Case Name Current Status Brief Description

Plaintiffs seek to enjoin trigger

Public _ _ 1.St Circuit provisions of Maine's public
Financing Cushing v. McKee | dismissed as moot | financing program as well as its
on 7/21/11. disclosure requirements and
gubernatorial contribution limits.




Disclosure

Contributions

Wisconsin

D.C.

Wisconsin
Prosperity Network
v. Myse

Carey v. FEC

Oral arguments
heard before
Wisconsin
Supreme Court on
9/6/11.

Memorandum
opinion filed by
DC district court
filed 6/14/2011

granting
preliminary
injunction. Case
settled by parties
on 8/19/11.

In July 2010, Wisconsin's
Government Accountability Board
issued an administrative rule
requiring disclosure and
disclaimers for certain speech
made just before an election that
advocates the election or defeat of
candidates for public office. In its
amicus, the Brennan Center
defended the GAB’s administrative
rule, arguing that disclosure of
money in politics advances the
compelling state interest in
providing voters with knowledge of
who funds political campaigns.

NDPAC wanted to maintain two

separate bank accounts: one for
unlimited independent
expenditures, and another for
contributions to candidates. FEC
did not approve the proposal.
Plaintiffs seek declaratory
judgment that the contribution limits
are unconstitutional as applied to
those who wish to make
contributions to NDPAC for its
independent expenditures.




Contributions

Public
financing;
Pay-to-Play

Disclosure

D.C.

New York

California

Libertarian Nat'l
Cmte v. FEC

Ognibene v. Parkes

ProtectMarriage.com
v. Bowen

Discovery to be
completed by
February 24, 2012.

Stay of public
financing portion
of case lifted on
9/16/11 by USDC,
Southern District of
NY. Informal
conference for
parties to resolve
matters in
controversy set for
6/22/2012.

Appeal pending
before 9th Circuit.

Plaintiffs received a $250k
bequest from deceased's estate;
however, the FEC still maintained
that the donation was subject to
the $30,800 individual contribution
limit, which the LNC claims
violates the First Amendment
when applied to the deceased
because it serves no
governmental interest.

Plaintiffs seek injunctive relief
concerning New York City's "pay-
to-play" rules that reduce
contribution limits for lobbyists
and deny matching funds for
lobbyist contributions. Plaintiffs
challenge trigger provisions of
NYC's public financing program,
arguing that Supreme Court's
decision in AZ Free Enterprise v.
Bennett requires that the
provisions be struck down.

Plaintiffs challenge disclosure
requirements over fear of threats
and harassment, and reprisal

similar to that allegedly suffered
by supporters of Prop. 8 and on
the grounds that threshold for

reporting contributors is too low.




Disclosure

Disclosure

Maine

Hawaii

NOM v. McKee

Yamada v. Kuramoto

1st Circuit upheld
Maine's campaign
finance laws on
8/11/2011.
Plaintiffs did not
appeal to Supreme
Court.

On 12/6/2010,
parties agreed to
stay matter for 6
months pending

petition for cert in
Brumsickle. Motion
for summary
judgment filed by
plaintiffs on

12/5/11. Motion

hearing scheduled
for 2/6/2012.

Plaintiffs challenge Maine's
definitions of a non-major-purpose
PACs and independent
expenditures as vague and
overbroad. In another prong of the
case, plaintiffs make a similar
challenge to Maine's definition of
a ballot question committee.

Plaintiffs challenge Hawaii's
definition of a non-candidate
committee and electioneering
communication as vague and
overbroad, arguing that the word
"influence" reaches a significant
amount of non-campaign speech.




Public
Financing;
Pay-to-Play

Disclosure;
Direct
Corporate
Contributions

Connecticut

Minnesota

Green Party of
Connecticut v.
Garfield

Minnesota Citizens
Concerned for Life
V. Swanson

Supreme Court
denied cert on
7/28/11.

En banc argument
heard on
September 21,
2011.

Plaintiffs challenge
Connecticut's public financing
program for unconstitutionally
burdening free speech,
including, but not limited to,
the program's "trigger"
provision, similar to the one
overturned in AZ Free
Enterprise. Plaintiffs also
challenge "pay-to-play"
provisions, including a ban on
state contractor contributions
and a prohibition on
contractors and lobbyists
soliciting third party campaign
contributions.

Plaintiffs argue that maintaining a
separate segregated fund for
independent expenditures is
essentially the same as requiring
PAC status, which was ruled
unconstitutional in Citizens United
v. FEC. Plaintiffs also challenge
definition of independent
expenditure as overbroad
because it extends beyond
express advocacy. Finally,
plaintiffs argue that Minnesota's
ban on direct corporate
contributions subverts Supreme
Court's ruling in Citizens United v.
FEC.




Disclosure

Disclosure

Vermont

North
Carolina

Vermont Right to
Life v. Sorell

Koerber v. FEC

Cross motions for
summary
judgment filed by
plaintiffs and
defendants on
October 14, 2011.

District court
stayed proceedings
pending resolution
of RTAO v. FEC on

June 3, 2010.

Plaintiffs argue that Vermont's
definition of a political committee
chills free speech because it
subjects speakers to registration,
record keeping, and reporting
requirements as well as
contribution and contribution
source limits. VRTL also fears
that even if its electioneering
communications do not classify it
as a political committee, it will be
subject to identification
requirements that will burden its
resources and chill speech.

Plaintiffs challenge the
constitutionality of the federal
disclosure requirements for
“electioneering communications,”
and the FEC’s policy for
determining federal “political
committee” status.




Disclosure

Contribution
Limits;
Disclosure

D.C.

Wisconsin

Van Hollen v. FEC

Wisconsin Right to
Life (WRTL) v.
Vocke

Hearing on motion
for summary
judgment on
January 11, 2012.

Seventh Circuit

struck down PAC
contribution limits
on December 12,
2011.

Plaintiffs argue that the FEC's
rule requiring disclosure of
donations to fund electioneering
communications only when they
are earmarked for a specific ad is
inconsistent with the BCRA's
requirement that corporations and
unions disclose "all contributions"
of $1,000 or more when they
engage in electioneering
communications.

Plaintiffs challenge state PAC
contribution limits, arguing that
WRTL-SPAC is an independent
expenditures only committee and
does not make contributions.




Disclosure;
Corporate
Contributions

Public
Financing

lowa

North
Carolina

lowa Right to Life
(IRTL) v. Miller

North Carolina Right
to Life (NCRL) PAC
v. Leake

District Court
granted summary
judgment for the
state on three
claims and
directed remaining
claim to lowa
Supreme Court on
June 29, 2011.

Complaint filed
9/9/11 in USDC
Eastern District of
NC

state's
"political
as overbroad and
vague and argue that
imposition of disclosure
requirements are tantamount to

Plaintiffs  challenge
definition of
committee"

imposition of political
committee status. Plaintiffs
also argue that state
restrictions on corporate
contributions are
unconstitutional and that
Beaumont should be
overturned. Finally, plaintiffs

argue that state requirement
that board of directors approve
independent expenditures is

unconstitutional.

Plaintiffs argue that the Supreme
Court's ruling in AZ Free
Enterprise requires the USDC to
revisit North Carolina’s triggered
matching fund provisions, arguing
that they pose a substantial
burden on privately financed
candidates’ and independent
groups’ political speech without
articulating a compelling state
interest.




Disclosure;
Corporate
Contributions

Contribution
Limits

Texas

New
Mexico

Texas Democratic
Party v. King Street
Patriots

New Mexico
Republican Party v.
King

Parties have filed
cross-motions for
summary judgment
on the defendants'
counterclaim.
Motions will be
heard in District
Court of Travis
County on 11/8/11.

Plaintiffs' motion

for preliminary
injunction denied
in part and granted
in part on 1/5/11.

Plaintiffs seek damages and
declaratory and injunctive relief in
connection to several violations of
state campaign finance laws
allegedly committed by the King
Street  Patriots by violating
Texas’s restriction on corporate
political contributions and by
failing to register as a political
committee and comply with state
disclosure law. Defendants filed a
counterclaim  challenging the
applicable provisions of Texas
campaign finance law.

Plaintiffs challenge $5,000
contribution limit as applied to
New Mexico political parties and
PACs.







