
The original documents are located in Box D17, folder “Citizens for Reagan Complaint 
Concerning Arrangements for the Republican National Convention” of the President Ford 

Committee Campaign Records at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library. 
 

Copyright Notice 
The copyright law of the United States (Title 17, United States Code) governs the making of 
photocopies or other reproductions of copyrighted material. Gerald R. Ford donated to the United 
States of America his copyrights in all of his unpublished writings in National Archives collections.  
Works prepared by U.S. Government employees as part of their official duties are in the public 
domain.  The copyrights to materials written by other individuals or organizations are presumed to 
remain with them.   If you think any of the information displayed in the PDF is subject to a valid 
copyright claim, please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library.  



Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted 
materials.  Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to 

these materials. 
 



1835 K Street N.W. • Washington, D.C. 20006 • 202/452-7676 

June 30, 1976 

Honorable Mary Louise Smith 
Chairman, Republican National Committee 
310 First Street, S.E. 
Washington, D. C. 20003 

Dear Mrs. Smith: 

HAND DELIVERED 

In recent days, as you know, we have sought to obtain 
equitable treatment from the Republican National Committee 
.regarding rooms and convention tickets at the Republican 
National Convention for Citizens for Reagan, the official 
presidential campaign organization of Ronald Reagan. Because 

• we have been unable to obtain equal treatment through amicable 
negotiations, Citizens for Reagan is insisting that the 
Republican National Committee fully comply with its legal 
obligation, under 26 U.S.C. Section 9008(c), to stage_a 
national convention that does not benefit any Republican 
candidate for the nomination in any way over any other 
candidate. 

As you, of course, know, this year for the first time the 
national convention of our party is fully funded by the tax-
payers. Through a system of equal payments to both major parties, 
a public decision has been made to take the funding of this part of 
the nominating process out of private hands. In so doing, 
however, the legal mandate is clear: the convention shall 
not be a vehicle to advance the candidacy of any one person 
over another. 

In Fed.eral Election Commission Advisory Opinion - 197 5 -
72, which you requested, the Federal Election Commission dealt 
with the problem of a political party benefiting only one 
candidate for its nomination. In that Advisory Opinion, the 
Commission found that it would be presumed an impermissible 
campaign contribution to pay Mr. Ford's travel to party events 
after January 1, 1976. Before that date the Commission noted: 

"7Tl n the period prior to January 1, 1976,/ during 
•vhich the Republican National Committee paid over 

Citizens for R~agan - Senator Pau l Laxai1 Cr13,:rna,n nenry M 8ucna11d11. Tr~J!::iurer 
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three hundred thousand dollars in Ford travel 
expensesT, the RNC will accord equitable treat-

1. -ment to-all of its presidential candidates." 
40 Fed. Reg. 56589 (1975). 

If the Republican National Committee is going to do some-
thing for one candidate, it must do it • for every candidate for 
that same office. 

Our committee is concerned about preferential treatment 
given by the convention managers and the Republican National 
Committee to the vlhi te House and, therefore, to the Ford 
Committee. ·The allocation of a quota of rooms and passes 
to the White House is grossly improper. Currently, 388 hotel 
rooms are allocated to the Ford campaign and White House, while 
only LOO rooms are allocated to the Reagan campaign. The Ford 
groups have received 650 gallery passes, while the.Re~gan 
campaign has received only 300. We must•demand absolute numerical 
equality in all of these areas. 

The White House and the. incumbency have no proper role 
ion. pe a unc iona e to the 

-;;;,;~~~~;.;.;~~~i~c~if·~a1l1l~y~r~ecognizes a serjous misuse of goyern-
ment the incumbency by the Ford campaign. 

I recognize that these are strong words, but they express 
deep concerns for a fair and honest convention. I am having 
this letter hand-delivered so we may resolve this matter this week. 
I will call you at 11:00 A.M. Friday hoping that this matter 
can be resolved. If we do not reach a mutually acceptable 
solution at that time, then I'm afraid we will have no recourse 
but to initiate litigation or complaint proceedings before 
the Federal Election Commission. 

Sincerely, 

/ /ti' ,_;:l_/ 
C(, ,~~ 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 

cc: Honorable Ody J. Fish, Vice Chairman 
Arrangements Committee, Republican National Committee 

William C. Cramer, Esq., General Counsel 
Republican National Committee 

Robert P. Visser, Esq., General Counsel 
President Ford Committee 
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HAND DELIVERY 

July 2, 1976 

The Hon. Mary Louise Smith 
Chairman, Republican National Committee 
310 First Street, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Dear Mrs. Smith: 

Thank you for promptly responding to my letter of the 
30th. 

I have read your letter with some care and think I fully 
understand your position. However, I must respectfully reject the 
position you have taken because I deeply believe it is unfair and 
improper. I regret having to take this position; but our campaign 
must be dealt with fairly, the integrity of the political process, 
of our party and of our nomination all depend upon it. 

Your letter talks in terms of "not realistic", "necessity" 
and "political decision-making." You mention several recent court 
decisions. However, the fundamental issue is none of these things. 
We are dealing with a simple matter of fairness; fundamental and real 
fairness. 

I am sure you realize the very administration officials you 
indicated as the recipients of tickets and rooms are campaigning for 
Mr. Ford and have played an important campaign role. If they are 
allotted these things the truth is that the Ford campaign receives 
them. 

Unfortunately, I can read your letter in no other way than 
saying: 'we will provide no remedy and no other authority has the 
power to make us.' We must therefore send the attached letter to the 
Federal Election Commission. 

Sincerely, 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 

Citizens for Reagan - Senator Paul Laxalt. Chairman Henry M 8uchana11 . Treasurer 
A copy of our report is filed with and available for purchase from the Federal Election Comm1ss1on. Washington. O.C. 20463 
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Chairman, Republican National Committee 
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Dear Mrs. Smith: 

HAND DELIVERED 

In recent days, as you know, we have sought to obtain 
equitable treatment from the Republican National Committee 
.regarding rooms and convention tickets at the Republican 
National Convention for Ci izens or Reagan, the official 
presidential campaign organization of Ronald Reagan. Because 

. we have been unable to obtain equal treatment through amicable 

/

negotiations, Citizens for Reagan is insisting that the 
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obligation, under 26 U.S.C. Section 9008(c), to sta~e _a 
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three hundred thousand dollars in Ford travel 
expenses7, the RNC will accord equitable treat-

1,. _ment to-all of its presidential candidates." 
40 Fed. Reg. 56589 (1975). 

If the Republican National Committee is going to do some-
thing for one candidate, it must do it · for every candidate for 
that same office. 

Our committee is concerned about preferential treatment 
given by the convention managers and the Republican National 
Committee to the vlhi te House and, therefore, to the Ford 
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ment the incumbency by the Ford campaign. 
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deep concerns for a fair and honest convention. I am having 
this letter hand-delivered so we may resolve this matter this week. 
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can be resolved. If we do not reach a mutually acceptable 
solution at that time, then I'm afraid we will have no recourse 
but to initiate litigation or complaint proceedings before 
the Federal Election Commission. 
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_/ d ,_;~_/ 
Ce,._,~ 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 

cc: Honorable Ody J. Fish, Vice Chairman 
Arrangements Committee, Republican National Committee 

William C. Cramer, Esq., General Counsel 
Republican National Committee 

Robert P. Visser, Esq., General Counsel 
President Ford Committee 



1835 K Street N.W. • Washington, D.C. 20006 • 202/452-7676 

HAND DELIVERY 

July 2, 1976 

The Hon. Mary Louise Smith 
Chairman, Republican National Committee 
310 First Street, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Dear Mrs. Smith: 

thank you for promptly responding to my letter of ~he 
·30th. 

I have read your letter with some care and think I fully 
understand your position. However, I must respectfully reject the 
position you have taken because I deeply believe it is unfair and 
improper. I regret having to take this position; but our campaign 
must be dealt with fairly, the integrity of the political process, 
of our party and of our nomination all depend upon it. 

Your letter talks in terms of "not realistic", "necessity" 
and "political decision-making." You mention several recent court 
decisions. However, the fundamental issue is none of these things. 
We are dealing with a simple matter of fairness; fundamental and real 
fairness. 

I am sure you realize the very administration officiils you 
indicated as the recipients of tickets and rooms are campaigning for 
Mr. Ford and have played an important campaign role. If they are 
allotted these things the truth is that the Ford campaign receives 
them. 

Unfortunately, I can read your letter in no other way than 
saying: 'we will provide no remedy and no other authority has the 
power to make us.' We must therefore send the attached letter to the 
Federal Election Commission. 

Sincerely, 

·------allttlilll 1~5,l,IJJ.UIIJ.JHLltl!W,-, '"'-· •••• •• 



Republican 
National 
Committee. 
Mary Louise Smith 
Chairman 

Loren A. Smith, Esquire 
General Counsel 
Citizens for Reagan Committee 
1835 K Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

July 2, 1976 

This will acknowledge your letter of June 30 with respect to the decisions 
made by the Committee on Arrangements for the Republican National Convention 
for 1976 and ratified by the Republican National Committee at its meeting on 
June 25, 1976. You allege that the Citizens for Reagan Committee has "been 
unable to obtain equitable treatment" relating to allotment of rooms and 
Convention guest tickets at the Republican National Convention for Citizens 
for Reagan. 

The Committee on Arrangements for the Republican National Committee did meet 
and had a full discussion of this matter on Thursday of last week. At that 
time the Citizens for Reagan Committee position was fully debated and 
discussed, and a decision was made by the Arrangements Committee and con-
firmed by the Republican National Committee on Friday, June 25. That 
decision followed traditional procedures relating to pre-Convention decision 
making, consistent with past precedents in relation to prior conventions. 

The Committee on Arrangements and the National Committee apparently, by its 
action, has made its best efforts towards being fair and impartial with 
regards to rooms and guest tickets, the two issues raised in your letter. 
As I am sure you know, the Committee on Arrangements did, upon consideration 
of the appeal of the Citizens for Reagan Committee, increase the number of 
seats allocated to your Committee by 100, providing 300 guest passes for the 
Citizens for Reagan Committee and 200 passes for the President Ford Committee. 
The Committee also provided 450 guest passes for the Administration which 
includes the Vice-President, Cabinet officers, foreign dignitaries, inde-
pendent agencies, and the personnel who traditionally and of necessity mu st 
be present wherever the President appears. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500. 
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Relating to the allotment of rooms, this, likewise, was decided by the 
Committee on Arrangements. And as I understand it further, the Citizens 
for Reagan Committee specifically requested to be housed with the 
California delegation in the Alameda Plaza Hotel and specifically asked 
for 100 rooms for the Citizens for Reagan Committee, which was granted. 
The President Ford Committee got 100 rooms, the Administration, 288. 

These decisions were made after full consideration by the proper Committees. 
As Chairman, as I am sure you can appreciate, I have to give proper 
recognition to decisions that have been properly made through the Committee 
procedures, and ratified by the Republican National Committee. 

I believe this to be a matter of political decision-making coming within 
the purview of recent Supreme Court decisions, including Cousins vs. Wigoda 
and Ripon vs. RNC as examples, v;hich clearly permit a Party to make decisions 
of this nature with respect to the conduct of the Convention. I believe the 
action taken and the procedures followed are consistent with the law as well 
as the authority of political parties to make such decisions relating to 
their respective Conventions. 

I understand that these matters have been under neqotiation \,1ith the Committee 
on Arrangements for some time and, as you know, a ~inal decision has to be 
made at some point. It is my opinion that the logical decision-making time 
was last week's meeting of the Convention Arrangements Committee and the 
Republican National Committee. • 

In reference to your suggestion that the Administration should not receive 
guest tickets or rooms in addition to those allotted to the President Ford 
Committee, this obviously is not realistic, in that there is a Republican 
administration which is entitled, and consistent with precedent has always 
been entitled, to recognition at the National Convention. I believe this 
is sustained by the tenor of the Advisory Opinion that you cited, 1975-72, 
which was requested by the Republican ~ational Committee. In that opinion 
the Federal Elections Commission clearly recognizes that Administration 
personnel have official as ~vell as Party functions that r.1ay be carried on, 
and are expected to be carried on, which of necessity differentiates the 
activities of the Administration from those of the President as a candidate. 

Additionally, I would like to point out that in other areas as well our 
arrangements with the President Ford Committee and the Citizens for Reagan 
Committee have been totally equitable and impartial. I would note specifically 
the assignment of an equal number of floor passes, assignment and location 
of trailers for the candidates, and assignment and location of sky suites in 
Kemper Arena. 
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This matter has been given my full and serious consideration. If there 
are any additional questions which you may have with regard to conforming 
with requirements of federal funding of conventions, objections of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act and other matters of a legal nature, I 
suggest that you confer with counsel for the Republican National Committee, 
William C. Cramer. 

Very truly yours, 

~0j°~~ 
Mary Louise Smith 
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Loren A. Smith, Esquire 
General Counsel 
Citizens for Reagan Committee 
1835 K Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

July 2, 1976 
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for 1976 and ratified by the Republican National Committee at its meeting on 
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Convention guest tickets at the Republican National Convention for Citizens 
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The Committee on Arrangements for the Republican National Committee did meet 
and had a fu11 discussion of this matter on Thursday of last week. At that 
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discussed, and a decision was made by the Arrangements Comnittee and con-
firmed by the Republican National Committee on Friday, June 25. That 
decision followed traditional procedures relating to pre-Convention decision 
making, consistent with past precedents in relation to prior conventions. 

The Committee on Arrangements and the National Committee apparently, by its 
action, has made its best efforts towards being fair and impartial with 
regards to rooms and guest tickets, the two issues raised in your letter. 
As I am sure you know, the Committee on Arrangements did, upon consideration 
of the appeal of the Citizens for Reagan Ccnmittee, increase the number of 
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Relating to the allotment of rooms, this, likewise, w~s decided by the 
Committee on Arrangements. And as I understand it further, the Citizens 
for Reagan Committee specifically requested to be housed with the 
California delegation in the Alameda Plaza Hotel and specifically asked 
for 100 rooms for the Citizens for Reagan Committee, which was granted. 
The President Ford Committee got 100 rooms, the Administration, 288. 

These decisions were made after full consideration by the proper Committees. 
As Chairman, as I am sure you can appreciate, I have to give proper 
recognition to decisions that have been properly made through the Committee 
procedures, and ratified by the Republican National Committee. 

I believe this to be a matter of political decision-making coming within 
the purview of recent Supreme Court decisions, including Cousins vs. Wigoda 
and Ripon vs. RNC as examples, which clearly permit a Party to make decisions 
of this nature with respect to the conduct of the Convention. I believe the 
action taken and the procedures followed are consistent with the law as well 
as the authority of political parties to make such decisions relating to 
their respective Conventions. 

I understand that these matters have been under negotiation with the Committee 
on Arrangements for some time and, as you know, a final decision has to be 
made at some point. It is my opinion that the logical decision-making time 
was last week's meeting of the Convention Arrangements Committee and the 
Republican National Committee. 

In reference to your suggestion that the Administration should not receive 
guest tickets or rooms in addition to those allotted to the President Ford 
Committee, this obviously is not realistic, in that there is a Republican 
administ~ation which is entitled, and consistent with precedent has always 
been entitled, to recognition at the National Convention. I believe this 
is sustained by the tenor of -~he Advisory Opinion that you cited, 1975-72, 
which was requested by the Republican National Committee. In that opinion 
the Federal Elections Commission clearly recognizes that Administration 
personnel have official as well as Party functions that may be carried on, 
and are expected to be carried on, which of necessity differentiates the 
activities of the Administration from those .of the President as a candidate. 

Additionally, I would like to pJint out that in other areas as well our 
arrangements with the President Ford Cammi ttee and the Citizens for Reagan 

• Committee have been totally equitable and impartial. I would note specifically 
the assignment of an equal number of floor passes, assignment and location 
of trailers for the candidates, and assignment and location of sky suites in 
Kemper Arena. 
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This matter has been given my full and serious consideration. If there 
are any additional questions which you may have with regard to conforming 
with requirements of federal funding of conventions, objections of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act and other matters of a legal nature, I 
suggest that you confer with counsel for the Republican National Committee, 
William C. Cramer. 

bee: Honorable Ody Fish 
Wi 11 i am C. Cramer, 
Robert P. Visser, Esq. 
Jo Good 

Very truly yours, 

Mary Louise Smith 

j 
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The Honorable Vernon W. Thomson 
Chairman 
Federal Election Commission 
1325 K. Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20463 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

July 2, 1976 

On March 12, 1976, Citizens for Reagan sent a l etter to t he 
Commission calling for "An immediate investigation" of Secretary Kissinger's 
political activities on behalf of the Ford campaign. We hoped t he 
Commission would look into the broad "question of "the use of government 
powers for clearly partisan campaign purposes." We viewed this probl em 
as "the greatest danger facing the current election L11vs, " and therefore 
urged the Commission to "act on this matter immediately . " 

1 On May 13, 1976, the Public Citizen Litigation Group fi l ed a memo-
randum of law with the Commission supporting the lega l basis of our 
request. Since that date more and more questionabl e uses of t he power of 
the incumbency and the resources of government by the Ford administration 
have come to our attention. We feel that these actions endanger our fr ee 
political system and raise the specter of the abuses that the new el 0ction 
law was supposed to prevent. 

We have noted numerous cases of Ford White House staff who are 
listed as reimbursed only for campaign travel on t he Ford Commi ttee' s 
reports. Does this mean that their efforts and services can be used 
with impunity to promote Mr. Ford's election campai gn wh i le t he taxpayer 
picks up the tab? Are these in-kind contributions of s taff t ime allowed 
to escape all financial disclosure and remain unfet t ered by t he contribu-
tion and expenditure limitations that bind all other presidential 
candidates? 

Apparently, the Ford Committee has been financ ir,g much of i ts 
travel via government credit. While our committee has paid i n advance 
over $800,000 for our candidate's chartered airplanes, the Ford Cmmnittee 
reports a much lower rate of payment for their campaign t rave l (less 
than $100,000 for Air Force One travel to date and helicopter charges as 
low as $11.54 per trip); and these were billed on a credit basis 
providing immeasurable assistance to his campaign during the per iod 
when matching funds were not available. It would appear from t he re cord 

Ci1 1lP.nc; / 0 , Re;iq ;rn - Sr nMor Pvul L;::i.xrtlL Ch,111rnan Hr,nrv M Buct1, ,nT r1r .i'- 1~t1 r 
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- 2-

that while White House political press travel is financed by the 
• government and uses government employees for arrangements, the other 
candidates must finance for as long as three months their press travel 
expenses and hire employees to plan and coordinate the trips. Only 
limited reimbursements for extensive campaign trave l by various cabinet 
officials and holders of high administrative posit ions are apparent on 
the .Ford Committee's reports. Given the unusually low charges for 
White House travel when compared to other campaigns, full disclosure 
of all political travel by the First Family should be required to give 
an equitable measure of benefits. 

As the campaign spending limits close in on al l the candidate's 
campaigns, the potential of government "fringe benefits" avai l able t o 
an incumbent President become even more significant ond must be carefully 
monitored by the Federal Election Commission to insur e that the spirit 
and the letter fo the Federal Election Law is carried out. The spending 
limitation would otherwise begrossly unfair under our system. This 
is especially amplified in the setting of this campaign which is so 
close that virtually all political commentators agr ee i t is too close 
to call. 

On Wednesday of this week, our committ.ee delivered t he at t ached 
letter (Appendix A) to the Chairman of the Republican National Committee, 
It was motivated by what to us is not only a furth er abuse, but by what 
is an outrageous political advantage in a contest where even a s light 
political advantage might be critical. 

On the basis of the public record, it appears tl. .• t the Ford car,1paign 
is contemplating the massive use of White l!ouse personnel and resources 
at the Republican National Convention in Kansas Ci ty. The White House 
above and beyond the Ford Committee has been allocated 288 rooms and 

·450 gallery passes to the convention. In other words, i t would appear 
that the l'fui te House is planning to bring almost 3 times t he number of 
personnnel to Kansas City as the amount that they are officially 
planning to report under their Ford Committee budget. 

In running against an incumbent, one must expect t o run against the 
normal advantages of the incumbency; the promises of federal projects, 
contracts and benefits, the distribution of federa l .:;.ppointments and j obs 
in primary states immediately befoi,e the election , an ti the ability t o 
use ~hite House dinners and facilities to woo party official s and 
delegates. We make no complaints about these practices ; good , bad , l egal 
or questionable, they are all part of a long estab lished game. 
However, we must draw the line somewhere. When the M1i t e House staff , 
paid by the taxpayers, is massively used as an adj unct to the Ford 
Committee, this is improper i n the worst sense. This strikes at the 
heart of fair elections. When the President can travel via government 
means for the entire campaign at a cost that would not t otal two full 
weeks outlay for air travel for other candidates and do it on credit, 
something is very wrong. 

We are hoping the Commission would realize t he seriousness of these 
facts and the urgency of doing something in light of the approaching 
Republican National Convention, now only 6 weeks away . So far, to our 
knowledge, nothing has been done. I, therefore, re spect fully request a 
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special and public Commission meeting to deal with this problem during 
the week of July 6-9, 1976. This meet ing should be public since the 
overriding question is one of basic legal principal : Does an incumbent 
have a legal right to use staff and the resources of this public offi ce 
to promote his campaign? Do such uses constitute contributions and 
expenditures which must be disclosed? Once these l egal questions are 
resolved, we understand that the normal executive ses!:>ion compliance 
procedures are mandated. 

If the Commission chooses not to act, such refusal cons ti t utes a 
denial of any relief to our committee. Additionall y if the 
CoITIJ~ission takes no action, then we must assume it has chosen to exercQse 
its exclusive primary jurisdiction under 2 U.S.C. Section 437c (b)(l) in 
a negative way. In view of the critically short t ime, our remedy must 
then be left to the Judiciary. 

LAS:ac 

cc: All Federal Election Commissioners 
The Honorable Mary Louise Smith 

Sincerely, 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Rog 
Stu 

Bob 
Tim 

President Ford Committee 
1828 L STREET, N.W., SUITE 250, WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 (202) 457-6400 

Morton 
Spencer . 

Visser ~v 
Ryan 

July 2, 1976 

RE: Citizens for Reagan - Rooms and Convention Tickets 

Attached is a self-explanatory letter from Loren A. Smith, 
General Counsel to the Citizens for Reagan campaign committee, 
alleging that the President Ford Committee has received prefer-
en~ial treatment regarding the assignment of rooms and convention 
tickets at the Republican National Convention in violation of 

- Section 9008(c), Title 26, United States Code. In particular, 
the Citizens for Reagan Committee has alleged that the allocation 
of Convention rooms and passes to the White House is grossly 
improper in that 388 hotel rooms are allocated to the Ford Campaign 
and White House, whereas only 100 rooms are allocated to the 
Reagan Campaign. In addition, the Ford "group" has been given 650 
Gallery passes whereas the Reagan Campaign has been allotted only 
300. Realistically, the facts in this matter are as follows . 

The PFC has been afforded 200 Gallery passes and the Reagan 
Committee has been afforded 300 Gallery passes. In addition, the 
White House has been allocated 450 such passes to accommodate the 
official White House Staff, Cabinet and the like. With regard to 
rooms, both the PFC and the Citizens for Reagan Committee have 
received assignment of 100 rooms apiece and the White House has 
received an allotment of 288 rooms to provide for the President, 
Cabinet, Vice President and his staff, WHACA, and the Secret Service. 
It should also be noted that the PFC and Reagan Committee have each 
received 15 floor passes to the Convention. As you can see, the factua l 
basis of the Reagan argument is specious and , in fact, the PFC has 
received a third less Gallery tickets than the Reagan Committee. 

The argument that the above allocation of rooms and floor 
passes represents a "serious misuse of government funds and the 
incumbency by the Ford campaign" is ill founded. First , there is 

The Prc.,·idcnt_ Ford Committee, Ro~ers C. B. Morton, Chairman, Rohert C. Moot, Treasurer. A copr of our Report is filed wirh 
the Federal h/rction Cnmmiuion and i, a,a;fahfr for purcha,t• from the Federal l:'lrctio11 Commi.uio11 , J,Vmlii11}.:t011, n .C. 1046.J. 
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no expenditure of funds involved with respect to the allocation 
of such rooms and passes. Xoreover, of course, the extension 
of such courtesies to the Executive Branch of the Government 
by the Republican National Committee at the National Convention 
is a matter of long-standing tradition. 

Second, Section 9008(c), Title 26, United States Code, is 
inapplicable. This Section of the Presidential Election Campaign 
Fund Act, - entitled "Payments for Presidential Nominating Conventions" 
provides as follows: 

Use of funds. No part of any payment made under 
subsection (b) shall be used to defray the expenses 
of any candidate or delegate woo is participating in 
any presidential nominating convention. Such payments 
shall be used only --

(1) to defray expenses incurred with respect to 
a presidential nominating convention (including the 
payment of deposits) by or on behalf of the national 
committee receiving such payments; or 

(2) to repay loans the proceeds of which were used 
to defray such expenses, or otherwise to restore funds 
(other than contributions to defray such expenses received 
by such committee) used to defray such expenses. 

As noted above, no part of such funds would be used to defray the 
expenses of any candidate who is participating in the Republican 
National Nominating Convention. 

Finally, following the basic tenants of Cousins v. Wagoda, 
419 U. S. 477 (1975), the Federal election campaign laws do not 
apply to the determinations of the Convention or the Republican 
National Committee except as specifically provided in the Act as 
above. Accordingly, I do not believe that the Federal Election 
Commission has or will assume jurisdiction over this claim. It is 
more likely that this is another step in the Reagan public relations 

- campaign to attempt to paint the Ford campaign as railroading the 
Republican National Convention and subsequent nomination. We should 
be alert to this tactic and be prepared to respond with our own 
public relations activities. 
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June 30, 1976 

Honorable Mar•y Louise Smith 
Chairman , Republican National Committee 
310 First Street, S . E. 
Washington, D. C . 20003 

Dea-r Mrs. Smith: 

HAND DELIVERED 

In recent days, as you know, we nave sought to obtain 
equitable treatment from the Republican National Committee 
Y'€garding rooms and convention tickets at the Republican 
Nut ion al Convent :ion r or Cit i z0n" r or Rc,1 1~,m, the off ic ia 1 
pres iclent ial ccJmpair;r1 orgc1nizu.t .i.on of I,onald Reag,1n . Because 
we have been unable to obtain equu.l treatment through amicable 
negotiations, Citizens for Reagc1n is insisting that the 
Republican National Committee fully comply with its legal 
obligation, under 26 U. S . C. Section 9008(c), to stage a 
national convention that does not benefit any Republican 
candidate for the nomination in any way over any other 
candidate . 

As you, of course, know , this year for the first time the 
national convention of our party is fully funded by the tax-
payers . Through a system of equal payments to both major parties, 
a public decision has been made to take the funding of this part of 
the nominating process out of private hands . In so doing, 
however, the legal mandate is clear: the convention shall 
not be a vehicle to. advance the candidacy of any one · person 
over another . • '· 

In Federal Election Commission Advisory Opinion - 1975 -
72 , which you requested, the Federal Election Commission dealt 
with the problem of a political party benefiting only one 
candidate for its nomination . In that Advisory Opinion, the 
Commission found that it would be presumed an impermissible 
campaign contribution to pay Mr . Ford's travel to party events 
after January 1 , 1976 . Before that date the Commission noted : 

"TIT n the period prior to January 1, 1976,/-during 
whlch the Republican National Committee paid over 

C1l11ens for Reagan - S~n~tor Paul La-.:.111. Ch ,:mr.--.:i:n Her,ry SuchJn.111 . Trc,"lsu,p· 
A copy of our rep0rt is filed with and available !or purchase from the Federal Elecllon Cornm1ss1011. Vl.1stw1gton. o c 2Od6J 
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three hundred thousand dollars in Ford travel 
expenses!, the RNC will accord equitable treat-
ment to -all of its presidential candidates. 11 

• 

. 40 Fe d. Reg. 56589 (1975). 

If the Republican National Committee is going to do some-
thing for one candidate, it must do it for every candidate for 
that same office. 

Our committee is concerned about preferential treatment 
given by the convention managers and the Republican National 
Committee to the White House and, therefoTe, to the Ford 
Committee. The allocation of a quota of rooms and passes 
to the White House is grossly improper. Currently, 388 hotel 
rooms are allocated to the Ford campaign and White House, while 
only 100 rooms are allocated to the Reagan campaign. The Ford 
groHpS have received 650 gallery passes, while the Reagan 
campaign has received only 300. We must demand absolute numerical 
equality in all of these areas. 

The White House and the incumbency have no proper role 
in this convention. Any special functional role granted to the 
White House officially recognizes a ser5ous misuse of govern-
ment funds and the incumbency by the Ford campaign. 

I recognize that these o.re s trong words, but they express 
deep concerns for a fair and honest convention. I am havin g 
this letter hand-delivered ~;o we may resolve this matter this week. 
I will co.11 you at 11:00 /\.M. l'r .ic.lc:ty hoJ,illC that this m,-1.tter 
can be resolved. If we do not reach a mutually acceptable 
solution at that time, then I'm afraid we will have no recourse 
but to initiate litigation or complaint proceedings before 
the Federal Election Commission. 

cc: 

Sincerely, 

£) / ~ ~ -l•_ 
.,.,,.. .< 

~.,---...:;:;, C.-·1.., . • - , ,, 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 

Honorable Ody J. Fish, Vice Chairman 
Arrangements Committee, Republican National Committee 

William C. Cramer, Esq., General Counsel 
Republican National Committee 

Robert P. Visser, Esq., General Counsel 
President Ford Committee 
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Demands by Rea9a.1'1 campaign for More. 
Con·vention Hotel Roonis~ Passes Denie·d: 

~Y PA~.j, HOUSTON •y: _ ;. oftickets and rooms are ~a~pai~lng -~ni .sides, Laxal~ said;._'!.We could l 
Times s1 .. 11 Writer for Mr .. Ford. and have played an in1- take the- fight to the (convention) 1 

WASHINGTON-Republican . Na-
tional Chairman :.fary Louise Smith 
gave a, firm brush-off Friday to de-
mands · by the Ronald Reagan cam-

. paign for more hotel rooms and spec-
tator passes at next r:-,onth's GOP na-

. tional conve!'ltion in Kansas Citv. 
,.. ::'-ilrs. Smith insisted that the Repub-
lican :'.'rational Comrr.ittee had b€en 
"totally • equitable .and impar..ial" in. 
mai--ing convention arrangements 
w:th the Citiicns for Reag1n and the 
Preside~t Yord Ccm:-:1ittee. 

The • ReJ.gan c::1r::?a:gn's gene!"al 
::ounsel. :...cren _.;,_ Sr.~th. had de-
manded "ac,solute nu:::erical eaua!i-
: " in a letter to ~tfrs. Smith in •ihich 
r:e noted that the Ford campaign and 
the White House had bee:1 given 3S8 
hotel rooms and 650 pas3es to the 
spectators' gallery while tl:e Reagan 
campaign :-:ad been given 100 raoms 
and 300 passes. 

Jlrs. Smit;, reoiied in a letter Fri-
day that :2S8 hotel rooms and 450 
guest passes al!c{:a:ed r.o the Vlhite 
Bouse were for the Vice P,e~ident. 
1:i.bir:ec officers, fore:g-n dig:-iitaries. 
rnaependent agencies "and the per-
sonnel who traditiona!ly and of ne-
cessity muot be prese:1t wherecver 
the President ac::iears." 

Smith i:n:nediately wrote ),frs. 
Smith in resoonse: "I am Sure vou 
realize the very . .\dministration offi-
cials you ir.d_icated as the recipients 

Los Ans:eles Ti.r.1es, 7/6/76 

. - . ----- -- . 

portant campaign role." floor but we don't want it to come to 
Smith appealed for help from the • that." 

Federal Election Commission, which Smith, in his letter to the FEC, said 
administers full federal funding of his comolaints centered on another 
the Republican _ and Democratic na- example· of the "questionable uses of 
tional conventions. the power· of the incwnbency." The 

Asking the commission for. a public • Reagan ccmpaign previously protest-
hearing next week, Smith charged • ed the use of 'White House staff in J 
that the Ford forces would have "an. campaign roles, and the commission 
outrageous political advantage•· at ruled that the• Ford camoai~ would 
the convention "iI1· a contest, where have to reimburse the ·go~ernment 
even a slight political advantage for tra.vel exoenses but net for sala-
might 'oe critical." ries. • 

Sr:iith said the Reagan campaign Smith renewe'i a ccrr.olaint to tr.e 
would oeek reiief in court ii the elec- commission that "the Ford committee 
lion commission did not do somethiniz. has been i:nancing muc!"l of it;; travel 

Corrunission sources indicated that via government credit." 
the com!I'ission probably would not Virile the Reagz,n cor.imittee has 
get. involved on grounds the dispute paid in adnr.ce more than SS00,000 
was an internal party matter. for chartered planes, Smith said. the 

Another complaint ovet convention Ford committee reoorts "a much 
arranizc-ner.ts came Fridav from Sen. lower rate of payme~t for the:r cam-
Paul ~Laxalt (R-Xev.). chairman o~ paign travel ... less than Sl00,000 
C:~izens fer Reagan. He r.oid a news for Air Force One travel to date and 
conie:er.ce here t;iat lt was unfair ior helicopter. charges as !cw as Sl 1.54 
t;;e Reoublicz,n ::-;ational Committee per trip ... these were billed on a 
:o have cesignated S-:n. Robert Doie c:edit basis providing immeasurable 
(R-Kan.). a Faro oartisan, as ter::oor- assistance to rjs c:?.rnpaign during t:-,e 
ary chairman of the nominating con- period when (federal) matching 
vention. fur'!ris were not available." 

The terr.porary chairr:1an presides Ford campaign oficials have said 
in the opening sessions ·.vhe:1 crucial that delayed reimbursement of the 
decisions often are made en ,ules and government is the only practical way 
challenges of delegates' crecentials. to do it, considering the i:,roble:ns cf 

Calling on the national committee separating official ar.d political ex-
to name a chairman acce;:>table to penses. 

-

rmcnitt
Text Box
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Rog Morton 
Stu Spencer 
Jim Baker 

July 15, 1976 

Senator Robert Griffin 

FROM: Bob Visser 
Tim Ryan 

RE: Ronald Reagan .Complaint 

This is to advise you that the Federal Election 
Commission has written a letter to Loren Smith, General 
Counsel to the Citizens for Reagan Committee, rejecting 
their request for a public hearing on the issues raised 
by Mr. Smith's letter, dated July 2, 1976, a copy of which 
is attached for your information. The FEC suggested that 
the Citizens for Reagan Committee follow the new informal 
compliance procedures and file a verified complaint if 
they wish to pursue this matter further. 

I have also been informed that Jack Murphy, General 
Counsel for the FEC, considers the general allegations in 
Mr. Smith's letter to be an "intra-party fight 11 in which 
the FEC should not become involved. 

I 
1 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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'•~ 1835 K Street N.W. • Washington, D.C. 20006 " 2C2,'452-7G76 

The Honorable .. Vernon W. Thomson 
Chairman 
Federal Election Commission 
1325 K. Street, N.W. 
Washington, U.C. 20463 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

July 2, 1976 

On March 12, 1976, Citizens for Reagan sent a letter to the 
Commission calling for "An immediate investigation" of Secretary Kissinger's 
political activities on behalf of the Ford campaign. 'te hoped the 
Commission would look into the broad question of "the use of govc:r-nrr:cnt 
powers for clearly partisan campaign purposes. 11 \'le vie•,:ed this p:-oblem 
as "the greatest danger facing the current election l:th'S," :m<l t::e:.-cforc 
urged the Commission to "act on this matter irnrncdi;.:.to:;ly." 

On May 13, 1976, the Public Citizen Litigation Grnu.:1 file:d 2. ::.c:w-
randum of law with the Commission supporting the leg;il h:isis of ou:.· 
request. Since that date more and more questionable uses of the: pc~cr of 
the incumbency and the resources of government by the Ford administration 
have come to our attention. We feel that these actions endanger our f:-ee 
political system and raise the specter of the abuses t:1at the ne~ cl2ction 
law was supposed to prevent. 

We have noted numerous cases of Ford White llousc st:::.ff who 2.re 
listed as reimbursed only for campaign travel on the Ford Comri1ittct; 1 S 

reports. Does this mean that their efforts and services can be used 
with impunity to promote Mr . Ford's election campai;·n while tr.e t:npaycr 
picks up the tab? Are these in-kind cont:-;;~ h'.1tions uf s'i::1ff tin~c al101,·cd 
to escape al 1 financial disclosure and re:,u~ ... n unfet tercel by the contribu-
tion and expenditure limitations that bind all other presidential 
candidates? 

Apparently, the Ford Committee has been financii, iJ. 1wch of its 
travel via government credit. ll'hile our committee k,s p:.:.i<l i:1 :::.civ::;.ncc 
over $800,000 for our candidate~ chartered airplane~, the Ford Cc ~~ittcc 
reports a much lower rate of payment for their c:irnp:1i. 1•n travel (less 
than $100,000 for Air Force One travel to date and lleJico_?tcr charges as' 
low as $11.54 per trip); and these were billed on ;:i uedit b2.sis 
providing immeasurable assistance to his campaign duri,1g the pcri0d 
\'/hen matching funds were not available. It would .:qipear from the record 

Ci1 , ,-.-,11,. tc,, ll,• . ,.; ,1 n - 1;1,11, d f ,r f' ,111 1 l ,n,11! Ch, p 1rri.1n H,'rHv f\1 B11 ,·r1. 1r, 1 r -
A c ouy o f ou r r~po1t 1s lded v,i!h .-, n,1 il'JJ1I J Ule for pur Cll ~lS f' fr,J 111 111,. rt •f\pr,1 1 t.1,--.r. 111 ,11 c11 ,1 ",._ 
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that while M1ite !louse political press travel is fin:inccci by t:-ic 
government and uses government employees for arranger::::nts , t}1c c:::1cr 
candidates must finance for as long as three months their press t::-~vel 
expenses and hire employees to plan and coordinate the trips. O~ly 

- limited reimbursements for extensive campaign travel by variou~ cabi~ct 
offj__cials and holders of high administrative positions 2.:.-c :i.ppa::-c::t on 
the .Ford Committee's reports. Given the unusually 101·: ch:i.rge:s foi· 
White House travel when compared to other campaigns, full disclosure 
of all political travel by the First Family should be required to give 
an equitable measure of benefits. 

As the campaign spending limits close in on all the c;:inciidatc's 
campaigns, t!:,e potential of government "fringe benefits" 2.v::i.iL1blc to 
an incumbent President become even more significant ar.d r:mst :)C ;::,arefully 
monitored by the Federal Election Commission to insure th2.t the spfriC- :h~----~ 
and the letter fo the Federal Election Law is carried out. The spe,1ding 
limitation would otherwise bcgrossly unfair under cur systec. This 
is especially amplified in the setting of this camp;;.i.;;n ·,·:hich is so 
close that virtually all political commentators agrc~ it is too close 
to call. 

On Wednesday of this week, our committee delivcrvd the att:ich2d 
letter (Appendix A) to the Chairman of the Republican Nation~l Co~.mittee, 
It was motivated by what to us is not only .a further ;1)JUse, but by 1•:l:at 
is an outrageous political advantage in a contest w~ere even a slight 
political advantage might be critical. 

On the basis of the public record, it appears t i, .. ·c the Fo~·i ,::a:.1pa1zr. 
is contemplating the massive use of White !louse pc-i·s,JJinc: ;,.1;J Tcsou:.-ccs 
at the Republican National Convention in Kansas City. The h'i,i tc fc:1sc 
above and beyond the Ford Committee has been allocaturi 238 rooms and 
450 gallery passes to the convention. In other words, it would appear 
that the liliite House is planning to bring almost 3 times the nu~bcr of 
personnnel to Kansas City as the amount that they are officially 
planning to report under their Ford Committee budget. 

In running against an incumbent, one must expect to 1c.:,1 ag:i.i::st the 
normal advantages of the incumbency; the promises of federal p~ojccts, 
contracts and benefits, the distribution of federal ,.;:yoint:nc:nts ~nd jobs 
in primary states immediately befor-e the election, an,; the 2.bility to 
use ~.hitc House dinners and facilities to woo p;:irty officials and 
delegates. We make no complairits about ,· • . e practic~s; good, baJ, legal 
or questionable, they are all part of a long cstabli:;hcd game. 
llowevcr, we must draw the line somewhere. When the White !louse staff, 
paid by the taxpayers, is massively useJ as an adjuncc to the ForJ 
Committee, this is improper in the worst sense. 1·!1js strikes at the 
heart of fair elections. \\'hen the President can travd vi:i govc:rr:~::cnt 
means for the entire campaign at a cost that would not total two f:.ill 
weeks outlay for air travel for other candidates anJ ~o it en credit, 
something is very wrong. 

\l'e are hoping the Commission would realize tl1u seriousness of these 
facts and the urgency of doing something in light of tilC ilpproachi.1g 
Republican National Convention, now only 6 weeks away. So far, to our 
knowledge, nothing has been done. I, therefore, respectfully r2qucst a 



special and public Commission meeting to deal with this p:..·cble:,1 d;1ring 
the week of July 6-9, 1976. This meeting should be p~blic since the 
overriding question is one of basic legal principal: Docs u~ incu~bcnt 

_have• a legal right to use staff and the resources of this public office 
to ,promote his campaign? Do such uses constitute conl:--ib:1tions ar.~ 
expenditures which must be disclosed? Once these lcg~1l qi..:cstior.s 2.rc 
resolved, we understand that tl1e normal executive scs~ion com?l12.ncc 
procedures are mandated. 

.. . 

If the Commission chooses not to act, such refusal constitutes a 
denial of any relief to our comrni ttee. Additionally if the 
Commission takes no action, then we must assume it h;1s chosen to cxercci.sc 
its cxclusiv~primary jurisdiction under 2 U.S.C. Section 437c (b) (1) in 
a negative \,ay. In view of the critically short tinic, o;.ff rcr~edy ·"!'!'.:!.!St~ - • : ~~--~- . -
then be left to the Judiciary. 

LAS:ac 

cc: All Federal Election Commissioners 
The Honorable Nary Louise Smith 

Sincc:.-dy, 

Loren i\ . S:,,i th 
General Counsel 
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HAND DELIVERY 

July 2, 1976 

The Hon . Mary Louise Smith 
Chairman, Republican National Committee 
310 First Street, S.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20003 

Dear Mrs . Smith: 

Thank you for promptly responding to my letter of the 
30th. 

I have read your letter with some care and think I fully 
understand your position. However, I must respectfully reject the 
position you have taken because I deeply believe it is unfair and 
improper. I regret having to take this position; but our caiilpai;n 
must be dealt with fairly, the integrity of the political process, 
of our party and of our nomination all depend upon it. 

Your letter talks in terms of "not realistic", "necessity" 
and "political decision-making." You mention several recent court 
decisions. However, the fundamental issue is none of these thin6 s . 
1·Je are dealing with a simple matter of fairness; funciar,1ental and real 
fairness. 

I am sure you realize the very administration officials you 
indicated as the recipients of tickets and rooms are campaigninG for 
Hr. ford and have played an important campaign role. lf they ;:ire 
allotted these things the truth is that Ford cwupaign receives 
them . 

Unfortunately, I can read your letter in no other way than 
saying: ' we will provide no remedy and no other authority h.-:ts the 
power to m;:ike us.' ivc must therefore send the attached letter to the 
Federal Election Cownission. 

Sincerely, 

p _'_ ,:i 
?C, , ~r.(.,,'i_.:°'-./ 

Loren A. Smith 
General Counsel 

C111;~ns l r., r n,,,1c;.:m -~ Srn,1tnr Paul L:lx,-tll C:h.1irrn,1n H~n,•· M Hucn;111.1· Tr,, 1' ,1J ' t' r 

A copy or our renor1 1s f1lc<l 'N1tll ,:nHl ;wad.Jt>lr ,or purr.hase trom the Federal Elcc11on COrll1Pr~,:,rr-, \'J;.,~~.nr,rc,n DC ::,1:: J 
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f\!ationaJ 
Committee. 
Mary Louis~ ~mith 
Chairman July 2, 1976 

... 

Loren A. Sm~th, Esquire 
General Counsel 
Citizens for Reagan Committee 
1835 K Stre~t, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20006 

Dear Mr. Smith: 

This vii 11 acknov1l edge your letter of June 30 vli .. th respect to the decisions 
made by the Committee on Arrangements for the Republican National Convention 
for 1976 and ratified by the Republican National Committee at its meeting on 
June 25, 1976. You allege that the Citizens for Reagan Committee has "been 
unable to obtain equitable treatment" relating to allotment of rooms and 
Convention guest tickets at the Republican National Convention for Citizens 
for Reagan. 

Trre Committee on Arrangements for the Republican National Committee did meet 
and had a full discussion of this matter on Thursday of last week . At that 
time the Citizens for Reagan Committee position 1vas fully debated and 
discussed, and a decision made by the Arrangements Com:11ittee end con-
firmed by the Republican National Committee on Frid ay , June 25. That 
decision followed traditional procedures relating to pre-Convention decision 
making, consistent with past precedents in relation to prior conventions . 

The Committee on Arrangements and the National Committee apparently , by its 
action, has made its best efforts tm·1ards being fair and i111partial 1·1ith 
regards to rooms and guest tickets, the two issues raised in your letter. 
As I am sure you know, the Committee on Arrangements did, upon consideration 
of the appeal of the Citizens for Reagan,,Cn'lm1ittee, increase the number of 
seats allocated to your Committee by 100 , ,. roviding 300 guest passes for the 
Citizens for Reagan Committee and 200 passes for the President Ford Committee. 
The Committee also provided 450 guest passes for the Administration v1hich 
includes the Vice-President, Cabinet officers, foreign dignitaries, inde-
pendent agencies, and the personnel who traditionally and of necessity must 
be present wherever the President appears. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500. 
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Loren /\: Smi-th, Esquire 
Par,Je T1vo 
July 2, 1976 

R~l~tin~ to the allotment of rooms , this, likewise, was decided by the 
Committee on Arran<Jements . And as I understand it fortner, t:1e Citizens 
for Reagan Cornr.iittee specifically requested to be housed v1ith th2 
California delegition in the Alameda Plaza Hotel and specifically asked 
for 100 rooms for the Citizens for Reaqan Committee, 1·1hic:1 v1as granted . 
The President Ford Committee got 100 rooms , the Administration, 288 . 

These decis~ons were made after full consideration by the proper Com~ittees. 
As Chairman , as I am sure you can appreciate, I have to give pro-per--·--·~ 5--~~--~ . -
recognition to decisions that have been properly made through the Committee 
procedures, • and ratified by the Re pub 1 i can Na ti ona 1 Cornrni ttee . 

I believe this to be a matter of political decision-r,1a!<i n<J coming 1:1ithin 
the purview of recent Supreme Court decisions, including Cousins vs . ~igoda 
and Ripon vs. R~!C as examples , ~,hich clearly pen:1it a Party to r.;ake dedsions 
of this nature with respect to the conduct of lhe Convention. I believe the 
action taken and the procedures fol l owed are consistent with the law as well 
as the authority of political parties to make such decisions relating to 
their respective Conventi ons . 

I understand that these matters have been under ne(lotiation 1·1ith the Co;nnittee 
on Arrangements for some tir:1e and , as you knov,, a final decision :1as to be 
made at some point . It is my opinion that the logical decision--;:1J::inc1 time 
1·1as last \veek's meeting of the Convention Arrangements Cor.1::Jittee c.nd tile 
Republican National Comr.1 i ttee . 
• 
In reference to your suggestion that the Administration should not receive 
guest tickets or rooms in addition to those allotted to the President Ford 
Committee, this obviously is not realistic , in that there is a Republican 
administration which is entitled , and consistent with precedent has always 
been entitled, to recognition at the i~ational Convention. I believe this 
is sustained by the tenor of the Advisory Opinion that you cited, 1975-72, 
\'1hich v1as requested by tile ~epublican -f!ational Co1;11nittee. In that opinion 
the Federal Elections Commission clearly reco,J11izes tnat Administration 
personnel huve official as v1ell as Party functions t11at 1;;ay lie carried on, 
and are expected to be carried on , which of necessity differ2ntiates ti,e 
activities of the Administration frorn t ''1 • '. of t:12 President us a candidate . 

.L\dditionally, I \'/Ould like to point out that in other urec1s c1s \'/~ll our 
arranciements \'1ith the President Ford Colllmittee and th2 Citizens for Reag2.n 
Committee have been totally equitable and i1:1partial. I v!ould note specifically 
the assi011111ent of an equal number of floor passes, 0ssi,Jrn112nt 0nJ foc0tion 
of trailers for the candidates, and assignment and location of sky suites in 
Kemper Arena. 



.. - Loren /\. • Smi1h, Es qui re 
Pa~1e Three 
July 2, 1976 

-....,,, 

Tlifs matter has been given my full and serious considcrc:ition. If there 
are any additional questions which you may have with re9ard to conforming 
with requirements of federal funding of conventions, objections of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act and other matters of a legal nature, I 
suggest that you confer with counsel for the Republican National Committee, 
William C. Cramer. 

Very truly yours, 

Mary Louise Smith 



August 4, 1976 

Richard E. Hill, Esquire 
Steptoe & Johnson 
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20036 

Dear Dick: 

Pursuant to our telephone conversation, enclosed please 
find pertinent correspondence regarding the Citizens for Reagan 
campaign committee complaint alleging that the President Ford 
Committee has received preferential treatment regarding the 
assignment of fooms and convention tickets at the Republican 
National Convention. 

Best regards. 

RPV:dm 
Encls. 

Sincerely, 

Robert P. Visser 
General Counsel 

j 




