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I1I.

STATEMENT OF INTEREST
STATEMENT OF THE CASE
ARGUMENT
. The VEC admittedly exists for the purpose of influencing
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candidate elections and is a “political committee” under

Washington state law
1.

By registering with Internal Revenue Service as a
Section 527 political organization, the VEC publicly
declared that its purpose is to influence candidate
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The VEC made payments for the purpose of opposing
the election of a state candidate. As a result, it became

a “political committee” under Washington state law .......

In its brief, the VEC characterizes its advertising as
“election-related speech”—conceding its intent was to

influence a candidate election........ccovevvvverrenreeerennenenns

. U.S. Supreme Court decisions in Buckley and McConnell

make clear that the VEC’s election-related speech may

constitutionally be regulated
1.

The U.S. Supreme Court in Buckley made clear that
disclosure requirements for Section 527 political
organizations such as the VEC raise no vagueness
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The Buckley distinction between “express advocacy”
and “issue advocacy” led to widespread circumvention
of campaign finance laws and was declared
“functionally meaningless” by the U.S. Supreme Court
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The U.S. Supreme Court in McConnell made clear that
the statutory terms “support” and “oppose”—which
serve as the foundation of Washington’s definition of
“political committee”—are not unconstitutionally vague

4. Washington’s statutory definition of “political
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Iv.

committee” clearly and constitutionally encompasses

the VEC
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