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Legislative Luncheon - January 9

Calendar
January 7, Thurs.
7:00 p.m.
Board Meeting

The Annual Legislative Luncheon with our Howard County Delegation will be
held Saturday, January 9, 2016, at 11:30 a.m., at Bethany United Methodist
Church (2875 Bethany Lane, Ellicott City, MD 21042). This is a great, informal
opportunity to talk with our elected officials and a perfect event for you to bring
friends and relatives to see what your League does. The cost is $10 for anyone
attending without a dish.
There is no cost if you bring a dish that will serve 8 people. Food assignments
are based on the letter of your last name and are as follows:
A - F Dessert

G - R Main Dish

S - Z Side Dish or Vegetable

Not only do we need for each member to plan on bringing a dish, we also need
volunteers to assist on the day of the event. If you are interested in volunteering
to help with this event please contact info@howard.lwvmd.org or 410-7300142. Volunteers are asked to arrive at the Church at 10:00 a.m. The League’s
partners for the Legislative Luncheon are the Columbia Chapter of Jack and Jill
of America, Inc., and the Columbia Branch of the American Association of
University Women. Please RSVP to our office regarding your attendance at
410-730-0142 or info@howard.lwvmd.org by January 4.

GREAT DECISIONS – correction to meeting day

The LWVHC Great Decisions group meets on the second Wednesday of the
month, February-June. After a summer break, meetings resume in
September-November. The meetings, held at Janis and Jerry Cripe's home,
begin at 7 pm, with the Foreign Policy Association (FPA) provided video
shown promptly at 7:30. Participants study material published by the FPA
prior to the meeting to enhance discussion. The 2016 FPA booklets will be
ordered in December, costing between $20-25. For more information please
contact Sue Buswell at srbuswell@aol.com or 410-992-1169.

If you receive The Voter by postal mail and would like to change to
only receiving it through the League’s e-newsletter, please let us
know at lwvhowardcounty@gmail.com.

January 9, Sat.
11:30 a.m.
Legislative Luncheon
Bethany United
Methodist Church
January 9, Sat.
10:00 a.m.-2:00 p.m.
Vote 411 Workshop
Miller Library
January 14, Thurs.
7:30 p.m.
at East Columbia Library
and
January 20, Wed.
9:30 a.m.
at Vantage House
UNIT MEETINGS
January 23, Sat.
9:30 a.m.-1:00 p.m.
Winter Workshop
Wilde Lake Interfaith Center
LWVHC
5430 Vantage Point Road
Suite C
Columbia, MD 21044
Phone/Fax 410-730-0142
info@howard.lwvmd.org
www.howard.lwvmd.org

The League of
Women Voters
is where hands-on
work to safeguard
democracy leads to
civic improvement.

President’s Message
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Wow! What a memorable Year 2015. Unit meetings discussing topics
titled, “Money in Politics”, “Amending the Constitution”. Standing with
many citizens of Howard County and letting our voices be heard as we
held signs and chanted that we need Affordable Housing in Howard
County. We continued to register citizens to vote and collaborated with
the Board of Election as they demonstrated the new voting system to
be used during the 2016 election. We marched in parades at the
county fair and in Ellicott City for the Veterans Day parade. We
provided town hall meetings on the environment. We came together to
celebrate at a holiday party. And finally we gave a donation of canned
goods to a homeless shelter.
In 2016 we will continue to register voters, create voter guides and hold
candidate forums as we enjoy making democracy work by engaging
and taking action on the nonpartisan positions that make this county
government better.

~Lillie Gallant
President, LWVHC

MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. DAY
VOTER REGISTRATION EVENT
The LWVHC will hold a voter registration event on Monday, January 18,
9:00 a.m.-12:00 p.m. at North Laurel Community Center, 9411 Whiskey
Bottom Road, Laurel, Md. 20723. The event is for Martin Luther King
Day celebration. Our County Executive will be speaking.
Even if you do not need to register to vote, staff from the Howard
County Board of Elections will be available to demonstrate the new
voting system that will be used in the 2016 elections.
If you would like to volunteer contact the LWVHC office
at info@howard.lwvmd.org or 410-730-0142. Volunteers need to arrive
at 8:30 a.m.
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Andrea Wilmoth, Webmaster
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Nancy Berla
Linda Wengel
Joan Yurecsko

January Unit Meetings ~ “Money in Politics”
The positions of the League of Women Voters of Maryland are adopted
after a committee has conducted a study and produced fact sheets and
consensus questions. Members in each local League meet to discuss
the study. January's study is “Money in Politics”. We would like to
have as many members as possible to voice an opinion.

Unit Meetings Schedule:

RSVP not necessary.

Thursday: 7:30 p. m. January 14, 2015
East Columbia Library, 6600 Cradlerock Way, Columbia, MD
Wednesday: 9:30 a.m. January 20, 2015
Vantage House, 5400 Vantage Point Rd., Columbia, MD
Background materials can be found starting on page five of this issue
of the Voter and online at:
https://lwvhc.files.wordpress.com/2015/12/mip_study_guide_cover_and
_contents.pdf

Articles, news, reports, and
photos should be submitted by
the 15th of each month for
inclusion in the VOTER
newsletter.
Please submit in Word format to:
lwvhowardcounty@gmail.com
We look forward to hearing from
you!

Environmental News

Energy, Climate & Health: The Cause and the Cure
In the past three years, Maryland has experienced floods, heavy rains, heat and strong winds that have led to
millions of dollars in property losses and the loss of human life. With 3,100 miles of tidal shoreline, the state
is losing land to rising seas, which have gone up over one foot in the last 100 years. 2014 was the hottest
year in recorded history worldwide and 2015 is almost certain to break that record, according to the World
Meteorological Organization. That’s the bad news.
Fortunately, the state of Maryland can take actions that will lead to less heat-trapping gas being discharged
into the atmosphere. With other communities, states, the federal government and nations around the world
taking similar actions, we can move the needle toward halting the progress of climate change. That’s the
good news.
Maryland legislators will introduce a law to renew the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act (GGRA) in the
upcoming General Assembly session that starts Jan. 13. The law is scheduled to expire in December 2016.
Contacting our legislators will be one of the most critical actions we can take to make sure Maryland
continues and accelerates action to avert the dangers of a warming climate. Stay tuned for more news from
LWVHC.
In Howard County, the LWVHC hosted a standing-room-only-crowd for the Energy, Health and Climate Town
Hall meeting on Nov. 17 at the Columbia East Library. Energy experts, green businesses and members of
the local Howard County state delegation were on hand to answer questions and give us new information.
Mike Tidwell, Director of the Chesapeake Climate Action Network set the scene by sharing his experience as
a climate advocate, author and member of the Maryland Climate Change Commission. A longtime resident of
Maryland, Tidwell’s documentary film, We Are All Smith Islanders, depicts the dangers of global warming in
Maryland, Virginia and D.C.
Del. Clarence Lam, D-12, a physician and public health expert, described the health risks of a warming
climate that are often overlooked. In addition to more frequent wildfires, heat waves and sea level rise,
diseases like West Nile virus, asthma and allergies, and respiratory diseases from more air pollution and
smog will raise the rates of illness, especially in vulnerable populations like children and the elderly.
Delegates Terri Hill and Eric Ebersole, D-12, and Vanessa Atterbeary and Frank Turner, D-13, also attended
to show support for the urgency to act on climate change. In 2009, the General Assembly passed Maryland’s
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Act that committed Maryland to develop and implement a comprehensive plan to
reduce heat-trapping gases in the atmosphere to 25 percent below 2006 levels by 2020.
Electricity is the largest single category of greenhouse gas emissions and most of our electricity comes from
coal. The Plan calls for the state to focus on developing and using clean renewable energy such as solar
and wind. At the same time, the Plan must generate a net economic benefit to the State’s economy and a
net increase in jobs. While the current Plan has 150 programs, the more visible programs include the
Maryland Renewable Energy Portfolio Standard, the Regional Greenhouse Gas Initiative (RGGI), and
EmPower Maryland.
In October 2015, the Maryland Department of the Environment released the 2015 Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Reduction Act Plan Update. The new report documents progress and found that the state is on
target to meet the 2020 goal and to generate economic benefits between $2.5 billion and $3.5 billion and help
create between 26,000 and 33,000 new jobs. The Update is available online here:
http://news.maryland.gov/mde/wp-content/uploads/sites/6/2015/10/GGRA_Report_FINAL_10-29-15.pdf
Green business and non-profits co-sponsored the Town Hall, including Civic Works/Retrofit Baltimore,
Groundswell, GreeNEWit, Solar City, Ecobeco, HoCo Climate Change, the Sierra Club, Transition Howard
County, Interfaith Partners for the Chesapeake, Maryland Environmental Health Network, Interfaith Power &
Light, Chesapeake Climate Action Network and Maryland Climate Coalition.
Betsy Singer, LWVHC
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Upcoming Events
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YOU CAN MAKE A DIFFERENCE IN 2016
The League of Women Voters Howard County, LWVMD and LWVUS have strong positions on environmental
issues like clean water, air and energy. If you've ever wanted to understand the important issues facing us
today and how they interconnect, The Legacy Leadership Environmental Institute (LLEI) is your answer.
League members Cathy Hudson and Betsy Singer are two of the five coordinators who organized this
environmental educational program, starting its eighth year in Howard County on Feb. 4, 2016. LLEI provides
you with briefings from experts at NASA, NOAA, University of Maryland and other agencies. They explain
global climate change, sustainability, earth systems science, and best practices on leaving an environmental
legacy. This course also covers regional ecology, local government's eco-efforts, personal non-positional
leadership training, and introduction to local nature and environmental organizations. Enrollment is limited and
classes are for ages 18 and above.

Thursdays, Feb. 4 to March 24, 2016, 9 am to 3:45 pm
Tuition is $100
Classes will be held at:
The Carriage House at Belmont Manor and Historic Park
6555 Belmont Woods Rd., Elkridge, MD
NASA Visits: Feb. 11 & 18, 9 am – 4 pm at NASA’s Goddard Space Flight Center (transportation by
carpool).
To register online: Howard Community College online registration is at hccexpress.net The institute’s course
number is XE-516 6061 #2242 and the course is listed in the Howard Community College Winter Noncredit
Course catalog under “Environment.”
For more information and last year's curriculum, visit www.HowardLLIE.com or contact Betsy
Singer betsysing@gmail.com or Cathy Hudson, cmhudson@comcast.net
Previous participants describe classes as: “Intellectually stimulating,” “well organized, thoroughly professional,
intriguing, challenging, optimistic and encouraging,” and “engaging.”

LWVUS Convention in DC June 16-19, 2016
By Andrea Morris Gruhl, LWVHC’s Liaison to LWVNCA
Whenever the biennial LWV of the United States (LWVUS) Convention comes to Washington, DC, the host
League is always LWV of the National Capital Area (LWVNCA). In 2016 from Thursday, June 16th to noon on
Sunday, June 19th the convention will be at the spacious, elegant Marriott Wardman Park Hotel in DC. It is
very close to the Red Line’s Woodley Park/Zoo Metro Station on Connecticut Avenue. The 2016 LWVUS
Convention registration cost for voting delegates will be $395. Our hotel cost for a double bed room will be
$209 plus tax.
LWVUS is pre-planning for 800 attendees. Lots of volunteers from local Leagues will be needed to support
their needs. Diane Hibino is the Chair of the Local Arrangements Committee (LAC) for the convention. She
has many committees. Some of them are: Registration, Credentials, Information, Fundraiser, Hospitality,
Wares, Volunteer Support, Ushers, Election Tellers, Plenary Doorkeeper, Plenary Microphone Monitor,
Plenary Timekeeper, and Capitol Steps. LWVHC’s Carole Conors is Chair of the Ushers Committee. Chairs
of most of these LAC committees attended Diane’s first monthly planning meeting on Dec. 11 at 1:30 p.m. at
the LWVUS office in DC.
Internet testing is now afoot for Sign Up Genius, the online service regional Leaguers can use to volunteer for
one of these committees. Sign Up Genius will be announced as operational in late winter when Leaguers
should know their availabililty.
In the coming months you can find increasing information about the 2016 LWVUS Convention at the LWVUS
website (www.lwv.org).

Study Guide for the Money In
Politics Consensus
LWVUS Money In Politics Review and Update Chair
Barbara Zia – mipcommitteechair@lwv.org

ORIENTATION …………………………………………………………………………………… 2
SCOPE OF WORK …………………………………………………………………….………... 3
TIMELINE ………………………………………………………………….……………………... 4
RESOURCES…………………………………………………………………………………….. 5
BACKGROUND PAPERS ………

…………………………………………………..….. 5

DEFINITIONS .……………………………………………………………..……….……………. 6
SUGGESTIONS TO HELP RESPOND TO MIP QUESTIONS……………………………….9
CONSENSUS QUESTIONS ……………………………………………………………….…...10
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MONEY IN POLITICS REVIEW AND UPDATE STUDY GUIDE
For the 2014-2016 biennium, the LWVUS Board recommended and the June 2014 LWVUS Convention
adopted a multi-part program including, “A review and update of the League position on campaign finance
in light of forty years of changes since the Watergate reforms, in order to enhance member understanding of
the new schemes and structures used to influence elections and erode protections against corruption in our
political process, and to review possible responses to counter them in the current environment.”

ORIENTATION
After Convention 2014, the LWVUS Board worked diligently to develop solid operational details for the
new Money in Politics (MIP) Review and Update Committee. These efforts led to a conclusion that a gap
exists in the LWV campaign finance position with regard to the First Amendment.
Adopted in 1974, the League’s campaign finance position focuses only on the financing of election
campaigns as it relates to the democratic process, i.e., opportunities for undue influence, opportunities to
ensure equity among candidates, protection of the public right to know and to fully participate. In 1976, the
United States Supreme Court approached the question of financing of election campaigns from the point of
view of what the money actually funds and the interests of donors, candidates and independent spenders in
preserving their ability to express political views through the activities being financed.
The activities that the U.S. Supreme Court focused on largely involve free speech. Election campaigns
develop messages for publication, from speeches and debates to paid advertising in various media. Money is
required to coordinate the messaging and pay for the advertising. Under the Court’s approach, a system of
campaign finance protects the rights of the individual candidate to disseminate her message as well as the
rights of her donors to express their own views through her message -- and also protects the rights of other
political actors who may wish to make election expenditures independent of the candidates or to advocate in
support or opposition to particular public policy issues. To the Court, this campaign speech (as opposed to
campaign finance) is central to American democracy and is what the First Amendment was designed to
protect.
The League position, with its more collective approach, does not answer the question of whether all or some
political activity constitutes free speech protected under the First Amendment. Because it does not address
that question, the position does not balance the First Amendment interests of candidates, donors,
independent spenders, and issue advocates against the interest in equitable competition among candidates
for office, preventing undue influence, and enhancing voter participation.
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For almost 40 years, the Supreme Court’s approach and the League’s approach intersected in one important
aspect. Over that time, the Court recognized the risk that campaign contributions are corrupting or appear
corrupting, especially if those contributions are very large or come from the general funds of corporations or
unions. Historically, the League has been able to argue successfully through litigation and through
legislative action that contribution limits and the exclusion of corporations from participating directly in the
political process should be upheld. The position has also allowed us to support enforcement mechanisms
and other reforms.
That changed with the Citizens United decision. The Court drastically extended its views on free speech to
allow unlimited independent spending in candidate elections by corporations and unions and entirely
discounted any danger from any undue influence other than quid pro quo (“something for something”)
corruption. That radically transformed the election landscape.
Proposed constitutional amendments in response to Citizens United and subsequent cases have focused on
reversing the Court’s rulings that corporations have full political speech rights and that funding a political
campaign is protected speech, and give Congress and the states the authority to regulate “the raising and
spending of money by candidates and others to influence elections,” which the Court has deemed protected
speech.
The League is pursuing a strategic, multi-dimensional approach at the federal and state levels to overcome
or limit the Court’s decision in Citizens United. To date, the League has not supported or opposed particular
legislation to amend the Constitution. Even putting aside the considerable practical barriers to ratifying an
amendment as well as unintended consequences of the various proposed amendments, we believe that our
current campaign finance position does not address First Amendment considerations.
To update the League position on campaign finance to include the First Amendment requires member
understanding and agreement on these issues. The Money in Politics Committee has thus been tasked with
undertaking member study and consensus, in addition to educating members and the public broadly about
money in politics issues.

SCOPE OF THE MIP REVIEW AND UPDATE
The scope of the study, as adopted by the LWV Education Fund Board, October 2014, states:
The Committee will conduct an update of the League’s position on campaign finance for the purpose of
addressing the lack of member understanding and agreement on the extent to which political campaigns
are protected speech under the First Amendment. The campaign finance position will be updated
through a study and consensus process to consider:



The rights of individuals and organizations, under the First Amendment, to express their political
views through independent expenditures and the finance of election campaign activities; and
How those rights, if any, should be protected and reconciled with the interests set out in the
current position.
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CURRENT LEAGUE POSTION ON CAMPAIGN FINANCE
Statement of Position on Campaign Finance, as Announced by National Board, January 1974 and Revised
March 1982:
The League of Women Voters of the United States believes that the methods of financing political
campaigns should ensure the public's right to know, combat corruption and undue influence, enable
candidates to compete more equitably for public office and allow maximum citizen participation in
the political process. This position is applicable to all federal campaigns for public office —
presidential and congressional, primaries as well as general elections. It also may be applied to
state and local campaigns.

LEAGUE GUIDING PRICIPLES
http://lwv.org/files/Impact%20on%20Issues%202014-2016%20Principles.pdf

TIMELINE FOR THE MIP REVIEW AND UPDATE
Money in Politics Review and Update adopted at the League of Women Voters of the U.S. Convention,
Dallas, Texas, June 2014
Committee members, timeline and scope of work approved by the LWV Education Fund Board, October
2014
Background materials, consensus questions and study guide under development, October 2014 through
October 2015
Background materials available, beginning July 2015
Consensus questions approved by LWVEF Board, September 2015
Consensus materials available, October 2015
Leagues hold consensus meetings and report results by February 1, 2016
Committee analyzes data from the consensus, drafts an updated position based on member agreement, and
submits to LWVEF Board, February through March 2016
LWVEF Board reviews the consensus results for comment and approval of an updated position, April 2016

RESOURCES FOR MIP REVIEW AND UPDATE
To assist members in understanding the complex issues around MIP and in responding to the consensus
questions, the MIP Committee has prepared ready to-use resources and strategies including a series of MIP
background papers, a consensus handbook (see below), event suggestions, and a PowerPoint presentation.
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All are available for download on the MIP webpage, http://forum.lwv.org/category/member-resources/ourwork/money-politics-review.
HANDBOOK FOR SUCCESSFUL CONSENSUS MEETINGS
This handbook is intended as a resource for local and state League committees. It is designed to help you be
successful in sharing materials with your League, conducting productive consensus meetings, and
submitting results to LWVUS.
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/handbook-successful-consensus-meetings
BACKGROUND PAPERS
 Money in Politics: Introduction and Overview (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-mip-introduction-and-overview
 History of Campaign Finance Chart (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/history-campaign-finance-chart

 First Amendment Topics
Shifts in Supreme Court Opinion about Money in Politics (6 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-shifts-supreme-court-opinion-about-moneypolitics
The First Amendment (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-first-amendment
The Role of the Supreme Court in Interpreting the Constitution (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-role-supreme-court-interpreting-constitution
The Debate: Can Government Regulate Money in Politics? (2 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-debate-can-government-regulate-moneypolitics
Corruption and Rationales for Regulating Campaign Finance (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-corruption-and-rationales-regulatingcampaign-finance
 Current System of Campaign Finance Regulation
The New Soft Money, Daniel P. Tokaji & Renata E. B. Strause (free e-book). Sections of Chapter 1
including The New Rules of the Game, pp. 17-23 and The Players, pp. 23-27 are helpful in understanding
the current campaign finance system.
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http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/new-soft-money-daniel-p-tokaji-renata-e-b-strause-e-book
Hard, Soft and Dark Money (to be added)
Independent Expenditures (8 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-independent-expenditures
Options to Reform Money in Politics (to be added)
Evidence of Spending's Impact on Electoral and Legislative Outcomes (5 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/evidence-spendings-impacts-electoral-and-legislativeoutcomes
Enforcement of Federal Campaign Finance Law (6 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/mip-enforcement-federal-campaign-finance-law
Campaign Finance Activity and Reform in the States (8 pages)
http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-action-states

 Definitions for Money in Politics Terms
Official definitions for many terms are found in the statutes dealing with campaign finance reporting. For
example, many terms are defined in the Federal Election Commission’s (FEC) compilation and index of
federal election campaign laws at http://www.fec.gov/law/feca/feca.pdf. Those include: “election,"
“candidate,” “political committee," “campaign committee," “national committee," “state committee,"
“political party,” “contribution," “expenditure,” “independent expenditure," “coordination,” and “public
communication.”
For convenience, unofficial definitions of some of these terms and others follow, but it is important to know
that for legal purposes many of these have detailed and well-established meanings in law that are only
approximated here.
Candidate’s Committee or Party Committee. These have the purpose of aiding an individual candidate or a
particular political party respectively.
Contribution. Gifts, money, loans, or anything of value given for the purpose of influencing an election
(candidate or ballot initiative), including services paid for by a third party. Services provided by volunteers
are excluded.
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Coordination. An expenditure for express advocacy made in “cooperation, consultation or concert” with or
at the request of a candidate, or an agent of the candidate’s committee or of a political party committee.
However, the FEC’s interpretations exclude many common-sense examples of cooperation.
Corruption. In Buckley v. Valeo (1976), the Supreme Court ruled that corruption or the appearance of
corruption is a justification for limiting free speech rights in campaign finance law. The current Court has
continuously narrowed the definition of corruption as a quid pro quo exchange. This fails to recognize the
corruption of the political process when millionaires and billionaires can spend unlimited sums in an
election. It also fails to recognize the subtle influence or favored access granted to a large donor by an
elected official who was supported by big spending. (See quid pro quo.)
Dark Money. Political spending, the source of which is not disclosed under current regulations. This is
typically accomplished through an arrangement whereby the originating donor contributes to a nonprofit
corporation (that is not required to disclose) and that in turn makes an expenditure disclosed under the name
of the corporation rather than the originating donor.
Electioneering Communication. Broadcast, cable or satellite transmissions that refer to a clearly identified
candidate, targeted to the relevant electorate and made within 30 days before a primary election or 60 days
before a general election.
Expenditure. Any purchase, payment or other use of money or anything of value for the purpose of
influencing an election. It includes the transfer of money or anything of value between political committees.
It does not include any news story, or editorial; any nonpartisan voter registration or get out the vote
activity; or communications by an organization to its members.
Express Advocacy. Political communications that explicitly advocate for the defeat or election of a clearly
identified federal candidate. Citizens United v. FEC (2010) allowed corporations, unions and non-profit
groups to use their general treasuries to fund express advocacy so long as it was not done in coordination
with a candidate. (See coordination and independent expenditure.)
Federal Election Commission (FEC). The six-member, bi-partisan federal commission with enforcement,
regulatory and interpretative authority over federal campaign finance law. Four votes are required for the
FEC to act.
Hard Money. Direct contributions to a political candidate. These contributions may only come from an
individual or a political action committee, and are limited to $2,600 per election for an individual. They are
subject to broad disclosure rules set by the FEC. Corporations and unions may not contribute directly to
federal candidates. (See soft money.)
Independent Expenditure. An expenditure that is not coordinated with any candidate or political party
committee. (See coordination and express advocacy.) See, Money in Politics “Independent Expenditure”
issue paper.
Issue Advocacy. Political communications in the form of advertising that is framed around an issue. Outside
the election cycle, many groups use issue ads as part of their lobbying campaigns, but close to an election
they can point a voter toward or against a candidate even if the ad doesn’t contain express advocacy.
Congress and the Court have not been able to agree what constitutes a “true” issue ad and a “sham” one for
11

regulating contributions and expenditures in elections. Issue ads that explicitly mention or depict a candidate
that are broadcast within 30 days of a primary election or 60 days of a general election must be reported to
the FEC as electioneering communications.
Political Action Committee (PAC). A political committee organized for the purpose of raising and spending
money to elect and defeat candidates. Most PACs represent business, labor or ideological interests. PACs
can give $5,000 to a candidate committee per election. (See hard money.)
Public Financing. Money provided by local state, or federal governments to candidates to fund their
campaigns. Public financing is a way to reduce the dependence on private money from individuals and
organizations that characterizes our current campaign finance system. For decades, the presidential public
financing system worked to reduce corruption, protect the election process and move toward greater
political equality. Inflation, the rise of soft money and unlimited independent expenditures sounded the
political death knell for the presidential system.
Legislation has been introduced to reestablish the presidential system and to provide for congressional
public financing
Quid Pro Quo. A Latin phrase that literally means “this for that.” In the context of political campaign
finance, it refers to the kind of corruption that justifies limits on First Amendment rights. The Supreme
Court has been narrowing its definition of quid pro quo corruption so it is virtually the same as bribery -- an
explicit agreement by a candidate or elected official to perform a specific act in exchange for something of
value. Hence the Court ignores the subtle influence or favored access granted to a large donor, and rejects
the notion of corrupting the election process or achieving greater political equality. (See corruption.)
Soft Money. Prior to the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act (BCRA, 2002), soft money consisted of huge
contributions to a political party for "party-building activities." Such contributions had no limits but could
not lawfully be used for express advocacy. They did, however, provide access and special treatment for
donors. Soft money is still barred by BCRA, but Citizens United opened a similarly large loophole by
providing for unlimited independent expenditures by corporations, unions and non-profit organizations.
SuperPAC. A political action committee that makes unlimited independent expenditures that are not
coordinated with any candidate or party. SuperPACs run ads, send mail or communicate in other ways with
messages that may advocate the election or defeat of a particular candidate. There are no limits or
restrictions on the sources of funds or on the amounts of SuperPAC expenditures. However, both PACs and
Super PACs are required to file timely financial reports with the FEC that include the names and amounts
from donors above a base level (generally $200), along with the amounts of their expenditure.

SUGGGESTIONS TO HELP RESPOND TO MIP CONSENSUS QUESTIONS
The Handbook for Successful Consensus Meetings (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/handbook-successful-consensus-meetings) offers direction for Leagues on participating in
a national League study, from the general study process all the way to submitting your League’s consensus
report. In addition, here is some guidance that is more particular to the MIP consensus process.
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The LWV intentionally words its public policy positions in the broadest possible way so our positions
are relevant for many years. Boards of the future must decide when and how to use those positions. For
this reason, the MIP consensus questions are also worded in broad, general language. If in doubt about
the meaning of a certain word in a question, participants should interpret it in the broadest possible
sense.
Over the past four decades, major U.S. Supreme Court decisions on financing political campaigns have
been handed down. We ask that you respond to the questions without regard for the Supreme Court’s
current views on the First Amendment. The purpose of the MIP review and update is to determine what
the League believes about these issues.
An optional comment section is included at the end of Parts I, II and III of the consensus questions.
Please note that while comments will be read and considered, only responses to questions can be
tabulated.
The issues under study are currently in the news, sometimes making headlines and possibly distracting
from or even influencing your League’s consensus process. If late-breaking news events arise around the
time of your consensus meeting, or are brought up during the meeting, you might explain that these
events, though interesting, are not part of the consensus process. Acknowledge the concerns and move
them to the “parking lot” for discussion at another time. This is the role of the local study committee.
Because money in politics and its First Amendment implications are so complex, there is some overlap
in the topics covered in the background papers. We have linked consensus questions for Parts I, II and
III with suggested committee papers. The consensus questions with links to background papers can be
found at http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-consensus-questions-linksbackground-papers.
MONEY IN POLITICS CONSENSUS QUESTIONS

PART I QUESTIONS: Democratic Values and Interests with Respect to Financing Political Campaigns
Background Readings
Here are readings that provide background on the issues that the Part I questions are asking about:







Money in Politics: Introduction and Overview (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/money-politics-mip-introduction-and-overview )
Shifts in Supreme Court Opinion about Money in Politics (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/money-politics-shifts-supreme-court-opinion-about-money-politics )
The Role of the Supreme Court in Interpreting the Constitution (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/money-politics-role-supreme-court-interpreting-constitution )
Evidence of Spending's Impact on Electoral and Legislative Outcomes
(http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/evidence-spendings-impacts-electoral-andlegislative-outcomes)
Corruption and Rationales for Regulating Campaign Finance (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/money-politics-corruption-and-rationales-regulating-campaign-finance )
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1. What should be the goals and purposes of campaign finance regulation? (Please respond to each item in

Question 1.)
a. Seek political equality for all citizens.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

b. Protect representative democracy from being distorted by big spending in election campaigns.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

c. Enable candidates to compete equitably for public office.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

d. Ensure that candidates have sufficient funds to communicate their messages to the public.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

e. Ensure that economic and corporate interests are part of election dialogue.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

f. Provide voters sufficient information about candidates and campaign issues to make informed
choices.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

g. Ensure the public’s right to know who is using money to influence elections.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

h. Combat corruption and undue influence in government.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

2. Evaluate whether the following activities are types of political corruption: (Please respond to each item

in Question 2.)
a.

A candidate or officeholder agrees to vote or work in favor of a donor’s interests in exchange for a
campaign contribution.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

b. An officeholder or her/his staff gives greater access to donors.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus
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c. An officeholder votes or works to support policies that reflect the preferences of individuals or
organizations in order to attract contributions from them.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

d. An office holder seeks political contributions implying that there will be retribution unless a donation
is given.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

e. The results of the political process consistently favor the interests of significant campaign
contributors.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

OPTIONAL COMMENTS (250 word limit):
PART II QUESTIONS: First Amendment Protections for Speakers and Activities in Political Campaigns
This set of questions is designed to determine the extent to which the First Amendment protections of free
speech and freedom of the press should apply to different speakers or activities in the regulation of
campaign finance. Free speech and free press provide essentially the same protections to speakers,
writers, publishers and advertising, whether or not they are part of the institutional press, and largely
regardless of the medium. Essentially, these protections extend to any conduct that is expressive. Many
of the options below would be found unconstitutional by the current Supreme Court, but we are seeking
your League’s views, not those of the Court. These are broad, overarching questions about spending to
influence an election, including independent spending, contributions to candidates, broadcast news and
other communication expenditures.
Background Readings
Here are readings that provide background on the issues that the Part II questions ask about:






The First Amendment (http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-firstamendment )
The Debate: Can Government Regulate Money in Politics? (http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/money-politics-debate-can-government-regulate-money-politics )
Hard, Soft and Dark Money
Independent Expenditures (http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politicsindependent-expenditures)
The New Soft Money, pp. 17-27 (http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/new-softmoney-daniel-p-tokaji-renata-e-b-strause-e-book )

1. Many different individuals and organizations use a variety of methods to communicate their views to
voters in candidate elections. Should spending to influence an election by any of the following be
limited?(Please respond to each item in Question 1.)
a. Individual citizens, including wealthy individuals like George Soros and the Koch Brothers.
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☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

b. Political Action Committees, sponsored by an organization, such as the League of Conservation Voters,
Chevron, the American Bankers Association, and the International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW),
whose campaign spending comes from contributions by individuals associated with the sponsoring
organization, such as employees, stockholders, members and volunteers.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

c. For-profit organizations, like Exxon, Ben and Jerry’s, General Motors, and Starbucks, from their
corporate treasury funds.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

d. Trade associations, like the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the American Wind Energy Association, and the
American Petroleum Institute, from the association’s general treasury funds.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

e. Labor unions, like the United Autoworkers and Service Employees International, from the union’s
general treasury funds.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

f. Non-profit organizations, like the Sierra Club, Wisconsin Right to Life, Coalition to Stop Gun Violence,
American Crossroads, and Priorities USA, from the organization’s general treasury funds.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

g. Non-partisan voter registration and GOTV (get out the vote) organizations and activities, like the LWV
and Nonprofit Vote.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

h. Political parties, like the Republicans, Libertarians, and Democrats.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

i. Candidates for public office spending money the candidate has raised from contributors.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

j. Candidates for public office spending their own money.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus
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2. The press plays a major role in candidate elections through editorial endorsements, news coverage, and
other communications directly to the public that are often important to the outcome. Should such
spending to influence an election by any of the following be limited?

(Please respond to each item in Question 2.)
a. Newspapers, like the New York Times and the Wall Street Journal.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

b. Television and other electronic media, like Fox News, CNN. MSNBC and CBS.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

c. Internet communications, like Huffington Post, Breitbart, Daily Kos, and individual bloggers.
☐ Spending banned

☐ Some spending limits

☐ Unlimited spending

☐ No consensus

OPTIONAL COMMENTS (250 word limit):
PART III QUESTIONS: Methods for Regulating Campaign Finance to Protect the Democratic Process
Background Readings
Here are readings that provide background on the issues that the Part III questions are asking about:

Options to Reform Money in Politics
Action in the States (http://forum.lwv.org/member-resources/article/money-politics-actionstates )
Enforcement of Federal Campaign Finance Law(http://forum.lwv.org/memberresources/article/mip-enforcement-federal-ca...)





1.

In order to achieve the goals for campaign finance regulation, should the League support? (Please

respond to each item in Question 1 a and b.)
a. Abolishing SuperPACs and spending coordinated or directed by candidates, other than a
candidate’s own single campaign committee.
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

b. Restrictions on direct donations and bundling by lobbyists? (Restrictions may include monetary
limits as well as other regulations.)
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

c. Public funding for candidates? Should the League support: (You may respond to more than

one item in Question 1 c.)
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i. Voluntary public financing of elections where candidates who choose to participate must
also abide by reasonable spending limits?
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

ii. Mandatory public financing of elections where candidates must participate and abide by
reasonable spending limits?
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

iii. Public financing without spending limits on candidates?
☐ Agree

☐ Disagree

☐ No consensus

2. How should campaign finance regulations be administered and enforced? (You may choose more than

one response for Question 2.)
☐ a. By an even-numbered commission with equal representation by the two major political
parties to ensure partisan fairness (current Federal Election Commission [FEC] structure)?
☐ b. By an odd-numbered commission with at least one independent or nonpartisan commissioner
to ensure decisions can be made in case of partisan deadlock?
☐ c. By structural and budget changes to the FEC (e.g., commission appointments, staffing,
security, budget, decision making process) that would allow the agency to function effectively and
meet its legislative and regulatory mandates.
☐ d. No consensus.
OPTIONAL COMMENTS (250 word limit):
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LWVHC Membership Corner

LWVHC Membership Corner by Betty Harries - bjharries@hotmail.com or contact LWV office, 410-730-0142
HAPPY NEW YEAR!
* *

WELCOME TO OUR NEWEST MEMBER * *

Mavis Ellis

Attention New Members: We hope you will make plans to attend our Annual Legislative Luncheon on Sat, January
4th beginning at 11:30 am at Bethany United Methodist Church, Ellicott City. It costs $10 per person OR you can
bring a potluck dish to share. This is a favorite League event so plan to arrive early for best seating. Howard
County’s state delegation will be speaking about their legislative priorities and address the priorities of LWVMD. It’s
a chance to meet the delegates and ask your questions. Don’t miss out! See more information elsewhere in this
newsletter.

League Membership:
A new membership year for our League began on May 1, 2015. Thanks to those of you who responded to our
reminders to rejoin LWVHC. You can join/rejoin League at any time, but all memberships expire at the end of our
fiscal year on April 30th every year. JOIN US and participate in all the great activities planned through April of
2016. If you support our goals we need you as a member. Your financial support helps us fund our many activities and
projects. BECOME A MEMBER NOW!
EVERY MEMBER can play a role in helping us ‘Grow our League’. ‘INVITE’ others to join LWVHC. Membership
is open to all citizens of voting age who subscribe to the purpose and policies of the League. When you join our local
Howard County League you automatically become a member of the state, regional and national bodies of LWV.

IMPORTANT FOR ALL MEMBERS
Moving - - Address, phone or email change?
Please call the League office or email me directly with your new information (see top of page). It's important to
particularly keep your email current since that's our primary means of communication with you. All members need to
regularly check our website www.howard.lwvmd.org for calendar info/monthly newsletter ('The VOTER') Stay in
touch – Betty
_______________________________________________________________________________
MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION / RENEWAL FORM - (Membership Year May 1, 2015 – April 30, 2016)
Date: ______________________

Name: ________________________________________

Address: _________________________________________________________________________
Telephone : (Preferred number where we can reach you)
____
____
____
____

________________ Email: _________________________

$60.00 INDIVIDUAL one-year membership
$82.50 HOUSEHOLD one-year membership (for two members who share an address)
$20.00 STUDENT
Contribution of $ _________

Please make checks payable to LWVHC OR pay by Paypal online at our website: www.howard.lwvmd.org
Mail to League of Women Voters of Howard County, Inc., 5430 Vantage Point Road, Suite C, Columbia, MD 21044
(Dues are NOT tax deductible. For tax-deductible contributions, please write check to LWVHCEF)

