WEFNX Lyan, MA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 10 ain.
© KYOK Houston, TX radio: LHL interviewed, 15 min.
< ;

WROK Rockford, Il. radio: Keith Larson Talk Show

(e nosted candidate LaRouche for 30 minutes.
T WLRH Huntsville, AL radio: LaRouche on Jonn Hicker
A call-in talk show, 12 - 1 p.a. EST.,

KKAM Peunlo, Co. radio: Campaign director Klenetsky
interviewed 5 mia.

Colo. Springs, Co. radio: <Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed S ain.

Colo. Springs, Co. radio: Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed S min.

e — e — P .. ey e P PR pT——— o e ot
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‘Aspen, Co. radio: CAlpatgn di:oceor

chno:cky tnto:vtsw.ﬂ S win.

,thnu State Radio thwntk. £¢¢dt 140 stuaioug

Laaauch- tnenzvicwod fo: 30 utnnt-a.v

Hhenzloo. xowu :adtoc aaan Augu-tinn Talk Iuow
- 'hosted LaRouche as the final Democratic =

presidential candidate to be interviewed on what
kind of farm policy they woull implemeat if
elected. (3comer station.)

Rochester, NH radio: LaRouche ihtcrvicwed 1S mia.

Boulder, Co. radio: Campaign director
Klenetsky .ianterviawed 5 ain.

Pt. Collins, Co. rudio: Campaign director
Klenetsky interviewed S min. i

Englewood, Co radio: LHL interviewed 10 ain.
Concord, NH radio: LHL interviewed 15 min.
Portsmith, NH radio: LHL interviswed 15 min.
Sacramento, CA radio: LaRoucne on Eric St. Joan
talk saow, which reacnes all of northern California
and southern Oregon (tnis is 3 boomer); 30 mia.

Greeley, Co radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed.

LaRouche interviewaed by radio editor Gregy
Stec for RKO national network.

Los Angeles, CA radio: LaRouche interviewed, S nmin.

Michigan News Network feeds 40 stations: LaRouche
intarviewed 10 min.

Moline, IL radio: LaRouche on Bill Barnes talk
show, one nour.

Idano Falls, Idaho radio: National Campaign
Director Klanetsky interviewed by Mark 3ailey.




‘cntclqa. I rtdia: LaRouche on w::rcn rryburg cail-
in talk snow: 30 ainaecl-‘

"SHQQtwa:o:. > ttdia: aouch- on eslk qnayfjao

,‘: :.$n.

uon:oc. LA :ldic: nanouchn 1n:o:vtow¢d. 5 ﬁin;

' fii!ﬂ Spttngticld. MA radioa Laaouen. lntorvi.wnd
J 10 minutes.

Lincoln, NE radio: Campaign Director Klonotsky
interviewed, 15 min.

San Diego, CA radio: LaRouche interviewed 10 min.

Portland, OR radio: LaRoucne into:viewed for 3 min.
on Vaughn S.maers show.

Eau Claire, WI radio: Laaoucno on John Murphy talk
snow 1330 - 2 p.m. EST.

KIRO Seattle, WA radio: boomer station; LaRouche ianter-
viewed, 15 minutes.

5

KJLH Los Angeles, CA radio: LaRouche interviewed 10 min.

75

wGY Scihenectedy, NY radio: boomer: LaRouche on Boo
Cudmore call-in talk show, 60 aminutes.

KLZR Laﬁtcnco. KA radios: LaRouche interviewed 20
minutes.

46 1

Charlotte, NC radio: LaRoucine on Mort Downey
call-in talk show, 10 p.a.- 11l p.m.

L/21/84 X0 Salt Lake City UT radio: LaRouche on Boo Salter
; talk show noon - 1 p.m. EST. o

4040

L/22/84 WIus Bloomington, IN radio: Campaign Director Kleaetsky
on Tom Steiner snow, 9 p.m. - 11 p.m. EST.

3

L/23/84 WIBX Utica NY radio: LaRoucne on Tim Coyne talk snow
¢ l p.m. - 2 p-mo

Houston TX radio: LaRouche on Shelia Rusalow
talk snow 2 - 3 p.m. EST.

San Prancisco CA radio: LaRouche on 30 ain talk
show hosted by Ron Owens (this i3 a boomer).




Charlae: NG adtoi'nnluuchw on Mo:n Downoy
live tnl snow 9 a.m. - a.m.

. Clarinda, IA radio: LaRouche on Don' zexu em:
- show, 12105 a;zazs pe.m. EST. e

_Columbus, OH radios LaRouchs on Jahn Pondouno
~ talk show, 1118 - 1:35 pes. BST,

'ifﬁﬁiQf WSAN :gltgtown PA rcﬂioa Calpttgn,dtrectOt xlcncctaky
; j [ *1in. .

Putladqlpht!-?& radio: LHL interview, 5 ain.

Telluride, co,:udio: Campaign director Mel
Klenetaky,5 min. ianterview. - .

Manci'ester, NH radios LaRouche on Don Guy talgk
saow, 60 min.

1/29/84 . WMAQ Chicago TV: LaRouche on Warner Saunders Show
' Chicago NBC affiliate.

0 1/30/%4 WGPA Bethlehem, PA radio: LHL interviewed by Bill
wn Zinfer show, 30 ain.
~ . WGoM Marion, IL radio: LaRouche on Glen willians talk
. sho#w, 45 miautes.

WCCK Erie, PA radio: LaRouches interviewed, 15 amin.
O . .
= WIET Erie, PA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 15 min.
, WKXR Asnboro, TN radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky .
= interviewed 10 mia.
N WWRL News York, NY radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
c interviewed, 10 min. .
-r WHN New York, NY radio: LHL interviawed 5 min.

NBC Nightly News. S minute featura on Lyndon H. LaRouche
by Brian Ross and Toam Brokow for NBC talevison
national news. Note that NBC ran promos £for tne
broadcast nationally on Jan. 29, l934.

H

1/31/84

Easton, PA radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed 15 wmin.




Decatur, IL radio:s Porei;n Poltey AdVilot crtton
Zoakos on Bob Billman Show, 30 amin. ’ ,

Altoona, PA radio: LaRouche intltVi.HOd4 xs -in.;

Beaver Falls, PA radio: Campaign Diraatar Klouneoky
~interviewed ls minutes.

Pairchild Broadcasting: Canpalgn Dlroctoz Klnn.tsky
interviewed for 60 second spot.

Spanish Information Service, feeds 26 stations in
southwest: LaRoucne spokesaman Harley Schlangsc:
interviewed for 90 seconds.

ABC affiliate in Boston, interviews Michael.
Gelber, Senatorial candidate and spokesman
for LaRoucne's policies concerning Gelber's
response to NBC Nightly News Segment of
January 30, 1984. 5 minute segment.

cCNN TV Crossfire Show. Pat Buchanan & Tom Bradea host
candidate LaRouche f£or nalf hour show:; this
national telavision program for CNN.

757

Jan. 84 WQBA Miami, Pla. radio: News interview with T.L.C.
spokesman Dennis Small concsrning Latin, Ceatral
and Souta American policies o! the canpaign.
1S ninutn interview.

Jan. 84 WRHC Miami, Fla. radio: News interview witn T.L.C.
spokesman Salvador Lonzando coancerning LaRouche's
policies for Mexico. 10 minute intsrview.

Jan. 34 WDJC Birmingham, Al. radio: Vews interview wita T.L.C.
National Campaign Director Mel Klenetsky.
10 minuta interview. ’

Jan. 84 KDTH Dubugua, Iowa radis: News interview with prasi-
dential candidate Lyndon LaRouche.
5 minute interview.

R 4040461

Fondue Lock, Wis. radio: Roa Harvey Talk Show
hosted La Rouche for one hour.

Amarillo, Tx. radio: News interview with T.L.C.
National Campaign Director Mel Klenetsky.
S minute interview,
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Howell, MI radio:s haaouen. spokesman M;nfnoin
oa Frances Pittman talk show, 60 min.

Radlo Ambieate: Spanisa national network,

interviewed LaRouche for S - § ainutes.

Nortn Carolina Total Radio Metwork, feeds 25
stations in state: interviewsd LaRouche for
10 sinutes.

Erie, PA radio: interviewad Campaign Director Mel
Klenetsky, S ainutes.

Madison, WI radio: Foreign Policy Advisor Criton
Zoakos on Alan John talk chow, 60 ainutes.

Tobacco Radio Network (feeds news to 300 stations
nationally) interviewed LHL for 10 aminutes.

Idaho Falls, ID radio: interviewed LAL, 20 nin.
Harrisburg, PA radio: interviewed LHL, 1S min.

Campaign director Mel Klenetsky intecrviewed
for news feature, 20 ainutes

Erie, PA radio: Laabuchi interviewed, 15 mia.

Honolulu, Ha. radio: Bill Maniachi Talk Show
hosted LaRouche South East Asian advisors
Sophie and Pakdee Tanapura while on a stopover
in Bawaii on route to Thialand.

LaRouche interviewed for 15 ainutes by
Buddy Saddler on Nasaville, Tn. boomer.

Elizabetn, New Jersey cable TV: Campaign Director
Klenetsky debating Essex Cty. Exec Peter Shapiro
on defensive weapons technology.

Atmora, AL radio: Foreign Policy advisor Criton
Zoakos on Dale Genrman talk saow 9 a.m. - LO a.nm.
EST. :

Little Rock, AR radio: LaRouche, 15 minute
interview (this is a boomer).

Spokane..WA radio: 15 minute LaRouche interviaw
(this is.a boomer).




Omaha, NE m. o3

\aefmmm o
tnterviewed, z o e %

il Channel 9 enbl. TV 1n lllslboth.~ ¥.J3.3 30 devate
i bvtween LaRouche Campaign Director Klenstaky and
Essex County Executive Peter Shapiro on beam

weapons tccuuologlos.

Des Moines, IA radios eapod statement by LaRouche
on Lane Kirkland

Des Motnct. IA radio: taped statement by LaRouche
on Lane Kirkland.

2/10/84 Nat'l Sheridan Broadcasting Natwsork, secving over 100
black radio stations nacionally: ianterview wita
LaRouche, LS ainutes.

o
e WHO Des Moines, IA radio: S minute intervisw with
LaRouche.
~N
Nat‘'l National Black Network: 10 minute interview with
S LaRouche.
o KEX Portland, OR radio: Campaign director Klenetsky
- interviewed, S minutes. (boomer station)
o WHGS Harrisburg, PA radio: Caampaign director Xlenetsky
interviewed, S minutes.
=T . 1 i
2/13/84 RGU Honolalu, HA radio: Foreign Policy Advisor Criton
(< Zoakos on Bill Maniachi talk snow.
i RCBS Fairbanks, AK radio: LaRouche interviewed for 30
minutes. A
oC g
KTVF Fairbanks, AK TV: LaRouche story preparad by

Steve Albert.

Oklanoma City, OK radio: S minute interview with
LaRouche (this is a boomer).

2/14/384 KFUN _ Las Vegas, NV radio: LaRouche interviewed, 5 min.




Mashville, TN tadio: LaRouche on Rick Gttrctt call
in talk show, 6 = 7 p-m. lsr, Ioonor. rcngn-o
25 statas. : o : sl

- é

Channel J Manhattan Clbl. TV tape of Laloushn i
n::%onal television address airod to Manhatgan » A
audience.

Bellefontaine, OH radio: LaRoucne lLive on Linda
dicker talx snow 2or <5 min.

Gleaburnie, MD radio: LaRouche 1ncc:vioucd.
15 minutes.

2/18/84 WMEX Clyde, OH radio: LaRouche interviewed, 5 min.

Wally George talk snow, syndicated to 29 stations
in California; LaRouche taped 30 minute show.

Honolulu, HA radio: Mrs. Helga LaRouche on B8ill
Maaniachi talk show for one hour.

o ;

2/20/34 WAYS Charlotte, NC radio: Mrs. Helga LaRouche on Mort
0 : Downey talk show for 60 minutes.
~ 2/21/84 KFOR Lincoln, NE radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
- interviewed for 20 minutes.
O KBMC Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenotsky

interviewed for 10 minutes.

<

2/22/84 KBDF Eugene, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
o : interviewed, S5 min.
v WHGB Harrisburg, PA radio: LaRouche oan 30 minute talk
& show hosted by Bill Ricaardsoa.
z . WFLB Payetteville, NC radio: LaRouche interviawed,
BB 5 minutes.
o

KEX Portland, OR radio (boomer): Campaigan director
Klenetsky interviewed L0 minutes.

Portland, OR radio: Campaign Director Klenatsky°
interviewed, 5 minutes.

KsiM Salem, OR. radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed for 10 aminutes.

»




Charlotte, NC radio: .anpaiqn ndvilo: uiehard CQnon‘;
on Mort Dowaney talk snow, 80 ninuﬁQlo

Associated Press, OR: ca-patgn Di zec
-interviewed for priant and b:aadcnlt lh

Eugene, OR radio: Lnloucn- 1neotv£-w¢d. 10'-£n.

Medford, OR radio: Campaign Dircctcz Rlcu.tsky
interviewed, 10 ainutes.

¥e# York City, N.Y. radio: Story aired on
denial of Secret Service protection to LaRouche
on all-news New York City boomer station.

Washington,D.C.: Pive minute news feature .
on LaRouche suit against Donald Regaa oan
all news boomer station.

2/25/84 Texas State Network: interview witn LaRouche
i associate Warren Hamerman.

New England Radio Network: interview with
LaRouche associate Warren HBamerman.

Prairie Public Radio Network: interview wita
LaRoucne associate Warren Hamerman.

Allentown, PA radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
- interviewed, S min.

Terre Haute, IN radio: Campaign Director Klenetsky
interviewed, S pin.

2/27/84 Cincinnati, OH radio: LaRouche on talk snow for
80 aminutes. ‘

Quad Cities, IL radio: LaRouche on talk snhow for
60 minutes.

O .
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Omaha, NE radio: LaRouche interviewed on tnis
clear-channel station, S ainutes.

2/29/84 Greensboro, NC radio: LaRoucne on Ken Allen
talk show, 55 minutes.

Harrisoburg, a radio: Campaign diractor Klanetsky




_tne-:viouud Ls ninu:as.

nlrrtahuzg. PA radio: Campaign diroctor xlcnctlky

"tut-rvtoutd S minutes. .

Enrrttburg{ PA £ to: clnpntqn dtroctat Klludtsky
inccrvicnod 10w nue-n.

lcenloncn. PA radto: Cllplian spokconan Marjorto
Hecht interviewed S5 aminutes.

Pittsburg, PA radio: Science advisor Marsia
Merry interviewed.

3/2/84 WAYS Chaclotte, NC radio: LaRoucne on Mort Downey talk
) show, one hour.

Utica, NY radio: LaRouche on talk snow, 60 min.

Leocanon, TN radio: LaRouche interviawed for
15 ainutes.

3/s8/84 - WAMT South Bend, IN radio: Warren Hamerman, head of
N LaRouche founded PAC, NDPC, interviaswed for 50 min.
O ™™ Texas State Radio Network: TLC Treasurer g4
~ Spannaus interviewed.

WERC Birmingham, AL radio: Campaign science staffer
Marsha Freeman on Sandy Saith show.

Klenetsky interviewed S minutes.

0
WMBO Peoria, IL radio: LaRouche on Jona Williams
< _ talk show, one nour.
) 3/7/34 KNUS Denver, CO radio: LaRouche on Peter Boyles
talk show, one hour. J
AL ‘
- 3/8/84 KNOE Monroe, LA radio: LaRouche interviewed, 15 mia.
< 3/9/34 WQUE New Orleans, LA radio: Campaign director Mel
cc

WwJBO 8aton Rouge, LA radio: Klenetsky interviawed, S
minutes; LaRouqhe on talk sno~# 15 minutes.

New Orleans, LA radio: LaRouche interviawed, 13
minutes. ;

3/10/34 WABC New York, NY radio: Campaign advisors Klenetsky,
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3/13/84
3/14/84

3/18/84

.ZOIhﬁ.i and Lnanucn. on

vnsuaupnu. PA mum:

”3,hﬂﬂllc

u.w Orlonnl. LA :adtet
liuuelq.,

ch Orloenn; LA radtoiinilbﬁﬁhc inecrivowg&.Als
ltnntc-. & 5 Wl o

Boltontainn. oH ttdios Canpcign Di:octo: chnntsny
on talk show, 4S5 ninutos. :

Pliat, MI radio: Lanoucnc on talk snow, ona hour.

New Orleans, LA radio: Canpaign director Klenetsky

-intorvtow.d. 10 minutes.

New Orleans, LA radio: LaRouche oa talk snow,
two hours.

Joanstown, PA radio: LaRouche 32n talk show, one
hour.

Idano Falls, ID :adib: LaRoucne interviewed,
S minutes.
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. I told him that the confidentiality requirements

expeditimstxeaﬂnentanditwmﬂdmtbemmasmablehbexpectthat.
that would entail Caommission and respondent notification prior to the
debate.

Mr. Andersen expressed the hope that this camplaint would evoke
the same response as in the Nashua MUR. I told him that I could not
speculate on that. He also wanted to know what we would do if the
League didn't respond by April 4, 1984. I told him that I could not
say what the Commission would do under the circumstances but I cited
the specific protections afforded respondents under §437g.

Mr. Andersen indicated that he was considering some sort of .
TRO action or mandamus to get the Cammission to act. I asked him that
if he decided to take such court action that he let us know as soon
as possible and he agreed.




onApril 3, lsmmaoq:yottlﬁ]
respondent on April 3, 1984. i
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HAND DELIVERED

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel =
Federal Election COmm§§s1on(n

| 1325 K Street N.W. -3
Mel Klenetsky Washington D.C. 20463,

National Campaign Director

Edward Spannaus April 3 1984
Treasurer

Dear Mr. Steele,

With reference to the complaint filed this morning
by The LaRouche Campaign against the League of Women Voters,
please be advised that Odin P. Anderson represents The LaRouche
Campaign and Lyndon H. LaRouche, dJr.

The LaRouche Campaign
by Edward Spannaus
Treasurer
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The LaRouche Campaign
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Charles N. Steele Esq.
General Counsel

F.E.C.

1325 K Street N.W.
Washington D.C.

URGENT - HAND DELIVERED
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CABLE: "ARFORO"
TeLEcomEn: (208) 872-6720
TELEX:89-2733"

eaooxsu.tv‘igonn
DIRECT LINE: (202) 872-6832

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR1659

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed is the Statement of Designation of
Counsel by the league of Women Voters Education Fund
with respect to MUR1659.

The League does plan to demonstrate in writing
that no action should be taken against it in response to
the complaint in this matter.
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c
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Sincerely yours,

Brooksley Born Z

BB:djr

Enclosure




Vashington, D.C. 20036

TELEPHONE: (202) 872-6700

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission and to act on my behalf before

the Commission.

Signature Executive Direc?

Masicen

League of Women Voters Education Fund

1730 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036
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-
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HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE: (202) 429-1965
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WASHINGTON ﬁ.t‘ m

lpril 4. 1584

Mr. Mel Klenetsky

National Campaign Director

The LaRouche Campaign
P. O; Box 2150
New York, N.Y. 10116

Dear Mr. Klenetsky:

- This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
which we received on April 2, 1984, against the League of Women
Voters which alleges violations of the Federal Election Campaign
laws. A staff member has been assigned to analyze your
allegations. The respondent will be notified of this complaint
within five days.

You will be notified as soon as the Commission takes final
action on your complaint. Should you have or receive any
additional information in this matter, please forward it to this
office. We suggest that this information be sworn to in the same
manner as your original complaint. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints. If you have any questions, please contact
Cheryl Thomas at (202) 523-4143.

Sincerely,

s N. Steele

"Associate Gener Counsel

Enclosure
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 Dorothy Ridings, President
Caboue of Woasn'votese

1730 N Street, N W,
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1659
Dear Ms. Ridings:

This letter is to notify you that on April 2, 1984 the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that the League of Women Voters may have violated certain
sections of the Federal EBlection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
("the Act®). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have
numbered this matter MUR 1659. Please refer to this number in
all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against the League of
Women Voters in connection with this matter.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter,
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter ;ill 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 intend to be represented by counsel in this matter
please advise the Commission by completing the enclosed form
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any
notifications and other communications from the Commission.
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Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele

Associate Gener

Enclosures
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2 Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement -
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Mel Klenetsky
National Campaign Director
Edward Spannaus

Treasurer
March 31, 1984

Charles Steele

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Formal Complaint of The LaRouche Campaign Against the
League of Women Voters for Violations of 11 CFR 110.13 and 2
USC 441b

Dear Sir:

On April 5, 1984, the League of Women Voters is sponsoring
a Democratic presidential candidates debate in Pittspurgh,
Pennsylvania. Tnis debate will feature tnree participants:
Walter Mondale, Gary Hart, and Jesse Jackson. By letter dated
March 30, 1984, the sponsor has improperly and discriminatorily
excluded Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. Mr. LaRouche is a significant
candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination as defined
by the League's Selection Criteria (see attached).

Tne LaRouche Campaign has raised over $1 million and has
qualified for matching funds pursuant to the Federal Election
Campaign Act. This fundraising capability means that LaRoucne
is comparable to the three candidates who nave been invited to
the Pittsoburgh debate. According to FEC reports, the four
major candidates have raised the following amounts in
contributions during the first two months of 1984: Mondale
$1,270,107; Jackson $648,719; LaRouche $533,831; Hart $460,560.




Under 47 CFR 73.1940, Mr. LaRouche is recognized by all

ee major television networks as a pona fide candidate in all
Aates, territories, and the District of Columbia. In the
ourse of the campaign, Mr. LaRouche has delivered four
nationwide television addresses of half-nour duration: January
21, 1984 (CBS); Feoruary 4, 1934 (ABC); March 17, 1984 (NBC):
and March 26, 1984 (ABC). He has also appeared on several
hal f-hour oroadcasts in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
his campaign has been covered by a wide variety of media across
the nation. This media coverage includes the "Eastern
Establishment" press such as New York Times, Wasauington Post,
New Republic, and NBC, as well as the media in small towns and
medium-sized cities tnrougnout tne United States.

Mr. LaRouche is on the primary oallot or scheduled to
participate in state caucuses wnere approximately forty per
cent of the delegates to the Democratic National Convention are
at stake. Thnis schedule includes active campaignin3j for
delegates in the large and pivotal states of Pennsylvania,
Texas, Ohio, New Jersey, and California. Tne LaRouche
candidacy nhas also inspired the development of a movement of
citizen candidates wno are running on LaRoucae's prograa at the
federal state, and local level. Tnis candidates movement,
numbering over two thousand active candidates, has already
elected people in Illinois, Massachusetts, California, Florida,
and elsewhere.

The exclusion of Mr. LaRouche from tne Pittsbdurgn deoate
makes it a partisan enterprise which W#ill "promote or advance
one candidate over anotier". Tae 3poasors of tne April 5
debate are therefore in violation of 11 CFR 110.13 and 2 USC
441b. The LaRouche Campaijn reguests tnat tahe Commission trz2at
this matter expeditiously and move to enjoia tane Pittsourgn
debate unless Mr. LaRouche is incluied.

Respectfally,
Tne LaRoucae Campaign
By: Mk fhenod,

MEL KLENET3KY ¢
Nat'l Campaign Director




STATE OP WEW YORK = )
'COUNTY OF NEW YORK

MEL KLENETSKY. being duly owotn. dcpoaos and la sx I am
the National Campaign Director of The LaRouche Campaign, tha
complainant in this complaint. I have read the foregoing
complaint and know the contents thereof. The same is ‘true to
my own knowledge, except as to matters stated on 1n£oruation
and belief or sworn to by other persons, and, as to those
matters, I believe them to be true.

Nat‘l Ca-paign nirector
The LaRouche Campaign

Sworn before me this day 35 of March, 1984.

Qualified in New York County
Expires March 30, 1865
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1984 LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION PFUND
DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DEBATES

PARTICIPANT SELECTION CRITERIA

The League of Women Voters Education Pund will spoasor .
during the 1984 election season a series of primary debates among
significant candidates for the Democratic Party's nomination for
President. The purpose of these debates is to educate the
nation's electorate in a nonpartisan manner about the issues in
the 1984 Presidential campaign and about the positions of
candidates on these issues and to stimulate increased voter

interest and participation in the electoral process.

The League's goal of fosteriag voter education and
participation in the electoral process is furthered by invitine
to debate only candidates ia whom a substantial aumber of voters
has an interest. Inclusion of candidates in whom there is little
voter interest would result in debates that are too long or that
40 not provide sufficient time for the meaniagful expression of
views by significant candidates. Accordingly, the League has
chcsen to limit participation ia its 1984 Semocractic srimary
Depates to candidates who present a significant nacionail
candidacy for the Democratic nomination 5or President.

Candidates who meet the following criteria will be iavited
to participate in the League's 1984 Democratic orimary deovates:

l. The candidate must have made a public announcement of
his or her intention to run for the Democratic Party's nominaticn
for President.

72 The candidate must te legaily zualiZfied to hold the
office of President.

3. The candidaca =usc cant candidata Zor =<he
Cemecratic Party's nominacion 4
In assessing the significance of a candidacy, the League
will consider a number of factors including the following:

== Eligibility for matching payments under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion
furthers the identification of significant
candidates by focusing on those candidates who
are significant enough to solicit, and have

sufficient voter support to receive,

contributions from a number of persons in a




R40404617709

‘Active campaigning

nuubot of states.

,nnhc: of statol lpgjuha

Democratic Party's’ _ , 88 ¢
have established an ac:ivo cunpatqu prnadnnt
several different states may pose a siqni!tenﬁ
national candidacy for the Democratic
Presidential nomination. A candidate's ot!etts
to ce named on primary ballots, his or her
fundraising activities, the extent of the }
candidate's campaiqn organization, the amount of
his ar her campaign appearances, as well as any
other factors =3videncing substancial campaign
activity, may de considered.

Reccgnition by the national media as a candidate
meriting media attention. Since media coverage
of garticular candidates by aajor newspapers and
television networks tends =0 evidence a
recognition by “ke national media of sunstantial
J0ter interes:t ian a candidiace and serves
inderendentl;y =c Icstear 3ucn iatarest, tnis
szitericn i3 an aon:*c:iace consiseracion .2
3etermining zae signiicance of sar=isalar
candidates ia the naticnail :tampaign.

Other faczors. The League may ~onsider such dther
factors that in the League's gocd faith J.xdamenc
may orovide substantive evidence of nationwile
votar ianterest in a candidate, such as =he

axtans of camgaign contridutions and maticnal
7cter Zoil results.



Mel Klenetsky
National Campn;n Dlm
Edward Spannaus
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‘March 31, 1984

%

Charles Steele

General Counsel

Federal Blection OOIltalion
1325 K Street WW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Formal Co laint of Thc Lnnoneho ca- ign’

On April S5, 1984, the League of Women Voters is sponsoring
a Democratic presidential candidates debate in Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania. Tnis debate will feature three participants:
Walter Mondale, Gary Hart, and Jesse Jackson. By letter dated
March 30, 1984, the sponsor has improperly and dxscr1m1nator11y
excluded Lyndon H. _LaRouche, Jr. Mr. LaRouche is a significant
candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination as defined
by the League's Selection Criteria (see attached).

The LaRouche Campazgn has raised over $1 million and has
qualified for matching funds pursuant to the Federal Election
Campaign Act. This fundraising capability means that LaRouche
is comparable to the three candidates who nave been invited to
the Pittsburgh debate. According to FEC reports, the four .
major candidates have raised the following amounts in 3
contributions during the first two months of 1984: Mondale
$1,270,107; Jackson $648,719; LaRouche $533,831; Hart $460,560.
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Under 47 cra 73. 1940. Mr. Lnnouchc is. :otognianﬂlu
three major television networks as a bona fide candida

- States, territorisg, and the District of Columbia. In

course of the caspaign, Mr. LaRouche has delivered four
nationwide television addresses of half-nour duration: January
21, 1984 (CBS); February 4, 1984 (ABC); March 17, 1984 (NBC)1
and March 26, 1984 (ABC). He has also appeared on several
half-hour broadcasts in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
his canmpaign has been covered by a wide variety of media across
the nation. This media coverage includes the "Eastern
Establishuent” press such as New York Times, Wasnington Post,
New Republic, and NBC, as well as the media in small towns and
mediun-sized cities throughout the United States.

Mr. LaRouche is on the primary ballot or scheduled to
participate in state caucuses wnere approximately forty per
cent of the delegates to the Democratic National Coanvention are
at stake. This schedule includes active campaigning for
delegates in the large and pivotal states of Pennsylvania,
Texas, Ohio, Ne# Jersey, and California. The LaRouche
candidacy has also inspired the development of a movement of
citizen candidates who are running on LaRoucne's prograa at the
federal state, and local level. This candidates movement,
numbering over two thousand active candidates, has already
elected people in Illinois, Massachusetts, California, Plorida,
and elsewhere.

The exclusion of Mr. LaRouche from the Pittsburgh deovate
makes it a partisan enterprise which will “prohnote or advance
one candidate over another”. The sponsors of the April §
debate are therefore in violation of 11 CFR 110.13 and 2 USC
441b. Tne LaRouche Campaign reguests that the Coumission treat
this matter expeditiously and move to enjoin tne Pittsourgh
debate unless Mr. LaRouche is incluied.

-
-

Respectfully,

Tne LaRouche Campaign

By:

MEL KLENETSKY 7
Nat'l Campaign Director
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STATE OF NEW YORK
COUNTY OF NEW YORK

MEL KLENETSKY, being duly sworn, deposes and says: I am
the National Campaign Director of The LaRouche Campaign, the
complainant in this complaint. I have read the foregoing .
complaint.and know the contents thereof. The same is true to
ay own knowledge, except as to matters stated on information
and belief or sworn to by other persons, and, as toO those
wnassers, I believe them to be true.

;Si.gn Director
The LaRouche Campaign

o7
Sworn before me this day 3 of March, 1984.

) No. 31-4782510
Duzlified in New York County
Commission Expires March 30, 1885
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1984 LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION PUND
DENOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DESATES

. The League of Wecmen Voters Bducation Pund will sponsor
during the 1984 election season a series of primary debates among
significant candidates for the Democratic Party's nomination for
President. The purpose of these debates is to educate the
nation's electorate in a nonpartisan manner about the issues ia
the 1984 Presidential .campaign and about the positions of

" candidates on these issues and to stimulate increased voter

interest and part;cipa:ion in the electoral process.

The League's coal of fosteriag voter education and
pa::ic.pation in the electoral .process is furthered by iavitine
to debate only candidates ian whem a substantial aumber of voters
has an interest. 1Inciusion of candidates in whom there is little
voter interest would result in debates that are too long or that
40 not provide sufficient time for the meaniagful expression of
views by significant candidates. Accordingiy, the League has
chcsen %o limit participation ia ics 1984 Cemocracic zrimary
Debates to candijates who present a significan: nacional
candidacy Zor the Democratic nomination for President.

Candidates who meet the following criteria will be iavited
to participate in the League's 1984 Democratic primary depates:

1. The candidate must have made a public announcement of
his or her intention to run for the Democratic Parcy's nominaticn
for President.

2 The candidace must Se legaily zualified to hold the
office of Presidenc.

a4 sicnificant candidaz2 Ior :he

Are The candicats usc te
or President.

vemccratic Party's nomizaction 2
Ia assessing the sicnificance of a candidacy, the Leacue
will consider a number of factors including the following: '

-= EBligibility for matching payments under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion
furthers the identification of significant
candidates by focusing on those candidates who
are significant enough to solicit, and have
sufficient voter support to receive,
contributions from a number of persons in a
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‘number of states.

Active campaigning in a nnmho: of states !c:athq
Democratic Party's nomination. Candidates

have established an active campaign presenc
several different states may pose a liqniticnt
national candidacy for the Democratic
Presidential nomination. A candidate’'s e!!crts
to oe named on primary ballots, his or her
fundraising activities, the extent of the
candidate's campaign organization, the amount of
his or her ‘campaign appearances, as well as any
other factors zvidenciag substantial campaigzn

- acstivity, may de considered.

Recsgniticn by :he attional media as a candidate
meriting media attencion. Since media coverage
of -art.cular candiéat-s by madior newspapers and
television networks tends =o avidence a
recognition oy “he national media of suostantial
v0ter iateres:t in a cand-ia'e‘and serves
inZesencdenctly <¢c Zcster 3uca i teresb. :his
SEi eI aniigaian app::=:~a:e c:nsx-era oa
Seteraiaing ctae sicnificance of ;a::;:u; =
candidates ia the naticnai camgaign.

Other faczors. The League may ~cnsider such cSther
factors thact in the Leacue's gocd faith judgment
mav srovide substantive evidence of nationwige
wctar ianterest in a candicaze, such as <the

extans: sf campaiga contributions and naticnal
vcter 0.l .cesults., :
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March 31, 1984

Charles Steele

General Counsel -
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Formal Complaint of The Lékouche Campaign Against the
League of women vVoters for violations of EI CFR 110.13 and 2

USC 441b

Dear Sir:

On April 5, 1984, the League of Women Voters is sponsoring
a Democratic presidential candidates debate in Pittspurgh,
Pennsylvania. Tnis debate will feature three participants:
Walter Mondale, Gary Hart, and Jesse Jackson. By letter dated
March 30, 1984, the sponsor has improperly and discriminatorily
excluded Lyndon H. LaRouche, Jr. Mr. LaRouche is a significant
candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination as defined
by the League's Selection Criteria (see attached).

Tne LaRouche Campaign has raised over $1 million and has
qualified for matching funds pursuant to the Federal Election
Campaign Act. This fundraising capability means that LaRouchne
is comparable to the three candidates who nave been invited to
the Pittsburgh debate. According to FEC reports, the four
major candidates have raised the following amounts in :
contributions during the first two months of 1984: Mondale
$1,270,107; Jackson $648,719; LaRouche $533,831; Hart $460,560.




y 47 CFR 73.1940, Mr. LaRouche is recognized by all
#jor television networks as a bona fide candidate in all
B, territorieg, and the District of Columbia. In the
se of the campaign, Mr. LaRouche has delivered four
tionwide television addresses of half-nour duration: January
21, 1984 (CBS); Peoruary 4, 1984 (ABC):; March 17, 1984 (NBC):
and March 26, 1984 (ABC). He has also appeared on several
half-hour broadcasts in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and
his campaign has been covered by a wide variety of media across
the nation. This media coverage includes the "Eastern
Establishment” press such as New York Times, Wasnington Post,
New Republic, and NBC, as well as the media in small towns and
nedium-sized cities throughout tne United States.

Mr. LaRouche is on the primary pallot or scheduled to
participate in state caucuses wnere approximately forty per
cent of the delegates to the Democratic National Convention are
at stake. Tnis schedule includes active campaigning for "
delejates in tne large and pivotal states of Pennsylvania,
Texas, Onio, Ne« Jersey, and California. Tne LaRouche
candidacy nas also inspired the development of a movement of
citizen candidates wno are running on LaRoucne's program at the
federal state, and local level. This candidates movement,
numoering over two thousand active candidates, has already
elected people in Illinois, Massachusetts, California, Florida,
and elsewhere.

Tne exclusion of Mr. LaRouche from the Pittsburgn deoate
makes it a partisan enterprise wnich will "promote or advance
one candidate over anotaer". Tae sponsors of the April 5
debate are therefore in violation of 11 CFR 110.13 and 2 USC
441b. Tne LaRouche lampaigjn rejuests that the Commission treat
this matter expeditiously and move to enjoin tne Pittsourgn
debate unless Mr. LaRouche is incluied.

Respectfully,

Tne LaRouche Campaign
MEL KLENETSKY ;
Nat'l Campaign Digector
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STATE OF NEW YORK )
\ : = 3 ’ 88
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) |

MEL KLENETSKY, being duly sworn, .deposes and says: I am
the National Campaign Director of The LaRouche Campaign, the
complainant in this complaint. I have read the foregoing
complaint and know the contents thereof. The same is true to
my own knowledge, except as to matters stated on information
and belief or sworn to by other persons, and, as to those

masters, I vpelieve them tOo be true.

Nat’l Campaign Director
The LaRouche Campaign

aT
Sworn before me this day 55 of March, 1934.

NOTA BLIC

: IANE FREEMAN
Rotary Public, State of New York
Ot o

ie ew Yo
Commission Expires March 30, 19685
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1984 LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS EDUCATION PUND
DEMOCRATIC PRESIDENTIAL PRIMARY DEBATES

PARTICIPANT SEEECTION.QEIIERIA

. The League of Women Voters Education Pund will spoansor .
during the 1984 election season a series of primary debates among
significant candidates for the Democratic Party's nomination for
President. The purpose of these debates is to educate the
nation's electorate in a nonpartisan manner about the issues in
the 1984 Presidential campaign and about the positions of
candidates on these issues and to stimulate iacreased voter
interest and participation in the electoral process.

The League's goal of fostering voter education and
participation in the electoral .process is furthered oy invitine
to debate only candidates ia whcm a substantial aunmpber of voters
has an interest. Inclusion of candidates in whom there is little
voter interest would result in debates that are too long or that
do not provide sufficient time for the meaningiul expression of
views dy significant candidates. Accordingly, the League has
chcsen to iimit particigation ia iss 1984 Cemocratic zrimary
Depactes to candidates who present a significan:t national
candidacy for the Democratic nomination f£or President.

Candidates who meet the following criteria will be iavited
to rarticigate in the League's 1984 Democratic primary depates:

1. The candidate must have made a public announcement of
his or her intention to run for the Democratic Party's aominaticn
for ®resident.

r The candidate nmust Se legaily zualified to hold the
office of Presidenct.

: The candidats nust
Cemccratic Party's nominacion

In assessing the sicnificance of a candidacy, the Leacue
will consider a number of fac%ors including the following:

-- Bligibility for matching payments under the
Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account
Act (26 U.S.C. Chapter 96). This criterion
furthers the identification of significant
candidates by focusing on those candidates who
are significant enough to solicit, and have

sufficient voter support to receive,

contributions from a number of persons in a
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‘number of states.

Active campaigning in a numbtr of states tot-th
Democratic Party's nomination. Candidates
have established an active campaign presence
several different states may pose a siqnificnt
national candidacy for the Democratic
Presidential nomination. A candidate's of!orta
to oe named on primary ballots, his or her
fundraising activities, the extent of the

candidate’'s campaign organization, the amount of

his or her ‘campaign appearances, as well as aay
other factors -=2videnciag supstancial campaign
activity, may de considered.

Reccgniticn bty the uat;onal media as a candidate
meriting media attention. Since media coverage
of ,a:ticular candidatas by major newspapers and
television networks tends =0 evidence a
recognition by “he national media of sunstantial
70%er interesz in a candidate and serves

i =2¢c Imgnary 39Zzn iavarest., hi3

is_-n ao*:*:::a:- consiseracion la
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i £a :ne naticnali camca:ign.
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factcors. The League nay ~onsider such sther

that in the League's gocd Zaizh ;adamen:
may arovide substantive evidence of nationwile
votar jaterest in a candifaca, such as =i
2xta2ns =f camgaign contriduticns and naticaal
Jcter 0.l rTesults.
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