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" STATE OF MAINE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES
135 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE
04333-0135

To:  Commissioners
From: Jonathan Wayne, Executive Director
Date: September 23, 2009

Re:  Request by Fred Karger for Investigation

The Maine Ethics Commission has received a request by Fred Karger of Californians
Against Hate to investigate the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC and its contributors. The
history of this request is as follows:

¢ On August 13, 2009, Mr. Karger made his initial submission by e-mail.

¢ On August 14, I requested to Mr. Karger that he re-submit his request with more:
specific information. :

¢  On August 24, Mr. Karger submitted additional materials.

e On August 27, | transmitted those materials to Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
and its contributors.

e My August 27 letter invited the PAC and the National Organization for Marriage
(NOM) to submit responses to Mr. Karger’s request. The letter to NOM was
addressed to its Executive Director, Brian Brown.

e On September 12 - 15, Mr. Karger submitted to the Commission by e-mail a
number of items concerning NOM. To ensure that NOM had notice of all
materials received by the Commission, on September 15 I forwarded all of these
communications electronically to Brian Brown with a cover letter.

¢ Among those communications was a pdf in excess of 180 pages that included a
very large number of e-mail communications by NOM. To facilitate a response
from NOM, the Commission staff selected those e-mails which appeared to be
most relevant to Mr. Karger’s request. We attached these e-mails to a September
16 letter to Brian Brown (May 6, May 8, May 15, May 22, June 12, July 8, July
10, July 17, July 24, July 31, August 7, August 26, August 28, September 4).’

' The Commission staff has not included the full 180+ page pdf in your materials in the
packet. Rather, we have included in the packet the selected communications that we we
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Unfortunately, we included the July 24 ¢-mail by mistake. It did not relate to
NOM'’s activities in Maine. We apologize for this error.

e By telephone, NOM requested additional time (through September 22) to respond
to the September 12-15 information from Mr. Karger.

¢ On September 22 (yesterday), the Commission received letters on behalf of Stand
for Marriage Maine PAC and NOM through their legal counsel, Bopp, Coleson &
Bostrom of Terre Haute, Indiana.

e Because of our receipt of these responses yesterday that included constitutional

" legal argument, the Commission staff will not be able to complete a background
memo and staff recommendation in time to include in your regular packet for the
October 1 meeting. We will confer with the Commission’s Counsel and transmit
a staff memo to you and the interested persons separately, around September 28 or
29.

e For your information, it is expected that Fred Karger, Brian Brown,
representatives of the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC, and attorney Barry
Bostrom will be at the October 1, 2009 meeting in person.

At the request of Paul Kendrick of Freeport, Maine, [ have included two e-mails he sent
me, although they do not specifically refer to Mr. Karger’s contentions.

attached to the September 16 cover letter to Mr. Brown. If you would like the full pdf,
please let us know.
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STATE OF MAINE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES
135 Stars HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE

(04333-0135
August 27, 2009
By E-Mail and Federal Express - Bv E-Mail and Federal Express
Joseph A. Keaney, Treasurer : Brian S. Brown, Executive Director
Stand for Marriage Maine PAC National Organization for Marnage
One Monument Way, Second Floor 20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Portland, Maine 04101 Princeton, NJ 08542

OPPORTUNITY TO RESPOND TO REQUEST FOR INVESTIGATION

Dear Sirs:

On August 13 and 24, 2009, the Maine Commission on Governmental Ethics and
Election Practices received correspondence via email from Fred Karger of Californians
against Hate alleging that the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC and some of its contributors

“have violated the campaign finance laws of the State of Maine. He requests that the
Commission investigate whether the violations have occurred. | have enclosed his
requests, along with my August 14 memo to Mr. Karger asking hnn to provide more
specific information in support of his request.

As explained below, the Commission 1s statutorily required to consider Mr. Karger’s
request. The Commission will consider the request at its meeting on Thursday, October
I, 2009 at 9:00 a.m. The meeting will be held in Room 208 of the Burton M. Cross
Office Building, 111 Sewall Street in Augusta. At that meeting, I anticipate that the
Commissioners will decide whether to conduct any investigation regarding the
compliance issues listed below.

Y our Opportunity to Respond to Mr. Karger’s Request

The Commission would welcome written responses from the Stand for Marriage Maine
PAC and the National Organization for Marriage no later than Thursday, September 17,
2009 concerning whether the Commission should conduct an investigatien. You are
welcome to attend the meeting to comment to the Commission in persen and to answer
questions. This is a regular meeting, not a formal hearing.
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August 27, 2009

Commmnission’s Standards for Requests for Investigation

Under 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1003(2), a person may apply to the Commission to investigate a
PAC’s reporting of campaign finance activity. Under this provision, the Commission
“shall review the application and shall make the investigation if the reasons stated for the
request show sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may have occurred.”

Compliance Issues Raised by Fred Karger’s Request

Mr. Karger does not specify which provisions of Maine’s campaign finance laws were
violated by the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC or its contributors. To assist the
Commission in deciding whether fo conduct any investigation, the Commission staff has
identified the following compliance issues that are implicated by Mr. Karger’s factual
allegations. By discussing these legal issues, the staff does not mean to imply at this time

that any investigation is merited.
Stand for Marf‘iage Maine PAC

All PACs are required to report the names and addresses of coniributors whe have given
more than $50 to the PAC. (21-A M.R.S.A. § 1060(6)) In addition, under 21-A
M.R.S.A. §§ 1004(3) and 1004-A(3), it is illegal for a PAC to knowingly accept a
contribution made by one person in the name of another person.

Mr. Karger alleges that “the four funders of Stand for Marriage Maine are merely
conduits for those wishing to hide their contributions. These entities are laundering
money to evade the disclosure of the actual contribuiors to Stand for Marriage Maine.”
(Aug. 24, 2009 letter, at 1) If true, these allegations might constitute violations of 21-A
M.R.S.A. § 1060(6), 1004(3) and 1004-A(3)."

National Organization for Marriage

Mr. Karger alleges that the National Organization for Marriage (NOM) has raised funds
for the purpose of initiating or promoting the people’s veto referendum to repeal P.L.
2009, Ch. 82, and has donated those funds to the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC. His
allegations, if true, may indicate that NOM was required to file campaign finance reports
with the Commission as a ballot question committee under 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1056-B or
was required to register and file reports as a PAC under 21-A M.R.S. AL §§ 1052(5)(A),

1053, and 1038.

"1 have attached the legal provisions referred to in this letter, Please be aware that, effective September 12,

2009, some of the provisions will be amended by Chapter 190 of the Public Laws of 2009, [ have attached

the relevant pages of that chapter law for your reference.
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Joseph A. Keaney, Brian S. Brown
Page 3
August 27, 2009

Mr. Karger points to a few factual circumstances which could be relevant to whether a
violation has occurred:. '

e NOM is a 501(c)(4) tax-exempt organization that 1s roughly two years old.
Based on the information that s presently available to the Commission staff, it
appears that NOM has contributed at least $250,000 to the Stand for Marriage
Maine PAC. This 1s a large amount of funding, which could suggest that NOM
solicited and received funds for the purpose of inttiating the referendum.

» In 2008, NOM formed a committee in California to raise and spend money in
support of an amendment to the California State Constitution (Proposition 8)
stating that only marriage between a man and a woman would be recognized by
the California state government. According to the California Secretary of State,
NOM’s California committee raised $1,870,134 and contributed $1,561,134 10 a
larger PAC supporting Proposition 8. So, NOM has demonstrated the capability
to raise a significant amount of funds to support a referendum on same sex
marriage.

e Mr. Karger has provided the Commission with some fundraising solicitations
from NOM stating to potential donors that the funds would be used to oppose the
legalization of same sex marriage in New England. The two most relevant are the
communications dated March 13 and 31, 2009, which mention Maine specifically.

The March 31 communication refers to “a hard-hitting new radio ad that we're
launching today as part of our 2009 Northeast Action Plan ...” and makes the
following solicitation: “We’re excited about this new ad, but we need your help
to keep these ads on the air, especially in states like Vermont, New Hampshire,
Maine and New Jersey, where coordinated grassroots opposition to pending gay
marriage legislation is urgently needed.”

The ad was apparently intended to run while the marriage legislation was under
consideration by the Maine Legislature (March or April 2009). Nevertheless, the
solicitation does seem to look forward to more communications to voters later in
the year: “Throughout the year, we'll be rolling out new ads as we work to
identify and motivate marriage activists throughout the Northeast.” (italics

added) This could easily be a reference to communications to voters in support of
a referendum petition drive in Maine, which was actively discussed during the
2009 legislative session.

¢ As Mr. Karger has noted, the March 2009 sclicitations from NOM promise its
donors anonymity: “[PJlease make the most generous donation you can to kelp us
keep these important ads on the air. Use this hyperlink t¢ make a secure online
donation. And unlike in California, every dollar you give to NOM's Northeast
Action Plan today is private, with no risk of harassment from gay marriage
protestors.”
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Joseph A. Keaney, Brian S. Brown
Page 4 ,
August 27, 2009

Because of these factual considerations, the staff of the Maine Ethics Commission would
welcome a written response by NOM regarding whether there are sufficient grounds to
warrant 2 Commission investigation or fact-finding to determine if NOM was required to
file campaign finance reports as a ballot question committee under 21-A MR.S.A. §
1056-B or to register and file reports as a PAC under 21-A M.R.S.A. §§ 1052(5)(A),

1053, and 1058.

Oihrer Contributors

Mr. Karger has alleged that three other contributors to the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
“laundered money.” Because the information provided with regard to these contributors
is less specific, the Commission staff is not inviting responses from them. Nevertheless,
they are copied on this letter so that they are aware of this matter and have an opportunity

to submit comments if they wish.

Thank you for considering this invitation. If you have any questions, please feel free to |
telephone me at (207) 287-4179 or the Commission’s Counsel, Assistant Attorney
General Phyllis Gardiner, at (207) 626-8830.

Sincerely,

\& it_ gn\j c
Jdnathan Wayﬁ}j/’

Executive Director

ce! Marc Mutty, Chair, Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
Very Reverend Andrew Dubois, Roman Catholic Diocese of Maine

Knights of Columbus, Washingten D.C.
Focus on the Family Maine Marriage Committee

Fred Karger
Assistant Attorney General Phyllis Gardiner
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Regrak@aol.com .

Sent: Thursday, August 13, 2008 4:44 AM

To: Wayne, Jonathan

Cc: Lavin, Paul

Subject: Letter re Money Laundering by Supporters of Stand for Marrige PAC

August 13, 2009

Mr. Jonathan Wayne

Executive Director _

Maine Commission on Govermnmental Ethics and
Elections Practices

135 State House Station

Augusta, Maine 04333

Re: Money Laundering -- Stand for Marriage PAC

Dear Mr. Wayne:

We have reviewed the very first finance report which was recently filed by Stand for Marriage PAC, the
group trying to repeal Maine’s same-sex marriage law.

It appears that there are already questionable activities.

Stand for Marriage PAC reported raising $343,689.50 during the period Aprit 1 to July 5, 2009. We found
it very suspicious that of that total, only $400 was given by individuals. The balance of $343,289.50 was
contributed by various religious organizations and James Dobson’s Focus on the Family.

That means that individual contribhtions to repeal gay marriage in Maine are only .001% of the total
raised. '

Are the proponents trying to hide the identities of these contributing to their campaign? Are they
directing ali contributions to existing organizations, who then gave the meney to Stand for Marriage

PAC? This appears to be the case.
If this is true, would it not be considered money laundering? '

We have been very active and have closely iracked all the money that was raised o pass Proposition 8
in California last year. Californians Against Hate was the first fo uncover the vast involvement in the
election by the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (Mormon Church}. Our extensive research
revaaled that the Mormon Church had its members in California and around the country give
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approximately 75% of the $40 million that was raised to pass
Frop 8. : :

On November 13, 2008, just nine days after the election, we filled a complaint with, the Fair Political
Practices Commission (FPPC), your counterpart in California. Our complaint alieged that the Mormon
Church had spent a tremendous amount of money in non-monetary contributions that they never

reported, which is required under California election law.

We submitted evidence supporting our claim that the Mormaon Church ran out of state phone banks,
produced 27 slick commercials (that ranged from 30 seconds to 8 minutes long) and put them on their
elaborate web site Preserving Marraige.org for all to see. We also asked the Commission to investigate
the Mormon Church for bussing people from Utah to California for precinct walking, sending out
extensive direct mail and numerous other activities.

Eight days later, the FPPC announced that they were launching an unprecedented investigation into the
Mormon Church (Case # 08/735) as a result of our complaint. :

On March 19, 2009, we filed a supplemental complaint with the FPPC. We received hundreds of secret
Mormon documents that show exactly how involved the Mormon Church has been throughout the
country in fighting same-sex marriage. The documents reveal how the Church established front groups

to wage their battles, and shield the Church from any negative publicity

We believe that the Mormon Church established the National Organization for Marriage (NOM) in May of
2007 for the express purpose of qualifying Proposition 8 for the California ballot. This was donein
conjunction with leading Catholic organizations such as the Knights of Columbus, the U.S. Conference of

Catholic Bishops and James Dobson’s Focus on the Family.

It is no coincidence that these are the exact same groups that are funding and leading the effort to
repeal Maine’s recently passed same-sex marriage law.

We believe that only Focus on the Family had money in its treasury. The other groups raised money
expressly for the campaign to hire the professional signature gathering firm to qualify the referendum.

They are trying to hide the true identities of those contributing to the campaign.

It certainly sounds like money laundering fo us. We hope that your office will investigate the genuine
sources of the funds contributed to Stand for Marriage PAC.

The Mormon Church appears to be using the National Organization for Marriage to fight same-=sex
marriage all over the Northeast. ,

They admitted as much in a Washington Post story on May 29, 2009. A spokeswoman in Salt Lake City

declined to say whether the church is involved in debates going on in the Northeast except to say, “...that
leaders remain intent on preserving the divine institution of marriage between man and woman. The faith
holds that traditional marriage transcends this world and is necessary for the fullness of joy in the next

iife.”

It sure sounds like the Mormon Church is involved fo us.

On our web site Mormongats.com, we describe the formation of NOM. This was done at the very
highest level of the Mormon Church — the President and the 12 Apostles.

You can see exactly how they operated in Hawaii in order to skirt state election laws there. They
funneled money through Hawaii's Future Today, which they established to fund that state’s campaign to

ban same-sex marriage.
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In the near future, we will be releasing other official Mermon documents that explain how this happened
in other states,

tf we can be of any assistance in your efforts to monitor Stand for Marriagé PAC, please fo not hesitate
to cali upon us.

Best regards,

Fred Karger

Founder '

Californians Against Hate

www. CaliforniansAgainsthate.com
619-592-2008

cc: Attorney General Janet Mills
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STATE OF MAINE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES
135 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE
04333-0135

To:  Fred Karger, Californians Against Hate (by e-mail only)
Ce: Marc Mutty, Chair, Stand for Marriage PAC (by e-mail and regular mail)
From: Jonathan Wayne, Executive Director

Date: August 14, 2009 .

Re:  Request to Investigate Stand for Marmage PAC

Thank you for your e-mail dated August 13, 2009 requesting that the Maine Commission on
Governmental Ethics and Election Practices investigate the Stand for Marriage political action
committee (PAC). This memo is to communicate the legal standards by which the
Commission will consider this matter and to request more specific information from you.

Commission’s Standards for Requests for Investigation

Section 1003(2) of the Maine Election Law states that a person may apply to the Commission
1o investigate a PAC’s reporting of campaign finance activity. Under this provision, the
Commission “shall review the application and shall make the investigation if the reasons
stated for the request show sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may have

occurred.”

Chapter 1, Paragraphs 4(2)(C) and (D) of the Commission’s Rules require that a request for -
investigation provide specific information regarding the alieged violation:

C. Reports of noncompliance with the provisions of the campaign registration
and reporting laws or the Maine Clean Election Act that may come to the
attention of the Commission staff from any source other than review of the
reports filed will be reported to the Commission Chair. Any person ... may
make an official request for a Commission investigation or determination by
filing a written request at the Commission's office, setting forth such facts with
sufficient details as are necessary fo specify the alleged violation. Statements
should be made upon personal knowledge. Statements which are not based
upen personal knowledge must identify the source of the information which is
the basis for the request, so that respondents and Commission staff may
adequately respond to the request. A copy of any such written request will be
promptly mailed to the candidate or organization alleged to have violated the
statutory requirements. An official request will be placed on the agenda of the
next Commission meeting. {underlining added})
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D. An oral report of a violation, or a written request containing insufficient
detail to specify the violation charged, does not constitute an official request
for & Commission determination, and a person registering such a complaint
will be so notified. '

Request for Specific Information

Your e-mail alleges that the Stand for Marriage PAC is “trying to hide the true identities of
those contributing to the campaign™ by “directing all contributions to [intermediary
organizations], who then gave the money to Stand for Marriage PAC.” You state
affirmatively that “We believe that only Focus on the Family had money 1n 1ts treasury. The
other groups raised money expressly for the campaign to hire the professional signature
gathering firm to qualify the referendum.”

In order to assist the Commission in determining whether there are sufficient grounds for
believing a violation may have oceurred, the Commission staff requests more specific

information:

1. Please specify which organizational contributors to Stand for Marriage PAC you
believe received funds from other sources for the purpose of initiating the people’s
veto referendum.

2. Please state the factual basis for that belief.

3. To the extent that ydu know, please state the sources that you believe provided
funds to the organizations referred to in question 1.

4. What is the specific basis for your allegation that of the PAC’s large organizational
contributors “only Focus on the Family had money in its treasury”? In other
words, what factual information would lead the Commission to doubt that the
other organizational contributors had sufficient money in their treasuries to make
the political contributions to Stand for Marriage PAC?

If any information you provide in response to these requests 1s not based on your personal
“knowledge, please identify the source of that information.

Non-Compliance Alleged

If you wish to state a view, please clarify whether you believe the Stand for Marriage PAC
was required to report other sources of funds as its contributors, or whether you are alleging
that the PAC’s organizational contributors (such as the National Organization for Marriage)
should themselves be required to file campaign finance reports with the Commission as PACs
(under 21-A M.R.S.A. §§ 1052(5) and 1058) or as ballot question committees (under 21-A
M.R.S.A. § 1056-B) because they solicited and spent money to initiate the referendum?
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Form of Your Request

This is to request that you re-submit your original e-mail asking for an investigation in the
form of a signed letter with the specific information requested in this memo. You may e-mail
the signed letter to me (Jonathan W avne@Maine.gov) as a pdf or fax it to the Commission at
(207) 287-6775, provided that the signed original letter is sent in the United States mail.
Also, for purposes of future correspondence, please provide a mailing address for your
organization. It does not appear in your letter or on your organization’s website,

Please telephone me at (207) 287-4179 if you have any questions about the Commission’s
consideration of this matter. Thank you. :

jUS]
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August 24, 2008

Mr. Jonathan Wayne

Executive Director

Staie of Maine Commission on Governmental
Ethics and Elections Practices

135 State House Station

Augusta, Maine 04333-0135

Re: Request for Investigation of Stand for Marriage Maine

Dear Mr. Wayne:

I received your lefter of August 14, 2009 in response o my letter of August 13,
2009. ' : ‘

You asked me to provide more detailed information on why | believe the four
funders of Stand for Marriage Maine are merely conduits for those wishing to
hide their contributions.

These entities are laundering money to evade the disclosure of the actual
contributors to Stand for Marriage Maine.

By way of background, | have been a political consultant and corporate public
relations executive for more than 30 years. | am very familiar with political
campaigns, campaign finance and reporting. | have managed or had a major
role in dozens of local, state and national campaigns throughout the United

Siates.

in reviewing the Stand for Marriage Maine first quarterly filing of July 15, 2009, |
noted that only 0.001% ($400.00) of the $343,689.50 raised came from
individuals. The balance of $343,289.50 came from religious organizations and
Focus on the Family.

By way of comparison, last year, the Protect Marriage, Yes on Proposition 8
campaign in California disclosed more than 60,000 individual contributors of
$100 and above. Thousands more contributed under that amount to repeal

same-sex marriage in that state.
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During the qualification period in California, 1,492 individuals contributed at least
$100 to put Prop 8 on the ballot. Granted, California is a much larger state, and
the gualification period was longer. But even taking that into account, only four

individual contributors to Maine’s effort to stop same-sex marriage seems highly

unusual.

Led by the National Organization for Marriage, a federal law suit was filed in early
January of this year against the California Attorney General, Secretary of State
and all five member of the Fair Political Practices Commission (FPPC).to try to
remove donor names from the Secretary of State’s web site. The lawsuit asked
the court to refieve them and "all similarly situated persons” from having to meet
the state's campaign disclosure requirements for donors.

The judge refused their request. What they wanted to do in California is
precisely what they are now doing in Maine- hiding the identities of contributors
to Stand for Marriage Maine.

The four organizational donors that gave to Stand for Marriage Maine, with the
possible exception of Focus on the Family, circumvented Maine's campaign
reporting law to avoid disclosure of the true contributors.

National Organization for Marriage (NOM)
' $160,000 to Stand for Marriage Maine

| have tracked this two year old organization practically from the day it was
formed in May 2007. It was created to qualify Proposition 8 for the ballot in
California. It raised and spent over $2 miliion to do so.

In California, it appears that NOM reported all of its contributors. NOM merely
acted as a pass through organization. It raised big money to qualify Prop 8, and
then, either paid the professional signature gathering firm directly, or gave the
money it raised to Protect Marriage (another California Yes on 8 committee).

NOM was very successful in its fund-raising. It received 141 contributions during
the Prop 8 qualification period between January 1 and May 31, 2008. It raised
well over $1 million during those five months. The average contribution was
$7.607. In Maine, the average contribution to Stand for Marriage Maine was
$34,368.00 from a fotal of ten donors.

As the largest donor to Stand for Marriage Maine, with a seat (Brian Brown) on
its five member Executive Committee, NOM is, without doubt, likely going back to
its past major contributors. Likely donors include Terry Caster, who gave
$293,000 to NOM, and $400,000 to Protect Marriage, John Templeton of
Philadelphia, who gave $550,000 to NOM and $550,000 to Protect Marriage.
The Knights of Columbus even gave NOM $250,000 in early money on February
4, 2008. It was the largest contributor to Prop 8, giving a total of $1,425,000. Or
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conceivably NOM's monéy is coming directly from the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-day Saints (Mormon Church).

Morman Church Created NOM

We have closely tracked the money that was raised to pass Proposition 8 in
California last year. Cziforisns fozing: Rz was the first to uncover the vast

involvement by the Mmovrr‘r;o‘h"Churc!;wAﬁer much research, we discovered that
Mormon Church members gave approximately 75% of the $40 million that was

raised to pass Prop 8.

By virtue of their significant financial investment in Prop 8, the Mormon Chu

took over every aspect of the campaign. It produced and used Church members
in all of the television commercials, did all of the direct mall, and organized
precinct walking every Saturday from August 16 though Election Day. They ran
a speakers bureau, phone banks, web sites and brought in thousands of Church
members for the final “surge to victory,” the weekend before the election. We
now know that all of this activity was directed from Salt Lake City, with several
high ranking Church leaders traveling regularly to California.

On November 13, 2008, just nine days after the election, we filled a complaint
with the Fair Political Practices Commission (FPPC), your counterpart in
California. Our complaint alleged that the Mormon Church had spent far more
than the $2,200 it reported in non-monetary contributions.

We submitted evidence supporting our claim that the Mormon Church ran out-of-
state phone banks, produced 27 slick commercials (that ranged from 30 seconds
to 8 minutes long) and put them up on the elaborate web site the church created
for all to see on PreservingMarriage.org. We also asked the Commission to
investigate costs incurred by the Mormon Church to bus people from Utah to
California to engage in precinct walking, for direct mail and numerous other
activities.

The FPPC announced that it had launched an unprecsdanisg mvesioshon e
the Mormon Church (Case # 08/735) as a result of our complalnt “On January
30, 2009, the Mormon Church filed a report (long past the date when it was due)
showing an additional $190,000 in nonmonetary contributions. When we filed
our complaint with the FPPC immediately following the election, the Church
attacked me and stated that it had spent “zero dollars on Prop 8.”

- In February of this year, we received hundreds of purportedly “secret” Mormon
documents showing exactly how involved the Mormon Church has been
throughout the country in fighting same-sex marriage. The documents reveal
how the Church established “front groups” in states to wage the electoral battles,
and shield the Church from negative publicity.
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After reviewing all the documents, we filed a supplemental complaint with the
FPPC on March 19, 2009. We alleged that the Mormon Church established the
National Organization for Marriage in May 2007 for the express purpose of
qualifying Propesition 8 for the California ballot. This was done in conjunction
with leading Catholic organizations such as the Knights of Columbus, the U.S.
Conference of Catholic Bishops as well as James Dobson’s Focus on the Family.

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints has been the leading voice
against gay marriage in this country since 1988. This was done at the request of,
and under the direction of then Church President, Gordon B. Hinckley. The
Mormon Church appears to have played some role in all 30 state elections where
gay marriage has been banned in this country. Now, Maine is the Church'’s latest
target in their mission to stop same sex-marriage.

The Mormon Church does not deny its involvement in the Northeast. When
asked in a May 29, 2009 “ashingion Posi story about its activities in the
Northeast, a Church spokeswoman declined comment, but said that Church
leaders remain intent on preserving the “divine institution” of marriage between a
man and a woman. “The faith holds that traditional marriage transcends this '
world and is necessary for the fullness of joy in the next iife.”

On our web site scm&ﬁcxwkzﬂ, we describe the formation of NOM by the
President and the 12 Aposties of the Mormon Church.

In reviewing official Mormon documents, one can see exactly how the Church
operated in Hawaii to skirt Hawaii's election laws. The Church funneled money
through Hawaii's Future Today, which the Church created to fund and manage
that state’s campaign fo ban same-sex marriage. In Hawaii as in California, the
Mormon Church worked hand in hand with the Catholic Church.

The Church’s pattern of establishing front groups, demonstrates how the Church
established NOM. The purpose of the organization is fo shield the Church’s
active involvement in paying for and running the campaigns. By qualifying
Maine's referendum for the November 2009 ballot, the Church is participating in
its 31°! state campaign.

In press releases and direct mail, NOM has attempted to portray itself as the
“victim”. Attached to this letter is a sampling of emails and letters from NOM
Executive Director Brian Brown.

Mr. Brown makes statements like, “And unlike in California, every dollar you give
to NOM's Northeast Action Plan today is private, with no risk of harassment from
gay marriage protestors.” Or “Donations to NOM are not tax-deductibie and they
are NOT public information, either.” Or “Your gift is confidential: no public

- disclosure!
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Clearly, NOM is teliing its donors to contribute to NOM and avoid disclosure. [n
doing so, NOM is clearly violating Maine’s law.

NOM Active Around the Country

The National Organization for Marriage has become the most visible leader in
opposing same-sex marriage throughout the United Sates. This year, it has
surfaced fo run campaigns against same-sex marriage in New York, New Jersey,
Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, lowa and Washington,
DC.

Last week, NOM filed an independent expenditure report, signed by Brian Brown,
with the lowa Ethics and Campaign Disclosure Board, that it spent $86,000 to
buy television and radio ads supportlng lowa antl-gay marriage candidate
Stephen Burgmeier.

Several months ago, NOM admitted to having spent more than $6 million in
states where same-sex marriage was before state legislatures. NOM aired slick
television and radio commercials, produced millions of pieces of direct mail,
conducted robo-calls, direct connects, and hired lobbyists, among other activities

NOM produced and spent $1.5 million to air the infamous “Gathering Stomm
television commercial in the Northeast. Incidentally, the commercial must have
been made by the Mormon Church, because 10 of the 13 actors in that
commerciai have been positively identif ed as Mormon Church members. See
Chino Blanco’s findings: hiip: /v daitvikos comisiorveniv/2008/7/14/75334 5/
Knock ~Hnock -Anvhody-NOM-Anvbody-Mormon

Finally, the National Organization for Marriage has violated federal reporting
laws. It has steadfastly refused to release its [RS Form 990s despite repeated
requests from several organizations, including ours and the news media.
National Organization for Marriage, Inc. was formed in 2007 as a nonprofit
corporation, exempt from taxation under section 501(c)4 of the internal Revenue
Code . In 2008, National Organization for Marriage Educational Fund, was
formed as a nonprofit corporation exempt from taxation under section 501(c)3 of
the Internal Revenue Code.

We have visited NOM's offices and sent certified letters requesting copies of
what are supposed to be publicly available organizational reports. Yet, NOM
refuses to release any of its federal financial documents, in violation of federal

law.

Over iis two year existence, Brian Brown and NOM president Maggie Galiagher
have been the focus of the organization. These two super-humans are keeping
very busy and they have been very successiul. They must, however, abide by
federal and state laws.
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Diocese of Portland
$100,000 to Stand for Marriage Maine

The other leading financial supporter of Stand for Marriage Maine is the Roman
Catholic Diocese of Portland. While not as familiar with the Diocese, | have
reviewed their finances though public documents, Diocesan financial reports and
newspaper accounts. The Diocese appears to have substaritial revenue, but it
also has very high expenses. [t reported losing $7.5 million in 2008 from the
“deteriorating financial market conditions.” lts savings account appeared to
contain only $10,812 in its 2008 report. :

Recently, the Trinity Catholic School laid off employees, and the Diocese plans to
close two Catholic parishes in Lewiston, both due to declining revenue. Just
today, the Diocese announced that they were closing three more churches

because of tight finances.

Over the past several years, the Diocese has paid out millions of dollars to settle
priest abuse claims.

in each annual report, there is a reference to the priest abuse payouts in their
“Message from the Finance Officer.” If's entitled “Cost for Sexual Abuse.” It
varies over the past four years that records are available. In 2005, it was
reported as $625,000; in 2006 it was $624,000; in 2007 it was listed as $832,000;
and in 2008, it was reported as $348,000. '

Newspaper accounts report that the Portland Diocese has paid out $2.6 million to
86 victims from 1976 to 2002. Recently, $4.4 million was awarded to Steven
Boyden by Justice Joseph Jabar in Kennebec County Superior Court. In January
of last year, $4.2 million was awarded to plaintiff William Picher.

The Diocese lists “Insurance Claims Payable” under “Financial tnformation” in its
annual report. This amount is always in the millions, but it is unclear if these
charges are related to the “Cost of Sexual Abuse.” In the last two years, those
amounts were $2,567,731 (2008) and $3,824,110 (2007).

The Diocese sent out a Bishop’s Appeal to raise funds to pay these claims,
perhaps they used a similar approach to raise the money it contributed fo Stand

for Marriage Maine.

There is no evidence that the Diocese has ever given substantial sums fo other
ballot question campaigns or PACs in Maine prior to the $100,000 contribution on
June 6. Most organizations such as the Diocese budget all expenses one or
two vears in advance. The Diocese does not have hundreds of thousands of
dollars sitting in their treasury. To make a donation, the Diocese would need to
collect donations as part of a separate fund-raising appeal.
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in a July 17, 2009 Sur Joumnz story, Marc Mutty, who is on leave from his work
as Communications Director at the Portland Diocese, practically admitted that the
Portland Diocese had raised new money for the campaign. He said parishioners
should know the donated funds were not taken from the collection plate.

“The money is dedicated revenues that were provided by a donor for causes
such as these and money from the collection basket or any of those types of
things would never be used,” he said.

Mutty said he only had limited details regarding the origins of the donation.

“It's my understanding the money was left to the Portland diocese for defending
church dogma or policy, that sort of thing. It wasn'’t specific to this particular
issue. Our application to this issue was our choice, but it fell within the generai
parameters of the donor’s request,” he said.

This certainly does not correspond to the Diocesan Financial Council Statement
of November 2008, which looked 1o, “...achieving openness and fransparency In
diocesan financial reporting.”

in Sunday’s Kennebec Journal, Marc Mutty, chairman of Stand for Marriage
Maine's executive commitiee, said, referring to the criticism by Californians
Against Hate. "We are frustrated at the fact that it's yet one more distraction."

Knights of Columbus
$50,000 to Stand for Marriage Maine

The Knights of Columbus is chartered as a fraternal benefit society
headquartered in New Haven, CT. |t is required to provide life insurance to its
members. Founded in 1882, it has recently become the “political arm” of the
Catholic Church. The Knights has supported constitutional amendments to ban
same-sex marriage across the United States.

The Knights of Columbus is a nonprofit corporation, exempt under section
501(c)8 of the Internal Revenue Code. 1t is very difficult to evaluate its finances.
What is unusual about their $50,000 contribution to Maine is that such a
substantial amount would come from Washington, DC. Historically, contributions
from the Knights come from either the national headquarters in Connecticut or
from the state chapter where the election is taking place.

In last year's Caiifornia Prop 8 campaign the national Knights gave $1,400,000
and the California Knights gave $25,000. It would be very interesting to see why
the Washington, DC Knights gave $50,000 to Stand for Marriage. Because of its
size and minimal reporting requirements, the Washington, DC chapter would be
a likely recipient of laundered funds. Then they could then turn around and give

it fo a campaign.
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The Knights, as is the case with refigious organizations has suffered from severe
losses in its investments and has seen its membership decline. Massive
contributions to various state anti same-sex marriage campaigns derived from
existing treasury funds are inconceivable.

Focus on the Family
$31,000 to Stand for Marriage_hﬂaine

James Dobson’s Focus on the Family has been experiencing tough times lately,
too. While still a huge power among the religious right in this county, it is not the
force it once was. Dr. Dobson has been eclipsed by Rick Warren, Pastor of
Saddleback Church and other younger leaders. Last year Focus let go 202
employees. It received much criticism for the $620,000 that it gave to qualify and
fund Prop 8, as it was firing 20% of its staff. '

~ Focus still reports $141 million in revenue for 2007. It had a net loss of $3 million
that year, however. It has huge expenses to support its gigantic complex in
Colorado Springs as well as Dr. Dobson’s extravagant lifestyle.

It would be easy for James Dobson to reach out to some of his wealthy Board
members and benefactors and ask them to give funds to Stand for Marriage
Maine through Focus on the Family. Michigan’s Elsa Prince, who is on the Board
of Focus, gave $450,000 to pass Prop 8 last year. Dr. Dobson has access to
many donors who could donate directly rather than use money from the
dwindling treasury. :

Conclusion

without question, there are irregularities in the financial disclosures of Stand for
Marriage Maine that would warrant an immediate investigation into their funding
sources. Unpaid obligations of $145,000 remain, as do many unanswered
guestions.

Another campaign finance report is not due until October 13, 2009. By this late
date, just three weeks before this crucial election, it will be too late to see if this
pattern of attempting to hide the true identity of the contributors to Stand for
Marriage Maine will continue.

We respectfully request that our allegations be heard at your next regularly
scheduled Commission meeting on Tuesday, September 8, 2009.

That would allow the Commission on Governmental Ethics and Election

Practices time to ensure an election that will enable Maine’s voters to leamn the
actual sources of funds contributed to Stand for Marriage Maine.
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Thank you very much for your consideration of our request.

Best regards,

Fred Karger
Californians Against Hate
1278 Glenneyre, #20

- Laguna Beach, CA 92651
619-592-2008

cc. Attomney General Janet Mills

Attachments: Appendices
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HECEIVED
806 2 62009

SAAINE ETHICS COMBISSION

Appendices

Appendix #1 -- FPPC Letter Investigation Natificatioﬁ
Appendix #2 — New York Times Editorial

Appendix #3 — Prop 8 Legal Defense Remit Card
Appendix #4 — NOM Letter March 13, 2009

Appendix #5 — NOM Email March 31, 2009

Appendix #6 - NOM Letter April 3, 2009

Appendix #7 — NOM Letter July 3, 2009

Appendix #8 - Advocate Story May 4, 2009
Appendix #9 — Washington Post Story May 29, 2009

Appendix #10 — Portland Press Herald Story May 7, 2007
Appendix #11 — Sun Journal Story July 17', 2009
Appendix #12 -- San Francisco Chronﬁcle Story January 9, 2009

Appendix #13 ~ lowa Ethics Commission NOM Filing

Appendix #14 — Diocese of Portland Financial Report
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Fred Karger

1278 Glenneyre, #20

Laguna Beach, CA 92651

Far Pouimicar PracTices CovMission
278§ St v Sune 6 & Sacrormenta, TA YSRE239

(Fiey 122-56601 & Fax (916) 1220886

November 21, 2008

Re:  FPPC File No. 08/735; Church of Jesus Christ of Latier-Day Saints aka the
Mormon Church of Sait Lake City, Utah

Dear Mr. Karger:

This letter is to notify you that the Enforcement Division of the Fair Political Practices
Commission (the “FPPC™) will investigate the allegation(s), under the jurisdiction of the
FPPC, of the sworn complaint you submitted in the above-referenced matter. You wiil
next receive notification from us upon final disposition of the case. However, please be
advised that at this time we have not made any determination about the validity of the

allegation(s} you have made or about the culpability, if any. of the person(s} you identify '

in your complaint.

"Thank you for taking the time to bring this matter 1o our attention.

RGP

Sncerely,
i’ C?
Vi

Roman G. Poper
Executive Director

ce. Church of Josus Christ of Lader-Day Sames aka the Mormon Church of Sualt Fake

iy, Lial
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New York Times

EDITORIAL

The Prop 8 Campaign Money

California’s fair-elections commission is investigating a complaint against the Mormon Church’s
role in campaigning for Proposition 8, which made marriage illegal between people of the same
sex. Based on the facts that have come out so far, the state is right to look into whether the church

broke state laws by failing to report campaign-related expenditures.

Proposition 8, which California voters paésed on Nov. 4, overturned a ruling by the California
Supreme Court and wrote discrimination against one particular group of people into the State
Constitution. After it passed, tens of thousands of people rallied in cities across the country in
support of same-sex marriage. The California Supreme Court said recently that it would review

whether Proposition 8 was constitutional.

Mormons were a major force behind the ballot measure. Individual church members contributed |
millions of dollars and acted as campaign foot soldiers. The church itself also played an unusually
large role. Michael R. Otterson, the managing director of public affairs for the Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints — the full name of the Mormons’ church — said that while the church

speaks out on other issues, like abortion, “we don’t get involved to the degree we did on this.”

Fred Karger, the founder of a group called Californians Against Hate, who filed the complaint,
contends that the Mormon Church provided significant contributions to the pro-Propesttion 8
campaign that it did not report, as state law requires. The Fair Political Practices Commission of

California is investigating, among other things, commercials, out-of-state phone banks and a Web

site sponsored by the church.

Tf the commission finds that the church violated state reporting laws, it could impose penalties of
up to $5,000 per violation, and sue for additional amounts. The Mormon Church, which says it 1s

sending information to the commiésion, says it did nothing wrong,

Churches, which risk their tax-exempt status if they endorse candidates, have more leeway in

referendum campaigns. Still, when they enter the political fray, they have the same obligation to

follow the rules that nonreligious groups do.
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L YES, Andrew! we must provide a strong
legal defense for Prog 8, and uphoid the will -
of the voters! Enclosed is my donation of:

15507 j0thers

Wi checs payabie 10! "Frop 8 Legal Defonse Fund.” To donawe Gy oredr tard see reverse.

iR

PLEASE MROTE:

e

)

Your gift is sonfiden

no oublic disclosure!
There are ng mits on
gifts to the Fund.

Your gift is tax-deductible
a5 allowed by law.

Fhani you fov vour suppart!

i

Ordfeyd 15w
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NOM Marriage News: California Edition March 13, 2009
Dear Friend of Marriage,

Churches under atiack in Connecficut!

| asked you a few days ago to speak truth to two powerful Connecticut politicians who woke up
one morning and decided they had a bright new idea to suppress the voice of Connecticut -
churches: amend corporation faw to take over church assets. It was aimed at the Catholic church

but who would be next?
We knew we had to stop this thing in its tracks.

And guess what? You came through big time: Within 24 hours of NOM's alert, more than 43,000
emails from NOM members flooded the offices of Connecticut legislature. Thank you. Thank you.
| cannot express how deeply grateful | am for your prompt and powerful response.

Good news: The powerful poiiticians who pushed Bill 1098 have retreated, thanks be to God, with
their tails between their legs. This was a trial balloon that exploded in their faces, thanks to you
and alt the fair-minded cifizens of Connecticut who rose up in cutrage once they were informed.

{Can you spare $1 this week to help protect all our churches from the powerful politicians and
special interest groups who are seeking to silence God's own truth about marriage? Go to

http {hrww _nationformarriage.org . We depend on you fo help us speak truth fo power. If God has
given you the means in this difficult economic climate, can you spare $10, $100, or even $10,000

to protect marriage and religious liberty in this God-blessed land?)

A great big shout-out to the Famtiy Institute of Connecticut, the Knights of Columbus, and the
many Connecticut groups who lead this crusade for decency—to keep the government out of the
church's business (literally!) and to speak out against the ugly politics of payback in our times.
(You can see coverage of the rally March 11 beiow.)

As | fold Kathryn Jean Lopez in an interview on Nationai Review Oniine, "A couple of powerful
state politicians are sending a warning message to a religious group: If you take positions we
dislike, we can hurt you. It's a 'shot across the bow,' a way for politicians to try and manage the
nolitical process so that selected religious groups and people are frightened into silence.”

This was not just a Connecticut matter, as | fold National Review: " really think this warning shot
is intended for a national audience, not just Connecticut.”

NOM's Chairman of the Board and founder, Princeton Prof. Robby George, went on national TV
(the Glenn Beck Show) to highlight the many other religious groups and people who have
experienced similar threats because they--because we--speak up for marriage as the union of
one man and one woman. '

Same-sex marriage is heating up against in New England--hearings in Vermont, great pushes in
New Hampshire, and Maine. In Vermont, gay marriage advocates have purchased the fargest
media ad buy outside of an election ever seen in that staie—about $150,000. The ads are weak,
because their messages are weak--quoting newspaper editorial boards to {ry fo persuade
Vermonters there's no point in resisting because nobody really cares about protecting marriage

as one man and one woman.

They said that about California, too. You and | know what a myth that Is—-look for an
announcement about NOM's response next week.

Can you believe politicians? [n the middle of the greatest economic crisis in cur generation,
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Vermont politicians wasting their time pushing the divisive issue of same-sex marriage? When will
these guys stop listening to special interests and start focusing on the people's priorities?

Here's NOM's bottom line: Some things are too important o leave to judges and politicians. Soma
truths are so core they must be defended. :

Thank you so much for giving me—and all of us here at NOM~—the opporiunity to defend you and
your values. It is an honor, fruly, that | cherish.

Don't forget us in your prayers this week.

God bless you and your family,

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director ,

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Streef, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

P.S.: We need your help to defend marriage! Can you give $50, $500, or even, if God has given
you the means, $5,000 io support marriage, by donating at http:/Awww.nationformarriage.org ?
Can you afford to pledge even $1 a month fo support marriage? Donations to NOM are not tax-
deductible and they are NOT public information, either.
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Dear B,

Legalizing gay marriage has consequences for our kids — and if we don’t act now, we'll all have
to accept gay marriage “whether we like it or no a :

That's the theme of a hard-hitting new radio ad that we're launching today as part of our 2009 Northeast
Action Plan, and | wanted you to be one of the first fo know about it. We're excited about the ad — our
strongest and most hard-hitting ad yet — and | think you wilt be, foo.

To listen to the new ad click here.
To help support these ads on the air, donate here.

Developed by Schubert Flint Publiic Affairs — the same group that successfully managed the Prop 8
campaign last year in California — our new "Consequences” ad emphasizes that "legalizing gay
marriage has consequences for kids.” The ad includes examples from Massachusetts and California,
where 2nd graders are being taught that boys can marry boys, and 1st graders were taken to a same-
sex wedding, calling it a “teachable moment.”

"Wae're excited about this new ad, but we need your help o keep these ads on the air, especially in
states like Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine and New Jersey, where coordinated grassroots
opposition to pending gay matriage legislation is urgently needed. Aithough the prices vary by
market, on average it costs about $400 each time an ad is aired.

These types of ads are a critical part of the campaign to stop same-sex marriage in the Northeast this
year. There's no better way to shape public opinion and at the same time reach out fo marriage
supporters in targeted areas than radio and tv ads. And there’s no more cost-effective medium than
radio, espedially for reaching out to potential marriage activists who listen to talk radio and will respond

{o a call fo action on same-sex marriage.

Throughout the year, we'll be rolling out new ads as we work to identify and motivate marriage activists
throughout the Northeast. Will you join our Northeast Action Team today with a gift of $35, $50, or
perhaps even the $400 needed to sponsor an entire ad? Even if you live in Kentucky, or Carolina, or
especially California, we need your help. If the same-sex marriage foothold spreads throughout New
England — and especialiy if it starts to be adopted in state legislatures — it wilf become increasingly
difficult to stop it from spreading across the country.

As the ad says — if our politicians adopt same-sex marriage, our rights won't matter much - not
parents, not pecple of faith, not any of us who will experience the consequences of redefining
marriage. If we don't step up now, we'll ali have to accept gay marriage - “whether we like it or

not.”

Take a minute right now to listen to the radio ad for yourself, and then please make the most
generous donation you can to help us keep these important ads on the air. Use thig hyperlink o
make 3 secure oniine donafion. And unlike in Caitfornia, every dollar you give to NOM's Northeas!
Action Plan today is private, with no risk of harassment from gay mariage protestors.
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Marriage is on the brink right now in Vermont and New Hampshire — and ads iike these can help

us stop it before it's too late. Will vou stand with us?

God bless,

Doe S P
Brian 5. Brown

. Executive Director
Nationat Organization for Martiage
20 Nassau Strest, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarniages.org

fior for Marrage:
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This morning, the news is sad.
The lowa state supreme court éummarily rejected that state's mariage laws and imposed same-sex marmiage.

As | told the press, "Injustice has been served foday. The gay marriage movement today once again used the courts
to push an untruth on unwilling lowans: Same-sex unions are not marriages and lowans should not be forced to freat

them as such.”

1 also reminded the press: "The majority of courts as well as the majority of Americans have rejected the argumenis
the lowa judges imposed.” There is no more a constitutional right to gay marriage than there is a constitutional right to
have your cat calied a dog, because after all they are both small furry animals with four legs and a tail.

Reading the decision is like watching another bit of the fabric of our civilization unravel:

Why do same-sex couples need marriage? "The inability to obtain for themselves and for their children the personal
and public affimation that accompanies marriage.” Translation: "lowans don't think two guys pledging to a

homosexual union are a marriage. So we, the guys with the fancy law school degrees and the black robes, the ones
who know better than ignorant you, are going io give same-sex relfationships the pubiic affirmation the public hasn't.”

The most heartbreaking sentence however is Footnote 26.

In Footnote 26 these justices conclude: "The traditional notion that children need a mother and a father to be raised
into heaithy, well-adjusted aduits is based more on stereotype than anything else.”

Justices? Injustices. | hate being right about something so sad: but gay marriage really is about rejecting the natural
family, the importance of bringing together the two creators of the child, the mom and the dad, to raise their baby in
jove together. The lowa court ruling once again makes that connection crystal clear.

Read it and weep.

Orif you are like me, read it and rise up to fight for the truth! Fight for justice for our children, fight for love of the core
values of our own {and any decent) civilization.

Rep. Steven King in lowa has issued a stinging rebuke to this court and a stiming cal! to the lowa Democratic leaders
to permit the people of jowa to decide the future of mariage. We'll be parinering with him and other lowans to urge
the legislature to act now to reverse this injustice.

The battle ahead is immense. This is ane of the legisiatures "flipped” by gay billionaire Tim Glll-exactly in anticipation
of this moment. If | have your support, | know the fight is worth it!

Can you help us at this critical time by giving $50, $300, or even, if God has given you the means, $5,000 to suppod
matriage? Can you afford fo pledge even $1 a month io support marriage? )

In Vermont, Gov. Jim Douglas has promised to veto the same-sex marriage bifl passed by the legisiature, and the
margin in the House on Thursday was not encugh to overnide his veto. But the Tim Gills and the Nancy Pelosis of the
world will put immense pressure on Vermont Democrats to flip their votes, to override marriage. We will be fighting
hard to be the voice of the Vermont people and so will grassroots arganizations tike Vermont Reanewal and Take It to

the Peopie.

There is some good news this week: The New MHampshire vote was unexpectadly close, shocking LGBT advocates
whao were convinced they could move gay marriage easily. Congrats fo Conerstone Policy Research, and we'll help
kesp those politicians feet to the fire!

And back to California, one of the teading gay marriage advocates just confessed to the Dalias Voice {a gay paper)
that she is "98 percent certain” the California Supreme Court will uphoid Prop 8. "We're going to lose," said Kate
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Kendell, executive director of the National Genter for Leshian Rights, one of the organizations that filed the lawsuit
challenging Prop 8. ’

" think it was very clear from the oral arguments that the court intends to uphold Prop 8." Kendell added. "I've never
sesn a court 5o unequivocally telegraph their thinking.”

| had good news also last weekend in Worcester, Massachusstts, where [ was invited to address a Catholic men's

breakfast. | walked into & convention center jam-packed with good men—more than 1003 peeple filled the room. | toid
them: This isn't a fight that we can give up on. We cannot permit ourselves to be embarrassed or afraid fo speak truth
to power—whether it's in the press as sometimes | get to do, or over the water cooler. Marriage means a husband and

wite.
A thousand men stoed and applauded. It was a very moving moment for me.

Some truths do not change. To make a marriage you need a husband and a wife. That was true 1000 years ago, and
1000 years from now it will stilt be true because it is a truth rooted in the nature of humanity itseff. For Christians this
anthropological truth about the important of man and woman contains a theclogical insight: In the union of male and
fernale, we gtimpse something about the nature of God Himself. "From the beginning, this was s0," as Jesus told his

befuddied disciples.

We human being are often befuddied, easity distracted, sometimes discouraged. But in this marriage fight, we ground
our hopes on a truth that is not built upon shifting sands of fashion.

Each week | like to share with you news stories quoting NOM—we call it "NOM in the News.” But there are too many
this week for me to include them all. The Wall Strest Joumal, the Associated Press, Vermont public radio—the
mainstream media is turning to NOM increasingly as a prime voice for the marriage movement. '

Let me tell you, | never forget whose voices we really are: first and foremost the voice of truth, spoken fearlessly, to
all the powers that be who seek to suppress God's own truth. Striving to speak out of that perfect love that casts out
all fear. We seek to be your voice for our shared and timeless values.

Thanks so much for giving us this precious opportunity to witness to unchanging truths in these uncertain times.

{ promise you: The good fight is never over. The next phase is just beginning.

God bless you, and may God bless our great country,

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org -

P.S.- We need your help to defend marriage! Can you give $50, $500, or even, if God has given you the
means, $5,000 to support marriage? Can you afford to pledge even $1 a month to support marriage? Donations {o
NOWM are not tax-deductible and they are NOT pubiic information, either. '
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Happy birthday America!

233 years ago, a group of extraordinary men put America's founding creed into words.
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights, that among these are Life,

- Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness."

I was thinking of the Declaration this morning--one could search the world over and
never find a more succinct declaration of the importance of the union of faith with

ICAS0IL.

We are a nation founded in truth--moral truth--and sustained in that commitment by
our faith that we have a Creator to whom we are responsible. Truth is bigger than any
one of us. Truth is the foundation of justice itself.

Dr. Martin Luther King understood that in his bones. In his famous Létter from the
Birmingham Jail in 1963, he wrote, "A just law is a man-made code that squares with
the moral law or the law of God. An unjust law is a code that is out of harmony with
the moral law. To put it in the terms of Saint Thomas Aquinas: An unjust law is a
human law that is not rooted in eternal law and natural law."

Remember those words the next time someone asks you, "Isn't same-sex marriage a
civil right?" Civil rights must be grounded in the eternal and natural law--the moral

law that is not created by man and by which all of us are bound.

Justice must be grounded in truth. Same-sex unions are not marriages, and same-sex
marriage is a misuse of the law: a civil wrong, not a civil right. (Can you help us
promote a vision of marriage grounded in the truth? On this weekend as we celebrate
our nation’s founding, consider whether you can give—as littie ag $10 or as much as
$1000--to ensure that the truth about marriage is passed on to the next generation of
Americans.)

What a blessed nation we are to have been founded on this insight: Moral truth exists,
so our rights are granted by our Creator and cannot be taken away by any government-
-they can only be ignored or trampled upon.

How blessed we are to have this example before our eyes: Some truths are worth
fighting for. I recall talking to one woman--she would want to remain anonymous--
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who faced a considerable harassment campaign after donating to Prop 8 in
California. It was certainly disturbing to wake up and find that exercising her civil
rights to participate in the political process lead to a flood of harassing and angry
phone calls. But God bless her, she told me, "The Founding Fathers were willing to
die for their beliefs; with this T changed my phone number and it all disappeared.”

Thankfully, donations to NOM are not public information. So you can strengthen your
voice in Washington and across the country by donating with privacy.

Tn an interview with The Public Discourse, NOM Chairman of the Board Prof. Robby
George makes a point which Dr. Martin Luther King would have well

understood: "Campaigns of intimidation succeed only if the victims of such
campaigns permit themselves to be intimidated. They fizzle when people refuse to
alter their behavior out of fear. As anyone who has ever confronted a school-yard
bully knows, bullies are cowards.” Be not afraid!

Marriage was made by God to serve His ends, ends which faith and reason can both
look upon and say with confidence, "It is good."

Thank you for your courage, your compassion, your Common sense, your
decency. Thank you for your prayers, your phone calls, your emails, and for the
financial sacrifices you have made in this great battle for marriage.

Thank you for caring about truth and for seemg through the campaign to turn truth on
its head.

It is an honor to know and to serve the common good with people like you.

God bless you and your family as we celebrate American ideals!

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
Z0 Nassau Street, Sujte 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriace.org
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Antigay Group Hiding Mormon Cash?

The nonprofit Naticnal Organization for Marriage -- better known as the people behind the widely
panned "Gathering Storm™ commercials and as friends of "opposite marriage” supporter Miss
California, Carrie Prejean -~ is required by law to release its financial reports. According to the
marriage-eguality group Californians Against Hate, NOM is skirting that law, refusing to make its
IRS 990 forms public.

By Neal Broverman

The nonprofit National Organization for Marriage ~- better known as the people behind the widely
panned "Gathering Storm” commercials and as friends of "opposite marriage” supporter Miss
California,-Carrie Prejean -- is required by law to release its financial reports. According to the
marriage-equality group Californians Against Hate, NOM is skirfing that law, refusing to make its

IRS 9290 forms public.

"Californians Against Hate had representatives go by the Princeton, New Jersey, offices of the
National Organization for Marriage twice to get copies of their IRS 990 reports, to no avail,” Fred
Karger, CAH's president, wrote in 2 press refease, "Then our representative, Ben Katzenberg, sent
two certified letters to the NOM office on March 18,-2009, requesting its twe 990 forms. Federal law
requires NOM to furnish copies of these IRS filings within 30 days after the request has been
received, And 40 days later, still no 990s."

CAH has filed 2 formal complaint with the IRS citing NOM's failure to comply with the federal public
disciosure laws; NOM could be hit with penalties of up to $10,0G0 if the group remains resistant to

complying.

"They now claim to be spending $1.5 million on their outrageous TV commercials,” Karger said.
"Where is that money coming from? How much are they personally paying themselves?"

Karger and his group believe NOM is a front group set up by the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-
day Saints to first qualify California's Proposition 8 for the baliot and, later, fight marriage equality
around the nation. Six weeks age CAH filed a formal compiaint with the California Fair Palitical
Practices Commission charging that the Mormon Church estabiished NOM as a way to fund
Propasition 8; the commission is now fooking into the matter.

"How much 501(c)4 money did they raise to qualify and pass Prop. 87" asked Karger. "These and
many more questions nead to be answered. Now."

May 04, 2009
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‘“The Mormons Are C@mﬁngi?

Supporters of Same-Sex Mérri_age Trumpet the Church’s Work Against It

By Kanx Vrck
Washingion Fost Staff Writer

LOS ANGELES — As more
atates take up the debate on same-
sex marriage, some advocates of le-
palization are taking a very specific
leseon from Californis, -where the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day
Saints dominated both fundraising
and door-knocking to pass a ballot
initiative that barred such unions.

With the battle moving easf, some
advoeates are shouting that fact in
the streets, calculating that on an is-
sue that eventually comes-dowm to
comdort levels, more .pecple harbor

apprehensions about WMormons thag-

about homosexuality:

“The Mormons are corhing] The
Mormons are comingl” warned ads
placed on newspgper Web ‘sites in
three Eastern states last month, The
ad wasg rejected by sitesin three oth-
er states, including Maine, where
the Kennebee Journal informed Cali-
fornians Against Hate that the copy
“borders on insulting and denigrat-
ing a whole set of people baszed on
their religion.”

“T'm not intending it to harm the
religion. I think they do wonderful
things. Nicest people,” said Fred
Karger, a former Republican cam-
puign consultant who established
Californiana Against Hate. “My sin-
gle goal is ta get them out of the
same-gex marrisge husiness and
back to helping hurricane victims."”

The strategy carries risks for a
movermnent grounded in the concept
of tolerance. But the demographics
tempt proponents of same-sex Imare
riage: Mormaons sccoant for just 2
percent of the T.S. population, and
they are acarce outside the West.
Nearly eight in 10 Americans per-
sonally know or work with a gay per-

son, according to a recent News-

week survey. Only 48 percent, mean-
while, know a Moerman, according
to a Pew Research Center poll. -~

Many Mormons alsc 'ac}mowlv.

edge a problematic public profile
that could maie it difficalt for them
to lead the fAght against same-gex
marriage. A 2008 pn',!.l by Gary C.
Iawrence, author of “How Amer-
jcans  View Mormonism: Seven
Steps to Improve Our Image,? found
that for every American who ex-
presses a strong liking for Mormons,
four express & strong dislike. Among
the trajts widely ascribed to Mor-
mons in the poll were 'marrow-
minded” and “controling.”

*VVe re upside down on our im-
age,” said Lawrence, who organized
Mormon voluntezzrs in California,
where on a typical Saturday 25,000
turned out to knock on doors. “Peo-
ple have misperceptions of us be-
cause of ignorance, because of the
history of polygamy, and because we
arganize quickdy, which scares some
people.”

Mormen officizls have tried io
stay out of the controversy that fol-
lowed the California vote, when the
clureh’s prominent role in the mar-
riage fight becarne ciear. A spokes-
woman in Salt Lake City declined to
say whether the church is invalved
in debates going on In states such as
New Jersey and New York, except to
say thal leaders remain intent on
preserving the “divine instiution™ of
marriage between man and woman,
The faith holds that traditional mar-
riage “transcends this world” and is
necegsary for “the fullniess of Joy in
the next life.”

The church has a top<down hier-
archy that answers to the First Presi-
dency, who also holds the status of
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Protestérs gather to march on Salf l.-ake City"s Mormon Tempie fast Noveinhgr attey Gallfornia’s Proposition 8 passed,

prophet. Last, June, congregatwns
were read his letter urging that ‘yuu

do atl you can” kXS pass ‘the California’

initiative, known as Progosition B,
Lawrence who like Karger worled
as a Republican politieal copisultant,
professed no congern abomw
fofrt to shift the focus apayif
deﬁnztmn af marnage.

“Ie is demonizing the opposnt:on.
it's Political Consilting 1061,”

rence said of Karger “The average .

puy does not know the extent o
which the Mormon Church was in-
volved on Prop. 8,

The . p pnnents siratepy is .

grounded “in @ stubborn reality:
While the number of states legz.'hz-
ing same-sex marriage is s[uwly in-
creasing — Maine recently hecame
the fifth — in every case the agent of
change WaAS elther a court or a legis-
lature. Vaters have rejected the idea’
vwherever it has appeared on s balor.

The election results track pubhc
opinion nationwide. Polla consis-
tently show that while a majority of

- Americans suppart some lepal rec-

ognition of gay unions, more want to
keep marriage reserved for & man
and a womar.

The disparity is narrow and
shrinking, however, and in Califor-
nia, Mormons may well have made
the . difference on Proposition 8,
which nullified a decision by tbe
state Supreme Court that legalized
SRME-SX [TIATTIAgE.

A tarrent of last-minute contribu-
tions from church members across
the cc:untry financed well-framed TV
ads in the final weekend of the cam-
paign, Opponents’ analysis of cam-
paign-contribution reports indicated
that Mormons contributed more
than half of the campaign's $40 mil-
lon war chest.

“Ihe church’s position on the is-
sue of samesex maTiage s wel
known and well documented,”
church "spokeswoman Kim Farah
said by email. She declined to com-

,ment cm estunates from individual -

Mormons but emphaalzed that the
churc.h itsel{ made e cmsh cnntnbu-

tention to "the Mormans' rn]e in the
campaign, said, "Wehave zero inter-

-est in demnmzmg anybody’ who be-

].u.vea in any re]ig‘:on.
In the spot, a pair o Morrgon mis-
sionarjes knock on the door of 1 les-

_ bian couple, rifle their drawers and

shred’ fheir. marriage certxfu:ate 10

‘Mormons Yexist zmd fourish in
this. sountry bacnuse “of the oncept
of equal Drolection,” Jagob said, not-
ing the persecution that drove mem-
berg .of the church to [Ttah in the
19th-centiury: “T find it just an irrec-
oncilable hypocrisy that'a group that
ng‘hﬂy thrives within the.essence of
the American systen would seels to
represas und deny rights to another.
And it’s even alittle worse, because |
ecertainly didr’t choese to be gay
People make choices to be Moi-
mons, or any other religion.”

Mormon oificialg issued staie-
ments calling for :ivility" in the
wake of Propesition &. “The Church
has refused o he goaded into a Mor-
maens versus gays battle and has sim-
ply stated its position in tones that
are reasonable and respectful,” one
statement said.

Suspicions that the church ray be
worldng behind the scenes in other
states are encourapged by docurnenis
showing efferts by the church to
cloak its participation in & late-1980s
campaign that Jed to 2 ban on same-
sex marriage in Hawaii.

“We have crganized things 56 the
Church contrbution was used inan
area of coalition activity thar does
not heve to be reported,” a senior
Mormen official wrote in one docu-

ment Karger posted on his Web site,
and the church has not disputed.

Mormon headguarters contribut-
ed $400,000 mn an effort to persuade
Hawaiians against same-sex mars
riage but urged the Roman Catholics
to take the jead in a proup dubbed
Hawaii's Future Today after polls
showed that the other church had
better public acceptance. A decade
after the 1998 Hawnii vote against
gay n‘larnage. Fawrence wrote that
the Image proh]em rempained: “The
eollection of negatives they are will-
ing to apply to us suggests that 1bey
vigw 18 25 a growmg threat.”

That, worls for Karger, whose
specialty at his consuliting group was
opposition research. “People will
vote for someang because they like
s0 uand 5o, or because they don't Hice
the other guy,” said Karger, who en
tered. gay aclivism to preserve the
Bogm Boom Room, a gay har in
Newport Beach, Calif. |

And favorability ratings declined
for Mormons over the last year, Law
rence said, from 42 percent ta 37,

“Is it fruitful to use the Mormaor
bhaogey?” said Mark Silk, a professo
of religion and public life at Trimity
College in Connecticut. "My sense it
that there aren't great visks to it
Once a religlous institution is going
1o inject itself into s public fight
which the LDS did in a straight-ug
way, then J think people are pre
pared (o say, “Well, olay, you're ol
that side and we're against you.” "
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PAC donations from Utah raise doubts in Maine
E-mail this page Reader Comments (below)

By KEVIN WACK, Staff Writer Tl Jine B :;

Slamy Tl o "l.i‘:"”'°‘}"""‘5unday, May 6, 2007

At $250,000, it was the largest private contribution of the 2006 Maine governor's race,
helping to pay for TV commercials supporting Republican Chandier Woodcock in his bid to
unseat Democratic Gov. John Baldacci.

But the money didn't come from a donor in Portland, Lewiston or Bangor. State records
show that it came from a small city near Zion National Park in southwestern Utah, from a
contributor listed as RECAF Inc. -

What is RECAF Inc.? And why did it donate $250,000 to a political action committee
-established in Maine by the national Republican Governors Association?

There is no sign of any such company at the firm's listed address. But the paper trail links
RECAF to & controversial network of treatment centers for troubied teenagers affiliated with
Robert B. Lichfieid, a fundraiser for Repubtican Mitt Romney's presidential campaign.
Among Maine political contributions, the RECAF payment stands out. It raises questions
about the effectiveness of both Maine's Clean Elections law, which is designed to reduce the
influence of money in politics, and of disclosure requirements, which are meant to identify
donors to the public.

And it illustrates how the stream of unregulated money through the U.S. electoral system
allows out-of-state donors with no apparent stake to have the potential to shape the
outcome of Maine elections.

"There are always opportunities out there for contributors who are willing to shell out the
cash," said Rachel Weiss, spokeswoman for the Institute on Money in State Politics, a
nonpartisan group based in Helena, Mont. ,

SIGNIFICANT GOP DONOR

Lichfieid, 53, describes himself on campaign disclosure forms as a self-employed consultant.
But he's more than that. _

He's also a trustee in the World Wide Association of Specialty Programs and Schools, a
Utah-based organization affiliated with residential youth treatment centers around the
country and abroad. The association has been the defendant in multiple lawsuits alleging
abuse of children, a charge the association has denied. :

In recent years, Lichfield has become a significant financial force in GOP circles, giving
hundreds of thousands of doilars to Republicans in Utah and elsewhere.

In 2004, the Salt Lake Tribune reported that campaign contributions by Lichfield and his
family and business associates totaled $1.01 million during the 2002 and 2004 elections.
The same story reported that a Utah bill that would have aliowed state reguiation of
boarding schools for troubled teenagers was killed six days before Lichfield gave Utah House
Speaker Marty Stephens a $30,000 contribution for his gubernatorial campaign.
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Lichfield did not respond to repeated requests for an interview. In 2004, he spoke with the
Salt Lake Tribune and explained his political contributions this way: "We've been abundantly
blessed, and when you're blessed, we feel you have a responsibility to bless others.”

Unlike in Utah, there is no obvious connection between Lichfield's business interests and
public policy in the state of Maine.

No youth treatment facilities known to be associated with Lichfield are located here, and
state officials say they do not place Maine children in any such facilities out of state.
However, there are links between Lichfield and Romney, who last fall was chairman of the
Republican Governors Association, the group whose Maine-based PAC received the
$250,000 contribution from RECAF.

Romney's job with the governors association inciuded raising money on behalf of GOP
gubernatorial candidates across the country.

Lichfield is now serving as co-chairman of the Utah finance committee for Romney s
presidential campaign, which has an early fundraising lead over the other GOP contenders.
In February, Lichfieid helped organize a $1,000-per-plate breakfast for the former
Massachusetts governor.

Romney spokeswoman Sarah Pompei declined to say whether Romney was involved in
soiiciting RECAF's contribution to the Maine governor's race.

In an e-mailed statement, she downplayed the connection between Romney and the donor.
"Mr. Lichfield has donated to numerous Republican candidates and committees,” Pompei
said in the statement, “and is just one of more than 34,000 donors to Governor Romney's
campaign.”

She referred other questions to the Washington-based Republican Governors Association,
whose executive director, Nick Ayers, also declined to comment.

The RECAF contribution appears to fit a pattern in which party officials direct deep-pocketed
party loyalists to give to specific races, Weiss said.

"You may not have a particular interest in that particular state,” she said. "The party may
say, 'These are the states we're kind of focusing on.™

THE GOP PAC

Last fall's race between Woodcock, Baldacci, Green Independent Pat LaMarche and
independent Barbara Merrill was watched closely by the Republican Governors Association,
since Baldacci was seen as vulnerable in his re-election bid.

Unlike Baldacci, whose campaign was privately financed, Woodcock accepted public
financing, so he was barred from receiving private contributions.

However, no such fundraising limits apply in Maine to political action committees. Their only
limits are the size of contributors’ wallets and their willingness to give.

The Republican Governors Association established its Maine PAC on Aug. 8, 2006.
According to campaign finance reports, its first contribution arrived on Aug. 24, a $225,000
payment from RECAF. A second RECAF payment of $25,000 came on Sept. 7.

Taken together, the two contributions were more than twice as big as the next-largest
contributions, Republican or Democratic, involving the Maine governor's race.

During September, the Republican governors PAC took to the airwaves in Maine with a
series of TV ads that criticized Baldacci while portraying Woodcock in a positive light.
"Chandier Woodcock’s experience means new solutions for Maine's future,” said the
announcer in one of the commercials.

LaMarche, the Green Independent candidate, believed that these commercials and others by
the Democrats should have triggered matching funds for herself and other taxpayer-funded
candidates.

She filed a complaint with the Maine Commission on Governmental Ethics and Reform,
arguing that the ads advocated for specific candidates.

But the ethics commission conciuded that none of the ads expressly supported a clearly
identified candidate. The state Supreme Judicial Court upheld that decision.
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On Oct. 18, 2006, Romney arrived in Maine to stump for Woodcock. During a campaign stop
in Westbrook Romney said he would make sure that "hundreds of thousands of dollars”

were spent on Woodcock’s behalf.
By the end of the campaign, the GOP governors PAC in Maine had collected about $714,000,

more than one-third of which came from RECAF.

Woodcock, who lost to Baldacci by about 10 percentage points, referred questions about the
RECAF contribution to Chris Jackson, his former campaign manager.

. Jackson said he had never heard of RECAF Inc., but he emphasized that the Woodcock
campaign, which received around $1.1 million in taxpayer funds, did not coordinate with the
Republican Governors Association.

"We don't have the first clue about how they raised their money or where their money came
from,"” Jackson said.

He pointad out that the PAC's spendmg was iegal.

"As long as the laws are written the way they're written, that's just the way it is,” he said.

POSSIBLE VIOLATION ‘
Still, there are questions about whether the reporting of the RECAF contribution violated

Maine law.

It is a criminal mlsdemeanor ora cxv:l violation punishable by a fine of up to $500, for a
Maine political action committee to accept a campaign contribution from one entity and
report it in the name of another, according to Jonathan Wayne, executive director of the
state ethics commission.

The same penalties apply to any false statement made in campaign disclosure reports. In
this case, the address listed for RECAF is 170 N. State St. in La Verkin, Utah.

However, the entire 100 block of North State Street is occupied by Cross Creek Programs, a
youth treatment center that sits on land owned by a partnership in Lichfield’s name.

There is no sign for RECAF outside the Cross Creek complex, and no evidence of a street
address at 170 N. State. People working at Cross Creek expressed bafflement when asked
about RECAF.

After being told that the newspaper could not find any sign of RECAF Inc. at the Utah
address reported to the state, Wayne said that he plans to write a letter to the GOP political
action committee asking it to clarify whether the contributor's name and address were

accurately reported, as state law requires.
"Based on what I've heard so far, I would say it sounds like a matter of concern,” Wayne

said.

The rationale behind disclosure requirements is straightforward: Whlle every American has
the right to spend their own money in political races, the public also has a right to know
who's giving, since contributions often lead to political access.

"If you're hiding your identity and you're trying to make a political change occur, to me
that's counter to a democracy,” LaMarche said.

- Even if the Maine ethics commission finds that the RECAF contribution was reported
accurately, the case stands as an example of a larger phenomenon: money flowing through
the gaps in campaign-finance restrictions.

Maine has a $500 limit on individual contributions to gubernatorial candidates, but it is one
of only 13 states that does not limit the size of contributions to political action committees.
House Speaker Glenn Cummings, D-Portland, has filed 2 bill that would cap PAC
contributions at $7,500, though some believe that such a limit would simply lead to cash
being routed through different channels.

"Money always finds the path of least resistance,” said Massie Ritsch, a spokesman for the
Center for Responsive Politics, a nonpartisan group in Washington, D.C., that tracks money
in politics. '

RECAF was not the only large out-of-state contributor during last year's race for governor.
National labor unions made big contributions to Democratic political action committees,
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getting around the cap on contributions to Baldacci's privately financed re-election
campaign, and corporations gave large sums to the Republican PAC.

Merrill, the independent candidate for governor in 2006, said these contributions expose
what she believes is the biggest loophole in Maine's Clean Elections law: Parties can raise
unlimited sums and spend that money in support of candidates who are barred from private
fundraising. :
Merrill blames the two major political parties for the current situation.

"I just think both of the parties have made a complete farce out of the Clean Elections law,’
she said.

-- Staff Researcher Julia McCue contributed to this report

Staff Writer Kevin Wack can be contacted at 791-6365 or at:

kwack@pressheraid.com<

i
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Mutty: Diocese political donation not
from the collection plate

LEWISTON — In the face of recent firings at the Trinity Catholic School and the plans for closing two
Catholic parishes in Lewiston, both due to declining revenue, the revelation that the Roman Catholic
"Diocese of Portland had spent $100,000 on efforts to repeal the recently passed same-sex marriage faw

took some Catholics by surprise.
"t saw that $100,000 figure in the paper and it was very demoralizing," said David Webbert, an Augusta
fawyer, who for years attended Aubum's St. Philip’s Church with his family and now occasionally attends in

Winthrop.

But Marc Mutty, a leader of the group seeking {o repeal the law who is on leave from his work at the
diocese, said parishioners should know the donated funds were not taken from the coliection plate.

*The money is dedicated revenues that were provided by a donor for causés such as these ahd money from
the coliection basket or any of those types of things would never be used," he said:

Mutty said he only-had limited details regarding the origins of the. donation. ‘

"I's my understanding the money was left to the Portland diocese for defending church dogma or policy, that
sort of thing. It wasn't specific to this particular issue. Our application o this issue was our choice, but it fell

within the general parameters of the donor's request,” he said.

Maine Catholics have a variety of opinions when it comes to same-sex marviage and the church's role in the

repeal effort, Mutty said.

"It's a mixed bag, no question,” he said. "We are looking to spend a fair amount of time in the months to
come educating Catholics about this fundamental teaching of the church and societal implications.”

For Webbert, who stopped attending St. Philip's regularly in part because of the pedophilia scandals, the

church's position regarding same-sex marriage just doesn’t make sense.

"The Catholic Church is right on a lot of imporiant social justice issues but they are very wrong on that one,”
said Webbert, who testified in favor of the new iaw at the legislative public hearing earlier this vear. "These
teachings just don't hold up to intellectual thought. The key pointis that the relationship is not defined by the

gender of the people but it's defined by whether they love each other or not.”
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Webbert said his family still contributes to the interational Catholic charities work, in part because he knows

it doesn't go to fight issues like same-sex marriage.

Mutty said he understands why people get upset when they see that the diocese spent money on this issue,

regardless of where the money actually came from.

"There's no question that some would say that it's a shame we have to spend this kind of money on this kind

of issue when we should be spending it on the poor or those kinds of things,” he said.
Many Catholics, however, are supportive of the church's efforts.

Peter Bolduc of Lewiston said he's actually sorry to agree with the diocese for once. Bolduc is & school
board member at the Trinity Catholic Church currently circulating his own petition asking the diccese to give

more power to his board over school decisions.

"The code or formula in which | have been raised definitely includes a man and a woman in the union and {
am fully supportive of that; | don't see any other way that nature's great cycie continues or works," he said.
"Is it a_good use of money compared {o all the other battles that the church has to fight? | think if's one of the

last bastions."”
Muity agreed.

"We believe it is a fundamental issue that speaks to the good of society and the best interests of society and

once itis lost, it is lost forever,” he said.

rmetzier@sunjournal.com
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Francisco Chr

Friday, January 9, 2009

Sponsors of California's voter-approved ban on same-sex marriage asked a federal judge Thursday to overturn state laws
that require disclosure of the names and employers of campaign donors of $100 or more, saying the laws invite

harassment and chill free speech.

The mandatory disclosure of thousands of contribuiors to Proposition 8 on the secretary of state's Web site has led to
numerous acts of vandalism, boycotts and even death threats, lawyers for the Prop. 8 campaign said in a suit filed in LL.5.

District Court in Sacramento.

"This harassment is made possible because of California's unconstitufional campaign finance disclosure rules as applied

to batlot measure commitiees where even donors of as little as $100 must have their names, home addrésses and

empioyers listed on public documents,” said Ron Prentice, chaiman of ProtectMarriage.com, the Yes on § committee.

The suit also seeks to eliminate all campaign disclosure requirements for baliot measures after an election - barring the

state from requiring any additional contribution reports, and requiring officials fo purge all pre-election reports from their

public files.

Whatever legitimate need the state might have to collect and publish information on contributors fo & ballot measure

campaign "ceases o exist the moment the last ballot is cast,” the lawsuit said.

Prop. 8, which overturned a state-Supreme Court ruling in May allowing gays and lesbians to mary, passed Nov. 4 with
52 percent of the vole. Opponents have returned to court 1o try to overtum the measure, heid angry demonsirations
outside churches that provided crucial support to the campaign, and organized boycotts and other actions against

prominent Prop. 8 donors.
Lawyers in Thursday's suit blamed state disclosure laws for exposing their contributors to retaliation.

"Citizens shouldn't have to choose between being involved in the democratic process and subjecting themselves to acts

of vengeance," said attorney Tim Chandier of the Alliance Defense Fund, a Christian legal organization representing the

Prop. 8 campaign.

But one supporter of the disclosure laws said they're worth the discomfort they sometimes cause for contributors.

"I think California’s law does a good job balancing the right fo anonymous free speech with voters' right to maks informed
decisions,” said Kim Alexander, president of the nonprofit California Voter Foundation, which promates online access o

campaign finance information. "Voters need to follow the maney and find out who's backing a campaign.”



The leader of a group that has organized boycotts against major contributors to Prop. 8 said sponsors of the measure

knew the disclosure rules when they were gathering signatures.

"They started this fight in 30 states by going to the ballot and winning,” said Fred Karger, founder of an arganization called
Californians Against Hate. "Now the gay community is fighting back and seeing who gave the money. People are

choosing who they want to give their business to ... Now they're (the Prop. 8 campaign) looking for sympathy.”

Mandatory disclosure of campaign confributions has been a central feature of California political regulation since the
1970s. All donors of $100 or more to state or locat campaigns must be publicly identified, along with their address,

occcupation and employer.

A 1997 law reguiring the information to be posted on a state Web site exempted donors’ addresses, but those are

available at the secretary of state's office and sometimes can be gleaned from other sources.

The U.S. Supreme Court upheld mandatory campaign disclosure laws in 1876, including a requirement to identify donors
of as litfle as $10, That ruling cited the public's need fo know zbout possible sources of corruption of political candidates,
but comparable reasons also support disclosure of contributors to ballot measures, said Richard Hasen, a professor at

Loyola Law School in Los Angeles and an authority on election law.

“If | hear that a ballot measure is being funded by Exxon or backed by the Siemra Club, that may be all | need to know to

decide how to voie,” he said.

Even after an election, Hasen said, contribution reporis may reveal political corruption, allow researchers to study
campaign financing and suggest ways to improve i, as well as provide a check on the truthfulness of campaign

commitiees.

On the other hand, he said, organizations like the Prop. 8 committes may have a case for exemption from disclosure
under a 1982 Supreme Court rufing that allowed the Socialist Workers Party to conceal its contributors. because of past

attacks and threats.

Lawyers in Thursday's suit cited the Socialist Workers case in seeking court orders that wouid excuse Prop. 8 supporters
from filing a report of denors of $100 of more on Jan. 31 and require the state to remove any pre-efection financial

disclosure reports from the public records.

Recent months have demonstrated a "pattern of hostility directed at persons because of their support" of Prop. 8, the suit

said. "The threats, harassment and reprisais ... are a direct resuit of (the sitate law's) disclosure requirements.”

E-mail Bob Egelko at hzgen
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November 2008

My Dear Friends in Christ:

1 am pleased 10 present this Annual Summary Report on the finances and operations of the Diocese
of Portland for the twelve months ending June 30, 2008,

This repor is intended to provide a betier understanding of how the Church in Maine 1s a steward
of the resources entrusted to her for the ongoing mission of Christ’s work, and 1o express our gratitude to
all whese personal stewardship of their gifts of time. talent and treasure make this work possible.

It is the generosity of the Catholic faithful in Maine that enables the Church to functien at both the
parish and diocesan levels. | am deeply grateful to ali who contribute to the support of their parish, to the
annual Bishop's Appeal, and (o the needs of the Church in the rest of America and around the world,

We are blessed by the work of the devoted men and women on our Diocesan Finance Council who
share their professional expertise and independent judgment for the management of the resources of the
diocese. Likewise, the staff of the Diocesan Finance Office works diligently to ensure thai the gifts you
offer are used cffectively and responsibly.

The mission of the Church, which is to evangelize, continues to move forward; however, we do so
with a special awareness of the challenging economic times faced by evervone. More than ever. § am
confident that the Lord is calling upon all of us to camy out his mission by sharing the Good News of
salvation with all people throngh education, worship, and works of charity and justice.

We are blessed by the generosity of hundreds of parishioners who collaborate with their priests to
better fulfill their respective vocations and ministries through the gifts that they offer. 1thank God that
togesher we can move forward in a spirtl of profound hope and trust because of Maine Catholics
committed to living as fatthful disciples of owr Lord.

May God bicss you with His peace. Please know that you are in my prayers.

Yours sincercly in Christ,

(Signature Omitted for Security Purposes)

Maost Reverend Richard 1. Malong
Bishop of Portland
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MESSAGE FROM THE FINANCE OFFICER

Overall, 1 wonld characterize Fiscal Year 2008 as a satisfactory yvear from a financial standpoint. Though

the fiscal vear started ow strong. the wrmeil in world financial markets dampened resuhs fater m the year.

Towal operating revenue was up endy 1.8%., Parish offeriory mereased but nat at a pace o fund programs
f £ P ona s

al past. not (o mention desired. levels. We worked e
ahove last yvear despite Increasing fuel costs. Unforiu

Jectivelv to hold operzting expenses marginally
natche, this caused us w cortadl cortain minisines.
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The challenge we face as we move o a cluster siructure s to muake best wse of our current resources and
e increase them to meet new needs and opportunities.  Revenue has increased in recent vears because
those who give have given more. Church stiendance 15 down and, formenately, thosc in attendance have
been generous. Reliance on professional lay staff will continue to increase as the aumber of pricsts
declines. The number of active diocesan priests 13 now in the low 1o mid sixties. We had not anticipated
reaching that level unril 2010, Providig adequaie compensation for fay professional staff s a challenge
that must be met.

Net revenue from operations reached 511.9 million. However, a substantal portion of that amount can be
attributed o sale of property. sale of imvestments and insurance company reimbursement for claims.
Much of the net operating revenue was crased by property expenditures and an unrealized loss on
mvestments of $7.5 million, resulung from deterorating financial market conditions toward the end of the
year. Nel assets increased by aboui $900,000, :

Costs for-Sexual Abuse ™

The cost of sexual zbuse is sull with us. During Fiscal Year 2008, total costs were $348.200 for
settlements, victim assistance, victim counscling and legal expense, OF thar amount, $129,900 was for
sctilements. Of the §348.200, $274.000 was pard by the msurance program. The remaiming balance. the
vast majority heing for victim assistance, was paid from diccesan reserves and ipvestinent mcome.

The Financial Statements

The Diocese of Portland operates under cm} taw as the Roman Catholic Bishop of Portiand, a
Corporation Sele. This Corporation includes all parish, parish school, parish cemetery and Chancery
assets. It does not include separately incorporated entities such as Catholic Charities Maine or entities
operated by religious communities.

A Combined Statement of Financial Position 1s shown in Exhibit 1 on the next page. Approximately 60%,
of the assets shown are parish assets. Though investment assels declined in value by more than $3.4
million {net of §7.5 milfion 1n unrcalized lopsses and 82,1 million in realized gainsy, the overall balance
declined only slighily due to the influx of new money. Poor investinent performance also caused an
increase in the accreed pension obligation.

The Combined Statement of Activities shown m Exhubit il depicts the revenues and expenses for the
diocese.  Parish revenues and cxpenses comprise the bulk of diccesan revenoes and cxpenqcs
{approximately 90% of both). One can sct the net operating revenue of 8§11 9 million and the 37,
million unrealized loss on investments.

Property and equipiment expenditures have such a large impact because the diocese does not capitalize
and depreciate fixed assets. Property and equipment additions are immediately expensed. If the diocese
were to depreciate {spread the expense over the assets” useful lives) those assets, current expense woald
be radically reduced and the change in Net Assets would be Jess.

Exhibit 3 provides some insight into the size of Chancery operations. Sources of revenoe and functional

expenses are depicted.

Commitment to Accountability

Qur resources are provided through the generosity of the faithful. In return we must be accountable for the
]

ase of those resources. It is our imtention 1o continue publishing similar information on an annual basis.
hope that this financial report 1s informatve.

(Signaiure Gmitted for Security Purposes)

David P. Twomey
Finance Officer
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CHAPTER 13
CAMPAIGN REPORTS AND FINANCES

SUBCHAPTER I
GENERAL PROVISIONS

21A § 1001, Defiritions

As used in this chapter, unless the context otherwise indicates, the following terms have
the following meanings. ' '

1. Commission. "Commission” means the Commission on Governmental Ethics and
Eleciion Practices established under Title I, section 1002,

2. Election. "Election" means any primary, general or special election for state, county
or municipal offices as defined in Title 30-A, section 2502, subsection 1.

3. Person. "Person” means an individual, committee, firm, partnership, corporation,
association or organization.

21A § 1002, Meetings of commission

(REPEALED)

1. Meeting schedule. The commission shall meet in Augusta for the purposes of this
chapter at least once per month in any year in which primary and general elections are held
and every two weeks in the 60 days preceding an election. In the 28 days precedingan
election, the commission shall meet in Augusta within one calendar day of the filing of any
complaint or question with the commission. Agenda items in the 28 days preceding an
election must be decided within 24 hours of the filing unless all parties involved agree

otherwise.

2. Telephone meetings. The commission may hold meetings over the telephone if
necessary, as long as the commission provides notice to all affected parties in accordance
with the rules of the commission and the commission’s office remains open for attendance by
complainants, witnesses, the press and other members of the public. Notwithstanding Title I,
chapter 13, telephone meetings of the commission are permitted:

A. During the 28 days prior to an election when the commission 1s required to meet
within 24 hours of the filing of any complaint or question with the commission; or

B. To address procedural or logistical issues before @ monthly meeting, such as the
scheduling of meetings, deadlines for parties’ submission of written materials, setting of
meeting agenda, requests to postpone or reschedule agenda items, issuing subpoenas for
documents or witnesses and recusal of commission members.
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3. Other meetings. The commission shall meet at other times on the call of the
Secretary of State, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House or the chair or a
majority of the members of the commission, as long as all members are notified of the
time, place and purpose of the meeting at least 24 hours in advance.

4. Office hours before election. The commission office must be open with adequate
staff resources available to respond to inquiries and receive complaints from 8 a.m. until
at least 5:30 p.m. on the Saturday, Sunday and Monday immediately preceding an
election, and from 8 a.m. until at least & p.m. on election day.

21A § 1003. Investigations by commission

1. Investigations. The Commission may undertake audits and investigations to
determine the facts concerning the registration of a candidate, treasurer, political committee
or political action committee and contributions by or to and expenditures by a person,
candidate, treasurer, political committee or political action committee. For this purpose, the
Commission may subpoena witnesses and records and take evidence under oath. A person or
political action committee that fails to obey the lawful subpoena of the Commission or to
testify before it under oath must be punished by the Superior Court for contempt upon
application by the Attorney General on behalf of the Commission.

2. Investigations requested. A person may apply in writing to the Commission
requesting an investigation concerning the registration of a candidate, treasurer, political
committee or political action committee and contributions by or to and expenditures by a
person, candidate, treasurer, political committee or political action committee. The
Commission shall review the application and shall make the investigation if the reasons
stated for the request show sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may have

occurred.
2-A. Confidentiality. (REPEALED) -

3. State Auditor. The State Aunditor shall assist the Commission in making
investigations and in other phases of the Commission's duties under this chapter, as requested
by the Commission, and has all necessary powers to carry out these responsibilities.

3-A. Confidential records. Investigative working papers of the commission are
 confidential and may not be disclosed to any person except the members and staff of the
commission, the subject of the audit or investigation, other entities as necessary for the
conduct of an audit or investigation and law enforcement and other agencies for purposes of
reporting, investigating or prosecuting a criminal or civil viojation. For purposes of this
subsection, “investigative working papers” means documents, records and other printed or
electronic information in the following limited categories that are acquired, prepared or
maintained by the commission during the conduct of an investigation or audit:

A. Financial information not normally available to the public;

B. Information belonging to a party commiiftee, political action committee, ballot
question committee, candidate or candidate’s authorized committee, that if disclosed,
would reveal sensitive political or campaign information;

'
181
'
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C. Information or records subject to a privilege against discovery or use as evidence; and
D. Intra-agency or interagency communications related to an audit or investigafion.

4. Attorney General. Upon the request of the Commission, the Attorney General shall
aid in any investigation, provide advice, examine any witnesses before the Cormmission or
otherwise assist the Commission in the performance of its duties. The Commission shall
refer any apparent violations of this chapter to the Attorney General for prosecution.

21A § 1004. Violations

The violation of any of the followiﬁg subsections is a Class E crime.

1. Contributions and expenditares. A person, candidate, treasurer, political committee
or political action committee may not knowingly make or accept any confribution or make
any expenditure in violation of this chapter.

2. False statements. No person, candidate, treasurer or political action committee may
make a false statement in any report required by this chapter.

3. Contributions in another's name. No person may make a contribution in the name

of another person or knowingly permit his name to be used to accomplish such a
contribution, and no person may knowingly accept a contribution made by one person in the

name of another person.

4. Registration; political action committees. No political action committee required to
be registered under section 1053 may operate in this State unless it is so registered.

21-A § 1004-A. Penalties

The commission may assess the following penalties in addition to the other monetary
sanctions authorized in this chapter.

1. Late campaign finance report. A person that files a late campaign finance report
containing no contributions or expenditures may be assessed a penalty of no more than $100.

2. Contribution in excess of limitations. A person that accepts or makes a confribution
that exceeds the limitations set out in section 1013, subsections I and 2 may be assessed a
penalty of no more than the amount by which the contribution exceeded the Hmdtation.

3. Contribution in name of another person. A person that makes a contribution in the
name of another person, or that knowingly accepts a contribution made by one person i the
name of another person, may be assessed a penalty not to exceed $5,000.

4. Substantial misreporting. A person that files a campaign finance report that
substantially misreports contributions, expenditures or other campaign activity may be
assessed a penalty not to exceed $3,000.
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5. Material false statements. A person that makes a material false statement or that
makes a statement that includes a material misrepresentation in a document that 1s required to
be submitted to the commission, or that is submitted in response to a request by the
commission, may be assessed a penalty not to exceed $5,000.

When the commission has reason to believe that a violation has occurred, the commission
shall provide written notice to the candidate, party committee, political action committee,
committee treasurer or other respondent and shall afford them an opportunity to appear
before the commission before assessing any penalty. In determining any penalty ender
subsections 3, 4 and 5, the commission shall consider, among other things, the level of mtent
to mislead, the penalty necessary to deter similar misconduct in the future and the harm
suffered by the public from the incorrect disclosure.

21-A § 1005 Restrictions on commercial use of contributor information

Information concerning contributors contained in campaign finance reports filed by
candidates, political action copimittees and party committees and reports filed under section
1056-B may not be used for any commercial purpose, including, but not limited to, the sales
and marketing of products and services, or for solicitations of any kind not directly related to
activities of a political party, so-called “get out the vote” efforts or activities directly related
to a campaign as defined in section 1052. Any person obtaining contributor information
from the reports is prohibited from selling or distributing it to others to use for commercial
purposes and also is prohibited from making publicly available the mailing addresses of
contributors. This section does not prohibit a political party, party committee, candidate
cominittee, political action commitiee or any other organization that has obtained contributor
information from the commission from providing access to such information to its members
for purposes directly related to party activities, so-called “get out the vote” efforts or a
campaign as defined in section 1052. A person who violates this section is subject to a fine
of up to $5,000. A person who knowingly violates this section commits a Class E crime.
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SUBCHAPTER IV
REPORTS BY POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEES

21A § 1051. Application

This subchapier applies 1o the activities of political action commitiees organized in and
outside this State that accept contributions, incur obligations or make expenditures for the
election of state, county or municipal officers, or for the support or defeat of any campaign,
as defined in this subchapter. '

This subchapter does not apply to any broadcast time concerning any referendum
campaign, as defined in section 1, subsection 36, which is provided by a broadcaster in
accordance with the requirements of the Federal Commumcations Act, United States Code,
Title 47, Section 3135, generally referred to as the "Fairness Doctrine."

21A § 1052, Definitions

As used in this subchapter, unless the context otherwise indicates, the following terms
have the following meanings. ' '

1. Campaign. "Campaign” means any course of activities for a specific purpose such as
the initiation, promotion or defeat of a candidate or question, including:

A. The referendum procedure under the Constitution of Maine, Article IV, Part
Third, Section 17; '

B. The initiative procedure under the Constitution of Maine, Article IV, Part Third,
Section 18§;

C. An amendment to the Constitution of Maine under Article X, Section 4;

D. Legislation expressly conditioned upon ratification by a referendum vote under
the Constitution of Maine, Article IV, Part Third, Section 19;

E. The ratification of the issue of bonds by the State or any agency thereof; and
F. Any county or municipal referendurm.

2. Committee. "Committee" means any political action committee, as defined 1n this
subchapter, and includes any agent of a political action committee. '

3. Contribution. "Contribution" mcludes:

A A ¢ift, subscription, loan, advance or deposit of money or anything of value made
to a political action committee, except that a loan of money by a financial institution
made in accordance with applicable banking laws and regulations and in the ordinary
course of business 1s not mcluded;

B. A contract, promise or agreement, expressed or implied whether or not legally
enforceable, to make a contribution fo a political action committee;
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C. Any funds received by a politicat action committee that are to be transferred to
any candidate, committee, campaign or organization for the purpose of promoting,
defeating or initiating a candidate, referendum, political party or initiative, including
the collection of signatures for a direct initiative, in this State; or

D. The payment, by any person or organization, of compensation for the personal

services of other persons provided to a political action committee which is used by
the political action committee to promote, defeat or initiate a candidate, campaign

political party, referendum or initiated petition in this State.

4. Expenditure. The term "expenditure:”

A. Includes:
(1) A purchase, payment, distribution, Joan, advance, deposit or gift of money or
anything of value, made for the purpose of influencing the nomination or election
of any person to political office; or for the initiation, support or defeat of a
campaign, referendum or initiative, including the collection of signatures for a
direct initiative, in this State;
(2) A contract, promise or agreement, expressed or implied, whether or not
legally enforceable, to make any expenditure for the purposes set forth in this
paragraph; and ' ' '
(3) The transfer of funds by a political action commitiee to another candidate or
political committee; and

B. Does not include:

(1) Any news story, commentary or editorial distributed through the facilities of
any broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine or other periodical publication,
unless these facilities are owned or controlled by any political party, political
committee, candidate or candidate’s immediate family;

(2) Activity designed to encourage individuals to register to vote or to vote, if
that activity or communication does not mention a clearly identified candidate;

(3) Any communication by any membership organization or corporation to its
members or stockholders, if that membership organization or corporation is not
organized primarily for the purpose of influencing the nomination or election of

any person to state or county office;

(4) The use of real or personal property and the cost of invitations, food and
beverages, voluntarily provided by a political action committee in rendering
voluntary personal services for candidate-related activities, if the cumulative
value of these activities by the political action committee on behalf of any
candidate does not exceed $100 with respect to any election;

(5) Any unreimbursed travel expenses incured and paid for by a political action

commitiee that volunteers personal services to a candidate, if the cumulative
amount of these expenses does not exceed $100 with respect to any election; and

(6) Any communication by any political action commitiee member that 1s not
made for the purpose of influencing the nomination for election, or election, of
any person to state or county office.

- 56—
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5. Political action committee. The term "political action committee:"

A. Inclades:

(1) Any separate or segregated fund established by any corporation, membership
organization, cooperative or labor or other organization whose purpose is to
mfluence the outcome of an election, including a candidate election or baliot

question;
(2) (REPEALED)
(3) (REPEALED)

(4) Any organization, including any corporation or association, that has as its
major purpose initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing a candidate election,
campaign or ballot question and that spends more than $1,500 in a calendar year
for that purpose, including for the collection of signatures for a direct inifiative or
referendum in this State; and '

(5) Any organization that does not have as its major purpose promoting,
defeating or influencing candidate elections but that spends more than $5,000in a
calendar year for the purpose of promoting, defeating or influencing in any way
the nomination or election of any candidate to political office.

B. Does not include:

(1) A candidate or a candidate's treasurer under section 1013-A, subsection 1;

(2) A candidate's authorized political committee under section 1013-A,
subsection 2; or ‘

(3) A party committee under section 1013-A, subsection 3.

21A § 1053. Registration

Every political action committee, as defined under section 1052, subsection 5, paragraph
A, subparagraph (1) or (4) that makes expenditures in the aggregate in excess of §1,500 and
every political action committee, as defined under section 1052, subsection 5, paragraph A,
subparagraph (5), that makes expenditures in the aggregate in excess of $5,000 must register
with the Commission within 7 days of exceeding the applicable amount on forms prescribed
by the Commaission. These forms must include the following information and any additional
information reasonably required by the Commission to monitor the activities of political
action committees in this State under this subchapter:

1. Identification of committee. The names and mailing addresses of the committee, its
treasurer, 1ts principal officers, the names of any candidates and Legislaters who have a
significant role in fund raising or decision-making for the commuittee and all individuals who
are the primary fund-raisers and decision makers for the committee;

2. Form of organization. The form or structure of organization, mcluding cooperatives,
corporations. voluntary associations, partnerships or any other structure by which the
committee functions. The date of origin or incorporation must also be specified; and

1

%)

=1
¥

Page 55



Titie 21 A, Chapt. 13 Campaign Reports & Finance Law
7/8/2008

3. Statement of support or opposition. A statement indicating the positions of the
committee, support or opposition, with respect to a candidate, political committee,
referendum, initiated petition or campaign, if known at the time of registration. If'a
committee has no pesition on a candidate, campaign or issue at the time of registration, the
committee must inform the Commission as soon as the committee knows this information.

Every change in information required by this section must be included in an amended
registration form submitted to the Commission within ten (10) days of the date of the change.
The committee must file an updated registration form every two (2) years between January
1st and March 1st of an e¢lection year. The commission may waive the updated registration
requirement for newly registered political action committees or other registered political
action committees if it determines that the requirement would cause an administrative burden
disproportionate to the public benefit of updated information.

At the time of registration, the political action committee-shall file an mitial campaign
finance report disclosing all information required by section 1060.

21A §1054. Appointment of treasurer

Any political action committee required to register under section 1053 must appoint a
treasurer before registering with the commission. The treasurer shall retain, for a minimum
of four (4) years, all receipts, including cancelled checks, of expenditures made in support of
or in opposition to a campaign, political committee, political action committee, referendum

or initiated petition in this State.

21A §1055. Publication or distribution of political communications

A political action committee that makes an expenditure to finance a communication
expressly advocating the election or defeat of a candidate or that names or depicts a clearly
identified candidate is subject to the requirements of section 1014.

21A § 1056. Expenditure limitations

Any committee required to register under this chapter shall comply with the following
expenditure imitations.

1. Aggregate expenditures. A committee may not make contributions in support of the
candidacy of one person aggregating more than $500 in any election for a gubernatorial
candidate, or $250 in any election for any other candidate.

2. Prohibited expenditures. No committee may make any expenditure for liquor to be
distributed to or consumed by voters while the polls are open on election day.
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21A § 1056-A. Expenditures by political action committees

A political action committee shall report all expenditures in cash or in kind made by the
committee.

21A § 1056-B. Reports of contributions and expenditures by persons

Any person not defined as a political action committee who solicits and recetves
contributions or makes expenditures, other than by contribution to a pelitical action
committee, aggregating in excess of $5,000 for the purpose of initiating, promoting,
defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question must file a report with the Commission.
In the case of a municipal election, a copy of the same information must be filed with the
clerk of that municipality. Within seven days of receiving contributions or making
expenditures that exceed $5,000, the person shall register with the Commission as a baliot
question committee. For the purposes of this section, expenditures include paid staff time
spent for the purpose of influencing in any way a ballot question. The Commassion must
prescribe forms for the registration, and the forms must include specification of a treasurer
for the committee, any other principal officers and all individuals who are the primary fund-
ratsers and dectsion makers for the committee.

1. Filing requirements. A report required by this section must be filed with the

 Commission according to a reporting schedule that the Commission shall establish that takes
into consideration existing campaign finance reporting schedule requirements in section
1059. '

2. Content. A report must contain an itemized account of each expenditure made to and
contribution received from a single source aggregating in excess of $100 in any election; the
date of each contribution; the date and purpose of each expenditure; and the name and
address of each contributor, payee or creditor. The filer is required to report only those
contributions made to the filer for the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or

influencing in any way a ballot question and only those expenditures made for those
purposes. The definitions of “contribution” and “expenditure” in section 1052, subsections 3

and 4, respectively, apply to persons required to file ballot question reports.
2.A. Contributions. For the purposes of this section, “contribution” includes, but 1s not
limited to:
A. Funds that the contributor specified were given in connection with a ballot question;
B. Funds provided in response to a solicitation that would lead the contributor to believe

that the funds wouid be used specifically for the purpese of initiating, promoting, defeating
or influencing in any way a ballot question;

C. Funds that can reasonably be determined to have been provided by the contributor for
the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question
when viewed in the context of the contribution and the recipient’s activities regarding a
ballot question; and

D. Funds or transfers from the general treasury of an organization filing a ballot question
report.

- 30,
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3. Forms. A report required by this section must be on a form prescribed and prepared
by the Commission. A persen. filing this report may use additional pages if necessary, but
the pages must be the same size as the pages of the form.

4. Records. A person filing a report required by this section shall keep records as
required by this subsection for one year following the election to which the records pertain.

A. The filer shall keep a detailed account of all contributions made to the filer for the
purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question and all
expenditures made for those purposes.

B. The filer shall retain a vendor invoice or receipt stating the partlculal goods or
services purchased for every expenditure in excess of $50.

21A § 1057. Records

Any political action committee that makes expenditures which aggregate in excess of $50
to any one or more candidates, committees or campaigns in this State shall keep records as
provided in this section. Records required to be kept under subsections 1, 2 and 3 shall be
retained by the political action committee until ten (10) days after the next election followmg
the election to which the records pertain.

1. Details of records. The treasurer of a political action committee rﬁust record a
detailed account of:
A. All expenditures made to or in behalf of a candidate, campaign or commuittee;
B. The identity and address of each candidate, campaign or committee;
C. The office sought by a candidate and the district he seeks to represent, for

candidates which a political action committee has made an expenditure to or in behalf
of; and

D. The date of each expendrture.

2. Receipts. The treasurer of a political action committee must retain a vendor invoice
or receipt stating the particular goods or services purchased for every expenditure in excess

of $50.

3. Record of contributions. The treasurer of a political action committee must keep a
record of all contributions to the committee, by name and mailing address, of each donor and
the amount and date of the confribution. This provision does not apply to aggregate
contributions from a single donor of $50 or less for an election or referendum campaign.
When any donor's contributions to a political action committee exceed $50, the record must
include the aggregate amount of all contributions from that donor.

- AQ-
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21A § 1058. Reports; qualifications for filing

A political action comrmittee that is required to register with the Commission shall file a
report on its activities in that campaign with the Commission on forms as prescribed by the
Commission. A political action committee organized in this State required under this section
to file a report shall file the report for each filing period under section 1059. A political
action committee organized outside this State shall file with the Commission on
Governmental Ethics and Election Practices of this State a copy of the report that the
political action committee 1s required to file in the state in which the political action
committee is organized. The political action committee shall file the copy only if it has
expended funds or received contributions or made expenditures n this State. The copy of the
report must be filed in accordance with the schedule of filing in the state where it is
organized. If contributions or expenditures are made relating to a municipal office or
referendum, the report must be filed with the clerk in the subject municipality.

21A § 1059. Report; filing requirements

- Committees required to register under section 1053 shall file reports in compliance with
this section. All reports must be filed by 11:59 p.m. on the filing deadline, except that

reports submitted to a municipal clerk must be filed by the close of business on the filing

deadline. :

1. Contents; quarterly reports and election year reports. (REPEALED)

2. Repeorting schedule. Committees shall file reports according to the following
schedule. '

A Quarterly reports must be filed:

(1) On January 15th and must be complete as of January 5Sth;

(2} On April 10th and must be complete as of March 31 st;

(3) On July 15th and must be complete as of July 5th; and

(4) On October 10th and must be complete as of September 30th.
B. General and primary election reports must be filed:

(1) Onthe 11th day before the date on which the election is held and must be
complete as of the 14th day before that date; and

(2) On the 42nd day after the date on which the election is held and must be
complete as of the 35th day after that date.

C. Reports of spending to influence special elections, referenda, initiatives, bond
1ssues or constitutional amendments must be filed:

(1) On the 11th day before the date on which the election is held and must be
complete as of the 14th day before that date; and

(2) On the 42nd day affer the date on which the election is held and must be
complete as of the 35th day after that date.

- 41-
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D. A committee that files an election report under paragraph B or C is not required to
file a quarterly report when the deadline for that quarterly report falls within ten (10)
days of the filing deadline established in paragraph B or C.

E. A committee shall report any expenditure of $500 or more made after the 14th day
hefore the election and more than 24 hours before 5:00 p.m. on the day of the election

within 24 hours of that expenditure.

3. Report of expenditures made after the 11th day and more than 48 hours before
any election. (REPEALED)

4. Special election reports. (REPEALED)

5. Electronic filing. Committees shall file each report required by this section through
an electronic filing system developed by the Commission. The Commission may make an
exception to this electronic filing requirement if & commiitee submits a written request that
- states that the committee lacks access to the technology or the technological ability to file
reports electronically. The request for an exception must be submitted within 30 days of the
registration of the committee. The Commission shall grant all reasonable requests for

exceptions.

21A § 1060. Content of reports

The reports must contain the following information a:nd any additional information
required by the Commission to monitor the activities of political action commuittees:

1. Identification of candidates. The names of and offices sought by all candidates
whom the committee supports, intends to support or seeks to defeat;

2. Identification of committees; parties. The names of all political committees or party
committees supported in any way by the committee;

3. Identification of referendum or initiated petition The referenda or initiated
petitions that the committee supports or opposes;

4. Ttemized expenditures. An itemization of each expenditure made on behalf of any
candidate, campaign, political committee, political action committee and party committee or
to support or oppose a referendum or initiated petition, including the date, payee and purpose
of the expenditure; the name of each candidate, campaign, political committee, poiitical
action committee or party committee on whose behalf the expenditure was made; and cach
referendum or initiated petition supported or opposed by the expenditure. If expenditures
were made to a person described in section 1012, subsection 3, paragraph A, subparagraph
(4), the report must contain the name of the person; the amount spent by that person on
behalf of the candidate, campaign, political committee, political action committee, party
committee, referendum or initiated petition, including, but not limited to, expenditures made
during the signature-gathering phase; the reason for the expenditure; and the date of the
expenditure. The Commission may specify the categories of expenditures that are to be
reported to enable the Commission to closely monitor the activities of political action

commitiees;
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5. Agoregate expenditures. An aggregation of expenditures and cumulative
aggregation of expenditures to a candidate, campaign, political committee, political action
committee, party committee, referendum or initiated petition;

6. Identification of contributions. Names, occupations, places of business and mailing
addresses of contributors who have given more than $50 to the political action committee i
the reporting period and the amount and date of cach contribution, except that an
organization qualifying as a political action committee under section 1052, subsection 5,
paragraph A, subparagraph (5) is required to report only those contributions made to the
organization for the purpose of promoting, defeating or influencing a ballot question or the

- nomination or election of a candidate to political office and all transfers to or funds used to
support the political action committee from the general treasury of the organization; and

7. Other expenditures. Operational expenses and other expenditures in cash or mn kind
that are not made on behalf of a candidate, committee or campaign, except that an
- organization qualifying as a political action committee under section 1052, subsection 5,
paragraph A, subparagraph (5) is required to report only those expenditures made for the
purpose of promoting, defeating or influencing a ballot question or the nomination or
election of a candidate to political office.

21A § 1061, Dissolution of committees

Whenever any political action committee determines that it will no longer solicit or
accept any contributions, incur apy obligations; make any expenditures to or on behalf of any
candidate, political committee, party committee or political action committee to initiate,
support, defeat or influence in any way the outcome of a referendum, initiated petition or
election and the committee has no outstanding loans, debts or other obligations, the
committee shall file a termination report that includes all financial activity from the end date
of the previous reporting period through the date of termination with the commission. Ifa
termination report is not filed, the committee shall continue to file periodic reports as

required in this chapter.
21A § 1062, Failure to file on time (REPEALED)

21A § 1062-A. Failure to file on time

1. Registration. A political action comumittee required to register under section 1053
that fails to do so in accordance with section 1053 or that fails to provide the information
required by the Commission for registration may be assessed a forfeiture of $250.

2. Campaign finance reports. A campaign finance report is not timely filed unless a
properly signed or electronically submitted copy of the report, substantially conforming o
the disclosure requirements of this subchapter, is received by the Commissicn by 11:59 p.m.
on the date it is due. Except as provided in subsection 6, the Commission shall determine
whether a required report satisfies the requirements for timely fifing. The Commission may
waive a penalty if it is disproportionate to the level of experience of the person filing the
report or to the harm suffered by the public from the late disclosure. The Conymission may
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(3) January 15th and be complete as of December 31st.

Sec. A-13. 21-A MRSA §1020-A, sub-§2, as amended by PL 2007, . 443, Pt. A, §21, is

further amended to read:

2. Campaign finance reports. A campaign finance report is not timely filed unless a
properly signed or electronically submitted copy of the report, substantially conforming to the
disclosure requirements of this subchapter, is received by the commission by 11:59 p.m. on the date it
is due. Except as provided in subsection 7, the commission shall determine whether a report satisfies
the requirements for timely {iling. The commission may waive-a penalty in whole or in part if the
commission determines that the penalty is disproportionate to the size of the candidate's campaign, the
level of experience of the candidate, treasurer or campalgn staff or the harm sutfered by the public from
the late disclosure. The commission may waive the penalty in whole or in part if’ the commission
determines the failure to file a timely report was due to mitigating circumstances. For purposes of this
section, "mitigating circumstances” means:

A. A valid emergency determined by the commission, in the inierest of the sound administration
of justice, to warrant the waiver of the penalty in whole or in part; : :

B. An error by the commission staff;
C. Failure to receive notice of the filing deadline; or

D. Other circumstances determined by the commission that warrant mitigation of the penalty,
based upon relevant evidence presented that a bona fide effort was made to file the report in
accordance with the statutory requirements, including, but not limited to, unexplained delays in
postal service or interruptions in Internet service.

Sec. A-14. 21-A MRSA §1020-A, sub-§5-A, A, as amended by PL 2003, c. 448, §4 is
further amended to read:

A. Five thousand dollars for reports required under section 1017, subsection 2, paragraph B, C, D,
E or H; section 1017, subsection 3-A, paragraph B, C, D, D-1 or I; section 1017, subsection 4;
and section 1019-B, subsection 3;

See. A-15. 21-A MRSA §1051, 2nd ¥, as enacted by PL 1987, c. 280, is repealed.
See. A-16. 21-A MRSA §1052, sub-§5, YA, as arnended by PL 2007, ¢. 477, §2, is further

amended to read:

A. Includes:

(1} Any separate or segregated fund established by any corporation, membership
organization, cooperative or labor or other organization whose purpose is to influence the
outcome of an election, including a candidate election or ballot question:

(4) Any organization, including any corporation or association, that has as its major purpose
initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing a candidate election, campaign or ballot

SP0380, LR 1885, itemn 1, S'rgne.d on 2008-05-21 00:00:00.0 - First Regular Session - 124th Maine Legislatu
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question and that spendsreceives contributions or makes expenditures aggregating more than
$1,500 in a calendar year for that purpose, including for the collection of signatures for a
direct initiative or referendum in this State; and

(5) Any organization that does not have as its major purpose promoting, defeating or

influencing candidate elections but that spendsreceives contributions or makes expenditures
aggregating more than $5,000 in a calendar year for the purpose of promoting, defeating or

influencing in any way the nomination or election of any candidate to political office; and

Sec. A-17. 21-A MRSA §1053, last ¥, as enacted by PL 2007, c. 443, Pt. A, §29, 1

- repealed.

Sec. A-18. 21-A MRSA §1053 -A is enacted to read
§ 1053-A. Municipal elections

Oreanizations that qualify as political action committees under section 1052, subsection 5 and that
are organized to influence elections on the municipal ballot in towns or cities with a population of
15.000 or more shall register and file reports with the municipal clerk as required by Title 30-A, section
2502. The reports must be filed in accordance with the reporting schedule in section 1059 and must
contain the information listed in section 1060. A political action committee registered with the
commission and that receives contributions or makes expenditures relating to a municipal election shall
file a_copy of the report containing such contributions or expenditures with the clerk in the subject

municipality.
Sec. A-19. 21-A MRSA §1053-B is enacted to read:

§ 1053-B. Out-of-state political action commitiees

A political action committee organized outside of this State shall register and file reports with the
commission in accordance with sections 1053 and 1058. The committee is not required to regisier and
file reports if the committee’s only financial activity within the State is to make contributions to
candidates, party committees. political action committees or ballot gquestion committees registered with
the commission or a municipality and the committee has not raised and accepted any contributions
during the calendar vear to influence an election or campaign in this State.

See. A-20. 21-A MRSA §1056-B, as amended by PL 2007, ¢. 477, §4, is further amended to
read:

§ 1056-B.Ballot question committees

Any person not defined as a political action committee who seliettsand receives contributions or
makes expenditures, other than by contribution to a political action committee, aggregating in excess of
$3,000 for the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question
must ﬁ]e H%IS*GFE eport with the commlssmn in_accordance mth this section. i—H—H%E*G&SLLBf—a

Within 7 days of recewmg o contributions or makmo expendnures that exceed $3 000, the person shall
register with the commission as a ballot guestion committee. For the purposes of this section.
expenditures include paid staff time spent for the purpose of influencing in any way 2 ballot question.

SP0380, LR 1885, ftem 1, Signed on 2008-05-21 00:00:00.0 - First Regular Session - 124th Maine Legistature, |
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The commission must prescribe forms for the registration, and the forms must include specification of a
treasurer for the committee, any other principal officers and all individuals who are the primary fund-
raisers and decision makers for the committee. In the case of 2 municipal election, the registration and
reports must be filed with the clerk of that municipality.

1. Filing requirements. A report required by this section must be filed with the commission

accordmg to athe reporting schedule Wm%ﬁ%h&ﬂ%&b%ﬂh—ﬁ%&?—?ﬁk%—%&ﬁ%&dﬁaﬁeﬂ

o in section 1059, After completing all

financial activity, the committee shall termmate its campaign finance reporting in the same manner
provided in section 1061. The committee shall file each report required by this section through an
electronic. filing system developed by the commission unless granted a waitver under section [059

subsection 5.

2. Content. A report must contain an itemized account of each expenditure made to and
contribution received from a single source aggregating in excess of $100 in any election; the date of
cach contribution; the date and purpose of each expenditure; and the name and address of each
contributor, payee or creditor; and the occupation and principal place of business. if any, for any person
who has made contributions exceeding $100 in the aggregate. The filer is required to report only those
contributions made to the filer for the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any
way a ballot question and only those expenditures made for those purposes. The definitions of

"contribution” and "expenditure” in section 1052, subsections 3 and 4, respectively, apply to persons
required to file ballot question reports.

2-A. Contributions. For the purposes of this section, "contribution" includes, but is not limited
to:

A. Funds that the contributor specified were-given in connection with a ballot question;

B. Funds provided in response to a solicitation that would lead the contributor to believe that the
funds would be used specifically for the purpose of i 1n1t1atmg, promoting, defeating or influencing
in any way a ballot question; :

'C. Funds that-can reasonably be determined to have been provided by the contributor for the
purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question when
viewed in the context of the contribution and the recipient's activities regarding a ballot question;

and

D. Funds or transfers from the general treasury of an organization filing a ballot question report.

3. Forms. A report required by this section must be on a form prescribed and prepared by the
commission. A person filing this report may use additional pages if necessary, but the pages must be
the same size as the pages of the form.

4. Records. A person filing a report required by this section shall keep records as required by
this subsection for ene-yeard years foliowing the election to which the records pertain.

A. The filer shall keep a detailed account of all contributions made to the filer for the purpose of
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initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question and all expenditures
made for those purposes.

'B. The filer shall retain a vendor invoice or receipt stating the particular goods or services
purchased for every expenditure in excess of $50.

Sec. A-21. 21-A MRSA §1057, first ¥, as enacted by PL 1985, ¢. 161, §6, is amended to
read: '

Any pohhcal action commxttee that mal

y follOng the elecllon to Wthh the records pertain.

- See. A-22. 21-A MRSA §1058, as amended by PL 2007, c. 477, §5, is further amended to
read:

§ 1058.Reports; qualifications for filing
A pohtlcal action committee that is required to register with-the-commissionunder section 10353 or

1053-B shall file Hepeﬂ—eﬂ—l-ts—aea%ﬂes—m—ﬂaat—eampaignrepo s with the commission on forms as
prescrlbed by the commlssmn aCCOI'dlrl,C_{ to the schedule in section 1059, &peh%eal—ae&ea—eem%ee

Sec. A-23. 21-A MRSA §1059 first 9, as amended by PL 2007, c. 571, §9, is further

amended to read:

Committees required to register under section 1053, 1053-B or 1056-B shall file an_initial
campaign finance report at the time of registration and thereafter shall file reports in compliance with
this section. All reports must be filed by 11:59 p.m. on the filing deadline, except that reports submitted
to a municipal clerk must be filed by the close of business on the filing deadline.

Sec. A-24. 21-A MIRSA §1059, sub-§2, €A, as amended by PL 2007, c. 443, Pt. A, §35, is
further amended io read:

A. Quarterly reports must be filed:
(1) On January 15th and must be complete as of January SthDecember 31st:

(2} On April 10th and must be complete as of March 31st;
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(3} On July 15th and must be complete as of July-SthJune 30th; and

(4) On October 10th and must be complete as of September 30th.

Sec. A-25. 21-A MRSA §1060, sub-§4, as amended by PL 2007, ¢. 443, PL. A, §36, is
further amended to read:

4. Itemized expenditures. An itemization of each expenditure made en-behalfefio support or
oppose any candidate, campaign, political committee, political action committee and party committee
or to support or oppose a referendurn or initiated petition, including the date, payee and purpose of the
expenditure; the name of each candidate, campargn political committee, political action committee or
party committee 1 ; desunported or opposed; and each referendum
or initiated petition supported or opposod by the expenditure. If expenditures were made to a person
described in section 1012, subsection 3, paragraph A, subparagraph (4), the report must contain the
name of the person; the amount spent by that person on behalf of the candidate, campaign, political
committee, political action committee, party committee, referendum or initiated petition, including, but
not limited to, expenditures made during the signature gathering phase; the reason for the expenditure;
and the date of the expenditure. The commission may specify the categories of expenditures that are to
* be teported to enable the commission fo closely monitor the activities of political action committees;

Sec. A-26. 21-A MRSA §1060, Sub~§7 as amended by PL 2007, c. 477, §7, is further

amended to read:

7. Other expenditures. Operational expenses and other expenditures in-cash-orinkind that
are not made on behalf of a candidate, committee or campaign, except that an organization qualifyimng
as a political action committee under section 1052, subsection 5, paragraph A, subparagraph (5) is
required to report only those expenditures made for the purpose of promoting, defeating or influencing
a ballot question or the nomination or election of a candidate to political office.

Sec. A-27. 21-A MRSA §1061 as amended by PL 2007, c. 443, Pt. A, §37, is further
amended to read:

§ 1061.Dissolution of committees

Whenever any political action committee determines that it will no longer selieit-er accept any

contrlbutlons-meﬁrﬁnyobhg‘aﬁeﬁs—or make any expend1tures kaehaﬁ%f—aﬂfe&ﬂéé&te—p%c—&l

}eaﬁs—éeb%s—or—o%h%r—ebhg&&oﬂs the commrttee shaH ﬁle a termmatlon report that mcludes all ﬁnanmai

activity from the end date of the prevrous reportmg perrod through the date of termmatlon with the

commission.
fequﬁeé%%ehap%epThe commlttee must drspose of any surplus prior to termrnatron In the
termination report, the committee shall report any outstanding loan, debt or obligation in the manner

prescribed by the commission.

Sec. A-28. 21-A MRSA §1062-A, sub-§1, as enacted by PL 1995, c. 483, §21, is amended

to read:
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1. Registration. A political action committee required (o register under section 1053 or 1053-B
or a ballot question committee required to register under section 1056-B that fails to do so &
accordanee—with-seetion1053 or that fails to provide the information required by the commission for
registration may be assessed a forfeturefine of $250.

See. A-29. 21-A MRSA §1062-A, sub-§2, as amended by PL 2007, c. 443, P1. A, §38, is
further amended to read:

2. Campaign finance reports. A campaign finance report is not timely filed unless a
property signed or electronically submitted copy of the report, substantially conforming. to the
disclosure requirements of this subchapter, is received by the commission by 11:59 p.m. on the date it
is due. Except as provided ir subsection 6, the commission shall determine whether a required report
satisfies the requirements for timely filing. The commission may waive a penalty in whole or in part if
it is disproportionate to the level of experience of the person filing the report or to the harm suffered by
the public from the late disclosure. The commission may waive the penalty in whole or in part if the
commission determines the failure fo file a timely report was due to mltlgatmo circumstances. For
purposes of this section, "mitigating 01rcumstances means:

A. A valid emergency of the committee treasurer determined by the commission, in the interest of
the sound administration of justice, to warrant the waiver of the penalty in whole or in part;

B. An error by the commission staff; or

C. Other circumstances determined by the commission that warrant mitigation of the penalty,
based upon relevant evidence presented that a bona fide effort was made to file the report in
accordance with the statutory requirements, including, but not limited to, unexplained delays in
postal service or inferruptions in Internet service,

Sec. A-30. 21-A MIRSA §1062-A, sub-§4, as enacted by PL 1995, ¢. 483, §21, is amended

to read:

4. Maximum penalties. The maximum penaltiespenalty under this subchapter areis $10,000
for reports requlred under section 1056 B or sectlon 1059—5{;}}3&6&&9&%}9&%&%%4&5—3—@%@—}5—&&6}

Sec. A-31. ZI-A MRSA §1062-A, sub-§8-A, as enacted by PL 2003, c. 628, Pt. A, §9,is

_ amended to read:

8-A. Penalties for failure to file report.The commission may assess a civil penalty for
failure 1o file a report required by this subchapter. The maximum penalty for failure to file a report

1equ1red under section 1036 B or section IOJg—Sﬁ-bsee—Heﬁ—l—pﬂf&ﬂr—&ph—B—Gvﬁf—E is $10,000. %e

D

PART B

Sec. B-1. 21-A MRSA §1122, sub-§7, as amended by PL 2007, c. 443, Pt. B, §2, is further

amended to read:
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MAINE ETHIOS COMMISSION
Jonathan Wayne Re: StandforMarriageMaine.com

Executive Director

Commission on Governmental Ethics
135 State House Station

Augusta, ME 04333-0135
207-287-4179 '

Dear Mr. Wayne:

Please be advised that this firm represents StandforMarriageMame.com and writes this
letter on its behalf. This firm also represents the National Organtzation for Marriage. Thank yvou
for your letter of August 27, 2009, advising of the allegations being made by Fred Karger and
Californians Against Hate, and giving StandforMarriageMaine an opportunity to respond prior to
the Commissions meeting on October 1, 2009.

As you know, StandforMarriageMaine.com 1s a registered Maine political action
comunittee (hereinafter the “Maine PAC™). It 1s filing its reports in good faith compliance with
Maine law after requesting and receiving specific legal advice before it began activities. It is
identifying all contributors as required by Maine law. The allegations being made by Mr. Karger
are false.

As vou state in vour letter. “Mr. Karger alleges that ‘the four funders of Stand for
Marriage Maine are merely conduits for those wishing to hide their contributions. These entities
are laundering money to evade the disclosure of the actual contributors to Stand for Marriage
Maine.”” Of course, use of the phrase “laundering money” is pejorative, and apparently intended
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to allege that the PAC is not in compliance with Maine campaign finance law. He relies
primarily on unfounded allegation and innuendo.

We respond to Mr. Karger’s specific allegations/observations as fotlows:

1. Mr. Karger notes that several large contributions have been reported. Large contributions
froin churches and non-profit issue advocacy organizations are not evidence that the
Maine PAC accepted unlawful contributions. Issue advocacy organizations may make
contributions out of their general treasury without any special appeals for the Maine PAC,

and without registering and reporting as a BQC.

2. Mr. Karger notes large contributions from the National Organization for Marriage
(NOM). NOM is a national organization that s active in several states across the country.
It makes large contributions from its general treasury in several states. By “general
treasury” we mean funds not solicited or designated for any specific state or ballot

measure.

Last week, Mr. Karger supplemented his complaint with copies of NOM emails. As
explained in the response submitted by NOM, less than $5,000 was received from
confributions to support the Maine referendum.-

(VR ]

4. M. Karger notes that in 2008 he filed a complaint against the Mormon Church with the
California FPPC. This is irrelevant to his allegations against the Maine PAC, and, nearly
a year later, no violations have been announced by the FPPC. '

Mr. Karger calls the reporting of large contributions from these organizations “irregulari-
ties.” But there is nothing irregular here, just unsupported accusations, assumptions, and
guesses. Such baseless charges could be made against any referendum PAC that accepts
corporate contributions and do not merit investigation. The Commuission’s Standards for
Requests for Investigation detailed in your memo emailed to Fred Karger and dated August 14,
2009 require “setting forth such _facts with sufficient details as are necessary fo specify the
alleged violation . . . based on personal knowledge” or other authoritative sources (emphasis
added). This standard has not been met, thus, no investigation 1s justified by Mr. Karger’s

complaint.

[ addition. if the Commission were to open an investigation prior to the election, the
investigation itself would become an issue in the “Yes on Question 1" campaign. Mr. Karger, by
his own admission. is a political consultant who supports legalization of homosexual marriage.
and who specifically targets donors who support tradition marriage. He has produced television
advertiserments. raised funds. and openly encouraged harassment of donors who support
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traditional marriage. Californians Against Hate operates a “dishonor roll” and encourages his
supporters to contact traditional marriage supporters with threats and intimidation, and to boycott

the businesses of denors who support traditional marriage.

if the Commission were to launch a pre-election investigation, Karger will likely run ads

and issue press releases trumpeting the “news” that the “Yes on Question 1" campaign is under

official investigation for “illegal” activities. The purpose of this would be to diséredit the “Yes

on 1" campaign with unsupported allegations and innuendo in the final weeks of the election.
The Commission should not permit itself to be used in this matter, which could potentially
impact the outcome of a free and fair election that is of crucial importance to the people of

Maine.

Since Mr. Karger has not shown sufficient facts to justify the Commission’s use of
agency resources to investigate StandforMarriageMaine.com and its contributors, no investiga-

fion is warranted.

- If I may be of further assistance in this matter, please contact me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bopp, COLESON & BOSTROM

D

Barry

. Bostrom

€nc,
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MAINE ETHICS COMMISSION

Re: National Organization for Marriage, Inc.

Execuitve Director

Commission on Governmental Ethics
135 State House Station

Augusta, ME 04333-0135
207-287-4179

Dear Mr. Wayne:

Please be advised that this firm represents the National Organization for Marriage, Inc.
(NOM) and writes this letter on its behalf. NOM has become aware of your letter of August 27,
2009, advising StandforMarriageMaine.com PAC of the allegations being made by Fred Karger
and Californians Against Hate, and giving StandforMarriageMaine an opportunity to respond
prior to the Commissions meeting on October 1, 2009. We also have also received copies of the
emails you provided on September 16, 2009, submitted by Mx. Karger. This is NOM’s response
to Mr. Karger’s allegations.

“*Contribution’ [under Maine law] includes, but 13 not limited to:

Al Funds that the contributor specified were given in connection with a ballot question;

B. Funds provided in response to a selicitation that would lead the contributor to believe that
the funds would be used specifically for the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or
influencing n any way a ballot question: :

C. Funds that can reasonably be determined fo have been provided by the contributor for the
purpose of mitiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question
when viewed in the context of the contribution and the recipient’s activities regarding a
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baliot question; and
D. Funds or transfers from the general treasury of an organization filing a ballot question

report.”

Section 1056-B.2.A. “Any person that is not a political committee who receives contributions or
makes expenditures, other than by contribution to a pohtical action committee, aggregating in
excess of $5,000 for the purpose of initiating, promoting, defeating or influencing in any way a
ballot question must [register as a Ballot Question Commitiee (BQC) within 7 days and] file
reports with the Commission . . ..” Sec. 1056-B.

NOM is in Compliance with Maine Law

NOM is a Virginia nonprofit issue advocacy corporation, income tax exempt under IRC §
501(c)(4). Ttis conducting its Maine activities in good faith compliance with Maine law after
requesting and receiving specific legal advice before it began activities. The allegations being
made by Mr. Karger are false.

As you state in your letter, “Mr. Karger alleges that ‘the four funders of Stand for
Marriage Maine are merely conduits for those wishing to hide their coniributions. These entities
are laundering money to evade the disciosure of the actual contributors to Stand for Marriage
Maine.”” Of course, use of the phrase “laundering money” is pejorative, and apparently intended
to aflege that NOM is not in compliance with Maine campaign finance law. He relies primarily
on unfounded allegation and innuendoc. '

We respond to Mr. Karger’s specific allegations/observations as follows: Mr. Karger
notes large contributions from the National Organization for Marriage (NOM). NOM 1s a
national organization that is active in several states across the country. Its projected budget for
2009 is $7 million. The vast majority of donations are not designated for activities in any
particular state. NOM makes large contributions to various state ballot measure commitiees from
its general treasury and, with a few exceptions discussed below, did not selicit or accept

designated contributions for Maine.

Specific mention in vour letter is made of the March 13, and March 31. 2009 email
solicitations from NOM that mention Maine. They also mention Connecticut, New Hampshire,
and Vermont. The emails do not request designated donations for activities in Maine or any
other state. The hyperlink, provided in the March 31 email, linked to aNOM donation web page
that did not permit designation of donations for any particular project. See attached copy of the
NOM donation page linked at www. nationformarriage.org. Further, just as a simple matter of
chronology. these emails were sent before same-sex marriage passed the Maine legislature and
before NOM was involved in any way with a referendum effort in Maine. At the time, NOM was
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onlv involved in grassroots lobbying efforts in Maine, which were not activities that required
campaign disclosure of any kind.

Last week, Mr. Karger suppiemented his complaint with copies of several NOM ermails.
We respond as follows: First, one email (7-24-09) doesn’t mention Maine at all, thus, any
contributions received from that email cannot be counted toward the BQC $5,000 1eg15tratlon

threshold.

Second, three emails don’t discuss Maine activities or events, but merely mention Maine
in a list with other states, and do not specifically reference the Maine referendum. One email (5-
15-09) was devoted to discussing events in New Hampshire, had a general solicitation, and
mentioned one time without specific comment Maine, lowa, New York, New Jersey, and D.C.
Another email (5-22-09) focuses on New Hampshire and New York, and has a one sentence
general solicitation for activities in Maine. A third email (8-28-09) discusses a Washington Post
article and events in Jowa, with a general solicitation for “Jowa, Maine, and everywhere across
this great land.” Any contributions received from these three emails cannot be counted toward

the BQC $5,000 registration threshold.

Third, three emails (7-8-09, 8-7-09, and 9-4-09) solicited contributions directly to
StandforMarriageMaine.com. Two emails (7-24-09, 8-26-09) solicited contributions directly to
the NOM NY PAC. And one email (8-26-09) solicited contributions to NOM for activities in
New Jersey. Contributions, if any, that went directly to the ME PAC or NY PAC, cannot be
counted toward the BQC registration threshold. Contributions solicited for activities in other
states cannot be counted toward the BQC registration threshold.

Fourth, five emails (5-6-09, 5-8-09, 6-12-09, 7-10-09, and 8-7-09) solicited contributions
for activities in Maine and other states. It is impossible to determine from the responses to these
emails which state the contributor was desiring to contributing toward, if any. Since several
states were discussed in these emails, the solicitation was not “specifically for the purpose of . . .
influencing a [Maine] ballot question.” 21-A M.R.S.A. 1056-B.2-A B. Further, the donation page
does not permit designation of contributions, so it s impossible to determine whether funds
received were provided “for the purpose of . . . influencing in any way a [Maine] ballot question.
21-A M.R.S.A. 1056-B.2-A.C. For these reasons, any contributions received from these emails
cannot be counted toward the BQC registration threshold.'

- Fifth, only two emails (7-17-09 and 7-31-09) may be interpreted to solicit contributions to
NOM for the Maine referendurn, and any contributions received as a result may count toward the

'Even if the Commission disagrees with this interpretation. the total contubunons fo
NOM received from these emails is [ess that the BQC $5.000 threshoid.
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BQC registration threshold. According to NOM’s records, only $295.00 in contributions were
received in response to these two emails. No other solicitations were made for ballot measure
activities in Maine by email, direct mail, or other means. If and when the threshold is mef, NOM

will register as a BOC and file reports as required by Maine law.

Mr. Karger calls the reporting of large contributions from these organizations “irregulari-
ties.” But there is nothing irregular here, just unsupported accusations, assumptions, and
puesses. Such baseless charges could be made against any referendum PAC that accepts
corporate contributions and do not merit investigation. The Commission’s Standards for
Requests for Investigation detailed in your memo emailed to Fred Karger and dated August 14,
2009 require “setting forth such facts with sufficient details as are necessary (o specify the
alleged violation . . . based on personal knowledge” or other authoritative sources (emphasis
added). This standard has not been met, thus, no investigation is justified by Mr. Karger’s

complaint.

Since Mr. Karger has not shown sufficient facts to justify the Commission’s use of
agency resources to investigate the National Organization for Marriage, no investigation is
warranted. ‘

Section 1056-B is Unconstitutional

In addition, Section 1056-B is unconstitutional because it burdens an association’s First
Amendment right of free speech by requiring such to register and report as if they were political
action committees, when they are not political action committees, and when they do not have the
major purpose of influencing a Maine ballot question. Organizations meeting the BQC definition
must register with the Commission, appoint a treasurer, identify principal officers, primary
fundraisers, and decisionmakers, keep itemized donor and expenditure records for at least four
years, file campaign finance reports in the same manner as a PAC (including 24-hour Reports for
some expenditures), and continue to file reports until they terminate in the same manner as a
PAC. Failure to file a report is subject to a civil penalty of $10,000.

Section 1056-B is subject to “exacting scrutiny” to ensure that it is “narrowly tailored” to
an “overriding state interest.” Volle v. Webster, 69 F. Supp. 2d 171, 172 (D.C. Me. 1999) (finding
Maine's registration statute violates First Amendment} (quoting Me/ntyre v. Ohio Elections
Comm'n. 514 U.S. 334 (1995)). NOM has received less that $5,000 in contributions from
solicitations for the Maine ballot question, and spent a minuscule amount for emails that solicit
contributions for the Maine ballot question. Its projected budget of $7 million for 2009°
demonstrates that it does not have the major purpose of influencing a Maine ballot question.

*NOM’s total expenditures for 2008 were approximately $3.5 million.
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Thus, “Maine’s registration statute goes considerably beyond what is permitted and is therefore
unconstitutional™ as it applies to NOM. 69 F. Supp. 2d at 176.

For the above reasons, no investigation is warranted. If | may be of further assistance in
this matter, please contact me. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bopp, COLESON & BOSTROM

CNne.
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STATE OF MAINE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES
135 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE
04333-0135

September 16, 2009

By E-Mail and Regular Mail
Brian S. Brown, Executive Director
National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, New Jersey 08542

Dear Mr. Brown:

Thank you for your telephone call of today regarding the additional information provided
by Fred Karger during September 12 - 15. The Commission statf has identified the
attached e-mails as having relevance to Mr. Karger’s contention that the National
Organization for Marriage (NOM) raised money to initiate or promote the people’s veto
referendum on same-sex marriage legislation.

The e-mails were sent on or after May 6, 2009, the day Maine’s Governor signed the
legislation. They describe various aspects of NOM’s efforts in Maine to promote the
people’s veto, and some of the e-mails request 2 monetary donation to support these
efforts. Some of these e-mail solicitations could be viewed to support the contention that
NOM led the donors into believing that their donations would be used specifically to
initiate or promote the people’s veto referendum in Maine. Thus, they could be relevant
to determine whether NOM solicited and received contributions in excess of $5,000 for
the purpose of initiating or promoting the people’s veto referendum, which is a trigger in
21-A M.R.S.A. § 1056-B for the requirement to register and file campaign finance
reports as a ballot question commiittee.

The Commission staff would be interested in any additional information regarding these
e-mails that NOM or its counsel may wish to provide. [f NOM or its counsel needs
additional time to respond to this letter, please feel free to submit the response on Friday,
September 18 or no later than 2:00 Eastern time on Monday, September 21. Thank you
again for the constructive telephone conversation today.

Sincerely,

nathan Wayg;;
xecutive DireCtor
ce: Joseph Keaney, Treasurer, Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
Marce Mutty, Chair, Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
Fred Karger
Assistant Attorney General Phyllis Gardiner

OFFICE LOCATED AT: 242 STATE STREET, AUGUSTA, MAINE

) WEBSITE: WWW.MAINE.GOV/ETHICS
PHONE: (207) 287-4179 FAX: (207) 287-6775
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Baine Voters WiIB Have Last Word on Same-Sox Marriags! Wednesday, May 6, 2009 4:30 PM
"Brian. Brown” <bbrown@nationformarriage,org> '

NATIONAL
OGRGANIZATION
FUIR MARRIAGE

May & 2008

'm reading report after report dascribing Maine (where, as expscied, the House of Representatives
passed the same-sex mamage bill today) as coming "a step closer to being the fifth [stetej-in the:nation
io allow same-séx mariage.” And while that storyline plays nicely info the "same-sex marriage s
inevitable” message that gay marmiage advocates are pushing, thé reality coulin’ be' hirther from the
truthl

I've yet to read one pews repoft that even mentions the "peopls's veto,” the referendum
provision of the Maine Constitution that gives the peopie of Maine -- nof Eegas!ators orthe
govermor - the final word on marriage.

And that's why today the National Organization for Marriage announced that it will join the Maine
Marriage Coalition, pushing for a people’s veto of the same-sex maimage bill if Governor Baldacol signs
itinto law. , :

The Coalition is headed by Robert Emrich of the Maine Marriage Alliance and Marc Mutty of the Roman

. Catholic Diocese of Porfland. NOM will stang with our coileagues in Maine to give voters the ability to
overtum the marriage bilf passed by the House foday, and will devote staff, volunteers and resources to
tha bafitle in Maine.

Qualifving a referendum for the ballof requires roughly 55,000 signatures of Maine volers, and NOM wil
work hard to ensure that the pecple of Maine have the opportunity to stand up for mariage just as the
voters in 30 ol of 30 other siateés have done when given the chance.

NOM was a pivotal player in the 2008 Proposition 8 campaign in California, whers we were instrumental
in helping secure the signature needed to place the measure on the ballot  While campaign details are
yet to be worked out, we looking forward fo working with our colleagues on the ground in Maine to
stoppirg this misgulded legisiation.

Early financlal support will be criticat fo the effort as the window for collecting signatures will shott. Your
support today will allow us to start the referendum process immediately when the faw is signed,
ensuring that the measure does not take effect before the people of Maine have had their say.
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Carn you afford a git of $35, $50 or $100 today to help stop same-sex marriage not just in Maine,
put in New Hampshire, iowa, and other states as well? Please use this hyperink to make a
secure online donation today!

MEDIA APPEARANCE:

Make plans to watch or record "Maggie vs. Perez” on Larry King Live on CNN at 8pm ET tonight! NOM
President Maggie Gallagher will be on with Perez Hifton, ¢alling Hilton o task for the character
assassination and personal atfacks he has leveled against Carrie Prejean. 1t will no doubt be a lively
discussion as Maggie sets the record skaight!

Faithfully,
2. Y

Brian 5. Brown

Executive Director ]

National Organizafion for Marriage
- 20 Nagsau Sirest, Suite 242

Princaton, NJ 08542 ’

hbrown@nationformaniage.oig

SRS Manons LHNENZENOn i METang

To pravent mallbox fiers from de!e_ting maifings from Brian Brown, atd bbrowm@natiorformariage. org to your address book.
Remeve yoursslf from this mailing.

Remove y;‘ oursefl from ali mefings from National Organcration for ﬂé;g‘sga; .
Modity your pmofie.
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{3 Faccnoox Brasbbar
pea -
All the news you never hedrd this week:

Biack pastors in DC rise up when the city council passes a bill to recognize same-sex marriage
performed outside the districl. City Counclimember Marion Barry, the former mayor of DG, suddenly
decides 1o switch his vole and voie "no.” The rhetoric becamie a little hot for my taste, but the important
message is what Barry told the Associated Press: "The biack communtty is just adamant against this."
Does the political estabishment care? Or are they going to keep taking their most toval volars for
granied? One dravea infolding in our midst.

in Maine, politizians voted far same-sex mamiage, knowing that they could please their base and stilt
be safe from the volers' wratly because in Maine, voters have the People’s Yeto--it's hot hard fo get
same-sex mariage bafore the people of Maine for a direct vote. A new coalition, the Maine Marriage
Coalition, has been formed and we look forward 1o helping them fight to protect marriage In Maine,
(You can fight back! Can you help defend marriage in Maine and across the country, by donating
%5, 510, or even, i God has diven you the means, $100 or $5007} ;

- in New Hampshire, press reports indicate {and we've heard similar reports privataly) that the state
senate only narrowly passed a gay marriage bill under infense pressure from bigwig Demoerats in
Washington, D.C, What kind of pressure? Press reports say the Granite State was warmed that the date
of the first presidential primary might be switched away from New Hampshire. We can' say for sure
whather that happened, but it would help explain the mystery: Why, given the incredible public outory
against same-sex mairiage in New Hampshire, and the fact that pro-gay marriage candidates lost two
special elections in a row in the last few webks ~why are New Hampshire Democrats pushing this issue
on the voters at this time? . .

Gow. John Lynch, a Democrat, may vet save the peopie of New Hampshire from this unfair imposition
of the “base's” values and priorities over those of the majority of the people. As | write, he has not yet
publicty said whether he will veto the gay marriage bill iIn New Hampshire. NOM and the Cornerstone
Palfey Research Action have launched a new ad, "Promises,” showing all the fimes the Govemnor has
repeatediy fold the voters he opposes same-sex marniage. WH he be a man of his word ? Here's
ancther impontant drama-—and another area where we nesd your help. Can you consider making a
monthly donation of as litile as 357

00, - : - :
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But the biggest drama of the week is what gay mariage aclivists are doing to Carrie Prejean. You can
see finks below fo me and Maggie talking about the attacks on Carrie on national TV. Here's the point |
want to make fo you: This young woman is not being smeared and athacked for anything she did wrong;
she iz being vicipusly attacked for one great thing she did right. She spoke up for marriage, honestly,
with great decency and kindness. For this she Is under assault by & movement which does not want to
dehate; they want to silence and harass—so the nexi person fempled to spe&k up for truth will be
afraid.

We need more young men and women with ceuragewand & cormunity that backs them up. Do you
know a fine young man or woman who wanis to speak up for marriage and for life? NOM is
cosponsoring {with the Ruth institute) a student conference with students from all over the country,
coming togsther to figure out how 1o stand up 10 the buliies, to find the courage In comimunity to
continue 1o speak for ruth on some of the moest hostile temitory in America--coliege campuses. Help us
find next-gen leaders who want to mine the infeflectual resources of The Ruth Institute’s Dr. Jennifer
Roback Morse and ather {op scholars in the mariage movement, and to leamn how 1o ariculate the pro-
marriage message on their campuses. To sign up, visit the Ruth institute’s websie or &l oul the online.
application. The conference is being held at the University of San Diego, August 8-9th. Best news: [fs
free to shudents. Some travel assistance Is also avallable. Questions? Emall Jamie Gruber, Executive

Director of the Ruth institute, at jgrubsr@ruthinstittde.org.

Stay strong, and would you please do this for me”? Pray for Carrle, and for the many (less famous)
others in California and eisewhere who are being hatefully attacked not for thelr shortcomings but solely
for their virtues--because they dared to stand for God's truth about marriage. This is a movement which
no longer appears to believe that olerance is a two-way streel; a movemend that fries to hurt people
who've never hurt anyone, in order fo intimidate anid pravent anyone from speaking up for marriage.
They want o divide and distract our altention from the real Issus: Gay marriage has congequences,

God 's blessing on you and your famdy atways,

S P

Brian 5, Brown .
Exewfwa Director
National Organization for Mamage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 085342
i iage

[
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HOH Marriage Meows,
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i it's Tuesday this must be Maine! | know its Maine because | saw a moose!
Hit's Wednesday, | think I'm in New Hampshirel

Today Maggie's in D.C., but she's talking o the New York Times Albany reporter about NOM's ameaxing
entry info the tough, tight battle for marriage in the New York state senate. The vole is very close, even
fhough Democrats control all branches of goveriment. Once again, this push for gay marriage in
Alhany is playing to the base on the part of the Democratic party--and a lol of Democrats don'tlke it
Let me tell you something: These poliicians are going to hear from their voters what the pecple think
about same-sex marriage. Thanks for alf youwr help? (Can you help us confinue 1o be your voice on
marriage? Can you give $5, $50, or even, ¥ vau have the means in these difficult times, $1000 to
orotect marriage for this generation and the ones fo come?)

Walcome to our crazy world, Of course | wish nobody had to do what 1 do for a living: fight gay
marriage. You and | didi't decide that now is the time to impose gay marriage on unsuspecting voters
in the Northeast. But iet me tell you something: The people who did are in for an unexpected fight!

In New Hampshire, Gov. John Lynch is trying to weasel his way out of his repeated commitment to the
people of New Hampshire, by saying he'll sign a gay marriage bl if they go back and mut in some
religious-iberty proteciions. | mian, don't get me wrong: IPs nice that Gov. Lynch personally at least
doesnt want fo use same-sex marmiage 10 go after churches (unlike some of the base in his parfy). Bul
politicians who get elected saying one thing are supposed to keep their word. Our press release says it
best:

*Governor John Lynch has repeatedly promised volers that he opposes same-sex mariage. When he
signed the civil union kegislation into law, he told people, '1 still think maniage is between a man and a
wornan.’ Volers believed him, but now he claims that he must look at the issue through a broader fens’
than being a man of his word. This so-called lens is really just weasel words {0 explain away why heis
breaking his word to voters, It is reafly unfortunale that he i proving himself 1o be just another politician
who cannot keep his promises. Unfortunately, New Hampshire childrer and families will pay the price
for this betrayal.” (We will need your help to defend marriage, in New Hampshire and around the
couniry—can you possibly help us out today ?)

— Page 1 of 3
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His language does nothing to stop schools from takirg young children to celebrate a lesbian wedding,
as happened in California. His language does nothing to protect photographers and other professionals
from being fined because they refuse to participale in something they murslly oppose, as happened In
New Maxico. Nor does it protect medical professionals who object to procedures like artificial
insemination of a lesbian couple.

" And it doesn't protect the voters in New Hampshire from a runaway government that doesn't seem o
care what they think about the future of mariage. You wanf io change the definition of marriage in New
Hampshire? Put it on the ballot and letthe people decide! The only reason not to do that is because
your base knows: The people dont want i,

We will fight 1o be vour voice in New Mampshire, Maine (maere on that next week), lowa, New York,
New Jersey, D.C. and all across this greai and God-blessed country of ours, '

Thank you. You are why | do what | do-you, and all cur children and grandchildren yet unbom.

God bless you, and until next week, iaep fighting the good fight!
Brian 8. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage

20 Nassau Street, Suite 242

Princeton, NJ 08542
bhrown@nationformardage.corg

R, - o
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HOM California Marriago News: May 22, 2008

7 Friday, May 22, 2008 9:50 AM
“Brian Brown™ <bbrown@natianformarriage.org> :

NATIONAL
GRGANIZATION
FOR MARRIACGE

BN Marriage Mews Caiifornia BEdaion

ea: I

A funny thing happened on the way o mewtabihtymmstead of roflitg over; the people of New
Hampehira foughi back! )

Remember, what makes this battle necessary is thal New Hampshire is now a blue state. Tim Gill's
money flowed into New Hampshire (ust ke lowa ) 1o flip the legisfature in preparation for this week:
Both houses in New Hampshire right now are Democrat-controfted and the Govemcf is alse a
Democrat.

When the gay marriage movement decided now was the ime fo prt the frigger, to crush opposifion to
gay marriage once and for all..they pushed one big message: The fight s over. Give up. Despair.

But you didn give up-vyou fought back! Kudos fo Kevin Smith of Comersione Policy Research, a
fremendous young leader for marriage whom we at NOM are so proud to stand beside. The victory in
New Hampshire was tremendous-but of course the battle Jsn't over yet,

But nobody expected that we coukd figit the Gifl machine in New Hampshire at afi. if we can fight for
marriage deep in blue-state temiiory, what could we do in other states i we had the resources? What
could we do in North Carolina , where Gill money is blocking passage of a state marriage amendment?
Or in Pennsylvania |, indiana , and other greaf states where Americans understand that marriage ig not
created by governmant, and government hag no right 16 redefineg ?

Ancther thing we know from New Hampshire . Gay marriage advocates are serious about treating you,
and me and every faithful Christian {as well as those of other tradifional faiths) like & bigot. One openly
gay legistator explained his vole against religious #berty profection this way: “This bill entrenches
homoephobia in statute, and | will never vote for something that does that”

As one New Hampshire activist said to me, "I they think the people of New Hampshire are upset their
polits’cians are wasting time pushing gay mamiage now, wait unfil Novembert"

Can you help us cortinue the ﬂght in New Hampshire , and across the cauntry‘? Can you possibly

spare $10, $50, or $100 for mardage today?
fm back in Maine foday—we'l keep you updated on progress in building the coalition to push back gay

Y - : o s
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marriage in Maine . We will need your help--all fhe help you can spare!

In New York , a massive protest of at least 10,000 people (the police estimate) led by Hispanic and
African-American pastors flooded the streets in front of Gov. Paterson's office, demanding an end to
the push for same-sex marriage in New York. A pro-gay marriage rally on the same day drew a few
hundred folks at most--did any of the madia report the disiunction?

The National Organization for Mamiage is working directly in New York swing districts, using the same
methods and messages that worked so well in Connecticut and New Hampshire, 1o make sure the
peaple know what their politicians are up to: playing 1o the base, igroring the peopie's priorities,
plunging New York into a divisive culture war at a time when they can't figure out how to balance a
megabiliion budgast hole. Thanks for helping us fight. We truly need any help you can give 1o be your
yoice for marriage; why not consider making a monthly donation of just $5 a month, or $15 amonth... or
even, if God has given you the means, $200 a month?

Maggie Gallagher, cur fearless President, jusi published her syndisated column feafuring new data
NOM has released about the effects of gay marriage in Massachusetts . Five years later the people of
Massachusetts are sil] divided over the issug--43 percent in favor of gay marriage o 44 percent
opposed. But worse, a big chunk of Massachusetts voters who support marriage report fesling affaid to

speak up:

Fot example, 36 petcent of all Massachusetls volers agreed with the statement, "Some
people | know personally would be reluctant fo admit they cppose gay mariiags because
they would worry about the consequentes for them or their children.” (Twenty-four

percent agreed strongly.} ...

Fifteor percent of volers who oppose gay marriage say they personally know someons
who experienced harassment or intimidation because of their belief that marriage

involves a man and & woman.

Dot let this happen to you or your children. Let us be vour voice for your values-0 protect mariage
and religious libarty, ‘

Finally, one lone prominent fiberal voice comes forward to defend Cartie Prejean from the abuse
heapad upan her for her courage in speaking up for God's vision of mamiage.

Michae! Kinsley writes in the Washington Post:

in Hollyweod |, especially. they ought to know better than to fry to destroy the career of a
professional beauty contestant becauss she spoke out—ever so politely and teniatively,
and only when asked--against gay marriage. During the blacklist period, people's
careers were desiroyed because, as members of the Communist Parly...,

The Hollvwrood sommuriists of the 1930s and '40s might have found the ke of gay
marriage mofe bizare and offensive than Wiss California does. ... This shows how far
the gay rights movemeni has come, and how fast. Has it been so far and fast that
people have forgotten when being gay could cost a persen his of her iob and career?
Outside of Hollywood |, thal stilt happens. Defeating this discrimination would be a better
use of activist energy than demanding discriminaiion against pecple who disagres,

Now, on the one hand | appreciate it that Michael doesn't want Camie's iife or career destroyed because
of her views. ltis, however, bizarre that in order 1o defend Carrie's right to speak for marrisge as one
man and one woman, Kinsley must obliquely compare support for marriage with support for murderous
Stalinist regitmas.

Kinsley goes on o say.

Sowhat am | saying? That mindless bigotry always must be tolerated?

What about racism? Sheuld an overt racist be alfowed to wear the crown of Miss
California , and even to compete for the title of Miss USA ? No, net an overt racist, and

1 - - = s
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not an overt homophobe. And no. | can't tell you exactly where to draw the line between
bigofry that's intolarable and bigotry that ought to be tolerated, at least fo the exient of
not ruining someone's fife because of a bigoted remark, But that line is somewhere north

of Miss California .

So there you have it That's what one of the more tolerant gay marriage supporters around believes.
That you and me are mindless bigots because we don't suppert gay marriage, but we aren't quite fike
avert homophobes 5o maybe we shoult be allowed to make a living,

{ don't find that kind of "iolerance” all that comforing~do you?

This week, gay mariage advocates are showing their true colars, and it's not exaclly a festival of love
and tolerance out there, is t?

We know ihat in the end Truth and Love will prevail over fies and hate. I's my privikege to work with you
and for you on behalf of marriage and religious liberty in America today,

Lntl next week, stay in God's love... and pray for me?

Brian 5. Brown

Execufive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Streat, Sulte 242

Princelon, NJ 085842
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

I - -
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Tlhere's & lot happening this week. First, New York,

We were fecling prenty good about New: York: Thanks: 1o your help we hnve flooded the. offives of half the soae serigre. wit phone
calis and emails. Cur new "Same-zex Marrage in New York?™ rudid and TV ad campaign provoked conlroversy=-and, by the way.
cansiderably upped the number of calls ioly podideians' offices. Maggie Gallagher was scheduled 10 speak along with New: York
pastors. and feaders. (and Tony Pefkins?) m a June O ralfy et ended up being aitended by huedreds”an o ey day.

The word we got was that samesses. martiage was dead for this scssion, which normally eads in late June. We were looking. forward
to letting you know: You won a groat victoryh

Then. ore of those truly stange New York things bappened: Twiy Dietocrai senators, both facing legal roubles, sbruptly switched
sides o vote with the GOP to unsest Demoeratic majority Jeader Maleolm Smith amd esplace bin with GOF minority feader Dean
Skelos. Thess two Pems were nat keown to' oppose pay martiage, Tom Golismo, the maverick billionaire, disyusted with the
Democrats’ policies on good governance and taxes, appenred 1o lave given e green light and helped make the swiich happen,

Even heter news, we thought a1 first, But the situation now is so fluid, <o confused and so chaotic thas it simply isw'y cleas whether
wo are headed for a vote on gay marriage. Iasiders are floating stories that more Nemocrats may switch sides to build a coalition
goverament--including possibly the ehief sponsor of the gay marriage bill. Tomn Duane of Manbatean.

So we are now redoubling our cfforts to make sure these politicians know: The votess of New York don't want you selfing out o
marriage--not now, not nexa week, not ever! Wil you help us got the message out? Can you give 310, 320. or ns much s $200 w0
that ¥our voice van be heard fn New. York? )

In Maine, Pve joined the board of the sew coalition to fght 10 ovestuen the gay marrisge lew. [f's called BiandforMemisseMainc.com,
H yon live In Malne, go there right row and find out bow yow can sign a pedtion, or collect signatures to ger marriage 1 the ballvt
this Noverber, Another great surprising victory in a blue state i on the horizon! [ was up in Maine this week and the signatre
gathering effort is gathering great steam. {To help us in Maine and ail 50 states, con yor make a monthiy donatien? Whether #'s as
ke 25 %5 2 mansh o, il God s given you the means, 3100 a morgh, your money makes & differonce in the batles ahead)

tn D) this week. [ attended a meeting of the Board of flections with the new Stand for Marrizge DC Coalition. Bishop Harry
Jackson and a grovp of DC pastors have filed a referendum to overturm & new law passed by the council requiring recognition of out-
of-slate same-sex unions as marmieges. We know gay marriage advocales do everything possibie to keep the people from being able
to decide these fssues. So we shouldnt have bean shucked by wha happened nextt The head fegad honcho for DO declared $llogically
and peremptorily that the referendwy somehow violates DCs human rights code. How can that be. when maarmiage #sel{in DC s still
defined.as ihe union of one man and one woman? But that iflogical and Jawless opinion by the guy in charge of enforemg DC's laws
8id mean signarure gatheriag conld not proceed. Mmstead the referendum was routed i the Board of Clections for an epinjan.

So Wednesday morning | found myself i1y g chamber rooms crowded with black pastors and O citizens chmoring for the right to

e - : o«
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vote on marriage. The decigion i expecied shortly--today even.

' not optimistic, given the polirical fix in DC. We expoer the madter will have 1o go to coun--all of which is designed o num mul
the time peried {or geilerng signatures. Stay tuased,

Yo heard the naws sbout Carrie Prejean of course. The same guys whe attacked her from day one are continuing the relentfess
anteuks--oven going after Carrie's own pasior, Miles McPherson, for his willingness 1w defend her.

When will thess kinds of attacks stop? When vou and | are joined by millions of other Americans to say: This madness has 10 end.
No good can ome of & tew basod om a e, and same-sex umions are nil MArTAZES. "Taleranee should be a two-way street” as Carrle
put it or the Teday show,

1 can promise you one thing: We will never quit fighting the good fight Tor you {and with you!) on behialf of this simiple and
wanderful trath: Made ond famale He made us. Marriage is the way God wants 1o bring wogether the two halves of his creation futo &
wnion that is far bigger then its mortal humen parts. Through this union, life itself is created, sustdined and connscted 1o #s treators.
Male and fimale, Mothers snd fathers. Litk is crented and sustained sud connected 1o s Creator,

To me whas could be more worth fighting for?

Thanks again for all you've dooe te help us fight for marriage. And may God bless you for it

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 88542

b iopformaimiage. or
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Stant for Mamisge Maine! ‘ Wednesday, July 8, 2002 7:26 AM
“Brian Brown" <bbrown@nationformarriage.org>

MATIONAL

OHGAREZATHIN

PO MAFRIALE

This spring, out-of-touch politicians in Maine pushed a safme-sex maniage bilt through the legislatire —
ighoring the will of their conslituanis, ’ ’

Fartunately, under the Maine Constifution, Jegislators can't pull a stunt like that and get away with it.
With a "people’s veto” the people of Maine can have the final say or any bill passed by the legislature.

And that people's vato effort is well underway on the same-sex marriage bill. With your hielp, the pecple
of Maine will have the chance fo vole up or down on the same-sex marriage bifl this November.

&tand for Marriage Maine! )

Leading the charge is Stand for Marriage Maine, a coalitfon of grassroots activists and pro-family
groups (inciuging NOM) formed o allow Maine voters to restore the definition of marriage under Maine
law.

Visit StandforMarriageidaine.com for the latest campaign updates and to ses how vou can join
the effort to save marriage in Maine,

Your help is needed a3 we take our pro-marriage message to every corner of the state. Right now,

we're in the signature-gathering phase of the campaign, and with your help we'll far exceed the 55,000

signalures needed to put the same-sex mamiage issue on the November ballot.

But time is shortt. Hore's what | need you to do today: '

13 Visif StandforiarringeMaine.com, and consider how you can help protect marriage in Maine! Join
the Faceboolk group, or follow Maine4Marriage on Twitter!

2) Make an online donation al StandforMarriageMaine.com to make sure we have the resources

needed for collecting fens of thousands of signatures in a short window of firne. Your donation of 20,
$35, or $50 or more will help ensure success!

3) Forward this message to everyone you know that lives in Malnel We're reaching out to veters all
across fhe state, and we need your belp to spread the word! Do it ight now!

.— Page 1 of 2
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NOM Bardage Bews: Californis Edition Juby 14 2008

[ Facenook

pear I

So the great Brown famlly Road Trip Across America s ended! Thanks to ali of you wha asked how my family and | survived.
(Let's face fi: For six kids under the age of ten, looking for America invelves quite 3 K of driving across Mat, siraight, monotenonk
ronds, and hearing Dad say once agaln. "No. we aren't going to stop of that partieuls Melkirald's ar & roadside suip mall fight
Nn0yv,"J :

Fhe kids were great. The hightight for them was Yellowstone Park. Mountaing! Boars! Ciesers!

Maggie tolis me she and her family arrived home saft and sound from & guick trip fo Spain, where coletwating the 4th of july also
involved soaring geysers--but in her family's case. the Xind that involved muches Memos and Diet Coke!

We're séitled into our new home outside af Washington D.C. now, ol yes, still surmunded by boxes, but extited by the prospects
shenad,

Here's great news on the mamiage from The people of Maine are guing to have the Gnal word on marriaget in Just four short weeks,
wng of thousands of Maihe frfends and neighdors signed petitions insisting on the' right fo repeal Maine's hastily enavisd gay ‘
maryiage stanite.

The Natiopal Organization for Mawinge worked hard with StandforMasiaseMaing o make this happen. But it could not have
happened without your belp! You are the ones who mads this happen... and we noed you = help seoure this victory, Can you help us
with $10, 325, or $H¥} so that Maine--and our country--can. peover the e mesning of marriage?

The people of Maine will vote in Movember. Meanwhile die gpy mamiage statuie, which would have gone info effent Sopt. 12, wifl
e put on mothballs pending the oviceme of the vote. Another viclory for you--Tor denworacy--for the common good:-for common
sense!

It going 1o be 9 big Aght in Maine; we undersiand that. But if you will belp. together we oo show the niyssyers and the doomsday
prediciors that gven in blus states like Maine. the American people do not want judges and politiciens messing around with marriage,

Even gay marriage advocstes recognize that the speed with which pro-marriage forces were able o eoliect these signatures is a very
bad sign for them. You remember Perex Hilon? OF course vou do. He's the "celebrity blogger” whoe asked Carvie Prejean the gav
marrigge quesiion. and then went on w trash and smear her pulticly for her simple, decent, sweet sagwer. {To see the NOM ad
fearuring Perez’s twisted hateful artacks 2o here.) Well. this moming Perex featured the had news: "iudping by the amount of people
who sipned the petition, we might have 2 problem. The Stand for Mardage Maine coalition sollected more thar 55.087 signatures in
a momh on the patition {0 put marriage W & vor.”

"f's the Prop HBewe sinmzion alf ovier again,”™ whined Perz. (To see Maggie dehating Perez Hillon on Larry King Live go here.) That's

the voice of the new gay marriage movernent Tor vou--smearing and aitacking ail the good and decent Americans who believe that ©
make a marriage you need s hushand and & wife.

1R - » o3

Page 93



OF conrse the msinsream media Is hardly reporiing the good news. Thal's why 1 look forward to a ¢chance to il you personally cach
weck what Ts really happening I the mamiage wars, Keep the prayers and emails coming! To send this el 1o & friend, and spread
the word about marriage. click hexg, .

Tn New York we have more provisional good news, Dremoerats regained shaky control of the state Senate, but Manhatten State Sem.
Tora Duane appears w be conceding that the gay morriage bill will not be brought. tp for a vote--a least not immediately. Thank
you io cach one of you who called or emaifed your state legisiator or who donated to make NOM'S highly effeclive media and
robocaling campeipn 2 reality.

We remaimn deeply coneemed, bowever--given the infiux of Tim Gitl's money--that politicians will ignore the will of their
coRstituents and push this divisive ctilure war on anwilling New Yorkers. NOM's new NOM PAC New York will be one way we
can hold their feet to the fire: We've eomunitied to using the first $500.000 w© providiag o serious primary challenge o any GOF
senator who abandons marrisge. And we're looking to find energetic young Democrals who want to buck the party line on printiple.
too. To help us, just slick bz 10 make a donation. As Nirtdle as $10 3 moath can make a difference for maringe!

Here's another pioce of news you woir't find in the Nie Fork Thmes: A civil war has broken eut between the group going to comt 1o
averuen Prop § and ihe rest of the gay-righis legal establishment.

Acearding o the July 9 Washington Bludde, Lambde Legal, the Nationa! Canter for Lesbian R|ghh. nd the American Civit Liberties
Unign earlier thix week sought wo iRtervene in the American Poundatios for Bqgual Rights' suit againsi Prop 8. But a lesrer from
AFER board president Chad Griffia urges the groups ool fo ingervens In Perry v Sclmarsencgper and actuses them of trying 1o
urdlerming the Lawsnil.

“You have unteleningly and unequivotdlly acted to urcierming this case even before it was filed.” Griffm wriws. "In tigit of this. i
is ngonceivable that vou would zealously and effectively rigare this case if you were suctessiul B inlervoning. Therefore, we will
vigorousty oppose @1y maion © kervene.”

Griffin cites the public sitements LOBT groups have made opposing e lawsuit (which they cansider premagure),

On May 27, LGBT groups asked Californians not 1o file foderol litigation sgeinst Prop 8. In ane example. Griffin aotes that Man
Coles, LOBT project divestor for the AGLU, was quoted in the Advocate as saying that AFER's hewssit "is an atempt 10 short-
clrouit :hc process” of oblaining marviage rights for gay coaples.

"Hmrm, gone 1o such grost lengths to dissuade s from {iling suit and to tar this case in the press, it seems fikefy that your
misgivings ehovt our stratsigy will be reflected = either subfly or overtly —- in your setiofns in court,” Griffin writes.

The-ance tightly disciplined gay mamiage lepal $itablishinéat may be Josing control. Wu’ﬂ maoniic the sfuation and keep yoo
informedys

Onefinal:bit of news most of the press has Ignored. The National Fducation Association vnexpectedly punied on plons to
wholeheatedly endorse gay marriage. This is rther surprising given how Icft-wing and radical the NEA'S officlal positions ase--and
how far they hrave strayed from the diverse views of ordinary teachers. Why the ration’s teachers’ unions as a group wouid endorse
abortion is of course bard 10 see, but that's ancient history now. But appare:n‘h the NEA's pro-gay-marriage stanee threatened w0 cogt
it dues-paying members.

The Bapdst News reports thet instead of the fulb-thrnared endorsgment of gay marringe thar was expected, the leadership had to settle
far am mdunemmt of civil unjons. domestic parinerships or gay marriage “based upon the cultoral, soeid. and religious values of iis.
&T!L Iﬁ“l’} A

According 1o fhe Buptist News. "One state Jeader got up dnd safd! hw's a iiberal who supporis 'gay rights but dosse' beliove the NEA
shouid be involved in fhe istue because they're Josing members over it"

Conmsider it one more small picce of evidence that concem for muarriage transcends ordinary polities. We ar¢ the e rainbow
coalition--peopie of every race, creed and color cowming together agross party lines (o say thaf marringe is worth Sphting for. The One
who desfgned marrizge knew what Je was doing. And we will never sit back prssively and permit our own governmenl 1o teach owr
own children a lic. Same-sex unjons are not maprisge. Same-sex marriage is not a civil right. it s e civil wrong,

Topether we can make sure your vorce is beard.

Do you know how grateiul | am for your help, your support, yoor prayers, and your friendship?

Limiil mext weck, keep fighting the good fight.

And God bless you.

Y - - -
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Brian 8. Brown

Executive Director

National Crganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
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bbrowngimationformartage.org

NOM in the News
* Raften. Bffort 1o Restore Marriage in Msine Collet
July &, 2609

Catholic News Agenoy
The- group Stand fir Mariage Maine hus ammouneed it has coliected more than the 35,087 signatures required to place on the 2009

balint 2 Peaple’s Vels of a state faw implermenting same-sex. "marriage.”

"Sen Francisen Agenda”

July 5. 2008

Concord Monitor

When Democratic Teaders were pushing hard fr ke suae's new gay maniage law. Repuhilczm Party Chairman Johs H, Stmunu

hilasted them for promoting a "Ban Francisen agenda.”

The National Grganization for Marmiage plaved hackup, buying $45.000 worth of ads on WMUR ina failed actampt to seuitle the
law.

" Srand for Marriazs Maine Coaigin'nn Launches Web Sire”
Press rebense )
Stand Yor Marrisge Maine: 9 broad-based coalition formed o pess. a Peoples® Vel to overtusi the recent. gay marriage law,

aanmunced the launch of theit Web slte woday:

The Web site serves 45 The campaign's online headquaniers for supportens of traditional mairiage 1o recoive peiitions. send: in théir.*
donations, get the latest information sbout the carpaizn, and learn how to. volunteer fov the People’s Vet offort;

~zt

LAGES Nat

To prevent maibox Rlers from deleting mailings from Brian Brown, add bbrown@nationformaniage.org ) your address book.

Repmeyve ypurself from this mading.
Remuve yoursalf from all moailings from Nations) Qraanization for Marrigoe.

Mo r nfile.
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JBade TV, EO00

i reombonk bunthes

Three national polls now confinm an astonisfing truth: Sapport for gay mardage is not growing. Sirong majoritiés coriinug 1 oppose
uay marriage. .

Ay Mrggie Galingher recersly told e presst “Thiree revent polis (Pew; Gallup snd CBS Wews/NYT) confirm thal strong inajosity of
Americans continue to-oppose 2y marriage, despite the repent push for gay mariage in toww and the northeast: Strong majorities of
Republicans and wdependents oppose gy marmisge according 16 the lazest Pew poll. Even 41 percent of Tiémocrats appose gay
marrdage, Our challenge--and ifs an exciting one--is to buld an organization that helps wanslate peblic epinioa into an effective

pofifical force, one that helps the-views of ordinary Americans.get heard here on Capitol Hifl and acvoss the country.” {You can find
Tinks 1o alt three pofls at the bottom of this fetier) :

Do vou realize how revoltionary this news 57 These pells ams the convemional wisdom on its head. Gay marriage (s ineviwble.
“they” say, and the wedia frompet: there are Do Arguments against it

But the truth is very different; ARer six yewrs of publie struting end debate. gay-maringe advorstes have Talled o persiede the
Amsrican people. (Help as get the word out! Send this good news w0 three of your friends)

Ard thavs-in spite of the meinstieam media, in spite of the recent nourt decision, it spite of the massive top-town push o ram giy
mariage trough bue-stae legislnures in New England.

Through it all. the truth shises cot. Americans know the difference between hotred and common sense, berween the evil of bigoiry
and the prefound guod of marrisze. Berween tvo dudes, hawever Jovingly commitied 3o cach ather, end a man who is willing (0 ke
on the responsibility of becoming husband fo a wife and their children,

Focts are stubborn things. Maybe vou have already heard abeow the big joint statement by Equality California snd two other gay
rights groups: They will not iy to get an amendment overturming Prop & on the baliat in 2010, They urge other gay-marriage
suppbrers o abanden the attempl. Why? Becasse they e afraid they will lose,

According to the £4 Times, Ron Buckmire. president of one of the proogs which sigred the joint sitement, said he made his
decision afier his group went door to door to talk 1o volers about same-yex marriage i South Los Angeles. "It was & huge sucress.
We had 70 volunteers, working for five hours. kaocked on 1,289 doors,” e said. Aod vet afier that massive offort, how many bearts
and minds wers tiey able to chamge 7 Just 50 people. Buckmire said. “Do the math.”

Even in the bluest of biue states like Cafiforaia, the American people just don't buy this gay marrisge thing.

The Suprerae Coutl looms gver larger in the. mind of the gay-marriage movernent, a movement dedicated to imposiag their valaes
whaether we like it or ot

So this week in Washingron, | paid speciai attention, as hearings with Supraiie Court neminee Judege Sonia Sotomayor wrapped wp.
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In public, Tudge Sowmayer was chanaeling her inger Scatia, She's having mo truck with any Hving constitution. That constitution i
dead, written in stong, as Jar a3 she's comcerned. All she does is apply the lew 1o the facs,

But Judze Sotomaycr suddenly clammed up at the oddest memengs. Ser. Chuck Grassiey raised the issse of DOMA. And then Sen.
Lindsey Ciraham tried ro get her to s3y semething, caything, about how she nd the Supreme Court should decide what is a
“fandaimental right” Ciraham pointed out the disparity: Ask dve goad hudge abour. say. *stgre decivis® and she can ramble on &t
length. Ask her how the Supreme Court decides whet a "fandamental rigin® is... and suddenly she can't say anything & al?

Jutige Sotemayor wash'l giing 1o say mupthing at aif that might clue the Amerizan propie in © her views.

Az NOM prasident Maggie Gallagher 1old the press, "By réfusing to answer basic questions abom ler vigws of tive Constitution,
Judoe Sotoroayor is not displaying the kind of honesty we expect from judges. All Amencans who support macriage o5 the union of
trasband and wife--and every American who treasures democracy and freedom --has reason 1o be concerned.”

Kudus 1o Senntors Grasstey and Graham for misimg the mamiage issue. It's srobably the single most inporiant case Judge Sotomoyor
is likely- 10 influence in our lifetime. And remember: The Supreme Court reads elecfion revurns, (To help vs [ight 3o prolect mumriape.
can you give as fitde as $5 2 month? Or, if e one-time donation is easter. we can use any help you can wive us—510, $30, $230.
whitever you can spare--to amplify your voice In Washington and around the country.)

| had my first quintessential Washington moment this week. | was sitting actaotly in s smoke- fifled voom (Brerlly! cigars!) latking
b the phone abaut the harassment and hrpmidation people whe speak up for marriage face, The guy Sining nexi © me, 3
distinguished- looking man of 70 years of $0. SayS 1o e, "Exeuse o, | couldn’t help overhearing you. Can T ik w you aboul tis
marriage thing?™

I move over to chat. | explain why mamiage matters--t's a vniversal hamin sovial imstinefion, necessary ina way that no other
relationship is. When a baby i bowm, ) tell him, there's bound 1o be a mether somewhere clost by, but marriage s how we attach the
Sither 10 the mother-child bond. sp we eant mrake sere men five up to our responsibilities in family and in society,

That struck a big choad. "You are right,” be said, "Men are promilseuous.” (That's his words, act minel} "Thank you." he 1efis me, "1
never heesd that argument before; that makes a ot of sease.”

Meanwhile, tiis being & Washington scene. every now and ugain we were interrupied by foiks who wanted 10 say a few words 10 my
new friend. | couldn'e help. oticing that they kept addressing him a5 "Congressean,”

e & Demogran® he told me. "F'm not going to vote with you on most things, bi this gay marriage thinz... mayhe that ges wo B

Fruth is powerful. The only way they can win is if they succeed fn sikincing and intmidating wy, Thank you so much For all vou do
to encourage and help me--and all of us heve at NOM--fight for maeiage.

A final note of pood newvs. Nest week, 1 believe marriage forces will beafinouncing a huge viclory in Maine; The people will get a
sfiance to repeal the gay-marriage bill ramimed shrough the legisiature this spring. The gav-marriage juggemant has heen hakied in s
tracks in Maine (thanks to your help!) and the peaple will decide the Tubwre of murviage his Novernber,

And right ont of the box. the press is reporting thal tuTiegs sddvociies wre tking 4 fundmisiog Tead. 1t's 4 broad caalition, Sand for
Marriage Maine, with many players. But we are very, very proud 10 announce tht thanks (o vour help, NOM has piayed a key tole
in pulting thgether 3 big chunk of early money %y make this happen--$160,000 so far. As the Bemgor Daify News patit, "The
Nafiorssl Organizalion for Marriage in New jersey, which helped defois a gay marisge movement in California, chipped in another
$i60,000."

This is great nows! But it’s Just fhe beghwning, If we wast really sood news 30 come on of Maing, we'll need your help—ail the help
you can give us. We'll veed vour prayens, your voosh suppors, and your fisancial saprifices. | lkaow dese are 1wugh thues... bt we
have tough betides ahead. Whether vou con spare 35 or §300, we wili work To farfl Your money into mere positive. pro-maminge
headiines.

We will not be silenced. We will nol be intimidated. Be not affand! Common sense and kindness endures.

We will never ever be afinid © stead up For God's tnuth about martiage, or for the children who deserve a warld where grownups
dare to speak truth (o power: Marriage is about drawing jogether men and women in fove to make the fimure happen.

God's blessings upon you and your family --for your friendship sad cr.ﬁmgc andd cormnon sense n standing up for marriage.

Until mext vieek, my fitend,

Do S P

Brian S. Brown
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Execulive Director

National Organization for Mariage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542

bhrown@nationformarniage.org

PS: NOM needs your help to get the word out! Do you have a
few friends who might like to know more about protecting marriage? Here's an casy

way to forward this message to them.
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Dear I

I don't, “title” these leiter to you--becouse | el like I'm wm\ng ta Fiend. But i | were going to titie Wy Faday’s jethec. I'd call it
“Ted (Mson, David Boles and We” .

Dhavid Beies i the big-name, uberliberat Jawyer who s 1o charge of the. faderal fawsuit secking o overturn Prop 8. (Ted Olson is his
jibertarian parteer i orime.). Thit St i3 not jnet about California, s abowl the Tutwre of marriage in ail these United $tsies, Becawse
the only real legal groimd for suying Californians drén't allowed to define marrisge as the union of husband and wife i the

argument thal any faw defining martage in that way Is grounded in only bigatry, diserimination, and violation of equat potection,
thas it's the fegal equivalent of racism {or at leasi sexism)--a denial of rights no vational person would withhold,

L0 ond behald, David Boies wes nof content to walt and toli all that w the Supreme Court; instead he decided to give p preview of
his views on the pages of the Wall Streeet Journol.

When T hoard thdt two such higle-powsred lawyers wore involved, 1 admit T was a fitlle norvous, what with the strange way some
cours are acting. But really, after reading s #S7 op-od | thought: {s this the best e can do?

"The Supreme Court has repeatedly held that the Fight fo marty the person you Jove is 5o fomdamenial tht siates cannot abridge &,
Boies deciares.

Wedl, no, actually the Supreme Cotirt Ias upheld memercus restrictions on the right 10 mary someone you Jove. If that person &
Jjudgsd oo young. or tec closely relaied by blood (or even marrisget), or i the person you love happens ®y be abrendy married o
soemeont else. (There i5 acmally a very famous Suprome Court decision apholding the federal government’s right 30 rastrior
polyammy. Raynolds v United States.)

FACT: ™o Supnema Court has ever suggesied te fundamental right o marry includes the right to seme-sex miariage.
“There i5 no legitmare siute policy underlying Proposition 8." Boies declares.

Piease, there are many good reasons why stares do not have an obligation © recognize same-sex unions as if they were maniages,
especially the fact that same-sex unions cannot serve the primary pubfic purpese of marriage: responsible procrearion. Marringe, from
the government’s point of view, is sbout bringing moms and dads together fo profedt children. Thas why government goes w0 the
trouble of trving o crente something celled eivil marriage in the first place.

FATT: Almost every [ime an Alfarney Ueneral has been willing (o assest that the core stz inlerest in marriage is oventing Stable
cexuel unions that can create new e and limvit faherlessness, courts bave uphekl mardage. The only suate court cases thar have ever
found 2 right 10 gay marmiage are cases whers the altorney general {fike the former "Gnv, Mooabeam,” Jerry Browa, n California)
has refused o make this argument o the coeit.

i the state purpose of marriage s only "tradition” Boles would be right--that's nol 3 reason. But responsible procreation & a goed
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:
reason why Mmarrfags 1s Bmited fo unjons of men amd wife.

“The pueasional suggestion that mardages between peoply of dfferent sexes muy somehow be firentenad by marriages of people of
- the same sex does pot withstand Siscussion,” Boies snifls

An contraire. Tt is perfectly ey 1o see why, i the go\.fernmwt declares that same-gex unions are "no different” than mamiage, the
idea thei Warriage maffers hecase children need a mom and dud will be cffectively overruled in e public sgnare.

FACT: Onee gdy martinge is faw, our taspayer money will be used to teach oor owa children and grandehildren that our view of
mamiage i@ now discarded bigotry, Marriage, they will be taught, is no fonger about sex difference i the service of childrin and the
corwnon good.

"Ever i depriving fesbians of the right to marty each other could force them into marrying someone thay do not love but wito
happens @ be of the opposiic 0%, it is impossible o ses how that could be thaaght to be as likely © load to 2 stable, foving
selationship as & marriuge to the person they do love.” Boies goos on.

FACT: Nobody Is irying o forve loshians 10 do anything, Gay peaple in these cases mre saying they do not want 1o mary, they want
10 do 3 diFerent kind of refmtionskip. Thar's their vight. But nefther they nor Davld Boies nor the Jjudges have the right (o well
Americans we must redefine marriage 1o sccommodate thege private und personal views.

"H is precisely where a minority's basic human rights are abridged that vor Constintiows promise of due process and equal
protection is most vial." says Bojes.

The most basic cight it the iz 10 be treated fairly by courts which respect the rile of law. Dawid Boles wants to go iamo faderal
court and evertum the civil rights of the 7 million Califormians who voted to protedt murringe beeause lie persopally thinks we arc 21l
irratienal. bigots,

And thats wrong, I¢s also desply offensive thing o say and do, Like | suid, this snorning I'm king it personally.

If vou take these anacks on marrfage personally as well, then fight back! Whether yon can give $5 or 3500, we can use )l ibe talp
we can get 10 respond to Boles and others who misinderstnd snd look down on our marriage reditions.

*The argamen: in favor of Proposition § ultimaiely comes down 10 o more than the tautofogical assertion that a marriage is between
a man and & woman. Brl o slogar 15 nol » substituts R constitwional smalysis. Law is abwont justice. not bumper stickers.”

Dayid, at lust you say something ] ngree with, Law is about jusdee, not bumper stickers. Thai's why I'm geiling up every day to
fight. fixe the 1nath shout marriage. "There is aone so blind @ be who wilk not see)”

W know the count will hoar Uio powerful volee of David Boies. Wi they hiw your volee as well? Your donations help us bring
: your voice 10 Washington--and everywhere mmriage is threatened, .

W‘txm cousts get into the business b making up new civil righis to accommodste peoplels private and pevsonal desive, where are they
going to stop? I 2 July 23 stery called "Soime See Polyameorous Matriage as the Mexi Civil Rights Movement,” ABC News gives us
ong idea .

"Ashars Love” is another woman who is hoping athers will eventualiy wlerstand her imconventional family. ..

“Many of us adopt another rame bezause it provides us with protection from heing outed,” she said, "We are the
gext generation afier the gay snd fransgender communities.”

‘Fhe most vocal polyamorists wanit the sight o marry -- a8 8 clusier.

"We have righis o fove any way we wan? unfess we are harming other people.” said Love. “Like ihe air we
breathe, we have = right B be and do and say whatever is our Rull expression, anid this W me is a il right,”

The story also profiles a case of & “polyemorous” gay couple (I admii | hadn't considered fhat marriage possibilicy) who ended up in
the news because 2 man was kifled in their home, and niobody is quite sune how or why.

When does o desire become a right? Where de we draw the line?

One firm place 16 stand is on the great and aoble irth: Humen belngs are bom of men and women. we are born male and female.
and the great organizing principle of marriage 15 the need to bring togethiér men gad women @ make and vaise the next geneiation.

Giood news ahows of New Hampshive: Even 2 poll done by 3 Yiberal groog shows that the majority of Wew Hampshire people reject
gay martiage, 49 percient 1o 41 peroent, with 2 suspiciously big chuak of prople refusing to telt the polisters either way, We couid
have tokl you thar, based on the thousands of phone calls that the National Crganization for Marmiage {working with the fisty young
Kavin Smith of Comersmane Policy Research) geversred fn cesponse to the putragieocus pressne feom nationn poliicians and big
doars on the Cranite Siate. Jusi 2 reminder thar we are going (o keep ghting for marriage in every state i WEs union. {Maggie
Galiagher has asked me to make & special reques? this weelk: if you can give $10 1o mardage, will you give it to NOM PAC New
Yark? A donor has promised w match the Grst 5500 we receive inllowing this newsletier. So it you give 310 that will ten in $20. H
you give 5100 that's 3200, 1If vou tannoi give money. will you offer 3 special prayer for the success of this mew PACY Click hsre i

IR - o'
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donste.}

Some things are tan impotans to leave 1o judges and politicians, Some things are Wo presicus 10 mess up for owr chitdren and
granduhildren.

God bless vour this weck and each week a3 we journey together to as Amarica where no one is affsid to speak up for something as
zood a3 God's vision of marriage,

Brian 5. Brown

Execulive Director

Nationat Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suife 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org
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Fabuious news!

StendforMarriegeMuine.com has tumed in an extsordinary 100,500 sigratures 10 overturn gay masrisge. Thad's an enormous
outpouring of volunieer effort and energy. and e Maine leadership of this coalition was cruciak

it you heiped ton! ”E?ns is your victory! NUMS goal is to gather togethar an army of mariage supporters From armund the stukiy
whao can help cach oiher, wherever help is veeded.

In the protess of fighting each local bettie. we will build a national movement the powerful cannnt fgnore, And thanks to you, ity
working!

Thanks to vou, NOWM was able at very shior notice 10 go to Maiez and help Maine leaders put wgother (ks extmonlinary effor,

NOM helped with oor expertise. experience and relationships, but it is your financial sacrifices which have rade our initial vigtory
possible. When you donai o NOM. you're cveating the newt round of goud news! Can you pive 33, 325, or even 5100 roday to win

Here's the first amazing thing you did by helping NOM help Maine: You stopped 2ay mariage in Maine in its tracks! That's right--
the y marsiage law, passed hastily by politicians beholden to mat-of-staty special interests, woult fmve gone inlo effect on Sept.
12. But now, the law is suspended pending The owtcome of the “people’s veto™

30 out of 30 times the peophe have had the chance ® vote, they've spoken: Marriage i the unitn of 2 husband and wife. It's golog %o
be a big battle. but #'s 7 barile thar together we can win!

Maine is ohout more ther: Msine, In her fabulpus cover story, “The Carsie Effect,” in this week's Naricral Review, NOM president
Maggie Gallagher lays oul why pay-marrisge advocates are pushing bills through this tiny number of seoall states dght sow. Well,
o answor 1o "why” is: Tim Gill says so. Tim Gil} is the gay billionaire misusing his financial muscle to impose gay warmriage oo
the American peaple. whether we like & or uol. What Maine will prove 10 the doubting Thomases and the politicians standing on the
sideling is that there is no majority for gay marriage anywhere in these United Swtes. The push for gy mariage is pure politics,
being played with our most sacred institution--hardball politics where maney is being used 10 push politicians away from the
people’s priorities,

But ordingry people like vou can still make a differsnce! Even a small dovation--maybe 4 monthly ge of jusg $10--can help
us make your voice heard.

As Maggic writes in “The Crrie Eifecr” "0ay mardage did nof start passing iegistaneres as the result of a sndden wave of popufist
sentiment for it. Public: sentiment has not shitied one bit toward gay marfage sinee last November. when vorers in a bhwe st
{Catifornia}, a purple state {Floriday, ang a red state (Arizena) once apaiy affinmed that the majority of Americans vppose it

R . : - -
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"4 Goltup poll relemsed in fate May demonstrates the surpriding stability of oppesition t gay marriage; 'Americans’ vitws o snme-
sex marriage have essentially stayed the same in the past year's 57 percent opposed, 40 feresnt in faver. "Thongh support for legat
sime-sex mariage i Sigpificantly higher now than when Geflup fast asked about i fr 1966, m recent vears suppor] has appeared (o
statl.” Gallup asked voters whether gay marriage would make the country better ofT. make it worse off, o1 make no difference. Only
13 pereem of Americans said gay mamiage would help the country: 48 percent said it wonld make the sountry worse off*

Maggie coucludes by saving: “The wrgent job Facing murriage advocates is to Take an issue on which we have the agrgement of aimost
60 percent of the American people and banslate tiat into pofiticatly effscrive orpanizaticns et can elect cor friends and defeat our
enemiss.” Thar's what 1 get up svery moming to de: wansform despair imte walistic hope, 1zke decenit Americans whao el jsolated
and margigadized ang bring us roether imo a powerfid movement. one that ten Teally make a difference!

And Maggie also reminds e one reason | Iight so hasd: "If we cominug to fait 16 do so, our politiczl opponents will nse their
culraral power w create an America in which traditional redigions groups are redefined by the government as ihe moral and legal
equivitlent of raciss.”

You and T kanw the truth, right? We know same-sex unions ate nol marriapes. We understand what fs at siske in this debate. and we

can soe g pathway to victory together! (Click here to pass This message of hupe on to & fiencl)

The letier is a fittle shori this moming. That's because this morsing, as | write, a Foshington Post reporter is beve at Bome talking fo
my wife See, Weird, huh? Pkt you Kiow how thist stury furms ot ool

Bus know ove thing: 1 will never step thanking God for the privilege of being your vaice for Gods truth in every state in this grea
country--and now, with WOM's new national office, in the rmrble halls of Washingten D.C.100.

Thanks agaim, and until next week, plesse remember e and my family ia your prayer.

Take care,

Brian 5. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization fot Marriage
20 Nassau Shreet, Sulle 242
Princeton, NJ (8542
bbrown@nationformariage, org

X0 - : '

Page 103



NOM California Marriage News: August 7, 2009 - Yzhoo! Mait . _

NOM Californis Serriage News: August 7, 309 Friday, pugust 7, 2000 3:45 PM

" Briait Bﬁn* <bbrawaﬁhatioi‘nrmarriaie.ofi>

MALL
s

NATIONAL
AR FHON
FUR MARRIAGE

HESICTTITL I
Puems f

8 rocavcok Psitbar

ey

In Maine, the battie is on!

Jesse Connolly, the campaign manager for No on One, Protect Maine Equatlity, thought he had a great
PR stunt up his sieeve: he asked the Stand for Martiage Maine campaign (which you can visit and
contribute to at www Standfomariagernralng com) to pledgs that the fight for marrage in Maine this fall
woulid be condusted ethically and in compliance with all Maine statutes.

Of course, marflage supporters learned sbout this from the news medi, because Jessa couldn't
actoally wailt for & reply. Like | said, it was a publicity stunt. _ ‘
Gay maniage adveoaies want 1o raise the question of campaaign ethics? Good. Let me stare with you
the powerful response from Maine leaders Marc Mutty and Bob Emerich, who just sent out this réply:

Mr. Jesse Gonnolly, Gampaign Manager
No on One, Profect Maine EqLalily '

Dear Jesse.

Wa are aware from madia reports today that you have senf & “pletge” fo conduct a1
sthical campsiqn consistent with Maine practice and statules for Frank Sehubart of
SchubsryFlint fo sign. We are pleased ihat your campaign has finally responded to our
Jong-standing cafl for both sides of this issus to conduct an honest, oivil and respectiuf
sampaign. We are pleased you have accepied our chailenge.

Stand for Marriage Maine wilt be signing the campaign conduct pledoe form you
provided.

Wi were delighted io See your commitment 1o “uphold the right of every qualified voter
fo frem and equal parficipation in the election process.” This is quite a changs of direction
given the extraordinary efforts made by Equslity Maing and your allies to prevent Maine
vuters from having any say on this issve whatsoever during the Legisiafive session.

In addition to conducting an honest and forthright campaign, we hope that you wilf agree
with s on the following principies.

~ Agree fo at Jeast one public debste with ihe media invited fo cover # five. The voters
deserve to hear from both sides of this important issue in a forum that allows for & full
discussion of the ramifications of LD 1620

» Agree that no contribufor, voluriesr or staff member wilt be harassed due to fhelr

participstion in the campaign. Regretilly, supporters of marriage In Cefifornia and other
states were repeatedly harassed by gay marriage aclivists including posting their

_ e o
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personal information or the Web, having their employers called, and subjecting them to
various forms of Intimidation.

~ Agres thaf properly will nof be destroyed, as has happaned sisewhere. This includes
destroying or defacing campaign signs, demaging vehisles containing bumpsr sfickers
and defecing cherches that are active in the campaign.

* Agree thal churches on both sides of the {ssue will be dealt with respecifully and ma
atfempl will be made to interfere with their fawful expression of belfefs or discussion with
thelr mambers and the public. '

W hope you cen join us in making this pledge Jesse for the well being and safaly of alf
and for the cpporfunily [o have a faci-filfed and honest debale over this Imporfant isste.

In the future we urge you o eddress your concems fo those ihat are charged with the
decision making responsiblifty for aur camgatgn. As | think you already now,
Schubsert/Flicd are under contract with our campaign buf it is the Executive Commifies,
Bob Emrich, Brian Brown, and myself as chair, thal make the final cal,

Sincevely.

Mare R Mutly, Chair, Executive Commities
Bob Emrich, Execulive Commiftes

you can fighl back against the bullies! Yisk StandForMarriage Maine.com loday to make your
gortrbution in the fight to protect martiage in Maine! ) '

| know many bystanders read my letier to you each week, and that Includes the gay press. This week
Tips-Q.com GLBT News Service headlined a piece by David Hart cafled "NOM Continves to Demonize
Tim Gifl.” Weli if by “demoniza’ you meéan, point out the way one, rich, pawerful gay Colorade bilionaire
is pushing pokitictans to ignore their constituents and pay aftention to Tim's priotities instead, yes we
are going to continue to call people’s attention to Tim GiF's agendal

According to the gay press, Tim's attempt t¢ buy pofificians is more legitimate than ROM's goliticat
organizing, bacause he's spending his own money, while NOM is a grasgroots organization that
depends on the contributions of thousands of ordinary Americans 1o make our voices and values
heard, (We've gone from B,000 donors af the start of this vear to 30,000 and counting! Thanks to ail of
you who Have made NOM's work possibie. | cannot tell you how grateful | am, personaly, Tor your
support-and sven more importantly what vour support fielps us do: fight to’ protect marriage and
refigious fberty.) )

The most taling thing. though, in David Hart's piece criiquing my last letier to you, was his response to
{his statemnent | made: : .

And Maggie atso reminds me one reasor | fight 30 hard: "If we continue to [ail to
do so, our poiitical opponents will use their culfural power fo creale an America
in which fraditional refigious groups are redefined by fhe govenment as the
moral and legsl equivelent of racists.”

Davit's reaction? ™ have a simple suggestion for them; Don’t act fike racists and you won't be
trested Hke racists.”

It's hard to baelieve that we could wake up in an America and find our faith communities have been
redefined by the government as racist threats to America | mean, how can an idea ke "Marriage is the
urion of husband and wife" be treated as the legal equivient of racism? Reluctantly, 've come fo
accept that people fike David are quite serious about using the jaw to impose their view of morality on
the rest of us.

Thank God we st five in the freest, the most democratic, and God-biessed countries on fhe face of this
Earth. Even {especially!} when oer most cherished ideals our threalened, we come together as a
peopte 1o stand for what we believe. Today the fight is over marriage and religious liberty, and with your
hetp we can win. Wil you stand with us foday? Use this hyperfink in_help support NOM's work nof on

in Maine but around the country, wherever the need arises,

On a happier note, take a look at this syndicated column by National Review Qnline editor Kathryn
Jean Lopez, she writes:

The fact s that however you spin if, gay unicns are not marriage. . . [NGM president
Maggie] Gallagher weites, "Same-sex unions are really 1ot just like opposite-sex unfans
when marriage is in question. Celebrating alf Farms of adulf romaniic fove equally is not a
very good justification for redefining a fundamental institulion witose puldic purposes
reach far bevond the affirmation of romance.”

— Pagez o
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... According fo & recent CBS/New York Ties poll, support for gay marriage has
dropped nina percentage points from e 42 percent historfe high, According fo Gaflup,
only 13 percent of Americans beljpve that gay marriage would make-us better off, while
48 parcent beiieve it wouwld be change for the worse, While Republicans were iripping
over themselves fo pose with the patty's Log Cabin branch and join the march of
inevitability, & beatly queen made F OK fo confivently auknowledge realily, in a loving
and beaufiful and even foféerant wsy®

Thanks Kathryn,
Untll next week, keep me iy your prayars will you? And not just me, please remember alf the good

people in alt the different organizations fighting for the future of marriage.
Yours,

B S Poen.

Brian 8. Brown
Executive Director
National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
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Ts New Jerssy next on the gay martiage tanged fist?

Wi Histoned in to & pantl of pro-gay-marriage expens 2t e “netrodl narions™ confersnoe discussing what they need o win, (You can
Yistien and see if hore 3 -

Mcnice Hoeflinger, who works for LGBT Mentoring in Maine, nwds o big concession: "Nationally, voters aitfiudes on mueiugi
equatity hve plateaned.... While we madé repily importanl prine in e early part F this decade, for the last four or five yenrs- they
have tssentially beon stagmang”

Monlen knows her st

I spite of four or Five years of public protests, bundreds o millions spent by the top pey. Bghts graups. arsicks on Jomors 10 Prop 8.
and a syregrathetic press, the American penple are just aot on bowd on ihis gry marriage thing, Peoplo's views have stopped
“myolving™ i the dirceson Mogics hopos,

Monica pots on (o adml. "We have never sucwessfully defended {gay] maniage of the batlot box. .. The good news is Gt af 2
naitonsl pommunity | believe that we care aboud this more than they do.”

Really, Menica? At NOM. we bug fo differ. AT NOM we are 500,000 pevple who believe in stancing up sirabght and @all weethe,
for God's otk about muarsiage i Matee end all aoross kis grest ceuniry, '

Monies's conclusion: "lv is very critical we do overything we possibly oan do. ... As Maine goss, so goes the nation." NOM Tas pa
enarious ST ard resources into helping the people of Maine fight for marriage. But Aot just Maine,

Here's the diing: About 30 minules frdo the panel ut Ketroows Naton a2 woman fram New Jersey stangly up, She idernifies horsedF as a
documentary flmomaker, bul she makey it chaar that her goal is to produce 2 "dacumentary® ta show to New Jeoey legislawnes g
before the gay manriage vote in e Garden State.

Wien exietly will that vote wke place”

"Now Tersey will vots in the isme duck, after the elestion is aver.” she says blunidy. Thar's the word on fhe sireet to gay dights
froups.

This November.

Why atter the slection? Breause Bke Monica, the Trenton poiiticians know the peapie aren't behind this effort. They wam
minimize your crance to make your voice heard.

The Mew Jessey doculady woes on io siy somuthing else interesting: "Bol we're Taving » huge, seelly hard fue fizding subjeas for
our documentary who zre members of the quotemquode ‘mirorily community,’ .} wouid Ve sume advise about howe 1 oan get
these people oy bt a pant of i ... & Latine or an Afican- Americen, ..[ve been doing my best fo ot thew en board arwd they almast
gel there and then they ‘chicken aut' Fd Tike some advics on hiow § can get these people 10 see the bigger pictore®

Mayhe fley do see the higger picure: Mayhe they understond that &5 just plakn wrong for government 0 mass arownd with the
steaning of masmiage Maygbe New Jersey minovity commaunity mostbers anderstand that the ideal for chifdren is & hesband and wile

Page 1 of 2
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working together in muxrriage, and that gay mamiage wil] clignge whar all our kids are taught by vur cwn govemmet. Maybe they de
wot wani (0 sve the monl education of New Jarsey's black ar Latine cliidren ca-oyited 10 serve the ntervsts of wealihy danors 10 te
Dernocratic Party. Maybe they anderstand fut theve is something wrong when "oivl] rights” is taken over f: meen the dght af Twe
voer To insist that we ali view their relstionship as 2 mardage, whethor we ke # or nol. .

Flers's ome thing § can provafie you: We will be foeusing [Ke a lnser on agempts by GOP politicians to seli out marriage

voters, We've alieady promised 10 raise B500.000 and use it for & primory challenge 1o any GOP senetor in Now York who bewrays
Iris constituents by vodng fior gay marriege. Do Neow jersey politicians need 2 sinftar warning? Fight back agafisst Tresmon insider
politics! By pleduims just 520 this week, yuu can make an impaet i New Jessev--ond remimber, the ensfier we get moving 1o prafout
mgrrigge, the more Hhely we ars 1o steoced!

in New York, the special election race for the 23rd Congressional district has yet 10 be announved, but glrgudy. Dede Seveuglsve I8
carching hem for hor extremely Biberal views, Ower 2l e Red Smte wobsite, Erick Erickson vrites, "1 am an rocord repsatasdly
saying that disaffecisd conservatives should not agitate for a third party. ... There are, Rowgver, somc sttustions whers axceptions
st Be made in order 10 pressure the Republican Party of & particudar siate into doing wha is right,

*Noay' fhe Tron I NY- 3 pits two fiberals against each atler in the two tngjor parties. Sadly, the person firthest o flw left 15 the
Rupmiblican, Dade Scomafava.

"Deda Seazzafava is 1o the felt of the pavly on abortion. taxes, spending, marrigre, guks, everything. She is 2 werible oandidue. The
New York GOP hind o chases 10 do right by the people of NY-23. They failed.”

We're siaying on top of this race looking at oll the alternatives. We're going 1 make sure every politician knows: You care about
matriage, aad you vote! {Fo helo 48 et vour voice beed in N can donate foour Now York PACTT Whether vou can

give $3. $50, or more, it 2l mskes & differencel)

‘Mrrriage is nol 8 partisaly isspe. 1s not about ‘party politics--if i about doing what's right. Thank yow for afl you have done to help
us smke a differeace for you. your farsily, and our slered vatues, ) :

Ged blegs yout

Loer 5 Phw

Bran 8. Brown
Executive Director
National Organization for Mariage
20 Nassau Street, Suige 242
Princeton, N1 (8342
"

1% Natonal Trgan r BAuTriugs

To prevent mafbox fiters from deleting maiings from Bran Brown, add bbrown@nationformaniage.org to your address EOOK.
Removg Sy this mally '
Remgve wourself from all mailings from Nationst Osapnization for Mamags.

Mgdify your profile, '
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Mazriage is one of the big huge trhs in life--much bigger than any one person.

Cerminly, the Mational Organization for Merriage is nat sbort me persorally, {That's why, when some of our oppenents write fo el
me, er. ratier frcefully abont wy perceived sins-and shuncomingsl try (0 use the moment W riflect on the ways they might be'
vight: Yox populi, vox Del. All of us kave fallen short of the ghory of Ged. Me especialty--just ask my wifel)

St whest | saw that the Washingion Fost published o profike of me ond nyy wife She this morning [ was going to just pass. | over.
fightie.

Bul Maggie said, "No way!”
"OK, ¥ wiile theé newsletier this moming.” 1 countered.
interiude: From Maggle Gallagher. president of NOM:

I dor't know i vou've had the chancy to meat Brian personatly. b consider worling with Brian one of the preat
honors of my Hfee-and 8 pleasurs too. The Fashingtan Posr profite just mailed him!

*This cowrry is made up of & movable middie, reasouable people lpoking for reasonabic anuments ta assure them
fiat heir feetings have a rational basis, Ban Brown speaks 1o these peopls. He has a master's degree from
Oxford, and completed course work for a doctorate in history frem LICLA writes the reporter. "The reason
Brian Browa i so effective is ihat he is pleasantly, ruthlessly sane”

O yes and Brian is something 2lee 0! "Instamly likable. He's 2 thoughful talker, especially when diseussing his
‘opposision.”” WaPo writes,

1 could ndd a few more adjectives Ut come 1o mind when thinking about Brian: superhiy compefent, commitied,
prticulate, parsunsive, charismatic in that fowe-key way, ("Instantly Hkable.” vest) And nlso gemercus. Gonarous,
giving, sacrificing, chivairous, disciplined, and fun-foving. He is the only sxecutive director of a major social
conservative organization 1 know of who has been known 1o surf with potential major doners. {That's not a
metaphor, 1 mean fiterally inthe ocemn with a board.)

But §f Brian over decides to retire, his wife Sue would be o good candidaie 1o take his place making the case for
marrizge to the heartinnd--if the six kids she's homeschouting woukl ever give her the imel

“Cannechcat was reefly hard,” she told e reporer, who noted. ™o Connecticst, they lived on & street with two

sets of leshian parenis, One summier a mutesl acqualntance threw 2 neighbothood party, Brian wase't invited at
alt. and Sue's fnvitation came with a note: 'We know what Brian does. If your views are not the same, vou can
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conte # the party” Sue stayed home.
"™ get how [gays and leshians] feel, she says. T get that.'

. She Ims thought through Tt She suppons hes husband. 1 can onfy go by my pwn experience, and | believe
there's o huge differecce Tn gender” The kids don't need Brian 'walking in the door hecause he's another person.
They nead him because be's 2 man.'”

ey, thet's vnoagh about Brian, Let’s go back to (he imporant thing: What the Washingron Post says about
NOM's key role in this marrizge feht. That's not about ws, That's about you and winat you have helped us make
happen. .

The ceporter valls the Nationa! Organization for Marriage "the preeminent organization dedicated 1o preventing the
iegalization of same-sex marriage.”

"Srian has beer the foremest grass-roots leader who as been involvad in the marrtage debare.” says Chwk
Donovan, a senior vice president ai the conscrvarive Pamily Resoarch Couscil. "He's one of the more effective
leaders put there”

.Chir oppunients acknowledged as much: "You have to take them seriously.” says Peter Montgoinery. 2 SEN0F
fellow for the Tibery! People for the American Way, "They've safted a tremendous amount of meney thut they're
fanmeling into various siates. Theyre mostly responsible for putting the Maind vels an the bill”

Help us fight 1o protest mardage in lowa, Maine and everywhere acress this great land--donats fodavi

In loss than fwo vears yeu. coming together with hundreds of thousands of other Americons, huve belped build
NOM fete a major, powsrul, intelligent. and effective force fighting 10 proteet mardage m« religions libertyl
From the bettom of my heart, thank you.

As they say an TV, back 10 you Brian....

Thanks Maggie.

A fow quick notes on other issues: You can see in NOM in the News that the towa race is attmcting a ot of auention: The Des
Afoines Register's political reporter ourdid himsell in unprofessional, biased reporting on the Db Maines' Regisier's websiie, What
were his editors frinking? It's ermbarmssing—ro the paper, ustaily a vredible rews arganization,

Under the headline ZAnti-g : 2o a pelitical reporyy for the Des Afvines
Register hasicaly just republished a press release from gay-manriage. woups charfiing thal NOM'S sew ad in fowa's hotly comtested
distriet 90 rave. represents *Yies and Fear® spread by “religious extrerniss.”

As 1 (old e press, "This tactic will backfire, Towans me falr-minded and decent peopte who know the politics of hatred and
religious bigotry when they see it and will not appreciale seeing 7t sppHied 10 their friends and neighbors who suppon etiing te
people vote on maTiage” ’

NOM's a8 tells the Tair-minded truth: Volers in Jowa are upset thist the governor and oiber leading pellticlans are “reluctant” to la
the people of lowa vete for martiage. Implying that Americans who befigve marriage is the union uf-husbuad amd wife are somehow
“eistremists,” much less *religious exmemists.” is veelly below the belt, hateful pofitics ol i worse.

Ay Tor the charges et NOM is & *Mormon-based” group? Well, ifs not reafly 2 “charge” £t all in our heads, but it st isn's trt,
either. (See the Mormon Times fesponse below) . AUNOM we welcome people of every falth {and nonel} who want 10 fight for the
idea that marriage Means a hushand and wife, Besides. these bloggers should afl gat togetber and declde t which seli gious
conspiracy they want to atiribute NOM's sucoess. The same week the Des Moines Regisior issued Hs baseless charge, another blogper
accused us of being a front group Tor a Catholic refighous erder, Make up yous finds, felfas!

You and 1 kanow there is no conspiiacy and no exiremism: juss decent, loving, courageous Americans standing up fow the wuath abous
mariags.

Singling oul a religicus minority Is an especially ugly tactic which we also saw in California, 1t shouldn’t happen in America. but
sadly, it is hoppening withiut 3 pecp of protest from the credentialed protectrs of minorities in Ameriea, But 1 know you won't be
inirvidated-~and neither will we! Speak up for your beliefs. And belp us speak o ac well: we need your suppost

Untif mexy week, please pray for Sue and afl my family. T pray every week ibal (od will bless you and protect you alt.

Keep fighting the good fight!

I, -
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Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542

bbrown@nationformarriage.org

&
=

P.S. You've seen the headlines; NOM gets results! Can you help us? Whether you
can spare $5 or $500, or anything in between, we'll use it to be your voice for your
values. Thank you!
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“Briant Brown" <bbrown@nationformarriage.org>
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FOR MARRINGE

nip Eclitins o Beplemimr &, 300%

TER Qreosooon  fnudbher

Good nowst Mamiage is now officially on the batlol in Mane this November.

Mainers wumed in mare than F00.000 signatures asking for the People’s Veto fo repeal the gay marriage law. {Vote Yes on Onel}
After vefilying 66.000 signalures the siawe acrually stopped counting!

Money s guing fo be oritical fo getting the message ot 1he campaign needs fo make ad buys fMis week. s i you can possibly spare
just. $10 or 3100 this week, domot give # to me -~ go to StandorMagingeMatie com and fight back?

Mupgic and 1 were both in Maine this week. Maggie did a raﬁm shaw 1iis moming--ivs the Maine equivaient of Hanmt} and
Colmes«-the Kem and Mike Morning News show.

Magyir pointed out that you canmot say bodh Thay gey marriage is about "squality” and the: ture sround and cleim tha "ifs aot gomg
to affett anyone else.” Eqaality arguments dow't lead o Eve-and-let-live ojerance. Theyv ieald o the expangion of government pover
to repress "bigotry™--Le., the tmditonsl anderstanding of marvage.

Cay martiage has real conseauences. That's bocause gay marriage Tepresents a govermment's endorsemeni of & new moral dogma;
There-is 1o difference betwoen same-sex and opposiie-sex unions, Magsie pointed eut that when gay -metriage advpeaics repeatedly
say the word "equalily,” we should pay anention: Tt means people lke you and me, who think the ideal for a child is a reom and dad
unlted Ty marziage, are golug fo start gering teated ke bigms who oppose interractal marriage.

Ethan & swbstitate host lling in for Ken) bad a real hard time hearing what Maggie was saying.

I'm not surprised. A certain kind of fiberal Tmagines that be is a diverse, cosmopulian, and 1olémmt sort of guy--but too often
sewually 1t turms oot he Yves in a namow socisl world filled with people who think just like hitn, Faced with reat diversity--a
diffvence of ppition--be is shocked. shucked thas anyone can disagree with him!

“What you are saying sounds ke bigoiry to me.” he more or iess told Maggie. (I'm doing this fom memory, 1 don't have 8
transcripl. so forgive me!}

Muost peopfe get fazed, naturally enpugh, when tiey hear that--but not Magyie. "'ve come o usderstand. rehuctant!y.” she wid him.
“that people like you & hear ideas fike Marriage is a vaion of husband and witk because kids neesd a mom and dad’ as

bigoted. That's why | wast everyone else fistening 1o wnderstand very clearly: When they say “equality. equelity, equality” they are
teliing you that pay marriage is going io have real consequences 1or everyone who disagrees with the govermments pew definition of
wrTage.”

Ve erc going to fight hard to proioot marriage and religieus [herty in Maine and throvghout this great couniry. Thank you for 24 you
do to make the Truth heard foud and clesr! {And don't forget 10 donaie what vou can w Sandl oriarrageMaine gt this sruciel dmeD)

1 - : - :
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T have 2 question for you: What if they announced gay marriage and 1o one shawed up? That's the question being raised by
Vesmont's trnultous passage of a gay marriage law last spring.

After all the brouhahe, when gay wariages wem permitied, owly s handfol of couples showed up to take advaniage--oT Sven to gol 4
liconee for a foture union, {Ses e AP story "Slow Start: No Rush for Same-Sex Weddings i Vermont,” helow.)

We ure seeing the sume patern repeaed in other jurisdictions which allow gay marriage. When the taw is first changed In &
country, there is a spurt of symbolic interest. But that quickly dies dowsn a5 gay marrisge is "nonnalized.” Very few gay marriapes
ke placs.

Gay-marrisge advocses argued publicly that there is semchow a "consrvative case far gay marriage.” Othor gay-marriage advocates
argued that gay matriage would NOT limit the sexual freedom of gay people or gay culture—it would insiead fransform the mamiage
culture,

S0 far in Verment, the tonservative case for gay marrisee is looking pretty anemic.

Meanwhile, in lowa this wesk we came within a shiver of knocking off the Democratic candidale for 2 seal in the Sate assembly,
100 vores!

My friends will sell you: P'er 2 guy who hates lo lobe.
fowa--just 100 vores. But semething really important happened in Fowe's S0k distrier: Mamdage wou

As I iold the pross, "Veters It lowa's 9Dth House District voted yesterday to elect Democrat Curt Hanson in a narow viclory of jast
over 100 votes only after he publicly predaed to support piacing such en amendment before the vowrs of lows. The Nadonal
Organizatien for Marriage launched an independent expenditure in support of Republican Stephan Burgmeter afier he made an sarly
pledge 1o suppon plicing a pro-marriage vonstirtional amendment on the batlol. The NGM mvertising focused on the mamiage issur
aod the people's vight to vore. Tn msponss 10 NOM slevating marriage s 4 centrad issue in the carppmign, Curt Hanson made a similar
pledge 16 support placing the issue before voters, which helped coment ks rarrow victory in a district that has wadifiondly been a
strong Democratic voling district. For example, Presidens Obama carried (he diswict Jast year by over 1,400 voiws.”

Witk hoth candidates supporting glving the voters he right to restore marriage in fown, marriage was the big winner yesterday. We ot
NOM appreciate Curt Hanson's commifment o giving Lowans the right 1o vots on this issue, and I me promise you: We will bo
foliawing up with iiw fo Tulp him kesp his pledie when the issue hext somes up in Des Muaines. .

Alfellow named Adam sent us Ao email asking some guestions, §.isten guys, T can's resporid 1o every hlogger who want spesk to me,
150 let Te just answer now once and for aik

NOM is an independent organieation that is not officiaity asseciated with any church. We work with people of all faitis, and with al!
orpanizations ahd communities, telipfous or secular, whe are willing to work o0 protect Marriage &5 agtiviss, &s donors, and as bourd
inembers. Yes, we welcome and have weloomed the help of 1.08 church mesribers iy alf three cagacities. The bulk of oy supporters
Tend 1o be evangelicels and Catholics bevange the ingjority of Ametlvan marrage supportors are Protesiant or Catholic.

But we do not ask peopfe’s religious effflistions before aeoepting their help, "Have you now or have you ever been a Mormon?” i
sort of religious test for panicipation in democracy whick 1 find persunally repugnant and contrary 1o U spivit of die Fist
Amendrent.

Let me be ciysial clears The LDS charch s not responsible for NOM's formation. and NOM has never received any  promise of
assistance From Sall Lake, We would welceme such assistance. as we would from other faith communities. But Salt Lake is aot
responsible for NOM'S activities and the centinued press suggestions are uefair to the the LD& chureh Teadership and to Mormons in
America generatly.

Fake campiaints ke fime and enesgy awny from investigating real and serions buses of the political process, NOM has retzined e

top legat firm of Boppe and Bostum 1o provide us with fegal cownsel in every stale that we operate in. Tharks to their eipertise and
our firm determination 1o mest our legal odligations, NOM has never been faund 1o victae any swte o federal election law.

Uil next week, may God bless you for all your courageous efforts (o stand up for marriage!
Brian S, Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage

20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ (8542

O - - - 5
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P.S. Once more, please head over to StandforMarriageMaine.com and help them with
their good work! They need your support § .

S, - : of s
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STATE OF MAINE
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES
135 STaTE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE
04333-0135

September 15, 2009

By E-Mail and Regular Mail By E-Mail and Regular Mail
Joseph A. Keaney, Treasurer . Brian S. Brown, Executive Director
Stand for Marriage Maine PAC ' National Organization for Marriage
One Monument Way, Second Floor 20 Nassau Sixeet, Suite 242
Portland, Maine 04101 Princeton, NJ 08542

NOTICE OF ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FROM FRED KARGER

Dear Sirs:

This is to notify you that the staff of the Maine Commission on Governmental Ethics and
Election Practices has received additional information from Fred Karger to supplement
his request for an investigation. The information was in the form of five e-mail '
communications dated September 12 - 15. In case you wish to respond to the

- information, it is attached to my e-mail that will accompany this cover letter.

Thank you.

incerely,

athan Wayne
ecutive Director

ce: Marc Mutty, Chair, Stand for Marriage Maine PAC
Fred Karger
- Assistant Attorney General Phyllis Gardiner

OFFICE LOCATED AT: 242 STATE STREET, AUGUSTA, MAINE

. WEBSITE: WwW.MAINE.GOV/ETHICS
PHEONE: (207} 287-4179
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Regrak@aol.com

Sent:  Saturday, September 12, 2009 2:59 AM
To: Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: Brian Brown Correspondence

Mr. Wayne — got this email from Brian Brown today. In paragraph #7 he brags about NOM being "the largest single donor to
the effort to protect marriage in Maine." hitp://nomblog.com/?p=426

Fred Karger

Founder

Californians Against Hate
http://califormiansagainsthate.com

9/23/2009
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Dear Friends of liarriage,

Mew York
Thig weekin D.C. a man came inlo iy offics, He was very distingulshad-ooking, with whits hair and he had 2
distinguished pastto malch. was en'the frent lines marching againstthe warin Vit Nam,” ha told me. " wantlo
help you fahtio protect marrage.” YeImon

Ehode isiand

This comblnation would probably biow the minds of the Washington Posl, Butit's oo longer 8 sumrise to me. o Archives

diought the varf bacause | thought D438 an imontant moral issue.” he 1ole me. "Bo s mardage ™ (ifyou agree. why Saptember 2008
not consider a small weskly or moninly contribution? Can vou sacrifice even 8 a manih 10 protect God's own
precious and sacred Instiulisn?y

August 2009

July 2008
Amang the great joys and privileges of heing in this poallicn, 35 a lsader of this grand new mariags movement, are
) ; ) e o o J s s June 2009
e pacple | getto meet alf over the Country: #'s amazing: Marriage is drawing logether Americans adross all
different political, racial raligious and ethnic lings. May 2002
The fighls for migriage are accelerating across this country: District of Columbla, Mew York, New Jersey, Maine—and Apiil 2008

now this gay press is reporting that House Democrats plan shordly 1o Introduce the repes! of the federal Defense of
HMariags Act

The needs on NOM are expanding rapidly. | am go prefeundly grateful to each of sou who have denated your ime,
your ear, and your reasure to fhis great and good fight ifin these tough econamic times you cannof afard 1o give. |
undsestand. Would you pass on this newstefterio a friend? We need to reach cul and bulld—rom halfam
actlivists to mors than 3 militon in the next faw months, | need your help.

If Sod has given vou the means, an step forsnid to halp us replenish our coflers? We are the largest single
donoria the effort to protect mardage In Kaine. We are the only nalions! grganizatien fghting o protect marriage in
Mew York and Mew Jersey. And we naad gour help 1o ight for vour values.

HMaggie Gallagher, HOM's president. had 3 great column this week called “Gay Maniage Rage.” Youcan rgad itinils
antirety hekow: But hwant to pudl out Sre big thought, Say-mariage advecsles have stepped persuading. Public
opinicn polls are Ao lenger madng it thelr direction. And'so they are responding with the politics of hate. allempling
to infirnidate and silence opposifion by raising the cost of speaking farthe Truth,

i can promise vou that here at MOK, no maties what efforts they make, we will not be sienced. We will be vour volce

Tor vour values. Tegether %6 will make a difference.

Let's not forget that this miarning is the anniversary of 9411, Please jain me in praging far the souls of the thousands
of amerizans who gave heir lives in awar they did net'even tnow had been declared on owr beloved country. Of all
the mvstaries, the mystery of eull i3 the moegl unfathemahls.

“Teuth ard bovs will provall overiias and hate.” Thatis our sctace and our Hope.

God Bless you and your fair

Brian 8. Brown
Executive Gireclor
Mational Grganization for Hamiage
20 MNassau Skreel, Suite 242
Princeton, 1J 08542

HOWITE atonh
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Regrak@aol.com

Sent: "~ Monday, September 14, 2009 12:17 PM

To: Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: National Organization for Marriage -- Brian Brown Emails

Attachments: Brian Brown Emails #2.doc

Mr. Wayne — here is the link to all of Brian Brown's emails from November 14, 2008 to present. They are on a large pdf that
takes a few minutes to download, but they are all there.

http://www.stat.ucla.edu/~cocteau/all.pdf

Separately, | have atiached the four emails from Brian Brown that are more Maine and Northeast specific dated March, 17,
March 27, March 31 and April 8, 2009. o

I look forward to speaking with you today at 3:00 pm (EDT).
Best regards,

Fred Karger

Founder

Californians Against Hate
http://californiansagainsthate.com

cell 310-666-9119

9/23/2009
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Brian Brown Emails #2

Email A — March 17, 2009

NATIONAL
CRGANIZATION
FOR MARRIAGE

: NOM Launches North st'jAc_tio'n Plan!. -

After watching the way things have developed over the past several weeks, I'm faced

with a stark reality in the Northeast: If we don't act now, one or more New England state

legislatures is likely to adopt same-sex marriage this year,

The threat is urgent and immediate. A same-sex marriage bill in Maine now has 60 co-sponsors — 40%
of the state house members. In New Hampshire and Vermont, gay marriage advocates have been
gradually building support for years. A leading gay marriage group in the Northeast believes they will
achieve same-sex marriage in all 6 New England states by 2012 - their "6 by 12" plan.

But I'm confident that with your help we can turn things around, and that's why yesterday NOM
launched its 2009 Northeast Action Plan.

With same-sex marriage legislation pending in Maine, Vermont, and New Hampshire, the first phase of
the plan kicked off with a round of radio ads airing throughout those three states, urging voters to contact
their state legislators in opposition to the same-sex marriage bills. The ads are timed to coincide with a
week of hearings on same-sex marriage in Vermont as well as upcoming committee votes in Maine and
New Hampshire.

The ads are the first in what will be a series of targeted advertising buys throughout the Northeast
throughout 2009 as legislatures consider measures to redefine marriage. The ads not only help to
organize grassroots opposition, but also serve notice to state legislators that their support for gay
miarriage will not go unnoticed.

Will you help fund our Northeast Action Plan? Use this hypetlink to make a secure online

donation of $35, $50, or $100 foday!

The ads open with & child asking questions about same-sex marmiage: "If my Dad married a man, who
would be my Mom?" Listeners then hear an urgent marriage alert, asking them to contact their
legislators in opposition o the same-sex marriage bills pending in the three states.

To listen to one of the ads, click here.
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PR\ /hile California was the focus throughout 2008, the Northeast promises to be ground
aviinaleiingd zero in the marriage debate throughout 2009 and 2010, as state legistatures in not
only Vermont New Hampshire and Maine, but also in Rhode Island, New Jersey and New York,
consider bills to legislative create same-sex marriage in those states.

WE NEED YOQUR HELP!

If you live in one of the Northeast states, and haven't yet contacted your legislators, please do so
today! Visit www_nationformarriage.org to get started. In five minutes or less you can make your voice

heard with an email to your own legislators, as well as the committee members considering the marriage
bills. ‘

But there's work for all of us to do! Even if you don't live in the, Northeast, we need your help to stop
one of these siates from becoming the first state to legislatively adopt same-sex marriage. Same-
sex marriage affects all of us -- already gay marriage advocates are using same-sex marriages from
Massachusetts to challenge the federal Defense of Marriage Act.

We know that the American people don't want gay marriage -- they've rejected it now in 30 out of 30
states where they've had a chance to vote. But many elected officials, especially in New England, think
that people just don't care encugh about same-sex marriage, and that they can vote for same-sex
marriage to please a vocal minority without any real opposition from the majority that oppose it.

So tell your friends in New England to visit www.nationformarriage.org to send a letter to their elected
officials.

And please make a generous donation to our Northeast Action Plan today! We were all able to
stand together in California and succeed where few thought it possible. We need your help again today
to stop same-sex marriage before it gets started in New England state legislatures. And unlike in
California, gifts to NOM's Northeast Action Plan are not publicly disclosed.

Will you please make your most generous contribution today? Your gift of $35, $50 or even more
will go a long way to making sure that we have the resources to succeed in Maine, Vermont, New
Hampshire, New York, New Jersey, Rhode Island and elsewhere. Perhaps you could afford $10 or $20
a month for the rest of 2009 — think one less meal out per month -- in order to help save marriage!
Please click on the buiton below to make your gengrous donation today!

We're working to raise $1 million to finish funding our Northeast Action Plan for 2009. This will allow us
to work with state groups on the ground in these critical states, providing the resources needed to help
organize the grassroots, provide targeted online contact capability for reaching elected officials, and
offer public messaging consultation based on research from California and elsewhere.

Will you stand with us again today?
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God bless,

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

P.S.: Please forward this message to five friends -- asking them to join cur network of online
marriage activists today!

To prevent mailbox filters from deleting mailings from Brian Brown, add
bbrown@nationformarriage.org to your address book.

Remove yourself from this mailing.

Remove yourself from all mailings from National Organization for Marriage.

Modify your profile.

Email B — March 27, 2009

NATHONAL
(YRGANTZATION
FOR MARRIAGE
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Taking Aim at Prop 8

Two amendments have been filed to overtum Prop 8. One is an amateur effort by students which would
abolish marriage itself. The second is more potentially formidable, because it's been filed.

So here's the question: Do either of these amendments have a shot? Have the wave of protests, the
name-calling, the threats to people, the anguished cri de coeur changed Californians’ opinions on
marriage?

This week we got the answer: NO, according to two new polls.

Two Calif. Polls Show Inéreasing Support for Prop 8

You haven't heard a lot about these polls--because they are not good news for gay marriage advocates.
The Field Poll shows Californians about equally divided on an Amendment to overtum Prop 8.

Why is that good news for us and for Prop 8? Experts know that anything less than 50 percent support
signals big problems for an amendment. It's much easier getting people to vote "no” than to vote "yes"
on new proposition.

Moreover, the Field poll has significantly underestimated voters' support for marriage in both 2000 (with
Prop 22) and in 2008 (with Prop 8), by 5 to 7 percentage paints.

Compare this poll with the last Field poll before the November elections, and ask what is the trend.
Here's the totally unreported good news you won't get anywhere eise: Public support for protecting
marriage as the union of husband and wife is increasing!

The Public Palicy Institute of California's latest poll also reports the same basic result: increasing public
support for marriage and against same-sex marriage. Forty-nine percent of Californians now say they
would oppose legalizing gay marriage, compared to 44 percent who say they favor it. That's abouta &
percent jump in support for protecting marriage compared to PPIC's last poll in October before the
elections.

And remember: Both Field and PPIC polls consistently under-counted support for Prop 8 last November.
PPIC predicted just 44 percent of Californians would vote for Prop 8, while 52 percent actually did!

Clearly there's a public backlash against the campaign of intimidation being waged, and a new
willingness to stand up for marriage.

Thanks fo the Washington Times ("Pestered Prop 8 Donors File Suit," March 23, 2009 ), our side of the
story of that harassment campaign is getting out. Qur own Chuck LiMandri spoke for thousands of
Californians when he described what unexpectedly happened after he donated money to support Prop
8.

"I got about two dozen e-mails and hate phone calis. They were calling me Nazi, homophobe, bigot."
Chuck's emails are now among the hundreds of exhibits in a landmark case challenging the misuse of
California’ s election disclosure laws to harass and sometimes threaten Californians who participated in
the political process. The Washington Times reports accurately that these ranged from hassles to death
threats. | told the reporter, "Anybody who's in California knows that it's very widespread. Every donor
has a story. | talked to a $100 donor the other day who had a note in his mailbox that said, 'l know where
you live and you're going to pay."

"These are just hardworking people who believe marriage is a union of a man and a woman and who
never expected to be threatened in their homes,” | told this national newspaper.

Thanks to each of you who responded to our call to get the truth out there--to the courts and fo the
media. 1 get up every day determined to be YOUR voice for God's truth about marriage--and it's your
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help, swelled by the thousands of others working tirelessly to protect marriage, that makes everything
we do possible. )

Northeast Action Plan

NOM's vision has always included creating a great movement of marriage supporters of every race
and creed who can help each other across this great nation. And we're seeing the power of that vision
come true in New England, where local leaders Kevin Smith of Cornerstone Policy Research in New
Hampshire, and Craig Benson of Take It to the People and Steve Cable of Vermont Renewal in
Vermont, are fighting back against politicians who are trying to push same-sex marriage instead of
focusing on the people's priorities,

Thanks to your help, we've been able to launch a series of "Don't Mess with Marriage" ad campaigns as
the launch of our new Northeastern 2009 Action Plant The battle is tight. Pray for marriage and for all the
frontline workers for marriage in these states. But we have good news to report: The Vermont governor
has promised to veto the same-sex marriage bill--and gay mamiage advocates are NO LONGER
predicting they have the votes to overturn it.

In New Hampshire , Democrat leaders were shocked by the degree and intensity of public outcry. Their
slam dunk has turned into a hard-fought battle such that the Democratic govemnor of the state, John
Lynch, has promised to veto the bill, and along with Vermont' s governor is urging legislators to get back
to the people's business. Stay tuned--we'll keep you informed.

Next week I'll have an announcement about the next phase in our Northeast Action Plan--two new radio
ads created by some of the best in this business. (Can you give us $10 this week so we can keep these
powerful ads running? If God has gifted you with means, can you spare $100, or $1000 to protect
marriage today?) Remember, the marriage battles in Vermont and New Hampshire are part of a larger
national strategy--to give Pres. Obama an excuse for repealing the federal Defense of Marriage Act
(DOMA), which is the ONLY federal law protecting marriage as the union of husband and wife. We
cannot let folks in New England fight alone. Not when gay marriage advocates have deep-pocketed
billicnaires from around the country funding their push to use the law to impose their values on the rest

of us.
But we can fight back!

These New Engalnd politicians are shocked, shocked and appalled--not by the threats, harassment and
intimidation against manriage supporters like you and me--but by the people’s unexpected courage in
speaking truth to power: :

Marriage means a husband and wife. We don't want politicians or judges changing that. Not for our kids.
Not for our grandkids.

| thank God every day we live in a country where the elites pushing this strange new culture war on the
American people do not have (not yet anyway) the power to shut down the debate, to prevent your voice
and your values from being heard.

With God, all things are possible. Amazing things have already happened, things nobody predicted. |
thank Him every day for your friendship, and your fellowship, and your support in this great work, this
good--so good!--fight.

God bless you, and may God bless our great country,

Page 123



Brian S. Brown

‘Executive Director

National Crganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

P.S.: We need your help to defend marriage! Can you give $560, $500, or even, if God has given you the
means, $5,000 to support marriage? Can you afford to pledge éven $1 a month to support marriage?
Donations to NOM are not tax-deductible and they are NOT public information, either.

Email C — March 31, 2009
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Legalizing gay marriage has consequences for our kids -- and if we don't act now, we'll all have
to accept gay marriage "whether we like it or not."

That's the theme of a hard-hitting new radio ad that we're launching today as part of our 2009 Northeast
Action Plan, and | wanted you to be one of the first to know about it. We're excited about the ad - our
strongest and most hard-hitting ad yet -- and | think you will be, too.

To listen to the new ad click here.
To help support these ads on the air, donate here.

Developed by Schubert Flint Public Affairs -- the same group that successfully managed the Prop 8
campaign last year in California — our new "Consequences” ad emphasizes that "legalizing gay
marriage has consequences for kids.” The ad includes examples from Massachusetts and California,
where 2nd graders are being taught that boys can marry boys, and 1st graders were taken to a same-
sex wedding, calling it a "teachable moment."

We're excited about this new ad, but we need your help to keep these ads on the air, especially in
states like Vermont, New Hampshire, Maine and New Jersey, where coordinated grassroots
opposition to pending gay marriage legislation is urgently needed. Although the prices vary by
market, on average it costs about $400 each time an ad is aired.

These types of ads are a critical part of the campaign to stop same-sex marriage in the Northeast this
year. There's no better way to shape public opinion and at the same time reach out to marriage
supporters in targeted areas than radio and tv ads. And there's no more cost-effective medium than
radio, especially for reaching out o potential marriage activists who listen to talk radio and will respond
to a call to action on same-sex marriage.

Throughout the year, we'll be rolling out new ads as we work to identify and motivate marriage activists
throughout the Northeast. Will you join our Northeast Action Team today with a gift of $35, $50, or
perhaps even the $400 needed to sponsor an entire ad? Even if you live in Kentucky, or Carolina, or
especially California, we need your help. If the same-sex marriage foothold spreads throughout New
England -- and especially if it starts to be adopted in state legislatures -- it will become increasingly
difficult to stop it from spreading across the country.

As the ad says - if our politicians adopt same-sex marriage, our rights won't matter much - not
parents, not people of faith, not any of us who wiil experience the consequences of redefining
marriage. If we don't step up now, we'll all have to accept gay marriage -- "whether we like it or
not.”

Take a minute right now to listen to the radio ad for yourself, and then please make the most
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génerous donation you can to help us keep these important ads on the air. Use this hyperlink to
make a secure online donation. And unlike in California, every dollar you give to NOM's Northeast
Action Plan today is private, with no risk of harassment from gay marriage protestors.

Marriage is on the brink right now in Vermont and New Hampshire -- and ads like these can help
us stop it before it's too late. Will you stand with us?

God bless,

B S P

Brian 5. Brown

- Executive Director
National Qrganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org
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'Email D - April 8, 2009

NATIONAL
ORGANIZATION
FOR MARRIAGE

Page 126



Fusitber [ reccbook

Injust a few minutes, NOM President Maggie Gallagher and | will hold a press conference in Trenton,
N.J, announcing an ambiticus new nationwide "2 Million for Marriage" (2M4M) initiative.

Over the next two years, we will be organizing two million marriage activists from every state in the
nation to form an online army of marriage activists willing to stand up for marriage on a moment's notice,
sending emails and making phone calis to legislators whenever marriage is threatened.

The initiative represents the most ambitious effort ever of its kind, using a combination traditional TV and
radio advertising and direct mail, coupled with the internet technology and social networking tools that
President Obama used so effectively in his presidential campaign. To assist with this ambitious new
initiative, we've enlisted the expertise of Schubert Flint Public Affairs - the same group that managed
the Prop 8 Campaign in California last year.

"A Gathering Storm”

The centerpiece of the new initiative is a $1.5 million nationwide ad campaign launched today
highlighting the threat that same-sex marriage poses to the core civil rights of all Americans who believe
in marriage as the union of a husband and wife.

Please take a minute today to watch our new "Gathering Storm" TV ad. (Click here or on the ad below

to watch.)

The ad begins airing today in selected markets all across the country, and I'm convinced it will be an
important tool in helping to awaken Americans to some of the threats posed by same-sex marriage.

Here's the question | hear over and over again as | participate in debates and interviews on
same-sex marriage: How does same-sex marriage hurt you?

And here are the answers of everyday Americans who have felt the impact of same-sex marriage:

"I'm a California doctor who must choose between my faith and my job."

"I'm part of a New Jersey church group punished by the government because we can't support same-
sex marriage.”

"l am a Massachusetts parent helplessly watching public schools teach my son that gay marriage is
oK
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Help make "2 Million for Marriage" a Reality!

We're excited about our new marriage activist initiative, and the potential it has fo bring together an
unstoppable team of marriage activists who can really make a difference in marriage battles across the
nation. But we can't do it alone.

Tell a friend. Perhaps the most important part of this effort is the word-of-mouth recommendation you
give your friends and family. If each of us recruits 5 people to join our Marriage Activist Team, we'll be
well on our way to our goal-of 2 million activists by the end of 2010. Remind your friends that it doesn't
cost them anything — we're simply looking for people willing to be notified of the latest marriage threats,
and then take 3-5 minutes in order to send an email to their elected officials. Click here to forward this

message to as many as 20 friends!

Ask them to visit www.nationformarriage.org and enter their email address in the box to Sign Up for e-
Alerts fo join our Marriage Activist Team today! :

Online Social Networking. For those of you who are already online with social networking tools such
as Facebook, Myspace or Twitter — use those networks to invite your friends to join our 2 Million for
Marriage initiative. And if you haven't yet visited NOM's Facebook page, do it today to receive the latest
NOM updates and alerts via Facebook.

Help support the "Gathering Storm™ TV Ad Campaign. We're also working to raise funds needed to
expand our initial TV ad buy into more time slots and additional markets. Each airing of the ad on cable
TV costs about $1,000. Some of you may be in a position to sponsor an entire ad. Perhaps others can
sponsor part of an ad - or better yet, tearn up with friends or family to sponsor an ad together. Use this
link to sponsor a "Gathering Storm™ TV ad today!

Today is a brand new day for the future of marriage!

God bless,

Do S P

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Organization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

©2009 National Orga zation for Marriage. -+
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Regrak@aol.com

Sent:  Tuesday, September 15, 2009 2:52 AM
To: Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: Church Collections

Mr. Wayne -- here is the piece that | saw on the second collection Sunday at the Cathedral of the Inmaculate Conception in
Portland. looks like lots of cash mixed in with remit envelopes in those collection plates, and that is with a TV camera

present.

hitp:/fwww . youtube. com/watch ?v=DHkwysvd KU&feature=player _embedded

Fred Karger

Founder :
Californians Against Hate
hitp://californiansagainsthate.com

9/23/2009
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Regrak@acl.com

Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 3:40 AM
To: Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: 3 More Brian Brown Emails

Attachments: Brian Brown Emails #3.doc

aftached.

Fred Karger
Founder

" Californians Against Hate
http://californiansagainsthate.com

9/23/2009
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Brian Brown Emails #3

Date: Friday, July 3, 2009, 9:59 AM

. - e
NATHONA]
ORGANIZA TR
FOR MARRIAGE

- NOM Marriage News: California Edition

Der B,
Happy birthday America!

233 years ago, a group of extraordinary men put America's founding creed into words.
"We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they are
endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable Rights, that among these are Life,
Liberty, and the Pursuit of Happiness."

I was thinking of the Declaration this morning--onc could search the world over and
never find a more succinct declaration of the importance of the union of faith with
reason.

We are a nation founded in truth--moral truth--and sustained in that commitment by
our faith that we have a Creator to whom we are responsible. Truth is bigger than any
one of us. Truth is the foundation of justice itself.

Dr. Martin Luther King understood that in his bones. In his famous Letter from the
Birmingham Jail in 1963, he wrote, "A just law is a man-made code that squares with
the moral law or the law of God. An unjust law is a code that is out of harmony with
the moral law. To put it in the terms of Saint Thomas Aquinas: An unjust law is a
human law that is not rooted in eternal law and natural law."

Remember those words the next time someone asks you, "Isn't same-sex marriage a
civil right?" Civil rights must be grounded in the eternal and natural law--the moral
law that is not created by man and by which all of us are bound.

Justice must be grounded in truth. Same-sex unions are not marriages, and same-sex
marriage is a misuse of the law: a civil wrong, not a civil right. (Can you help us
promote 4 vision of marriage grounded in the truth? On this weekend as we celebrate
our nation's founding, consider whether you can give--as little as $10 or as much as
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$1000--to ensure that the truth about marriage is passed on to the next generation of
Americans.)

‘What a blessed nation we are to have been founded on this insight: Moral truth exists,
so our rights are granted by our Creator and cannot be taken away by any government-
-they can only be ignored or trampled upon.

How blessed we are to have this example before our eyes: Some truths are worth
fighting for. I recall talking to one woman--she would want to remain anonymous--
who faced a considerable harassment campaign after donating to Prop 8 in
California. It was certainly disturbing to wake up and find that exercising her civil
rights to participate in the political process lead to a flood of harassing and angry
phone calls. But God bless her, she told me, "The Founding Fathers were willing to
die for their beliefs; with this I changed my phone number and it all disappeared."

Thankfully, donations to NOM are not public information. So you can strengthen your
voice in Washington and across the country by donating with privacy.

In an interview with The Public Discourse, NOM Chairman of the Board Prof. Robby
George makes a point which Dr. Martin Luther King would have well

understood: "Campaigns of intimidation succeed only if the victims of such
campaigns permit themselves to be intimidated. They fizzle when people refuse to
alter their behavior out of fear. As anyone who has ever confronted a school-yard
bully knows, bullies are cowards." Be not afraid!

Marriage was made by God to serve His ends, ends which faith and reason can both
look upon and say with confidence, "It is good."

Thank you for your courage, your compassion, your COmmon Sense, your
decency. Thank you for your prayers, your phone calls, your emails, and for the

financial sacrifices you have made in this great battle for marriage.

Thank you for caring about truth and for seeing through the campaign to turn truth on
its head.

It is an honor to know and to serve the common good with people like you.

God bless you and your family as we celebrate American ideals!
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Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Qrganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

PS: NOM needs your help to be your voice for marriage. Please consider
whether you can make a financial sacrifice to stand up for marriage!

NOM Interview of the Weék

"National Organization for Marriage plots course in gay marriage debate”

Peter Ellioft

July 1, 2009

Everyday Christian

Brian Brown has as much of a background -- and as much at stake -- in the ongoing
debate over gay marriage as anyone.

Brown is the executive director of the National Organization for Marriage (NOM)
which strongly advocates in favor of traditional marriage. NOM has a noticeable
television advertising presence in states where gay marriage is an issue and flexes its
political muscle with legislators and voters alike.

Brown discussed a wide range of gay marriage-related topics with Everyday Christian
including future battlegrounds and counter-arguments to gay marriage proponents.

@2009 National Organization for Mfarfiag}a. _

To prevent mailbox filters from deleting mailings from Brian Brown, add
bbrown@nationformarriage.org to your address book.

Remove yourself from this mailing.
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Remove yourself from all mailings from Nationa! Organization for Marriage.
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Date: Friday, April 3, 2009, 11:28 AM

NATIONAL
ORGANIZATION
FUR MARRIAGE

This morning, the news is sad.

The lowa state supreme court summarily rejected that state's marriage laws and imposed same-sex
marriage.

As | told the press, "Injustice has been served today. The gay marriage movement today once again
used the courts to push an untruth on unwilling lowans: Same-sex unions are not marriages and lowans
should not be forced to treat them as such.”

| also reminded the press: "The majority of courts as well as the majority of Americans have rejected the
arguments the lowa judges imposed." There is no more a constitutional right to gay marriage than there
is a constitutional right to have your cat called a dog, because after all they are both small furry animals

with four legs and a tail.

Reading the decision is like watching another bit of the fabric of our civilization unravel:

Why do same-sex couples need marriage? "The inability to obtain for themselves and for their children
the personal and public affirmation that accompanies marriage.” Translation: "lowans don't think two
guys pledging to a homosexual union are a marriage. So we, the guys with the fancy law school degrees
and the black robes, the ones who know better than ignorant you, are going to give same-sex
relationships the public affirmation the public hasn't."

The most heartbreaking sentence however is Footnote 26.

In Footnote 26 these justices conclude: "The traditional notion that children need a mother and a father
to be raised into healthy, well-adjusted adults is based more on stereotype than anything else."

Justices? Injustices. | hate being right about something so sad: but gay marriage really is about rejecting
the natural family, the importance of bringing together the two creators of the child, the mom and the
dad, to raise their baby in love together, The lowa court ruling once again makes that connection crystal
clear.

Read it and weep.

Or if you are like me, read it and rise up to fight for the truth! Fight for justice for our children, fight for
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love of the core values of our own (and any decent) civilization.

Rep. Steven King in lowa has issued a stinging rebuke to this court and a stirring call to the lowa
Democratic leaders to permit the people of lowa to decide the future of marriage. We'll be partnering
with him and other lowans to urge the legislature to act now to reverse this injustice.

The battle ahead is immense. This is one of the legislatures "flipped” by gay billionaire Tim Gill--exactly
in anticipation of this moment. If | have your support, | know the fight is worth itl

~ Canyou help us at this critical time by giving $50, $500, or even, if God has given you the
means, $5,000 to support marriage? Gan you afford to pledge even $1 a month to support marriage?

In Vermont, Gov. Jim Douglas has promised to veto the same-sex marriage bill passed by the
legisiature, and the margin in the House on Thursday was not enough o override his veto. But the Tim
Gills and the Nancy Pelosis of the world will put immense pressure on Vermont Democrats to flip their
votes, to override marriage. We will be fighting hard to be the voice of the Vermont people and so will
grassroots organizations like Vermont Renewal and Take It to the People.

There is some good news this week: The New Hampshire vote was unexpectedly close, shocking LGBT
advocates who were convinced they could move gay marriage easily. Congrats to Conerstone Policy
Research, and we'll help keep those politicians’ feét to the fire!

And back to California, one of the leading gay marriage advocates just confessed to the Daflas Voice (a
gay paper) that she is "98 percent certain” the California Supreme Court will uphold Prop 8, 0 "We're
going to lose,” said Kate Kendell, executive director of the National Center for Lesbian Rights, one of the
organizations that filed the tawsuit challenging Prop 8.

"l think it was véry clear from the oral arguments that the court intends to uphold Prop 8," Kendell added.
"I've never seen a court so unequivocally telegraph their thinking.”

| had good news also last weekend in Worcester, Massachusetts, where | was invited fo address a
Catholic men's breakfast. | walked into a convention center jam-packed with good men--more than 1000
people filled the room. | told them: This isn't a fight that we can give up on. We cannot permit ourselves
to be embarrassed or afraid to speak truth to power--whether it's in the press as sometimes | get to do,
or over the water cooler. Marriage means a husband and wife.

A thousand men stood and applauded. It was a very moving moment for me.

Some truths do not change. To make a marriage you need a husband and a wife. That was true 1000
years ago, and 1000 years from now it will still be true because it is a truth rooted in the nature of
humanity itself. For Christians this anthropological truth about the important of man and woman contains
a theological insight: in the union of male and female, we glimpse something about the nature of God
Himself. "From the beginning, this was s0,” as Jesus told his befuddled disciplés.

We human being are often befuddled, easily distracted, sometimes discouraged. But in this marriage
fight, we ground our hopes on a truth that is not built upon shifting sands of fashion.

Each week | like to share with you news stories guoting NOM--we call it "NOM in the News." But there
are too many this week for me to include them all. The Walf Street Joumal, the Associated Press,

Vermont public radio-the mainstream media is turning to NOM increasingly as a prime voice for the
marriage movement.

Let me tell you, | never forget whose voices we really are: first and foremost the voice of truth, spoken
_ fearlessly, to all the powers that be who seek to suppress God's own fruth. Striving to speak out of that
perfect love that casts out all fear. We seek to be your voice for our shared and timeless values.

Thanks so much for giving us this precious opportunity to withess to unchanging truths in these
uncertain times.

1 promise you: The good fight is never over. The next phase is just beginning.

God bless you, and may God bless our great country,
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% ..
Brian S. Brown
Executive Director
National Crganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

P.S.: We need your help to defend marriage! Can you give $50, $500, or even, if God has given you the
means, $5,000 to support marriage? Can you afford to pledge even $1 a month to support marriage?
Donations to NOM are not tax-deductible and they are NOT public information, either.

NOM in the News:

Same-Sex Marriage Effort Shifis Back {o Northeast

Associated Press
March 26, 2009

... But for now, the focus on legal recognition of same-sex relationships has returned
to northern New England .

"There is not an easy way to get the issue on the ballot and before the voters so that it
can be decided directly by the people,” said Maggie Gallagher, president of the
National Organization for Marriage, which opposes same-sex marriage and is
underwriting a radio campaign against it. "Therefore, it is more a creature of special-
interest politics and legislative deal making. These are small states which can be
influenced by fairly large amounts of outside money coming in. And it's very hard for
regular people to feel that they can have a voice on this issue in these states.” Read
More >>

Same-Sex Marriage Bill Passes House 35-52
Rutland (Vi) Herald
April 2, 2009

Brian Brown, the executive director of the National Organization for Marriage, said
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his group has placed calls to about 200,000 households in the state this week, urging
residents to call their state representative to oppose the bill.

The automated call -- which includes the name of the household's state representative
and their phone number -- asks residents to tell their lawmaker to stand with Gov.
James Douglas, who said he will veto the bill if it passes.

"A lot of our supporters in Vermont were really concerned about this issue, especially
the speed that it was debated,” Brown said. "All we are doing is helping them contact
their local representative and tell them how they feel." Read More >>

Advocates on Both Sides of Marnage Debate Wage Media Campaigns
Vermont Public Radio
April 2, 2009

...Host: Even before the debate in the House, advocates on both sides of the issue were
waging media campaigns to influence legislators -- and to sway public opinion.

VPR's John Dillon has more on that stofy:

(Dillon) On Wednesday night during the dinner hour, about 200, 000 phones in
Vermont rang almost simultaneously.

The caller was a computer, and it played a version of this message:

(Call) "Hello, please call your representative Janet Ancel ... today and ask her to join
Governor Jim Douglas in opposing the same sex marriage bill. Thank you for your
time and support, the National Organization for Marriage."

.. (Dillon) Brian Brown is executive director of the National Organization for
Marriage. The group was heavily involved in a California referendum that repealed
that state’s same sex marriage law.

Brown says the Vermont media campaign is a relatively low budget operation.

(Brown) "We send emails, too and that's not a high cost. $10 - $15,000, maybe a little
more now. But it's not been a capital intensive campaign. It's been a grassroots
campaign." Read More >>

Vermont Gay Marriage Vote Near
Wall Street Journal
April 3, 2009

...The Vermont House of Representatives late Thursday was poised to vote on a bill
that would legalize gay marriage, a divisive measure that has drawn a veto threat from
the governor. ...

Opponents of gay marriage say the legislative efforts in Vermont and elsewhere in
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New England are part of a lobbying campaign to hasten the demise of the Defense of
Marriage Act.

"They are trying to provide new reasons for the repeal,” said Maggie Gallagher,
president of the conservative National Organization for Marriage. Read More >>

Men Hear Message
Catholic Free Press
April 2009

More than 1,000 men from Worcester County and beyond packed a DCU Center

conference hall March 28 for the 9th Annual Worcester Diocesan Catholic Men's
Conference, drawing inspiration from a wide variety of speakers -- and from each
other. ...

Highlights included prepared talks by former pro football player Joe Klecko, New
Jersey lay evangelist Bill Wegner, National Organization for Marriage Executive
Director Brian Brown and 1986 U.S. Teacher of the Year Guy Doud. ...

Brown, the National Organization for Marriage leader, talked about marriage's
importance to society and about how government's backlash against Catholics'
objections to gay marriage represents an attack against religious liberty.

Brown noted how states are equating Catholic opposition to gay marriage to racism.
He raised the example of how Massachusetts denied Catholic Charities the ability to
facilitate adoptions because the state ruled that the group's stance against providing
children to gay couples is discriminatory.

"Do you understand what’s at stake?" Brown asked the crowd. "At stake is that our
form of religious belief is being labeled a form of bigotry."

Brown, whose group led the fight against gay marriage in California, noted that
African Americans in the Golden State rejected the bigotry argument and "voted
overwhelmingly” to support the referendum to overturn the gay marriage statute.

Brown urged the crowd to "stand up and not accept that argument, and not ever feel
ashamed of what we believe." Read More >>

To prevent mailbox filters from deleting mailings from Brian Brown, add
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Date: Friday, March 13, 2009, 11:11 AM
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- NOM Marriage News: California Ed tion .-

Dear ,

Churches under attack in Connecticut !

1 asked you a few days ago to speak truth fo two powerful Connecticut politicians who woke up one
morning and decided they had a bright new idea to suppress the voice of Connecticut churches:
amend corporation {aw to fake over church assets. It was aimed at the Catholic church but who would be
- next?

We knew we had to stop this thing in its tracks:
And guess what? You came through big time: Within 24 hours of NOM's alert, more than 43,000

emails from NOM members flooded the offices of Connecticut legislature. Thank you. Thank you. |
cannot express how deeply grateful 1 am for your prompt and powerful response.

Good news: The powerful paliticians who pushed Bill 1098 have retreated, thanks be to God, with their
tails between their legs. This was a triaf balloon that exploded in their faces, thanks to you and all the
fair-minded citizens of Connecticut who rose up in outrage once they were informed.

(Can you spare $1 this week to help protect all our churches from the powerful politicians and special
interest groups who are seeking to silence God's own truth about marriage? Click here. We depend on
you to help us speak truth to power. If God has given you the means in this difficult economic climate,
can you spare $10, $100, or even $10,000 to protect marriage and religious liberty in this God-blessed
land?)

A great big shout-out to the Family Institute of Connecticut, the Knights of Columbus, and the many
Connecticut groups who lead this crusade for decency--to keep the government out of the church's
business (literally!) and to speak out against the ugly politics of payback in our times. (You can see
coverage of the rally March 11 below.}

As | told Kathryn Jean Lopez in an interview on National Review Online, "A couple of powerful state
peoliticians are sending a warning message to a religious group: If you take positions we dislike, we can
hurt you. If's a 'shot across the bow,' a way for politicians to try and manage the political process so that
selected religious groups and people are frightened into silence.”

This was not just a Connecticut matter, as | told National Review: "l really think this warning shot is
intended for a national audience, not just Connecticut.”

NOM's Chairman of the Board and founder, Princeton Prof. Robby George, went on national TV (the
Glenn Beck Show) to highlight the many other religious groups and people who have experienced
similar threats because they--because we—speak up for marriage as the union of one man and one
woman.
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Same-sex marriage is heating up against in New England--hearings in Vermont, great pushes in New
Hampshire, and Maine. In Vermont, gay marriage advocates have purchased the largest media ad buy
outside of an election ever seen in that state--about $150,000. The ads are weak, because their
messages are weak—quoting newspaper editorial boards to try to persuade Vermonters there's no point
in resisting because nobody really cares about protecting marriage as one man and one woman.

They said that about California, too. You and | know what a myth that is—look for an announcement
about NOM's response next week.

Can you believe politicians? In the middle of the greatest economic crisis in our generation, Vermont
politicians wasting their time pushing the divisive issue of same-sex marriage? When will these guys
stop listening to special interests and start focusing on the people's priorities?

Here's NOM's bottom fine: Some things are too important to leave to judges and politicians. Some truths
are so core they must be defended.

Thank you so much for giving me--and all of us here at NOM--the. opportunity to defend you and your
values. It is an honor, truly, that | cherish.

Don't forget us in your prayers this week.

God bless you and your family,

B S P

Brian S. Brown

Executive Director

National Qrganization for Marriage
20 Nassau Street, Suite 242
Princeton, NJ 08542
bbrown@nationformarriage.org

P.S.: We need your help to defend marriage! Can you give $50, $500, or even, if God has given you the
‘means, $5,000 to support marriage? Can you afford to pledge even $1 a month to support marriage?
Donations to NOM are not tax-deductible and they are NOT public information, either.

NOM in the News:

Marriage Moment
Kathryn Jean Lopez
National Review Online
March 10, 2009
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Last week in Connecticut, two state legislators introduced a bilf that would, in the words of Archbishop
Henry Mansell of Hartford, "force a radical reorganization of the legal, financial, and administrative
structure of [Catholic] parishes” in Connecticut. The bill is believed to be an act of political retribution for

the Catholic church's opposition to gay marriage.

Brian Brown is executive director of the National Organization for Marriage, the largest single donor to
Proposition 8 in Califernia , whose mission is "protecting marriage and the faith communities that sustain
it." He talked to National Review Online editor Kathryn Jean Lopez about the Connecticut confrontation
and the ongoing Proposition 8 campaign in California. Read More >>

Catholics Protest "Maltreatment” by Connecticut Leaders
Susan Haigh

Associated Press

March 11, 2009

Thousands of Roman Catholics descended on the Connecticut statehouse Wednesday, as simmering
resentment over bilts they consider anti-Catholic reached a boiling point with a recent legislative attempt
to g_ive parishioners more-say over parish financing. Read More >>

R —

To prevent mailbox filters from deleting mailings from Brian Brown, add
bbrown@nationformarriage.org to your address book.

Remove yourself from this mailing.

Remove yourself from all mailings from Nationai Organization for Marriage.

Modify your profile.
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Wayne, Jonathan

From: Reg rak@ao!.com

Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 2:57 AM
To: - Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: NOM's 2007 — 990
Attachments: NOM-2007-Form-990.pdf

the pdf is attached.
best regards,

Fred Karger

Founder

Californians Against Hate
http:/fcaliforniansagainsthate.com

9/23/2009

Pama 147



SCANNED JUL 1 3 2009

1 r

Fom 990

THIS ES A GOPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIFS.

Return of Organization Exempt From income Tax
Under section 501{c), 527, or 484T{a){1) of the intemal Revenue Code {excep black lung

benefit trust or private foundation)

OFFICIAL USE:ONLY.-

OMB No 1545.0047

Open to Public

Deparfmen of Ihe Teeasory Rannd
Intmral Bevanug Servicn » The oigenization may have to use & copy of this relum to sshsfy state reporung requirements. l_nspectlc_l_n :
A For the 2007 calendar year, or tax year beginning 05-01 » 2007, and anding 12-31 .20 07

B Check d applizable Flepan |G Name ol grgamzation D Empioyer wentificaton number

7] Address change | oot o | iational @rganization for Mamiage Inc. 26 i 0240498

] vame change P"‘;::" Nurtber and s¥reet for PO bax i mad 1= nat detvered to srent addresst | Rod ta | E Tclaphono by

77 tnitoal et sxﬂc 20 Nassau Street 242 [ BBB } 884.3605

[ termmaton st | VY O lowe, stata or countby, and ZiP + 4 E Acoourtmy metiod [ Cash J—
Amended retum e, | Princeton, Hew Jersey 08542 [ oter [speciiv; »

[0 Aopication pending  ® Sectiun 501{c){3) orgenimations and 4947{0{1) nonoxempt chantabla H and 1 are not appheable to sectmn 527 organizations

G Websde: » awww.nationformamiage.ory

trusts must attach a complated Schadule A (Ferm 830 or B90-EZ).

J  Drganization type (chack only one & [7] 50T(ci { 4 )« nsed oo} 7] 4847@ty) or [ 527

K Check here » {_} If ihe omanrzaton = nol a S09(a)3) supportng organeaton and it5 gross
tecespts are normelly hot mone thyn $25.000 A relum s nol requied, but if the organzaion
1o ble o retumn, be sure to lile a complete retum

Hia) Is this & group retum for afhates? [ Yes B/] No
Hib} i "Yes,” enter number of aflihales »
Hie) Arm all afibates nchded?
(1 *No," attach a hsl See instroctpns §
Hid} [s th 2 separale ratum fed by an
trganizajron covered by 2 group ndimg? [ Yes [ Mo

[ Yes ] #o

1 - Group Exemphan Numbrer »-

Gruss receipis Add lnes 6b, 8b, %b, and 10b to line 12 »

518,667

M Check » [ i the orgamzalion 1s not required
{o aWach Sch B (Form 58D, 990-EZ, or B90-PF}

Revenue, Expenses, and Changes in Net Assets or Fund Balances (See the instructions.)

1 Contibutions, gifis, grants, and similer amounts receved:
@ Contribubons to donor advisgd funds R - lﬁ _
b Direct publc support {not included on ine 1a) B 1 2 411,539
¢ Indirect pubic suppern {not included an line 1a) 1 \J}
d Governmant contributions (grants) (not meluded on hine ‘ia} 1 -
e Total {add Fnes 1a through 1d} (cash . noncl / y . e 471,648
2 Program service revenue including govemment fees and rom Past Vil, e 83) 2
3 Membership dues and assessments . . .ﬁ 3
4 interest on savings and temporary cash lnvestmen(s'-b . .. 4 1,352
5 Divdends and interest from securites . . T I
G6a Grossrenis . . . . . | 6a
b Less: rental expenses , . [ sb
¢ Net reptal ncome or loss). Subtract M from line Ga | ... . 1B
@ 7 Other investment income (describe » ) 7
§| 8a Gross amount from sales of essets other 1) Securves 13 Other
& than inventory R Ba
b Less; cost or other basis and sales EeXpenses, 8o
¢ Gain or {loss) (aitach schedule) | . Bc
d Net gain or (loss) Combine Jing 8c, columns (A)and (B) . . . . Bd
8  Special events and achwhes {attzch schedufe). if any amount is from gamfng. r:heck here » D
a Gross revenue (not including $ - of
contribubens reportad on kne 1b) Sa
b Less diract expenses other than fundraising expensas gb
¢ Not mcome or (loss) from special events Subtract e 8b from llme8a . .. . . 9c
10a Gross sales of inventory, less returns and allowsnces . {10a |
b Less costof goodssold. . . . 110b|
¢ Gross profil or {loss) from salss of invemory {atiach schedula) Subtract hna 10b from ke 102, [ 10€
11  Other ravenue (from Part VI, hne 103) ., . .. 11 45,166
12 Total revenue. Add nes 1e, 2, 3,4, 5, Bc, 7, Bd Sc 10c. aﬁpﬂ{';[:]\_/ED . . 12 518,667
w13 F’rogram services (from ine 44, column (B . .{ . e :i 3::-::;
&|14 Management and general {irom ling 44, column {C] - g o e . | g2 :
2|45 Fundralsing {irom line 44, column (D)} . )g . J U.N I 12008 |9 . 115 19,153
st |16 Payments to affliales {atiach scheduie) . . - 2 16
17 Total expenses, Add knes 16 and 94, column (A | <~ . ~+ . s. jame o 17 472,840
2118 Excess or {defici) for the year Subtract Iine 17 rom e ) U l — 18 45,827
(18  Nolassats or fund balances at beginning of year {from hne 73, column [A)) . 19 o
+ | 20 Other changes in net assets or fund belances (attach explanation} . . . . 20
Z |21 MNet assets or fund balances at end of year Combing bnes 18, 18, and 20, , . by 45,827
For Privecy Act and Paperwork Reduction Act Motice, see the seperate instructions.  Cet No 11262Y Form 990 @oon
. a—

THIS_ IS A _COPY. _OF A LIVE RETURN X¥ROM SMIPS. _OFFICIAL USE._ONLY.

..—,,_'-:_1
Lr _»r
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« THIS ES A COPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS.

l

Form 520 {2007

m Staiement of

QEFFICIAL USE:ONLY.:

Page 2

All organeations must camplete column (A} Columns (B}, (G}, and (D) are required for sechon 501{6X3) and {4}

Functionat Expenses organizations and saclion 4947()(1) nanexempt charitable trusts but aptional for others, (See the instruchons.)

% "3t Bb. ob. 106 or 1501 Part b 1A Yo ol Il B
223 Grants pald from doror advised funds (altach schedule)
feash S nomcash § )
if this amount includes foseign grants, check hese - £ {222
22b  Other grants ant aliocations (attach schedule}
{cask § noeash 8§ o
1 thrs amount wchudes Foresgn grants, check here » [ 122b
23 Specific assistance (0 Indwviduals {attach
schedule) . . . . . . .. . ... |28
24 Benefits pad to or for members (attach
scheduls) . . . _ . e e 24
25a Compensation of cumrent ofﬂcers directors,
key employees, et listedn Part vep . |, 1253 65,625 45,381 8,172 11,072
b Goempensation of Jjormer offlcers, directors,
key employees, etc. listed in Partt V-B , . 25h
¢ Cempensation and other distdbutions, not
mciuded above, to disqualified persons (as
defined under sectwon 4958{f(1)) and persons
described 0 seclion 4958{c{3)(B) . . . 25c¢
26 Salanes and wages of employees not included q
onlines 253, b, and © . .. . pdi] 13,617} e {23817
27 Pension plan contrbutions not int:luded an U)
lines 263, b, andc . . - .. 2T C
28 Employes benefits not included on bnes ) Q)
2/A-27 . . ... ... ... 2B Py
29 Payrofl laxes . . .o . 29 \\)
B0 Professional fundralsing fees .. ol PN : _
31 Accounting fees | o e e e e . 3 -/ 12,544 12,549
32 legalfees . N R % i 19,183 10,183
33 Supples . . .o . .
34 Telephone ., . . .. . ) x/ 3,552 2,628 427 457
35 Postage and sl'upplng .. 35 214 182 3z
a6 Dccupanw . e . . 36 18,383 13,611 2,207 2,575
37 Equpment renlel and mamtanance . . . 37
38 Prnting and publicakons . . . . . . 38
a3 Travel . . . . . . N .. 349 8,942 6,617 1,073 1,252
40 Conferences, conventions, and maetmgs R 1)
41  Intersst . 4
42  Depreclation, depfet[nn. ote (atta::h schedule) 42 5,061 5,061
43  QOther expensas not covarad above {temize):
a Attached 43a 334,709 204,018 5,924 13,761
B o 43b i
B e e ————————n o 43¢
d e P £ <
e . ____ . 43e
| 4q3f
g . e I .
44 Total functional expenses. Add lines 22a
through 43g. {Orgenizations completing
columns {B}H{D), cany these totals to lines
1318 . . . . . e e 44 472,830 376,054 47,623 49,163

Joint Gasts. Check & [ If you are following SDP 2g-2 )
Are any it costs from a combirad educational campaign and fundraising soficitation reporied 0 {B) Program services? |

Ii *Yes," enter i} the aggregate amoun! of these jont costs §

(i} the amount allocated to Management and general §

» [yes CIne
{h} the emount allocaled te Program services $
, and {iv) the amwount allocaled to Fundraising $

e THIS IS .A.COPY QF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS.

fom Y0 2oo7)

OFFICIAL USE CONLY.
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) T THIS 45 A COPY QF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS. OFFICIAL USE- ONLY .

Form 890 {2007}

Poge 3

EUI Statement of Program Service Accomplishments (See the instructions.)

Form 990 Is avaslable for public inspection and, for some people, serves as the prmary or sole source of information about a
particular organization. How the putlic perceives an orgamzation i such cases may be determined by the miormation presented
on s return, Therefore, please make sure the retumn Is complete and accurate and fully descnbses, in Part B, the organuzation's

programs and accoimphshments, .

What 15 the organizabion's pnmary exempt purpose? »- Educattonand ddwocacy
Al organizations must descrine ther exemipt purpose achievemants in a clear and concise manner Stats the number

Prmgram Service

Expenses
{Requred for 503{c)|3) znd

of chemts served, publications issued, elc. Thscuss achievements that are riol measurable (Section 501(c)(3) and (4) tﬂ'} I;;nsﬁ ant zﬁ a}m
crganizalions and 4947(a)(1) nonexempt chantabie trusts must also enter the amount of grants and allocations Yo sthars)) | "5 ZLEA
376,054
{Grants and allocatens & T § i this amount mcludes i rams, check ners » [
LIPS . 6\.- .........................
. —————— AW - - q ,’
r@l&omt ancludes foraign grants, check hers & [
{Grams and allocalions ™ & T "} this amount inciudas Toraign grants, check hewe &[]
e Other program services (attach schedule)
(Grants and alloeations & ¥ if thes emount nclutdes Toregn. grants, check bere &[]
376,054

f Total of Program Service Expenses (should equal line 44, column {B), Program services). . [

Form 990 oon

THIS IS A . COPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM BMIPS. OFFICIAL_DSE ONLY. R
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. T‘HIS d8 A COPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS.

OFFICIAL USE: ONLY .

Form 99 [2007) Pags 4
Balance Sheets (Sea tha inslructions.)
Note: Where requered, attached schedples and amounts within the deschplion {A) (=]
colymn showld be for end-of-year amounis only. Beginning of year End ol year
45 Cash—non-interest-bearing. . . . e e e e e e 45 6,353
46 Sawngs and temporary cash m\resimems .. e e . 46
4Ta Accounts receivable . . . . . |d47a 1,254
b Less: allowance for doubtiul acnounis . |47h 0 47c 14,254
483 Pledges recelvable . . . . 483
b Lass: allowange for doubtiul accounts . 480 48c
49 Grantsrecevable . . . . . . e e . ) 49
50a Recervables from cumrent and former oﬁ” CErS, d:rectors. frustees, and’
key employaes (afiach schedule) | . 50a
b Hscewables from cther disquaithed persoris (as defmed under SBcllon
495B(f)(1)} and persons described i sechion 4958(c)(2H8) (attach schedule) 50b
&1a Other notes and loans recervable (attach
2 schedule) . . . . . .o §1a
2! b {ass: alowance for doubtiul acoounts . 51b 5lc
<152 Inventones farsale oruse . . . 52
59 Propad expenses and dgferred charges e e e e 53
54a Investments—publicly-traded securities » [lcost LIy bda
b Investments—other securitles (atiach scheduls) M cost O rmv { 54b
85a Investments—and, bulldings, and l/
equipmerit: basis .. 55a
b Less: accumulated d&preciallun [atlach ())
schedute) , . . . o 55h m &5
5 Investments—other (attach schedme) e e e L 56
57a Land, buildings, and egupment: basls 57al (\ 25,334
b Less: accurmulated depreciation (attac:h b -
schacduie) . . . . 5,061 S7c 20,273
58 Other assels, including programwrelaled Igvegihapts '
(describe »- .!\..‘!%'F.*!';’-ﬂ..._-_...--..-...,..._1‘6 ....................... 58 1,947
59 Total assets {must squat line 74) AdNin through 58 . . . 59 45,827
60 Accounts payable and accrued expen c e e e 60
61 Gmntspayable . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . .., &
62 Deforred revenue | . . .. 62
£|63 Loans from officers, dlrectcrs. lrustees, and key emplDyEas (attach
= schedule} , . . . . .. e 63
_'E 64a Tex-exempt bond liabllrﬂes (ahach schedule} . . Bda
=~ b Mortgages and other notes payable (attach schedule) . B4h
65 (ther habilities (describe W .. } 65
66 Total limbilities. Add hnaes 60 through 65 . ., | . . 66 )
Crganizations that follow SFAS 117, check here - ¥l and complete hnes
" 67 through 69 and lines 73 and 74,
E 67 Unrestneted . , . , . . . . . . . . . . . 67 45,827
B|68 Temporanly restricted ; B . 68
m| 6% Permanently restricted . . 69
T | Organizations that do net follaw SFAS 11]r ::heck here: » D and
i complete lines 70 through 74,
G170 Capsal stock, trust pnnoipal, or current funds . . . . . 70
£171  Paid-in or capra) surplus, or land, building, and squipment fund . il
w72 Retaned earnings, endowment, accumulated Income, or other funds 72
<173  Total net assets or fund balances. Add lnes 67 through 69 or iines
=z 70 through 72. {Column () must equal ling 19 and column (B) must
equal lne 21} 73 45,827
74 Total hiahilities and net assetslfund balanus Add !ln% BG and 73 74 A5 g7
Form 990 (2807

- e THES L8 A-COPY- OF-A LIVE RETURN-FROM-SMIPS. - - OFFICIAL -USE. ONLY-.
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THIS.IS A.COPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS.

. +

OFFICIAL USE ONLY:

Farm 990 [2007) Page O
. Reconciliation of Revenue per Audited Financial Staternents With Revenue per Return {See the
instructions.)
a Total revenue, gams, and other support per audited financial statements , . . . . . a 518,667
B Amounts included on line a but not on Part |, line 12;
1 Net unrealized gams on investmants . . . . . . . . . . b1
2 Donated services and useof facifibes ., ., . . ., . . . . . b2
3 Recoverdes of prioryeargrants . . . . ., . ., . b3
4 Other [SPeCHYE v s ot v ey et e
b4
Add lnes bt throughb4 . .-, . . . . . T - 0
c Sublractinebfromlnea . . . . . . s 518,667
d  Amounts included on Part 1, fine 12, bui not on lina a:
1 Investment expenses not mcluded on Part |, ine Bb | Lol
2 Other [SPECHYY . vvovvemen e e v cc ey m—m—— e men e
...................... gz
Add ines @1 and d2 . . e - o
e Total revenue (Fart |, ling 12) Add I:nss c and d e . e e 518,657
(VB Reconciliation of Expenses per Audited Fi nanc:al Statements W'ﬂh Expenses per Returmn
a Yolal sxpenses and losses per audited financial stalemsnls . . . a 477,840 .
b Amounts included on hne a but not on Part |, kne 17;
1 Donated services and use of facllitfes . .. . . . . ... . . . L2}
2 Prior year adjustments reportad on Part I, ine 20 R L.
3 lossesreportedon Part L ine20 . . . . . . . . . . . . | B3
4 Other (SPaCHY) ..ot e e cm it e s sa e ana en C;\ L/
Addinesbithroughbd . . . . . . . . . . . . . . q{ . e b L
¢ Subtract fine b from ine a . e . C e % E. C e - [ 472_-3‘4”
d Amounts included on Part 1, Iine 17 but not on Ime a:
1 Investment expenses not ncluded on Part |, line 6b | Q . di
2 Other (speciy): r-b
....................... N % . lg2
Adet ines di and d2 | . . . . . id ¢
Total expenses (Pari |, ine 17) Add Iinas c a& .. > e A72,840

Part \iad  Current Officers, Directors, Tl
or key ernployee at any time during

lees, 5, and Key Employees (Llst each person who was an officer, director, trustes,
year even if they were not compensated ) (See the instruchons.)

{A} Name and addrass Teke and Bve{rawl,ga hours per Eln[é:’";aplg:m [ﬂ]ﬁ::!ﬁlaué::?:g::&ﬂ: ﬁ%ﬁ“&m&
weak devoted to pesibon =} tompensatms phns
.Robert Gearge
20 Nassau Street, Ste. 242, Prlm:elnn NI 08592 Chalperson, 10 1] L] 0
BeilCorkery e
20 Nassau Street, Ste. 242, Prmcemn NI 08542 Secretary reasurer, 20 o a ]
_Maggie Gallagher .
2D Rassau Street, Ste, 242, Princeton JJ 08542 President, 30 8,333 0 [i]
R El}?riels Slet§p_r_| .
20 Nassau Street, Ste. 242, Pnncelnn ] 08542 Director, 2 0 o 1]
JluisTeller
2D Hassau Street, Ste. 242, Princeton NJ (8542 Director, Z 0 0 o
. Matthew S. Holland
20 Hassauv Sireet, Sle. 242, Princelon N 68542 Iirector, 2 ] o o
_KenYon Kohoti || —
20 Nassau Street, Ste. 242, Princeton NJ 08542 Direclor, 2 1] o o
Brizn Brown i
"'20 Hassau Street, Sie. 242, Princeton N 08542 Executive Darccor, 0 57,202 o 0
Farm 990 oon

. -TEIS IS A COPY OF A
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./ THIS IS A COPY OF A LTVE RETURN FROM SMIPS. OFFICIAL USE ONLY..

Form 830 {2007}
m;:unent Officers, Direclors, Trustees, and Key Employees {continued)
75a Enter the lotal number of officers, directors, and trustees permitted o vate on organmation business at board

b

d Does the organlzation have a wntten conflict of interest policy? . . . e e e e e e e L,
EIEW Mzl Former Officers, Directors, Trustees, and Key Employess That Received Compensation or Other Be

Page B

Yes| No

mestings | .. e e e e . . . N 2

Ase any officers, directors, trustees, or key employees listed In Fuom 990, Part V-A, or highest compensated
employees fisted in Schetule A, Part |, or highest compensated professional and other independent
contractors fisted in Schedule A, Part H-A or I-B, related to each other through family or business
relationships? W “Yes," attach a statement that identffies the individuals and sxplans tha relationshipls) .

Do any officers, directors, lrustess, or key employees listed in Form 930, Par V-A, or highest
compensated employees listed in Schedule A, Part |, or highest compensated professional and other
Indepandent contractors hsted m Scheduls A, Pard U-A or I-B, receive compensation from any other
organizations, whether tax exempt of taxable, that are related to the organization? See the Instructians for
the defiwhon of “related organization.”. e e e e e e e e e &
If *Yes,"” atiach a statement that includes the information described in the nstructions.

75b v

75¢ v

75d) v

nefits (f any former

officer, director, tristee, or key employee received compensation or other benefils (descnbat below) dunng the year, list that
parson betow and enter the amount of compensation or other benefits in the appropriate column. See the instructions )

C) Compansat Comtbubors §
[A) Mante and nddrass {B) Loans and Advances : ’{sr not",?ﬂ.d. o Mmmﬁamﬂ anmlﬂmElen!;:elher
) enter -0 - can gans . illowinces
_NUNE . U )
e — — 19
U) d
. ~
P e, 1
7 5 =
. s oo ,_,M_G N
f‘\/ -
STl Other information (See the instructions.} Yes| No
75 Did the orgamnizabon make a change in its activities or methods of conducting actvities? If “Yes," attach a ]
detailed staterment of eachchange . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . ... . LTe vl
77 Were any changes made in the organizing or governing documents but not reported to the 1HS? ., .1 77 v
If “Yes," attach a conformed copy of the changes.
78a_Did the organization have unrelated business gross income of $1,000 or maora during the year covered by
this return? . . . . . . . 78a v
b if *Yes,” has it filed a tax return on Farm 890-T forthisyear? . _ . . . . . .. . . _ . . . .|76b
79 Was there a liquidation, dissolutian, terminatlon, or substantal contraction during the year? If “Yes," attach j
astiatement . ., . . . . . ., . U A £ Y
BDa Is the organization related {ather than by assoclation with a slatewide or nabonwide organizahon} through
corunon membership, goverrng bodies, trusiess, officers, etc., 1o apy other exempt or nonexempt
orgznezation? e e B Ce e e .|Boa| ¥
b If “Yes," enter tha neme of the organlzation » Nalioral Grganization for Manlage FducationTrust
e e e e e e 2 o e e ——— and check whather it 1s ] exempt or ] nonaexampt
f81a Enter diract and indirect polincal expenditures. {See Iine B1 Instructions.) . [Bta] )
b Did the organization file Form 1120-POL for this year? | .. ... 81b v
Forrn SO0 ooy

.- THIS IS A COPRY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIES,.

CFFICIAL USE ONLY.
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. T‘HIS I8 A COFY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS. OFFICIAL USE:'ONLY.

Form 580 [2007) Page 7
Other Information {continued; Yesi No
B2a Did the organization receive donated services or the use of matenals, equipment, or facilites at no chamge
or at substantially less than fair rental value? . . . . P . . .|82a v
b If "Yes," you may Indicate the valuve of these tems here. Du not includa lhas
amount as revenue in Parl | or as an expense i Part Il
. (Seainstructions m Partil) . . . . . ... . [e2p]
83a Dnd the orgamezation comply with tha publlc inspactlun resqurrsments far returns and exemption applications? | B3a v
b Did the organization comply with the disclosure requirements relating te quid pro quo contnbutions? . . | B3b| v
84a Did the organizetion solicit any contributions or gifts that were not tax deductible? . _ | B4a v
b If "Yes,” did the organization nelude with every solicitation an express statement that such contnbuhons ar |
gifts were ot tax deducuble? ., . G e e e e e .. B
85a 581{c)4), (5), or (6). Wera substantially alf dues nondeducllb!e by membars? e e e . 1
b Did the orgamzation make only in-house lobbying expenditures of $2,000 or less? . . 85b v
if “Yes" was answared {o either B5a or 85b, do not complata B5c through BSh balow unless tha nrganlzation
raceivet! a waiver for proxy tax owsd for the prior year.
¢ Dues, assossments, and similar amounts from members . . .., . . |Bse
d Sachion 162{e) lobbying and pelitical expenditures . . . L. |Bsd
e Aggregate nondeductble amount of section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues notices . _ | B5e
1 Taxable amount of lobbying and pofitical expenditures (ine 85d less 85¢) . |, {851
g Does the organization elect to pay the sechion 8033(e} tax an the amount o fine B51? - 85y
h If section 6033(e)(1)(A) dues nobices were sent, does the orgamzation agree to add tha amount on Ime BSf
1o its reasonable estimate of duses allocable to nondedurtibie Inbbymg 8nd political expenditures for the
following tax year? , . . .. ... .|B5h
B6  501{c)7) orgs. Entar:a Inmatmn faes a.nd capiial cunlnbuhuns im:luded on Iu'l Fl, 63
b Gross recelpts, Included an ina 12, for public use of club faohiles | . |B6b
87 50!(::}(12) orgs Enter. 8 Grogs income from members or sharehcldega B7a
b Gross income from other sources. (Do not pet amounts due IdAo other
sources agalnst amounts due or recewed Trom them.) | . 187
88z At any time during the year, did the organzation own @greater Intarest i a taxabla corporation or
partnership, or an entity disregarded as separate from?%rganizatlnn under Regulations secticns
301.7701-2 and 801.7701-37 If “Yes," complala P 4 . C. BBa 4
b At any time during the year, did lha crganizalf tly or andln:r.lly, own a controlted anhty within the
meaning of sechion 512(b){13)7 If “Yes," compMle Part XI . ., . . . .. .- .w|B8b 4
B9a 501{c)(3} organizations. Enter: Amount of &i)n}poaed on the organization dunng tha yaar under; ‘
section 49711 P ievnin s isecliona9t2 » tsection 4835 ..
b 507(c)(3} and 501(cl{4) orgs. Did the organization engage in any section 4958 excess benslit transaction
dunng the year or did it become aware of an excess benefit fransaction from a pror year? If *Yes," attach
a statement explaining each transaction | . . - . |88b 4
¢ Enler: Amount of tax Imposed un the orgamzation managers or dlsquallﬂad
persons during the year under sections 4912, 4955, and 4288 ., ., . | .| » o
d Enter: Amount of tax on ina 89¢, above, relmbursed by the orgamzation , . » a
e All organizations. At any fime during the tax year, was the organizaten a party to a prohibited tax shelter
transaction? . . . .. . |BYe v
-t All organizations. Did tha crgamzation acqulrea direct or Incﬁrect lmeresrm any appltcabla insuranca contract? | 89f v
g For supporting organeations and Sponscoring orgaiizations mamiaimng donor advised funds Did the
supporting organization, or & fund mamialned by a sponsoring crganization, have excess business holdings )
at any time during the year? . . .. e e e e e e . . . (690 v
90 List the states with which a copy of this retumn is fled > “_ .
b Number of amployeas employed in the pay perniod that ncludes March 12, 2007 (Ses
instructions) . . . <. . . |B0B] 0
B1a The books are n care of - Nationa] Orgarfuation for Manfage . Telephane no, » (_888_)_ 8943604
Located at - 20 Nassau Steel, Sto. 242, Princeton, New Jersey arear o OB s
b At any tme during the calendar year, did the vrganzation have an mterest in or a signalure or other autharity
over a financial 2ccount In a foregn country (such as a bark account, secunties account, or other fnancial Yes| No
accounty? . . . . . O £ 1 ) v
i “Yes,” enter the nama of thB fnraagn ccun!ry P rve e na e vaa s ean e memem e tencnaae
Ses the mstructions for exceptions and fimg raquirsments for Form TD F 90-22.1 Hepnri of Foraign Bank
and Financial Accounts.

Ferm 890 2007
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Fomn 890 tz:xm Page B
Other Information (continued) ' Yes| No
c At any time during the calendar year, did the organfzation malntain an office outside of the United S‘lates?l—g": s
If "Yes,” enter the name of the foraign country P i eeee e e
892 Secton 4947(3){1) nanexempt charilable trusts filing Form 990 in eu of Form 104¥—Check here |, |, . S AN

and enter the amount of tax-exempt interest receivad or sccrusd durmg the tax year . . P 82 |
Anglysis of Income-Producing Activities (Sge the mstructions.)

Naote: Enter gross amounts unless otherwise Unrelated business meome Excluded by sectian 512, 513, wr 514 {E}
Helated ar
mdicated. . {A} {B) {C} o) exempt funchon
93 Program service revenue: Busness code Amoent Exchesion code Amount mcome
a
b
c
d
e
f Medicare/Medicaid paymants
g Fees and contracts from government agenciss
94  Membership dues and assessments .
95  Interest on savings and temporary cash invesiments 1 1.352
96 Dividends and interest from secunties |
97 Net rental income or {loss) from real estate; 1
a debt-financed property . . . . . .
b not debt-financed property , . . .
98  Net rental mcome 0t {loss) from personal pmperty f'
95  Other investment income | . .. . : e Y ,l'
100 Gain or (toss} rom sales ol assets u!hatlhan inventary U)
101 Net income or (loss) from special events - (N 7
102 Gross profit or {loss} from sales of inventory
103 Other ravenue: a Reimbursements ~t L) 45,766
b ~ N\
c LD N
d N 7
e
104 Subtotal (add columns {B), (D), and ) , . \D—— 1,352 15,766
105  Total {add bme 104, columns (B}, (D), an )) . N & 47,118
Note: Lile 105 plus line 1e, Part i, should equal lmaunt cm fme 1 2 Pan‘ A
= Relationship of Activities to the Accomplishment of Exempt Purposes (See the mslructions.)
Line Na. Explain how gach actwity for which meoms is reparted in column (E) af Part Vil contnbuted importantly to the aceemphshment
A 4 of the orgamzation’s axempt purposes (oiher than by prowding funds for such purposes)
103a | Reimbusements for expenses provided by Graniee Trust
Informati(r.u;t Regarding Taxable Subsidiaries and Disregarded Entities (See the mstructions.}
A ()] ¢ o
Na'ggaﬁgf‘srﬁ;s ;"gg%;éggrgﬁﬁ;m‘ Dwzﬂfseh'?g rié;é_sl Natura cgf ?aclm!ias Tutalfmlcume End;g?_year
%%
%
Yo

%
Infermation Regarding Transiers Associated with Personal Benefit Confracis (See the mstaichons,)

{a) Dd tre oparizafion, during the yeer, receneany funcy, directly or indrectly, to pay pemiuTs onapersod bendit ooty . L] Yes [ No
(b} Dud the organization, dunng tha year, pay premiums, diractly or indirectly, on a personal benefit contract? [ Yes ] No
Note: Jf "Yes* to {b), file Farrn 8870 and Form 4720 (ses instructians). ]

Form 990 qoon

—————— -..-THIS IS A COPY CF A LIVE BETURN FROM SMIP&, . OFFICIAL . USE.ONLY.

Page 150



THIS I8 A COPY OE‘ A LII.'VE RETUEN FROM SMIPS. OFE‘ICIAL UBE ONL‘.(.

.

#orm 554 [2007) Page O

Information Regardmg Transfers To and From Controlled Entities. Compiele anly if the orgamzanon
is & controffing organization as defined in section 572{b){1 3.

Yes | No
" 108 id the raporiing orgamzation make any transfers to a controlled eniity as defined in section 512(0)13) of
the Code? If "Yes," compiete the schedule below for each controlled entty. '
(A) 8} <) : D
Name, address, of each Employer ldentification Description of )
controlied antity HWumber transfer Amount of wranster
S
b | ]
N I
Totals
Yes | No
107 Dd the reporbing erganizahon recelve any transters from a contralled enbty as delined in section
512} 13} of the Code? If “Yes," complete the scheduls below for sach controlled entity. v
Name, addres nf each Emgoyer I(g?m‘hﬁwh A of o
ame, ress, c
controlied entity Nuber o or Amount of transfer
} . CD 7
a | ] Q)
O
b f)J
D
e V] A Q
Totals y
. _ Yes | No
108 Did the organzabon have a binding written contract In effect on August 17, 2006, covering the interest,
rents, royalties, and annulties described in queshon 107 above? v
- | Umter penalues of perury, | declars that | ave Bk.aml pet! s return, ncluding mpanying schedules and stateyrients, ghd 10 1he hest of my knowledge
and beled, it 15 bue, comect, gngrcompleto Ded aor Epumr [ulhur officer} 15 hesed on all mformation of which preperer has any knowledge
Flease )y | f-13-%
fs‘llgll Signature of aficer - Date
¢ Neil Corkery, Secretary Treasurir
Type or pnnl name ant tile
Date Check 1t Prepaes’s 534 o FTIN (See Gen. it X
Paid if-
Preparar’s | oo )W 4 M ¢L,a #-13-% |empiogea » 21
Use Only Fioris nomo [or yours | Corrlan GPA £iN > 52 ; 1374706
neines, w245+ 4 F__P.0. Box 6213, Silver Spring, MD 20516 6213 Phonarne = 1 3011 5986851
Foon 990 oo7)
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SCHEDULE A |  Organization Exempt Under Section 501(c)(3)

{Form 590 or 950-EZ) - {Except Private Foundation} and Section S01{e), 504{f), 501(k), 501[n),
-+ or 4947(a) (¥} Nonexempt Charitabte Trust

Supplementary Information--{See separate instructions.)
Wiomsal Aovoie Sorwce » MUST be completed by the above organizations and sttached 1o thelr Form S50 or 830-EX

Dugartment of ibo Teeanury

OMB No 1545-1Ca7

2007

Name of the organizalion
Nationat Organization for Mamiage Inc.

.

26

Emiployer Identificatian numbar

0248458

Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Employees Other Than Officers, Directors, and Trustees
{See page 1 of the instruchions. List each one. lf there are nune, enter "None.")

" 0] Cortrbutions 0 (8) Expense
{2} Name pnd addvess of each employee pad move {b} Tille enct average hours [
- " (e) Cormpensation  |emplayec benetd plans 8| svcount and other
than 550,000 per waak davoled fo postion deferrell compensaton allowances
R,
Tolal number of other employees pad over $50,008 , W 0 _|

Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Contractors for Professional Services
(Ses page 2 of the instructions. List each one {(whelher mndividuals G

wms}). If there are none, enter "None.")

{a) Narpe and address of euch ndapemdent contmetor pad mone than 550,000 Fay B Type of setvice fc) Campansaton
-I-)Ie-s-'_!-l'-lf-‘i - - e et b At -——m- éa{;!'lacemem
106 North Collins Street, Plant City, FL 33563 55,000
Commen Sense America Inc. \.{o .
............ _ —_— - - : -1 Consultiing - Program
PO Box 202, Princetan, NJ 08542 r\% g gra 166,000

Total number of others raceving over 550,000 for [
professional services e e . > o

=F3B-] Compensation of the Five Highest Paid Independent Gontractors for Other Services
(List each contractor who performed services other than professional services, whether individuals or

firms. If there are nona, enter "Mone.” See page 2 of the instruchons.)

[a) Name and prddress of ench mdependent contmelor pasd more than 550,008

{b) Type of service

{t) Gompansanon

Total number of other contraciors receving over
%50,000 forotherserviees . . . . ., . . W» g

For Poperwork Heduction Act Motice, see the Instructions for Form 830 and Form SOD-EZ.

Cat No $1285F Schodule A [Fonm 990 or 990-EZ) 2007

THIS IS A COPY OF A LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS, . OFFICIAL USE ONLY.

Paae 187



. ,THIS IS A& COPY,OF A,LIVE RETURN FROM SMIPS. OFFICIAL USE ONLY.

Schedule A [Forrn 990 or 990-£2) 2007 Page 2
[ZFYT] Statements About Activities [See page 2 of the instructions.) Yes| No

1 Dumrng the year, has the organeation sttempted to inllvence national, state, or local legislation, wclucing any
atternpt to influence public opirmon on 2 legisiative matter or referendum™? If *Yes,” enter the total expenses paid
or mcurred in connechion with the lobbying actimties » 5. PMust equal amounts an kne 38,
Part VI-A, of hne i af Part VI-B)) . . .. e e .. . e e 1 v

Organzations that made an election under seclion 501{h} by fling Ferm 5768 must complete Part VI-A, Other
organizabons checking “Yes" must complete Part Vi-8 AND attach a slatement giving & detailed descnplion of
the: lubbiying activihes

2 Dunng the yesr, has the arganization, either directly or indirectly, engaged in any of the following acts with any
substantal contnbulors, trustees, dwectars, officers, creators, key emplayees, or members of their families, or
with any taxable orgamization with wihich any such peyson 15 affirated as an officer. diractor, trustee, majonty
owner, or prncipal henehicrary? (If the answer 10 any gueston Js “Yes," aitach a detaled statement explainmg the

fransacfions )
a Sale, exchange, or leasing of property? . . . . . . . . b 4 - 4 e e e e e e e e ‘. . 2a
b Lending of money of other exfenmion of credil? . . . . . . . . . L L . e Z
G Fumishing of goods, services, or facdibes? , . . . . . . . . . . e e e e e 2c
d Payment of compensaton {or payment or reimbursement of expenses if mm@)(l’oou)? P .. 2d} v
e Transfer of any part of its ncome or assets? ., q C e e e 2q v
3a Diathe organization make grants for scholarships, falluwshtps. nerans, ete 2 {f “Yes,” attach an exptanatbon
of how the organization determines that reciplents qualify payments) . e e . - 3a
b Did the orgamzation have a section 40:3(h) annuity pl% tSemployees?, . . . . . . . , . . . 3b v
¢ Did the organizabon receive or hold 2n ease tfol ervation purpeses, including easements lo praseru;a open
space, the environment, histonc land areas or giedic struchures? IF *Yes,” attach a detaled statement . R | 3¢
d Did the orgemzation provide credit counseling, debt managament, credit repan, or debt negobiation services? | ad

43 D the organzation maintain any donor advised funds? If *Yes,” complete lines 4b through 4g If “No,” complete

bnes 4fand g . . . " e e e e e e . e . Lsa ol
b Did ihe organization make any taxable d:sinbutrnns under sechor 4955’ e e e e e e e . 4b v
¢ Dhd the organization make a distrbution o a donor, donor advisor, or related person? P, ic v
d Enter the total number of donor adwised funds owned at the end of the taxysar, , . . ., . . . 1]
e Enter the aggregate value of assels held m all donor advised funds owned at the end of the tax year .. | > 0

f Enter the total number of separate funds or accounts owned at the end of the tax year [excluding donor advised
funds included on ine 4d) where doners have the sght to prowde advice on the distnbution or Investiment of
amounts in such funds oraccgounts ., . . . e e e e e e e e e e e N . i

g Enter the aggregate value of assets heid n all funds or accounts mnclutied on bne 4f at the end of the fax year » —— i

Schedule A (Forar 890 or 880-E2] 2007
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Sehedule A (Form 590 or 850-EZ) 2007 Paga 3

Reason for Non-Private Foundation Status (See pages 4 through 8 of the instructions.)

| cerhfy that the ergammzation s not a private foundation because d 19 (Please check only ONE applcable box )

5 0
6§ [}
T O
8 []
g O

10 4

11a [

11k [

12 v

12 O

A church, convenhon of chirches, or assocration of churches. Sachon T70{R)(1)AN)
A school. Section 170{0){(1)}{A}i} (Also complete Part V)

A hospatal or & cooperatve hospital service organization Sechor 17D{E){(1){AN )

A federal, state, or local government or gévammental umt. Sechon 170/ 1)(AY).

A medical research organization operated i conunchion with a hespital Sechion 17Hb)(INA)) Enter the hospital's nams, city,
andstate .. ... U U

An organization operated for the benefit of a college or university owned or operated by a governmertal unit. Sectien 170[bY1)ANY),
(Also complete the Support Schedute n Fart v-A}

An organization that nomally receves & substanhal pant of is suppart from a govesnmenta! unik or from the generat pubhc. Seclion
170(B)(1{A) i), {Also cumplate the Support Schedule in Part IV-A)

A community lrust Saction 170{®)(1){A)w). (Also complete the Support Schedule in Part IV-A)

from activities related to its chantable, ete , unctions—subject to certain and {2} no more than 33%% of its support

Anomanzation that nomally receves (1} more than 33%% of its support from G%}butmns. membership fees, and gross receipts
oo,
from-gross investment income and unrelzted business taxable mcome {1 echion 51t tax} from businesses acguired by the
th§

organizaton after June 30, 1975 See section 509(aj(2). (Also comple Sugiport Schadule in Part IV-A)

At orgamzation that 1s not controlied by any disquahfied per @ -than foundafion managers} and otherwise:meets the.
requirements of sechon 509(a)f3) Check tha box that desc 5 pe of supporting orgarization -

O Typel - {1 Type 1 CIType m-Fyagt Integrated Otype N-Other

Provide the follawing information about tﬁ'é\uppdrted organizations; (See page:8-of the wnstruchons )

fa) _ M~ NS {ei} (e}
Name(s) of supporied prganization{s} Empluy@ Type of Is the supported Amount of
iden tic organization organization listed in support
number YEIN) | {described in lines the supporting
& through 12 organization’s
above or IRC governing docurnents?
section)
Yes No
Total. . . . L e e e o e e e e o Lk
% [1 aAn 1 orgranization orgenmzed end operated to fest for public safety. Sechion 509(z)(4) {See page 8 of the nstruchions

Schadula A [Form P83 or BH0-EZ) 2007
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Scheduls A {Form 990 or 890-E2) 2007 Page 4

Suppoert Schedule (Complete only if you checked a box on line 18, 11, or 12} Use cash methed of accounting.

Nole: You may use the worksheet in the msiructicns for converting from the accrual to the cash methed of accounting

Calendar year {or fiscal year beginning in)  » {a) 2006 {b) 2005 {c} 2004 {d} 2003 fe) Total

15 Gifts, grants, and cantabutions received. {To ’
nol include unusugl grants See lme 28,

16 Membershipfeesreceived | . . .

17  Gross receipts framn admissions, mwerchand
sold or services performed, or fumishing of -
{acikities 1 any actwiy that 15 related to'the
arganization's chantable, ele., purpuse .

18 Gross ncome from nlerest, dwidends,
ampunts received from payments on secunties
joans  {section  512{2)[5), rents, royalies,
ncome from similar sources, and unvelated
business laxable mcome {less section 519
‘taxes) from businesses acguired by the
organeation after June 30, 1575 ,

18  Net mcome from unrelated business
activibes not mcluded m hne 18, .

20 Tax revenues levied for the organeation’s -
beneiit and either paid o it or expended on
tsbhehadf. . . . . . . . . .

21 The vslue of services or facilibies furmshed to
the orgamzation by a govemmental unt
without charge, Oo not include the value of
services or {acilities generally furished to the
public without charge. . . . 2z

22 (Other wcome. Altach a schedule Do not

include gain or (luss) lrom sale of capital assets ()\ 1
23 Total of hnes 15 thraugh 22 . .. : [N Jz
24  Line 23 onnus Bre 17, . e s =, )
25 Enter1%ofline23 . . . . . . . P N
26 Drpanizations described on lines 10 or 112 a Emer & amount in calumn (e} tne 24 | . | 20a
b- Prepare a hst for your records to show the name of nt contribuied by each person {other than a

govermmental unit or publicly supported organealiohy & total gifis for 2003 through 2006 excesded the
armount shown m hne 26a Do not fila thislist with\youy return: Enter the total of all these excess amounls > (26D

c Tota! support for section S09(E)(1) test Entér Iqe 24, eolumnie) . . . . . . . . . . . . > | 26c
d Add: Amounts from column (g) for hnes 18 19 . ]
22 26b - e o . . .» |26d

e Publc support ine 26¢ minus ine 26d todal} . . . . . . . . . . . » |26e
f Public support percentage {ine Z6e [numerator) divided by line 26c {denominator)) . . . . » [26( 94

27 Organizations deseribed on Iine 12:  a For amounts meluded i3 ines 15, 16, annd 17 that were recaved from a2 "disqualified
pessen," prepare a st for your records (o show the name of, and total amounts recerved in each yaar from, each “disguablied person.”
Do not file this list with your retum, Enter (ke sum of such amounts for each year,

(O08) —emoreeeeeemeeennens (2005) e eveeene $2004) v eceeeeeennenene 2008) i

b For any amount included m hine 17 that was received from each pesson {ather than “disqualified persons'), prepare a hst for your reconds fo
show the mame of, and amount receved for each vear, {hat was more than the larger of (1) the amount on kne 25 for the year or {2) $5,000
{include in the iist organizabons descabed m ines & Whrough 113, as well as indmduals ) Do not file thia list with your return. After somputing
the difference between the amount receved and the larger amount described in {t) or (2}, enter the sum of these differences (the excess
gmeunts) for each year

[r-d01 ) {2005) woverriiiiner v nas BOOY) ot O03) e,

¢ Add Armounts from colurin {) for ines 15 16 )

17 20 o3| P S -3
d Add Line 27a total —_— und kna 27b total - . . ... |2Nd
e Publicsuppart{fine 27ciotalmmus hme 27d total). _ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . b |Ble
§ Total support for section 509(e)i2) test Enter amount from line 23, column {8}, |, » [ 271 ]
g Public support percentage {line 27e (numerator) divided by line 27 {denominater}) . . . . .k |Zg [
h Investment income percentage {line 18, column {e} (numerator) divided by line 271 {denomirataf]}, > | 27h %,

28 Unusual Grants: For an organization descnbed m line 10, 11, or 12 that recewved any unusual grants dunng 2003 through 2006,
prepare a Iist for your records to show, for each year, the name oi the contributor, the dale and amount of the grant, and a bnef
desenption of the nature of the grant Bo not file this lst with your return. Do not include these grants in ine 15

Scheduin A {Form 090 or 990-EZ) HHFY
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Schedule A {Form 590 or 990-E2) 2007 Puge 5
Part V Private School Questionnaire {See page 9 of the instructions.}
{To be completed ONLY by schools that checked the box on line 6 in Part V)
29 Does the organization have a racially rrondiscnminatory policy toward students by statement in its charter, bylaws, Yes| No
) other goverrung nstrument, or i 2 resolution of its governing body? | e . v e . 29
30 Does the organaton nclude 3 ststement of its racally nondiscriminatory policy tnward students in ali s
brochures, catalogues, and other writen communications with the publu: dea]mg with student adrrissions,
programs, and scholarshwps? |, . . . . e e N e e e e e e i 30
31 Has the organzation publicized its racially nnndlscnmmatury poley thrnugh newspapsr or broadsast medha dunng
the penod of solicitabon for students, or dunng the registration period F it has no solicilation program, I a way
that makes the policy known to all parts of the general community it serves? , | .. 31
F "Yes,” please descnbe, if “No,” please explain {If you need more space, attach a sepmte sta:ement g
d2 Does the orgarization mantain the folowing--
a8 Records indicating the racial composttion of the student body, facelty, and adminstrative staff? | | 32a
b Records documenting that scholarshlps and other financial assistance are awarded on a racially nondiscriminatory
basis? . ., . . . . . e e e e . 32b
¢ Copes of all catalogues, brochures annauncements and other wrltien commurcations 1o the pubhc deshng
with student admissions, pragrams, and scholarships? . . L, . . . P 32c
d Copies of @l matenal used by he erganization or on 15 behalf to solicit contnbutians? . . . . . Szd
¥ you answered "No” to any of the above, please explain {If you need rnore s®i h a separate statement )
e e e e e B e i e b 5 e .-
33 Does the organization discriminate by rﬁce in-any way with respeci y
o Students’ nghts ar prvileges? . . . . . . . . er e - . |
b Admissions polices? | .. e e . Q - - . . 33b
c Employment of faculty or administrative staff? | Q e e e e e
d Scholarships or other financial assistance? | . J3d
@ FEducalional pohGiBS? . . . . . . e e e e e e e e e e e 3e
f Useoffacihbes? . . . . . - . . . . o . . 0 v e e e e e e e 331
g Athlebtc programs? . . . . . 33
h Other extracumcular actvileS? . . . . . . . . 0 4 e e s e e e e e e e e e e e 33h
If you enswered *Yes” to any of the above, plegse explain (If you need more space, attach a separate statement.)
34a Dopes the arganization receive any financial aid or assistance from & govemmental agency? . . . | . ai:)
b Has the organizatron’s nght to such aid ever been revoked orsuspended? ., . . . . . _ , . . . 34b
i you answered “Yes" to ether 34z or b, please explain using an atlached statement
35 Does the organzaton certfy that + has complied with the applicable reguirementis of sections 4 01 through 4 05
of Rav Proc. 75-50, 1975-2 & B. 587, covening racial nondiscrimination? i “No," attach an explanation 35

Schadule A {Farm 890 or BI0-EZ] 2007
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Schedula A [Forn 990 or 996-E2) 2007 Paga §
, Lobbying Expenditures by Electing Public Charities (See page 17 of the Instructions.)
{T © be completed ONLY by an efigible organization that filed Form 5768)

Check ®a [ if the organization belongs to an affiated group  Check » b [ ¥ you checked “a" and "mied control” provisions apply

Limits on Lobbying Expenditures : Awm&’}mm Tobe ggﬁnp!ated
) T all slecting

(The term “expenditures® means amounts pad or mourred § totals crgantzations

36 Total lohbying expenditures io miuence public apimon (grassroots lobbymg) |

Tolal lobbying expenditures fo influence a legislative hody (drect Iobbying),

Total iohbying expenditures {add lines 36and 37}, . . . . . .

Other exempt purpose expendiueres | e e e

Total exempt purpose expenditures (add Imes 35 and 35) e e e

Lobbying nontaxable amount Enter the amount from the following lable-—

If the amaunt on line 40 is— The lobbying nontaxable amount is—
Notover 3500600, . . . . . . 20% of the amount on Ine 40 . -
Over $500,000 but not over $1,000,000 . $100,000 ples 15% of the excess over $500, DDU
Over $1,000,000 but nol over $1,500,000 . $175,000 plus 10%: of the excess over $1,000,000 N
Dver $1,500,000 bt not over $17,000,000.  $225,000 plus 5% of the excess over §1,500,000
Ower 317000000, ., ., ., ... . . §Lo000C0 . . ., . . ... ..
Grassrools nontaxable amount {enter 25% of Ine 41). P . .. -
Sublract hne 42 from hne 36 Enter -0~ if ne 42 15 mere than line 36 A

Subtract ine 41 from line 38 Enter -0- if fne 43 1s more than ine 38.

BigEeR

25884
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Caution: If there 15 an amount on erther Ine 43 or hne 44, you must file Form 4?%0"\

4-Year Averaging Perind Under S% 1(h)
1

{Some prganrations thal made a sechion 501(h} election do not plete all of the five. columns below

See the instructions for lines 45 through 50 o of the nstructians )
Lubbyn%pendltures During 4-Year Averaging Perjod
Calendar year for {a) \\) {by e} {d} {e)
fiscal year beginning in) » 2007 2008 2005 2004 Total

45 Lobbying nontaxable amount . . . . . Q Q

46 Lobbying ceilmy amount {150% of hne 45[3)!)'\
b

47 Total lobbying expendtwes . . . . .

48 Grassroots nontaxable emount, . . . .

43  Grassrools ceting amaunt (150% of ine 48(g))

Grassroots lobbying expenditures . . . .
Part ViB:3 Lobbying Activity by Nonelecting Public Charities
{For reporting anly by orgariizations that did not complete Part VI-A) {See page 14 of the instructions.)

Dunng the yesr, did the organtzalion stterapt to indluence naticnal, state or logal legpstation, ineluding any | yag N
atternpt 1o influence public opinion on a legsslabive matter or referendum, through the use of

o Amount

Volunteers . ., . e e e e e e e v e e e e e e e e e e e e
Pad stafi or managament {Include cempansahun n expenses reporfed on bnes c throvgh b)) .,
Medsa advertisemnents, |, . T T T

Maihings o members, legislators, or the public . P, e e e e e

Pubizations, or published or brosdcast statements . . . . e e e e e e
Granis to other organizations for iobbying purposes . . e ..
Dwect contact with legisiatars, ther slefls, government ofhmals ora Ieglslahve budy -
Rallies, demonstrations, semminars, convenlions, speeches, lactures, oF any other means

Total lobbying expenditures {Add lines c through b)) | 1]
If “Yes" ta any of the above, also sHlach a statement giving a deta:!ed descnptron oF the lubbymg actvities

SIS IS S SN
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Inforimation Regarding Transfers To and Transactions and Relationships With Noncharitable
Exempt Organizations (See page 14 of the instructions.} :

51 Dud the reporing arganization directly or mdirectly engage m any of the following with any other nrgamzanun desenbed in section

501{c) of the Code {other than saction 501{c){3} organizations) or in section 527, relating to poltical erganzations?

a Tsansfers from the reporting orgamzation to a nunchantame exempt organization of.
iy Cash . . . . .
{i) Other assels .

b Other transaclions.

{i} Sales or exchanges of assels with a nonchantable exempt oroarvzaton .

- e .

(i} Purchases of assels from a nonchantable exempt organfzaton
{1y Renial of facihties, equipment, or olher assets
{iv} Bexmbursement arrangaments )

v} loansorloanguaraniees , , . . . . .

{vi}

Performance of services or membership or fundrasing sul:cltahtms

¢ Shanng of faciilies, equpment, ma:ng lists, other assels, or pad employees
d If the answer to any of the ahove Is *Yes,” complete the following scheduls Column (b) shnuld always shctw the fair market value of the
goods, other assets, or serwices given by the reporiing organization. If the organization recewed less than far market value in any
transachion or shanng arrangement, show i column {d) the value of the gauds other assets, or services receved

Yes

51afi}

.:? |_alf |
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biii)

bfiii}

hiv)

b{v}

h{vi}

-

c

AR S R AN LN N -~

{2}
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Amount mvolved

{c}

Name of nonchantable exempt organration
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Destriplion of translers, transactions, angd shapng amangaments
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52a 15 the argamzation direclly or indirectly aifikated with, or related to, on

descnbad in seckon 501{c} of the Code (other than sechon 501{c}{3)} or in section 5277
b if “Yes,” complete the following schedule

e Of mare lax-exkempt organizations

e [0 Yes [

No

{a)
Name of crganizetinn

{6}

Type ol organczation

i}
Description of relatibnship
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26-0240498

"National Organization for Marriage Inc,
Form 998, Year Ended December 31, 2007

Part 11, Line 43, Other Expenses:

OFFICIAL USE-OQMNLY .

Total

Classification Program General | Fundralsing
Bank charges § 193 3 -1 § 193 § -
Direct mail 47486 23,743 - 23,743
Dues and subscriptions 2,050 - 2,050 -
Fundraising 8,995 - - 8,995
Health insurance . 7.350 5,439 882 1,029
Miscellaneous ] 2 4 -
QOffice expense 2,181 .- 2,181 -
Program cost - consultant 189,210 187,596 1,614 -
Program cost — media placement 55,000 55,000

Research 21,680 Ll,é« 0

Web development 558 ,-\ '5 ﬁ

Total $334 mg Q)zsm 018 | $6,924| 533,767

Part IV, Line 57, Equipment:

The cost of the website is capitalized a
amortization of $5,061. It is amorti

- life. /\,

Part IV, Line 58, Other Assets:

()spof $25,334. There is accumulated
strmght-lme basis over an estimate ﬁve—-year

This represents security deposit held by other.
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OFFICIAL USE OMLY. .

Page 159



Page 1 of 1

Wayne, Jonathan

From: Paul Kendrick [kendnckpt@aol com]
- Sent:  Monday, September 14, 2009 10:52 PM
To: Wayne, Jonathan :
Subject: Mr. Wayne, please consider the content of this letter at the hearing on Ocr. 1st’

Begin forwarded message:

From: Paul Kendrick <kendrickpt@aol.com>

Date: September 14, 2009 22:48:09 EDT

To: "info@gobeils.com" <info@gobeils.com>

Ce: "marc.mutty@portianddiocese.org” <marc.mutty@portlanddiocese.org>
Subject: Question for Ron Gobeil

Dear Mr. Gobeil,

By what means or methods have you contributed money to the campaign(s) opposing same sex marriage
in Maine? '

To what PACS or other groups that. oppose same sex marriage have you donated money?

Have you contrlbuted money to any orgamzatlon with the knowledge that your donation would be sent
ontoa PAC that Opposes same Sex mamage‘?

It is not pos‘:szble, Mr. Gobeil, that you have nbt contributed money in some manner to Stand for Marriage
Maine.

You were one of the founders of the original group called the Maine Marriage Initiative,

You were the spokesperson for the group opposing same sex marriage at a Muskie School breakfast.
You appeared in a video on the Maine Marriage Initiative web site.

You have the financial resources to be a major donor.

I look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Paul Kendrick

Freeport, Maine
207 838 1319

9/23/2009
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Wayne, Jonathan

Page 1 of |

From: Paul Kendrick [kendrickpt@aol.com]

Sent:  Monday, September 14, 2009 2:05 PM

To: Wayne, Jonathan

Subject: Fwd: Where is record of contributions by Ron Gobeif?

Dear Mr. Wayne,

Here is a copy

of a message I sent earlier today to Marc Mutty, CEO of

Stand for Marriage Maine.

I can assure you that Mr. Mutty will

not respond to

Therefore, I urge you to include my question as part of your ethics committee hearing on October 1st.

Sincerely,
Paul Kendrick
92 Kelsey Rid

my inquiry.

ge Road

Freeport, Maine 04032

207 838 1319

9/23/2009

(cell)

From: Paul Kendrick <kendrickpt@acgl.com=>

Date: September 14, 2009 12:31:07 EDT
To: "marc.mutty@portlanddiocese.org” <marc.mutty @portlanddiocese.org>

Subject: Where is record of contributions by Ron Gobeil?

Dear Marc,

How can | find out how much money has been contributed to Stand for Mamiage Maine by
Mr. Ron -Gobeil (former owner of Gobeil's Furniture).

Is Mr. Gobeil the benefactor of the $100,000 in "restricted funds" that were donated by the
Roman Catholic Diocese of Portland to the SFMM campaign?

Or, has Mr. Gobeil been channeling his contributions through NOM?
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,

Paul Kendrick
Freeport, Maine

- 207 838 1319
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ADDITIONAL, MATERIALS
STATE OF MAINE Agenda Item # 3
COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL ETHICS
AND ELECTION PRACTICES October 1, 2009
135 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE
04333-0135

To:  Commissioners
From: Jonathan Wayne, Executive Director
Date: September 29, 2009

Re:  Staff Recommendation on Fred Karger’s Request for an Investigation

Fred Karger’s Request for an Investigation

On August 13, 2009, the Maine Commission on Governmental Ethics and Election
Practices received correspondence via email from Fred Karger of Californians against
Hate regarding the Stand for Marriage Maine political action committee (PAC). Stand
for Marriage Maine is the PAC formed to promote the people’s veto referendum to

prevent the 2009 same-sex marriage law (P.L. 2009, Chapter 82) from taking effect.

The following day (August 14), the Commission staff requested that he re-submit his
request with more specific information pursuant to Chapter 1, Paragraph 4(2)(C) of the

Commission Rules. Mr. Karger provided supplementary materials dated August 24

Mr. Karger alleges that the four major contributors to Stand for Marriage Maine raised
money from other sources to fund the people’s veto referendum, and are concealing those
other sources. The four contiributors are the National Organization for Marriage (NOM),
the Roman Catholic Piocese of Portland, the Knights of Columbus, and Focus on the

Family. Mr. Karger alleges that:

OFFICE LOCATED AT: 242 STATE STREET, AUGUSTA, MAINE

WEBSITE: WWW.MAINE.GOV/ETHICS
PHONE: (207) 287-4179 _ FAX: (207) 287-6775



[TThe four funders of Stand for Marriage Maine are merely conduits for

those wishing to hide their contributions. These entities are laundering

money to evade the disclosure of the actual contributors to Stand for

Marriage Maine.
About Californians Against Hate
In arguing against an investigation, Stand for Marriage Maine PAC draws your attention
to the nature of the activities of Californians Against Hate, which Mr. Karger founded in
2008. In November 2008, California voters considered Proposition 8, an amendment to
the California constitution stating that only marriage between a man and a woman would
be recognized by the state government. The political committee formed in support of
Proposition 8 was named “Yes on Proposition 8.” NOM formed a separate committee in

California that raised $1,870,134 in contributions, much of which was donated to the Yes

on Proposition 8 committee,

The website of Californians Against Hate offers the following description of the

organization:
Californians Against Hate was established in July 2008 to draw attention
to the major donors to the Yes on Proposition 8 campaign. These
contributors gave $40 million to amend the California Constitution to take
away the right of same-sex couples to marry.
If our opponents want to take away our rights, then we will fight back. We
will let the world know who these donors are.

I have attached the homepage of the website. The organization publicizes the largest

donors to the Yes on 8 committee and has organized economic boycotts of the donors’

businesses to pressure them. It has also engaged in telephone campaigns to exert



pressure, and has made a video “commercial” of one widow who made a large donation.
Stand for Marriage Maine views these activities as harassment, and urges you not to

encourage this style of activism in the November 3, 2009 people’s veto referendum.

Standards for Requests te the Commission for an Investigation

Under 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1003(2), a person may apply to the Commission to investigate a
PAC’s reporting of campaign finance activity. Under this provision, the Commission
“shall review the applicationrand shall make the investigation if the reasons stated for the

request show sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may have occurred.”

Chapter 1, Paragraphs 4(2)(C) and (D) of the Commission’s Rules require that a request
for investigation provide specific information regarding the alleged violation:

C. Reports of noncompliance with the provisions of the campaign
registration and reporting laws or the Maine Clean Election Act that may
come to the attention of the Commission staff from any source other than
review of the reports filed will be reported to the Commission Chair. Any
person ... may make an official request for a Commission investigation or
determination by filing a written request at the Commission's office,
setting forth such facts with sufficient details as are necessary to specify
the alleged violation. Statements should be made upon personal
knowledge. Statements which are not based upon personal knowledge
must_identify the source of the information which is the basis for the
request, so that respondents and Commission staff may adequately
respond to the request. A copy of any such written request will be
promptly mailed to the candidate or organization alleged to have violated
the statutory requirements. An official request will be placed on the
agenda of the next Commission meeting. (underlining added)

D. An oral report of a violation, or a written request containing
insufficient detail to specify the violation charged, does not constitute an
official request for a Commission determination, and a person registering
such a complaint will be so notified.



Compliance Issues Related to Stand for Marriage Maine PAC

Stand for Marriage Maine PAC registered on June 4, 2009. Marc Mutty, who is on leave
from the Roman Catholic Diocese of Portland, is the Chair of the organization. The PAC
has an executive committee that includes Mr. Mutty, Brian S. Brown, and Robert Emrich.
Mr. Brown is also the Executive Director of the National Organization for Marriage
(NOM), discussed below. The PAC’s treasurer is Joseph A. Keaney, a certified public

accountant with an office in Portland.

The PAC has filed one campaign finance report dated July 15, 2009 and includes
financial activity through July 5, 2009. Its four {argest contributors are the Roman
Catholic Diocese of Portland, NOM, the Focus on the Family, and the Knights of

Columbus.

Fred Karger’s Allegation that Stand for Marriage Maine PAC has Misreported its
Coniributors

All PACs are required to report the names and addresses of contributors who have given
more than $50 to the PAC. (21-A M.R.S.A. § 1060(6)) In addition, under 21-A
M.R.S.A. §§ 1004(3) and 1004-A(3), it is illegal for a PAC to knowingly accept a

contribution made by one person in the name of another person.

Mr. Karger appears to be stating that Stand for Marriage Maine PAC has encouraged
unidentified sources to fund the PAC’s activities, and has accepted funds in the names of
the four contributors in order to conceal the true sources of the funds. In support of this

contention, he notes that in the PAC’s July 15" report, only $400 came from individuals



and $343,289 came from organizations. As evidence that opponents of same-sex
marriage are attempting to conceal their funders, Mr. Karger also cites a civil action
brought in U.S. District Court in California in which plaintiffs sought to prevent
publication on the Secretary of State’s web site of the names and addresses of donors to

the Yes on Proposition 8 campaign. NOM was one of the plaintiffs in that suit.

Response from Stand for Marriage Maine PAC

Stand for Marriage Maine PAC has engaged the firm of Bopp, Coleson & Bostrom of
Terre Haute, Indiana as legal couﬁsel. Attorney Barry Bostrom submitted a letter 0r1-
behalf of the PAC dated September 21, and will attend your October 1 meeting along

with representatives of the PAC.

In the September 21 letter, Stand for Marriage Maine argues that the PAC is “filing its
reports in good faith compliance with Maine law after requesting and receiving specific
legal advice before it began activities. It is identifying all contributors as required by
Maine Law.” It notes that there is nothing irregular about the PAC’s receipt of large
contributions from organizations. The PAC argues that Mr. Karger’s request does not
meet the Commission’s own standards for complaints because it does not set forth
sufficient details to specify a violation based on personal knowledge or other
authoritative sources. The PAC urges the Commission not to launch any pre-election
investigation because the investigation itself would become an issue in the people’s veto

referendum.



Staff Recommendation as to Stand for Marriage Maine PAC

After considering the submissions of both sides and reviewing the information available,
the staff believes that Fred Karger has not presented sufficient grounds to believe that
Stand for Marriage Maine may have violated Maine’s campaign finance law. It is not
surprising that the PAC was largely funded by organizations and not individuals. There
are obviously large national organizations on both sides of the same-sex marriage issue
that have been prepared to spend large sums to influence the Maine referendum. The
California litigation provides little or no support for the proposition that the Maine-based
PAC has attempted to conceal its funders. We believe that Mr. Karger has not met the
standard in 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1003(2), and therefore recommend against initiating any

investigation of Stand for Marriage Maine PAC at this time.

Compliance Issues Related to National Organization for Marriage

The National Organization for Marriage (NOM) is an organization formed in 2007 to
oppose same-sex marriage laws in various states. Its activities are not limited to
influencing ballot questions, such as in California and in Maine. It has also lobbied state
legislatures and acted to influence state candidate elections. According to NOM’s

website, earlier this year NOM has engaged in the following activities:

e NOM urged voters in New York to contact state senators to keep same-sex
marriage off of the agenda in an anticipated special budget session to be held in
September 2009. NOM also attempted to influence Republican leaders in the
state not to nominate an individual who supports gay marriage to be the
Republican nominee in a vacant congressional seat.

¢ NOM encouraged supporters to write to the U.S. President and Attorney General
to encourage a more effective defense of the 1996 federal Defense of Marriage
Act which is being litigated in federal courts.



e Inlowa, NOM asked voters to pressure their legislators to put a question on the
statewide ballot to amend the state constitution,

e NOM urged supporters to contact members of the City Council of Washington
D.C. not to support same-sex marriage legislation, which NOM anticipates later in
2009.

e In Delaware, NOM sponsored a petition to legislators in support of current
marriage statutes.

e NOM encouraged supporters in Connecticut to contact legislators with regard to
legislation that NOM believes would support religious liberty of Connecticut
residents.

¢ In New Jersey, NOM is urging voters to e-mail Legislators regarding same-sex
legislation that is expected after the November 3, 2009 general election.

On its website, NOM describes itself as follows:

The National Organization for Marriage (NOM) is a nonprofit
organization with a mission to protect marriage and the faith communities
that sustain it.

Founded in 2007 in response to the growing need for an organized
opposition to same-sex marriage in state legislatures, NOM serves as a
national resource for marriage-related initiatives at the state and local
level. For decades, pro-family organizations have educated the public
about the importance of marriage and the family, but have lacked the
organized, national presence needed to impact state and local politics in a
coordinated and sustained fashion. NOM seeks to fill that void, organizing
as a 501{c)(4) nonprofit organization, giving it the flexibility to lobby and
support marriage initiatives across the nation.

Consistent with its 501(c)(4) nounprofit status, NOM works to develop
political messaging, build its national grassroots email database of voters,
and provide political intelligence and donor infrastructure on the state
level, with a focus on developing new strategies for increasing influence in
the Northeast and West Coast, where marriage is most under threat.



Fred Karger’s Factual Contentions

In the July 15, 2009 campaign finance report of the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC, the
PAC reported receiving two contributions totaling $160,000 from NOM, dated June 3
and 22, 2009. Other information received by the Commission staff indicates that the
PAC has received at least another $90,000 from NOM. So, NOM’s contributions to the
PAC total at least $250,000.

Mr. Karger makes various allegations concerning NOM, including “money laundering,”
on pages 2-5 of his August 24, 2009 letter. He describes the organization’s success in
raising money to support Proposition 8. He alleges that persons associated with the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints (the Mormon Church) created NOM and
contends that the Mormon Church made substantial in-kind contributions to the
p'r()ponents of Proposition 8 that were never disclosed. Mr. Karger has created a website
(www.Mormongate.com) dedicated to the proposition that NOM was formed by the
Mormon Church (discussed below). He describes NOM as “the most visible leader in
opposing same-sex marriage throughout the United States. (8/24/09 letter, page 5) For
all of these reasons, Mr. Karger argues that NOM 1is serving as a conduit for those

wishing to support the people’s veto referendum in Maine.



Duty to Form a Ballot Question Committee’

Under 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1056-B, organizations which do not meet the definition of
political action committee (PAC) may be required to file campaign finance reports with
the Commission if they raise or spend more than $5,000 to promote or to oppose a ballot
question:

Ballot Question Committees. Any person not defined as a political
action committee who solicits and receives contributions or makes
expenditures, other than by contribution to a political action committee,
aggregating in excess of $5,000 for the purpose of initiating, promoting,
defeating or influencing in any way a ballot question must file a report
with the Commission. ... Within seven days of receiving contributions or
making expenditures that exceed $5,000, the person shall register with the
Commission as a ballot question committee. For the purposes of this
section, expenditures include paid staff time spent for the purpose of
influencing in any way a ballot question. The Commission must prescribe
forms for the registration, and the forms must include specification of a
treasurer for the committee, any other principal officers and all individuals
who are the primary fund-raisers and decision makers for the committee.

1. Filing requirements. A report required by this section must be
filed with the Commission according to a reporting schedule that the
Commission shall establish that takes into consideration existing campaign
finance reporting schedule requirements in section 1059. ...

Qualifying as a Ballot Question Committee through Soliciting Contributions

An organization may qualify as a ballot question committee if it “solicits and receives
contributions ... aggregating in excess of $5,000 for the purpose of initiating [or]
promoting ... a ballot question.” (emphasis added) If an organization has solicited and
received less than the $5,000 threshold for those purposes, the receipt of those

contributions does not trigger the requirement to file campaign finance reports.

" In the view of the Commission staff, NOM would not qualify as a political action commitiee under 21-A
M.R.S.A. § 1052(5)(A) because the “major purpose” of NOM is not “initiating, promoting, defeating or
influencing” a candidate election or ballot question in the state of Maine. Thus, the primary compliance
question presented by Mr, Karger’s correspondence is whether NOM must register and report its
contributions and expenditures as a ballot question committee under 21-A ML.R.S.A. § 1056-B.



Qualifying through expenditures. Under Section 1056-B, non-PAC organizations are

also required to file campaign finance reports as a ballot question committee if they make

expenditures — other than by contribution to a PAC — totaling more than $5,000 for

purpose of defeating a ballot question. If an organization makes contributions to a PAC

to support or oppose a ballot question, those expenditures do not count toward the $5,000

threshold to become a ballot question committee. (See first sentence of § 1056-B.)

Evidence that a Violation May Have Occurred

In the opinion of the Commission staff, Mr, Karger’s August 13" and 24"

correspondence pointed to a few factual circumstances which could be relevant to

whether a violation has occurred;

NOM is a 501(c)(4) tax-exempt organization that is roughly two years old.
Based on the information that is presently available to the Commission staff, it
appears that NOM has contributed at least $250,000 to the Stand for Marriage
Maine PAC. This is a large amount of funding, which could suggest that NOM
solicited and received funds for the purpose of initiating or promoting the
referendum.

NOM has demonstrated the capability to raise a significant amount of funds to
support a referendum on same sex marriage. In 2008, NOM formed a committee
in California that raised $1,870,134 to support Proposition 8.

Mr. Karger has provided the Commission with some fundraising solicitations
from NOM stating to potential donors that the funds would be used to oppose the
legalization of same sex marriage in New England. Some of the solicitations
promised NOM’s donors anonymity.

On the basis of those facts, on August 27" the staff of the Maine Ethics Commission

invited NOM to submit a response to Mr. Karger’s request for an investigation.

10



Responses from NOM
NOM responded through a September 21, 2009 letier from its attorney, Barry Bostrom
and through a September 26™ affidavit from Brian Brown which Mr. Bostrom submitted

in response to a specific request from the Commission’s staff.

With respect to how NOM has financed its large contributions to Stand for Marriage
Maine, NOM responds
[NOM’s| projected budget for 2009 is $7 million. It is a national
organization with activities in all fifty states. NOM solicits and receives
most of its funds as undesignated donations from major donors and
national organizations. The remainder of its funds are received primarily
as undesignated donations from direct mail solicitations. Except for the
above mentioned e-mails correspondence, NOM has not solicited
donations specifically for the Maine referendum. Further, NOM does not
accept donations designated for the Maine referendum. (9/26/09 Affidavit
of Brian S. Brown, paragraph 4)
Mr. Brown also states under oath that “NOM has not made expenditures totaling $5,000
for the purpose of initiating or promoting the people’s veto referendum in Maine, other

than by contribution to Stand for Marriage Maine PAC.” (9/26/09 Affidavit of Brian S.

Brown, paragraph 5)

NOM has offered an analysis of the e-mails which the Commission staff attached to its
September 16 letter (described below). It argues that even if the e-mails are deemed to be
solicitating contributions in support of the people’s veto effort in Maine, the amount of
contributions received did not exceed $5,000 threshold for NOM to become a ballot
question committee. Through its counsel, NOM also argues that the reporting

requirement in 21-A M.R.S.A. 1056-B is unconstitutional. The Commission’s counsel

1



has specifically considered this contention and disagrees. If necessary, she is prepared to

defend the constitutionality of the statute in the courts.

Mr. Karger is asking the state of Maine to use its investigatory powers (including,
potentially, its subpoena authority) to compel NOM, a private non-profit organization, to
provide information and documents regarding its overall fundraising. These documents
and information would become public unless covered by one of the Commission’s
narrow confidentiality provisions in 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1003(3-A). In this context, the
Commission must carefully apply the standard in 21-A M.R.S.A. § 1003(2) of whether
Mr. Karger has “show[n] sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may have

occurred.”

Major fundraising by NOM. 1t is undisputed that NOM has been very successful in
fundraising in its two-year history. Under Section 1056-B, however, an organization is
only required to register as a ballot question committee if the organization “solicits and
receives contributions ... for purposes of initiating [or] promoting ... a ballot question.”
Subsection 2-A of the statute (enacted in 2008) specifies various categories of solicited
funds that must be reported. According to the September 26, 2009 Affidavit of Brian S.
Brown, “NOM has not solicited donations specifically for the Maine referendum.
Further, NOM does not accept donations designated for the Maine referendum.” Mr.
Karger has not presented any specific evidence that the major donations received by

NOM were solicited and received for purposes of initiating or promoting the people’s

veto referendum in Maine. (The ¢-mail solicitations raised by Mr. Karger are discussed

12



in the following section.) The reasons that Mr. Karger has presented to support an
investigation are overwhelmingly circumstantial. The Commission staff does not believe
that, in the aggregate, they present sufficient grounds for believing that a violation may

have occurred.

E-Mail Solicitations by NOM

During September 12-15, Fred Karger provided e-mail solicitations sent by NOM that
mentioned the organization’s activities in Maine. On September 16, 2009, the
Commission staff presented to NOM [4 of those e-mails that most directly related to
NOM'’s activities in Maine.> NOM has responded to these e-mails on pages 3-4 of Mr.
Bostrom’s September 21 letter. NOM notes that some of the e-mails invite donors to
contribute directly to Stand for Marriage Maine, not NOM. It argues that only two of the
e-mails may be interpreted to solicit contributions to NOM for the Maine referendum,
and states that the contributions recetved in response to these two e-mails totaled only
$295.00. NOM also identifies five other e-mails that solicited activities in Maine and
other states. It argues that it is impossible to distinguish which states’ activities the
contributors intended to support, and that in any case the contributions resulting from

these e-mails do not exceed the $5,000 threshold.

The Commission staff has not invited any response from Mr. Karger relating to these e-
mails. On the basis of information available, the Commission staff does not believe

NOM'’s e-mail solicitations present sufficient grounds to believe that NOM has

? The staff accidentally included in the September 16 letter an e-mail dated July 24, 2009 that did not relate
to Maine.
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committed a reporting violation because it solicited and received more than $5,000 in

contributions related to people’s veto referendum.

Expenditures by NOM

NOM is clearly coordinating its expenditures with the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC.
Brian Brown is on the e}ﬁecutive committee of the PAC. In its July 15, 2009 report, the
PAC reported receiving roughly $4,400 in paid staff time from NOM and $4,600 in travel
expenditures from NOM. Brian Brown has made a sworn statement that “NOM has not
made expenditures exceeding $5,000 for the purpose of initiating or promoting the
people’s veto in Maine, other than by contribution to Stand for Marriage Maine PAC.”

Mr. Karger has presented no evidence to disbelieve this sworn statement.

Staff Recommendation Concerning NOM

It is understandable that advocates such as Mr. Karger are attempting to shed light on
NOM as an organization that has become a national leader in opposing same-sex
marriage. It may be that in the long term, Mr. Karger’s investigative efforts will uncover
evidence that suggests that NOM’s funders must be disclosed under various states’
campaign finance and lobbyist disclosure laws. The task before the Commission,
however, is to focus on the one reporting statute in Maine law that arguably could apply
to NOM (21-A M.R.S.A. § 1056-B). In the view of the Commission staff, the reasons for
an investigation presented by Mr. Karger do not “show sufficient grounds for believing

that” NOM “may have violated” Section 1056-B.

14



Compliance Issues Related to Roman Cathelic Diocese of Portland

Mr. Karger also questions whether the Roman Catholic Diocese of Portland has complied
with Maine’s campaign finance laws. In particular, he questions the source of the
$100,000 contribution that the Diocese made to the Stand for Marriage PAC on June 9,
2009. Mr. Karger draws information from various public sources and concludes that
“The Diocese does not have hundreds of thousands of dollars sitting in their treasury.”
He notes that the Diocese sent out an appeal from the bishop to raise funds to pay
insurance claims of abuse, and speculates that “perhaps they used a similar approach to
raise the money it contributed to Stand for Marriage Maine.” In a Lewiston Sun Journal
article dated July 17, 2007, Marc Mutty offered an explanation of the source of the
$100,000 contribution. He stated that it was derived from a gift to the church for the
general purpose of defending church dogma or policy and not specific to this issue. Mr.

Karger presents no specific evidence to disbelieve this explanation.

The financial activities of the Diocese in support of people’s veto referendum will be
reported to the Commission in two ways. First, the Diocese is cooperating with the Stand
for Marriage Maine PAC, and in its July 15, 2009 campaign finance report the PAC

reported various in-kind contributions from the Diocese:

Salaries $6,093.00
Printing and miscellaneous  $2,888.73
Meals/lodging $458.00

Second, the Church registered a ballot question commuittee on July 23, 2009.
Presumably, this means that in the week before that date, the Diocese received

contributions or made expenditures in connection with the people’s veto referendum that
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exceeded $5,000. The Diocese will file its first financial report on October 13, 2009,
which will include contributions received by the Diocese and expenditures made by the

Diocese with respect to the people’s veto referendum.

I have personally discussed the reporting responsibilities of the Diocese with Marc Mutty
and with Peter McPartland. Mr. McPartland is a certified public accountant who is the
Director of Parish Financial Services for the Diocese. He will be involved in preparing
the campaign finance reports of the Diocese. In the cburse of those conversations, both
Mr. Mutty and Mr. McPartland demonstrated an understanding of campaign finance

reporting responsibilities.

At this time, the Commission staff recommends the view that Mr. Karger has not
provided sufficient reasons to believe that the Diocese may have violated the ballot
question committee reporting requirements, particularly when the Diocese has not even

filed its first report.

Other Contributors: Focus on the Family and Knights of Columbus

Mr. Karger makes similar allegations regarding money provided by Focus on the Family

and the Knights of Columbus to the Stand for Marriage Maine PAC. The staff refers you
to the last three pages of his August 24 submission. The staff does not believe that these

allegations provide reason to believe that these Qrganizations violated Maine’s campaign

finance laws.
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Las;c week, Mr. Karger mentioned by telephone to the Commission’s new PAC Registrar,
Cindy Sullivan, that he had conversations with a representative of the Knights of
Columbus which indicated that the organization had specifically raised contributions to
influence the people’s veto referendum in Maine. She advised him that if he provided his
information in writing, I would check with the Commission Chair whether the
Commission could consider the new information at the October 1 meeting. Mr. Karger
has not provided any information to the Commission in writing regarding his

conversation with the Knights of Columbus representative.

Conclusion by Commission Staff

For the reasons expressed above, the Commission staff does not recommend an
investigation of Stand for Marriage Maine PAC or its contributors. We are, of course,
willing to engage in any further preliminary fact-gathering or investigation desired by the

Commissioners.

Thank you for your consideration of this memorandum.

17



Sep. 28 2009 10:29A No. 0543 P. 2

AFFIDAVIT
' MAINE ETHIGS COMMISSION

Brian S. Brown, being first duly sworn on his oath states:
1. T am over eighteen years of age and have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein.

2. I am the Executive Director of the National Organization for Marriage, Inc., a Virginia non-
stock corporation.

3. Other than funds received from the e-mails that have been discussed in the September 16 and
September 21 comespondence, NOM has received no funds in the following categories set
forth in 21-A MLR.S.A. § 1056-B(2-4): '

2.  Funds that tﬁe contributor specified were given in conmection with the people’s veto
referendum in Maine to repeal the 2009 same-sex marriage law (P.L. 2009, Ch. 82);

b. Funids provided in response to a solicitation that would lead the contributor m believe
that the funds would be used specifically for the purpose of initiating or promoting the
people’s veio referendum in. Maine;

v Funds that can reasonably be determined to have been provided by the contributor for
the purpose of initiative or promoting the people’s veto referendum in Maine.

For purposes of this response, | assume these provisions should be interpreted in accordance
with the decisions of the U.S. Supreme Court in Buckley vs, Valeo, 424 U.8. 1 (1976), and its
progeny, protecting issue advocacy from unconstitutional burdens, i.e., I assume that 3.2, and
3.¢. refer to funds received where a donor expressly designated the donation for support of the
people’s veto referendum in Maine; and that 3.b. refers to comumunications from NOM
expressy soliciting fiunds for support of the people’s veto referendum in Maine.

4. NOM’s pmjected budget for 2009 is $7 million. It is a national organization with activities in
all fifty stafes. NOM solicits and receives most of its funds as undesignated donations from
major dopors and national organizations. The remainder of its funds are received primarily as
undesignsted dopations from direct mail solicitations. Except for the above mentioned email
correspondence, NOM has not solicited donations specifically for the Mame referendum.
Further, NOM does not accept donations designated for the Maine referendum. See sample
response device and disclosure attached hexeto.

5. NOM has not made expenditures exceeding $5,000 for the purpose of inttiafing or promoting
the people’s veto referendum in Maine, other than by contribution to Stand for Marriage

Maine PAC.
Further affiant sayeth not.
Brian Brown, Executive Director
National Organization for Marriage, Inc.
JEFFREY CATELLG
cmméﬁm\ﬁmmm
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES F
COMMISSION £ 7181608
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STATE OF Vet )
| . . S8

COUNTY OF s Son )

Before me, N2 S?-Qm} {7 axe\\us |, a Notary Public in and for said County and

State, personally appeared Brian 8. Brown who acknowledged the execution of the forcgoing

instrament.
Witness wy hand and notarial seal on the 2L day of Septeber, 2009.

My Commission Expires: ' [ < '
e B todn Printed: -"a-z%%m Q@Xx f :
Notary Public TN/
: Resident of (oo &i})\ﬁ County, \ooo ‘

This instrument was prepared by Barry A. Bostrom, attomey at law, BOPP, COLESON &
BOSTROM, 1 South Sixth Street, Terre Haute, Indiana 47807-3510.
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NATIONAL
ORGANIZATION
FOR MARRIAGR

20 Nagsan Street, Sujte 242 § Princeton, NI 08542
888.894.3604 - www NattonFarbarciage.otg

ConteMutions o7 gifs to the Nallony Organizafion for
Marriage, & 014)(4) omganizaton with QNG stalus, are
o v -dedncEble. The Mationtal Organization for Martiage
does 10t accept. confribufions from: buslnzss corporatlons,
labor unions, Torsign natiesals, o7 Tedeeal cvnimactoss;
lowever, i may docept contrthuthns fom federally
registend political actien committees. Pumatlons tty be
wsedt for polificat purposes such as supporting ot oppesiag
condidates, ¥o Tunds will be eatmarked o reserved Tz any
pottieat purgese, The first §5.00 of your annsal gt keeps
yous membershlp statug ective for an wdditional year.

- (.) mnng Gift Amount $

Neber - ¢ o L b S S

S S Daytime U
Cets R E L dmmend Ehone Number

Carrhoidar's Neene (38 & appears o ths card)

Geeclholder's Slgralura . Date

The electronl; paymests ar¢ processed securely by the Mational Grganization for Marrtage partuer Kinteca, The reame Knfera will
appear alongside ¥OM on your credit card siatervent.
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| vl _m__.._ou_ the ":mmn_z_nme._ of Emimum and D_an:_q

o
- HPE Y B

F3 1 woudd D 10 rcahve e-mall upcaies Framy the Hatioret Diganizetica for Maniage,
My e-mail address 1s

Thank youi Please make your check payable to Mational Organization
fur Marriage. To give a donation by credit card, see reverse side.

R

a

NATIONAL
DORGANIEATION
FORAGHRMLE |
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