From: Adam Sharp
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2010 11:43 AM
Subject: Ohio Farm Bureau Special Exemption for HSUS

Hello everyone,

We understand that the campaign finance bill, H.R. 5157, may be brought to the House Floor
tomorrow. H.R. 5175, includes a loophole for the NRA, the Humane Society of the U.S.
(HSUS), and a few others, that grants these organizations special First Amendment rights. As
you know, in Ohio we are facing a potential state-wide ballot measure this fall that is aimed at
banning certain livestock care practices in our state. HSUS is very involved in supporting this
measure, that would drastically harm Ohio farmers and the Ohio economy. The Ohio agriculture
community and many others in the state are united in opposing this potential state-wide measure
backed by the Washington, D.C.based-HSUS.

Equally, Ohio Farm Bureau is very concerned and strongly opposes any special carve-outs for
HSUS in this campaign finance bill. OFBF opposes this bill and encourages you to vote against
this very unfair set of exemptions for some special interest groups. See attached articles.

Thanks.

Adam Sharp
OFBF

The Wall Street Journal

Guns and Free Speech
The NRA sells out to Democrats on the First Amendment.

June 16, 2010
http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704009804575308470831235224.htmI?mod=WSJ Opini
on AbovelLEFTTop

The National Rifle Association is suffering a sudden onset of amnesia this week, as the gun
lobby cuts a deal to exempt itself from the latest Congressional attempt to repeal the First
Amendment. NRA members may soon regret the organization's bid to ingratiate itself with
Democrats at the expense of its longtime free-speech allies.

The campaign finance bill, sponsored by Senator Chuck Schumer and Representative Chris Van
Hollen, is the Democratic response to the Supreme Court's January decision in Citizens United v.
FEC, which restored the First Amendment right of corporations, unions and nonprofits to make
independent campaign expenditures. At the time, the NRA's Wayne LaPierre called Citizens
United "a defeat for arrogant elitists who wanted to carve out free speech as a privilege for
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themselves and deny it to the rest of us."”

Look who's arrogant and elitist now. Under the Schumer-Van Hollen bill, political speech would
be bound up with new restrictions, including special burdens on government contractors and
corporations that have a certain level of foreign ownership or received TARP funds. The bill also
includes disclosure rules designed to hit corporations, requiring CEOs to appear to "approve this
message" the way politicians do, and for groups to identify their donors. Except for the NRA.

Under the NRA carve-out in the House bill, the new rules won't apply to any organizations that
have been around for more than 10 years, have more than a million members and receive less
than 15% of their funding from corporate donors. That fits the NRA nicely, though as best we
can figure, everyone else, from the Sierra Club to Planned Parenthood, fails to qualify. So much
for defending the little guy against the fat cats.

This backroom deal came at the behest of Democrats from conservative states, for whom the
NRA's scorecard of their legislative record can be a major boost or obstacle to election. Creating
a special exception for the NRA, and thereby assuring the Democrats "good grades" on Second
Amendment rights, eases the way for the bill to be passed. A failing grade on First Amendment
rights is somebody else's problem.

By erecting what amounts to a grandfather clause of First Amendment rights, the bill creates a
sort of interest-group incumbency, concentrating the power to speak freely among a handful of
large and longstanding groups. Established organizations like the NRA provide important
representation for their members, but their lobbying cause is specific and limited.

Left vulnerable by the special treatment are the smaller grassroots outfits that often pop up in
response to new and immediate policy challenges. The ability of these groups to count on the full
protection of the First Amendment is critical to diverse and responsive political debate.

The NRA may swing a big lobbying stick by virtue of the breadth and voting power of its
members, but it draws its legitimacy from the Constitution and it has drawn support on gun
rights from those who care about the entire Bill of Rights. Cutting a special deal at the expense

of the First Amendment with lawmakers who have decided for now to stop gutting the Second
Amendment reveals an NRA that is unprincipled and will be weaker for it in the long run.

The Hill

Dems face backlash over NRA deal
By Russell Berman

June 15, 2010



http://thehill.com/homenews/house/103443-dems-face-backlash-over-nra-deal

House Democrats are facing a backlash from some liberal and government reform advocacy
groups over an exemption for the National Rifle Association (NRA) that was added to a
campaign finance bill.

The U.S. Public Interest Research Group (PIRG) and the Sierra Club said Tuesday they will now
oppose the Disclose Act, which Democrats are pushing as a response to the January Supreme
Court decision that overturned limits on corporate and union contributions to political
campaigns.

The opposition comes after Democrats agreed to a provision that would exempt the NRA and a
few other large organizations from disclosure requirements that are central to the bill.

The exemption has rankled House liberals. Rep. Raul Grijalva (D-Ariz.), co-chairman of the
Congressional Progressive Caucus, said Tuesday he would try to mobilize members to oppose
the NRA amendment and force it from the bill.

Democratic leaders hope to pass the campaign finance bill by the end of the week, but aides said
they had yet to nail down the votes.

The decision by U.S. PIRG is significant because the group has been heavily involved in crafting
the legislation, and it marks a split with several other good-government groups that support the
legislation. PIRG research advocate Lisa Gilbert emphasized that the organization supports the
goals of the legislation but that the carve-out for the NRA is too big a compromise.

“It’s a sea change, and we hope that we’ll be able to remove this exemption and support the bill,”
Gilbert said.

Rep. Chris Van Hollen (D-Md.), the chief sponsor of the legislation, defended the agreement.
“Our key objective in responding to the Supreme Court’s radical ruling in Citizens United has
been to increase transparency and disclosure, and the final bill achieves that goal,” Van Hollen
said in a statement.

“Reform in Washington is never easy — that is why powerful special interests are mobilizing
against our effort to shine a light on campaign-related spending. The vast majority of Americans
on the right, left and in the center support these efforts and | am confident that when the bill
comes to the House floor it will pass.”

Leadership aides pointed to five good-government groups that have endorsed the revised
legislation, including the NRA exemption. Common Cause, Public Citizen, Democracy 21, the
League of Women Voters and the Campaign Legal Center are all supporting the bill.

It remained unclear Tuesday whether House liberals would ultimately withhold their support for
the bill — which most broadly support — over the NRA exemption. The Progressive Caucus
sent an e-mail to gauge member support for taking a stand against the amendment. Leadership
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aides were also concerned about labor unions, which have yet to endorse the bill and were said to
be upset at the exemption for the NRA.

Grijalva and Rep. Carolyn McCarthy (D-N.Y.), a leading supporter of gun control, both said they
would vote against a manager’s amendment including the NRA exemption but had yet to decide
on the final bill.

“Even final passage is jeopardized for me,” Grijalva said. He said the overall bill “continues to
be a good piece of legislation” but that the “bad taste” of the exemption had caused consternation
among members.

“We don’t think it’s equitable,” he said.

McCarthy said she was less concerned about the exemption for the NRA than about the
perception that the gun lobby had such a heavy influence on the legislation. The NRA, she said,
already discloses its involvement in political campaigns, unlike many large corporations that try
to disguise their influence through political action committees. When the NRA sends out mailers
and runs ads, McCarthy said, “you know where that information is coming from.”

The NRA on Tuesday confirmed it would stand down from lobbying against the bill because of
the exemption. In a statement, the group said that as long as the provision remains intact, the
NRA “will not be involved in final consideration of the House bill.”

The Sierra Club, a leading environmental advocacy group, had not taken a position on the
Disclose Act before the NRA provision was added. A spokesman, David Willett, said the group
had concerns both with that provision and others he said might limit the Club’s non-electoral
grassroots activities.

“We are supportive of the underlying goals,” he said.

The Brady Campaign to Prevent Gun Violence, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and the
National Right to Life Committee have also come out against the bill.

The NRA carve-out, negotiated by gun-rights supporters in Congress, would exempt
organizations that have more than 1 million members, have existed for more than 10 years and
raise a maximum of 15 percent of contributions from corporations. Democratic aides said the
AARP and the Humane Society were the only other organizations believed to qualify for the
exemption.

The president of the Brady Campaign, Paul Helmke, said lawmakers should be more concerned
about limiting the influence of smaller interest groups than giants like the NRA.

“This is such a completely backward type of proposal,” he said. “It makes no sense to exempt
larger organizations who spend more.”



The legislation has two Republican sponsors: Reps. Mike Castle (Del.) and Walter Jones (N.C.).
Most other GOP lawmakers are expected to oppose it.

Senate Republican Leader Mitch McConnell (Ky.), a champion of gun rights, lambasted the
NRA exemption as a “backroom deal” reminiscent of the healthcare debate.

“Taxpayers are still fuming over a healthcare process where their money was thrown around like
a high roller in a hotel lobby to win last-minute votes, and now the same backroom dealing is
being repeated with their freedom of speech,” McConnell said in a statement. “Just as it wasn’t
the Democrats’ money to offer in the healthcare debate, free speech isn’t theirs to ration out to
those willing to play ball — it’s a right guaranteed by our First Amendment to all Americans.”



