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LEGISLATION

Public money for House races?
Support for public
financing is centered
among freshmen and
sophomore members
who fear rightwing
opposition.

_____By Georg Zola_____
W A S H I N G TON

W
ORKING QUIETLY SINCE
Congress reconvened on
Jan. 19, chairman of the
House Administration
committee Frank Thomp-

son (D-NJ) and Common Cause have
been working on a compromise amend-
ment to the Federal Elections Campaign
Act that will authorize partial public fi-
nancing of congressional elections.

A similar measure died in the commit-
tee last October for lack of support from
a majority of its Democratic members.
However, this time Common Cause and
supporters from outside the committee
are hoping to produce a measure that will
appeal to a majority in Congress.

For the past three months Common
Cause volunteers have been working to
muster support for a public financing bill
in the home districts of congressmen
who oppose it. At the same time David
Cohen, president of Common Cause
and Fred Wertheimer, senior vice-presi-
dent, have been pressuring the Democra-
tic leadership in the House to pass a bill
in time for the November elections.

For tactical reasons the measure is ex-

pected to be brought up on the floor and
won't be included in the other package
of amendments to the FECA the House
Administration committee is currently
considering.

Action on the measure is expected in
late March. Supporters are opting for full
House action on the floor, rather than
running the risk that the amendment will
die in committee again.

Sources close to the committee say that
there have been major disagreements
among Democratic members of the com-
mittee as to whether members of Congress
should join the President in getting elect-
ed to public office at least in part with
public funds. (Jimmy Carter and Gerald
Ford each received $21.4 million in pub-
lic funds for the general election alone in
their bids for the presidency in 1976.)

They say that Reps. Frank Annunzio
(D-IL) and Mendel Davis (D-SC) are
among the strongest committee oppon-
ents against partial public financing of
congressional elections.

Annunzio's and Davis' opposition can
be explained in part by the fact that in
the past they have had only token oppo-
sition in their bids for re-election.

In the 1976 general election Annunzio
raised $82,176 and spent $77,220 to get re-
elected. His Republican opponent raised
only $6688..

Davis raised $53,464 and spent $59,442
in his successful campaign. Presumably
he also used about $6,000 leftover from
his last campaign. His Republican oppon-
ent raised only $1,800.

Although a firial measure hasn't been
drafted, this is what Congress is expect-
ed to vote on when the amendment comes
before the full House.

If the amendment passes, only congres-
sional general elections would be affected
and i\ ceiling of $150,000 for campaign ex-

penditures would be set for candidates
who accept public funds.

The limit on matching funds would be
set at $50,000, leaving candidates to raise
the other $100,000 from private sources if
they could.

Once it becomes evident who the
candidates in the general election will be,
usually after a primary, they would have
ten days to notify the Federal Elections
Commission if they want to accept pub-
lic funds or not.

If one candidate decides against accept-
ing public funds, the spending ceiling for
the other candidate would be lifted entire-
ly and the limit of his matching funds
would be doubled to $100,000.

"The bill will be drawn to provide in-
centives to. all candidates to accept pub-
lic funds," said a committee staff member.

Only contributions of $100 or less
would qualify for matching funds, with
only one $100 contribution or contribu-
tions totaling $100 per person covered.
A candidate would have to raise $10,000
in $100 contributions before qualifying
for matching funds. After that only con-
tributions in blocks totaling $10,000
would be matched, up to $50,000. This
means that if a candidate raises only
$17,000 in $100 contributions, only
$10,000 would be matched because the re-
maining $7,000 falls $3,000 short of the
$10,000 block.

The funds for the public financing of
elections would come from the one dollar
write-off most Americans authorize for
public elections when they file annual
federal income tax returns.

Other amendments expected to be
drawn up by the committee would reduce
labor's and business' involvement in con-
gressional elections. Current laws allow
labor and business groups to contribute
a maximum of $5,000 per candidate per

group. The amendments would reduce
this by half.

Common Cause recently released a re-
port that showed that during the first ten
months of 1977, less than a year after the
1976 general elections, special interest
groups had made contributions totaling
$2.4 million to incumbent congressmen.

Business and pplitical groups led the list
of contributors with contributions total-
ing $987,800, while labor groups gave
$844,000. Their combined totals amount
to 76 percent of all contributions made
during the first ten months.

Individual contributions would still be
limited to a maximum of $1,000 per per-
son per candidate. A candidate opting for
matching funds would be allowed to spend
a maximum of $25,000 from his own
funds for his campaign.

Support for public financing is centered
mostly among the freshmen and sopho-
more members of Congress, many of
whom are still paying off debts from their
first campaigns. They want public fi-
nancing to be available in time for the
1978 elections.

More than anything they fear a blitz of
contributions from right wing groups to
their prospective opponents in Novem-
ber. The right feels that many first and
second term congressmen will be vulner-
able in November.

Privately, supporters see only a 50-50
chance of the measure passing the House.
They say that in spite of their support for
the measure, the House Democratic lead-
ership favors it only reluctantly and will
make no attempt to save the legislation
if it runs into trouble on the floor.

Opponents in the Senate have already
promised a filibuster to kill any measure
reaching the Senate floor, even if it affects
House elections only. •
Georg Zola is a reporter in Washington.

WE WANT YOU!
loin the New Appeal Army!

The greatest popular socialist
publication in America —the
Appeal to Reason —achieved a
circulation of 760,000 in 1912.
It helped build a massive and
effective socialist movement in
the first decades of this century.
Our goal at In These Times is to
create a paper that can make
the same contribution in the
seventies and eighties. The
Appeal succeeded because it
developed an "army" of reader/
supporters, numbering some
30,000 who actively promoted
the paper among their friends,
neighbors and co-workers.

In These Times will succeed
if we can build such a support
"army" as well. Most publica-
tions invest enormous sums in
promotional efforts to build .
their circulation. They have the
power of capitalist investors
behind them. We do not. While
we will multiply our promotional
efforts this year, we can only
reach our goal of 24,000 sub-
scribers at year-end if our

current readers form the core of:

the new appeal army.

Launch
the
Mini-
Subs!

Nothing sells In These Times
better than In These Times.
People generally like us after
they see us. But first they have
to see us. That's what the mini-
subs campaign is all about.

It works like this: You send us
the names of people who you
think would enjoy reading In
These Times, and the money to
cover a 10 week mini-subscrip-
tion for each of them. These
mini-subs will introduce them
to the paper at a cost that goes

as low as 25 cents a copy. We
will send them a card notifying
them that they have been given
the mini-sub before it starts.
And then we'll encourage them
to convert their mini-sub to a
regular sub at the end of the
ten weeks. (We've also got our
own lists of activists to send the
subs to, if you don't have your
own names.)

Subscribers can use the
business reply envelops inserted
in this issue to order their mini-
subs. For those of you who have
no envelope, mini-sub rates are
as follows:
1-$3.50;2-$6.75;3-$9.75;4-
$12.50; 5-$15.00,10-$25.00; 15-
$37.50; 20-$50.00; 25-$62.50; 50-
$125.00.
Please be sure to include the
zip codes.

The mini-sub campaign is an
excellent way for you to help us
spread the word about In These
Times at very little cost to either
of us. It will help us meet our
potential as "the first socialist

publication in decades that
may eventually reach a mass
circulation" (Colorado Daily).
And it will be an effective way
for you to contribute to a move-
ment to make "socialism versus
capitalism" the burning issue in
these times.

Don't
stop
there!

The heart of the'new appeal
army is the network of In These
Times Associates groups'now
being organized to stimulate
socialist debate and activity,
and to support the paper's
promotional, fundraising and
distribution efforts. Send us
names and money for mini-subs.
If you have the time and desire,
though, go farther. Start an Asso-
ciates group in your city. Or join
the one that's there. Let us know
if you're interested by filling out
the coupon on this page, and
we'll send you all the materials
you need to get started. The new
appeal army will help us more
than double the subscription
standings on the facing page in
the coming months. Pitch in!
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HUMAN RIGHTS

ts violated in Charlotte case
witnesses

for their
the Charlotte
not been

a trial.

By Bob McMahon
C H A R L O T T E, N. C.

I
N OCTOBER 1957 BLACK ACTIVIST
TJ. Reddy and EH integrated group
of friends visited the Lazy B Rid-
ing Stable near Charlotte. Turned
away, they returned the next day

with more friends including Charles
Parker -reporters and TV cameramen.
Parker, a black, was allowed to rent a
horse. A minor integration incident closed
successfully,

Five years later this alraost-forgotten
episode engulfed Reddy, Parker and their
friend and co-worker Jim Grant in a not-
yet-concluded nightmare.

Tine Lazy B Riding Stable had burned
Sept. 24, 1968. Fire investigators at the
time did not mention the possibility of ar-
son publicly.

In January 1972 Grant, Reddy and
Parker were suddenly arrested and charged
with burning the Lazy B. Convicted that
July, they recievecl 25, 29 sad ten year pri-
son terms respectively.

The mainstay of the state's case was
testimony by Theodora Alfred Hood
and Walter David Washington. Together
Hood and Washington told a vivid story
of participating with the t'cee defendants
in z militant u>"der«»roi?.?.d group called

the United Souls, which practiced the use
of guns and fire-bombs, and had burned
the riding stable's barn in revenge for the
1967 integration incident.

Hood and Washington also testified
against Jim Grant and Ben Chavis—de-
fendants in North Carolina's Wilmington
10 trial (ITT, Feb. 1)—in a federal trial
in Raleigh, N.C., in April 1972. Both had
long prison records and faced serious new
felony charges, dropped in return for their
testimony in the two trials.

Throughout the Charlotte trial, the
courtroom atmosphere suggested the
real offense of the three defendants—re-
peatedly labelled "black militants" by
prosecutor Thomas Moore—was their
political activisim.

The prosecution allowed no Jews and
only one black—an elderly, half-deaf
woman—on the jury.

Four witnesses testified that Jim Grant
had been visiting them in Pennsylvania in
September 1968, at the time he had sup-
posedly masterminded the incendiary ac-
tivities of the "United Souls."

Moore's cross-examination of these
four centered on their political associa-
tions. He sought to link them to radical
groups like Students for a Democratic So-
ciety to discredit their testimony.

One witness, Joe Hahn, asked to list
all the groups he belonged to, began with
the Republican party, then went through
a long list of stamp collectors' clubs. He
checked membership cards in his wallet
to see if the list was complete. Moore al-
so looked in the wallet, then triumphant-
ly denounced Hahn as a "card-carrying
member of the American Civil Liberties
Union."

The sentences handed the Three were
far longer than usual in arson cases where
no one was injured. In his sentencing
speech Judge Frank Snepp made it clear

that he had set long terms because he
found the defendants to be "a danger to
society" as "violent revolutionaries."

Concern in Charlotte over the politi-
cal character of the case led in 1974 to an
investigation by the Charlotte Observer.
The paper discovered that federal agents
had concealed payments to the witnesses
and evidence contradicting their trial tes-
timony.

Hood and Washington were paid at
least $4,000 each for their testimony. The
deal was approved by then Assistant At-
torney General Robert Mardian of the In-
ternal Security Division of the Justice de-
partment because their testimony could
lead to prosecutions of "leading militants"
Grant and Chavis.

The deal was set up by federal Alcohol,
Tax and Firearms (ATF) agents William
Walden and Stanley Noell, who did
most of the investigation for the state in
the Charlotte 3 trial. (The two agents also
assisted N.C. authorities in building the
case against the Wilmington 10.)

Washington told Walden that he had
not seen who set fire to the Lazy B barn.
On the witness stand, however, he de-
scribed watching Parker and Reddy fire-
bomb the building.

The jury and the defense did not know
about his earlier contradictory statement.
Hood denied on the stand that he had re-
ceived any payment for his testimony.

Armed with this new evidence, Grant,
Reddy, and Parker sought a new trial. The
court appeals that have followed have
been slow and frustrating.

After sitting on the case for 17 months,
N.C. Superior Court Judge Sam Ervin III
denied their appeal. Ervin ruled that the
state would have been required to turn
over the concealed evidence to the defense
had it come From its own agents, but that
federal agents helping the state need not

tell all they knew or the tactics they used
to obtain it. Higher state and federal
courts, including the Fourth U.S. Circuit
Court of Appeals on Feb. 4, 1978, have
declined to review or overturn Ervin's rul-
ing.

The case is being appealed to the U.S.
Supreme Court. Grant and Reddy are out
on bond at this time. Parker was paroled
after serving over two years of his term.

"At this time," says Grant, "We're
not looking to the courts for justice," es-
pecially "given how the Supreme Court
has gone recently, not just on civil rights
but also on other matters."

A campaign has been mounted seeking
a pardon of innocence—or at least com-
mutation of sentences to time served—
from North Carolina Governor James
Hunt.

Like the Wilmington 10, the Charlotte
3 have been adopted by Amnesty Inter-
national as "prisoners of conscience."
Both U.S. Senators and the Governor of
Connecticut, Grant's home state, have
called upon Hunt to pardon the Three.

Hunt, whose recent decision to leave
the Wilmington 10 in jail on reduced
terms angered human rights activists, is
reportedly no more receptive to the Char-
lotte 3.

Jack Cozort, Hunt's legal adviser, has
reportedly told Charlotte 3 defense com-
mittee members angrily that the governor
had spent enough time on the Wilming-
ton 10. Hunt, Cozort said, "doesn't even
want to think" about the Charlotte 3 "for
at least six months." M

For more information: N. C. Political Pri-
soners Committee, P.O. Box2712, Char-
lotte, NC 28201.

Bob McMahon is a North Carolina free-
lance writer.
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706 DELAWARE-MARYLAND
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29
13
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Washington, D.C.
Baltimore

VIRGINIA
Arlington-Alexandria

WEST VIRGINIA
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Chapel Hill
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Raleigh
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Atlanta
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Grand Rapids
Detroit
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1 c Miami, FL
1 '̂ L Philadelphia, PA
1 | Portland, OR
| £ Knoxville, TN
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Sacramento 38
Chico 14
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D i want to initiate the formation of a chapter of ITT Associates
in my city/town. I understand I will receive a list of all sub-
scribers and a kit which indicates what to do.

D i cannot initiate the formation of a chapter, but if one is
formed, or if one exists in my city/town, i want to help in its
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£ Cininnati, OH
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Minneapolis, MN
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Phone #: Davs Evenines

Send to: in These Times Associates
1509 North Milwaukee Ave., Chicago, HI. 60622
Phone (31 2} 489-4444
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