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‘Medicredit’ i
Sponsors Got l

Large Share .
By Morton%rfl?z/ E ‘f

Washington Post Staff Writer

Political arms of the
. . 1 .

American Medical Associa-
tion and its state affiliates
have made campaign con-
tributions to almost half of
of the 435 members of the
House of Representatives
since the 1972 elections.
The 205 recipients include
108 of the 162 House sponsors
of Medicredit, the AMA’s pro-
posal for national health in-
surance.
The American Medical Po-
litical  Action Committee
(AMPAC) and its jaffiliates in
the states also have contrib-{
uted at least $100 each to doz-!
ens of non-incumbent candi-,
dates for the House in this !
year’s elections, including
many who are seeking seats’
that are becoming vacant
through retirement or the in-
cumbents’ seeking other of-
fice.

tors, of whom seven are Medi-
credit sponsors, as well as to
several non-incumbent Senate
candidates.

The "grand total given .or
earmarked up to Sept. 1 ex-
ceeds $600,000. < i :

Medicredit is pending in the
House Ways and Means Com-
mittee, which has before it
several other health insurance
bills opposed by the AMA.

Of the 21 committee mem-
‘hers who are seeking re-elec-
;tion, 10 have received a total
{of $25,000 from the AMPAC
units in the period June 1
through Aug. 31, according to
( reports filed with the Clerk of
Ithe House and the Secretary
lof the Senate under the 1971

In addition, the AMPAC
units contributed to 21 sena-

campaign financing disclosure
law.

Of the 10 seeking re-elec-
tion, six are Medicredit spon-
sors. The six include two Dem-
ocrats who are unopposed in
the Nov. 5 general elections.
They are Reps. Richard Fulton
(Tenn.), $2,500, who introduced
the bill for the AMA on Jan.
18, and who won an easy pri-

unopposed in the primary.

The Fulton -contribution,
made in July by AMPAC’s
Tennessee affiliate, was the
largest single gift to his re-
‘Blection drive, the Associated
Press said. Burleson’s report,
(the AP said, showed that the
$4,000 he got from the Texas
affiliate amounted to 62.5 per
cent of his listed expenditures
so far in 1974

In the House, the top recipi-
ent was Rep. David Towell of
Nevada, a first-term Republi-
can listed for $15,300. In the
Senate, the leader was retiring
Sen. Edward J. Gurney (R-
Fla.), $10,100. )

The newest batch of reports
—received from all but a few
of the 50 AMPAC units for the
three-month  period ended
Aug. 31—came as members of
a House-Senate conference
committee ‘prepared to meet
ithis week in an effort to rec-
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oncile bills to tighten the elec-
tion finaneing:law. : {
The House and Senate bills |
both would provide public fi-|
nancing for presidential elec-
tions. But the Senate favors!
such funding also for House |
and Senate elections, while!

the House strongly opposes it.

The big wave of contribu-
tions is expected to come in
the seven weeks remaining be-
fore the Nov. 5 elections. The
treasuries of the AMPAC
units are brimming over, with
combined- eash - on-hand and
Treasury bills as of May 31 of
$1.8 million—more than any
other special interest political
group.

The runner-up, with $1.6
million, was TAPE, the politi-
cal arm o f  Associated Milk
Producers Ine. Together with
the two major counterparts of
TAPE, the political commit-
tees of the three leading dairy-
men’s cooperatives had com-
bined cash on hand as of May
31 of $2,183,783.

An earlier Washinton Post
survey showed that since elec-

tion day in 1972, the milk

mary vietory, and Omar Birle- |
son (Tex.), $4,000, who was:

funds had contributed -about
$222,500 to 85 legislators, or
approximately 1 out of about 7
of the total of 535 senators
and representatives.

The money was concen-
trated in members of the
House and Senate Agriculture
Subcommittees with responsi-
bility for dairy prices. Many of
the recipients’ also got sub-
stantial ~ contributions from|
other special interests, includ-,‘
ing: AMPAC and others con-|
cerned with health legislation. |

Medicredit, the AMA pro-f
posal, essentially would con- |
tinue physician domination of |
the health care system, while '
making it easier—through a
system of tax credits—for;
Americans to pay their medi-‘
cal bills. [

Other proposals, including !
the administration’s, would |
impose controls on physician
costs and on the quality of
medical care. .

An AMA spokesman, in a
telephone interview, said deci-
sions as to which candidates
are to be supported are made
at the local level. The usual
practice is for a local delega-
tion of physicians to offer
money and sometimes volun-
teer help to candidates they

choose to support, and to seek|
additional funds if necessary
from the national AMPAC. |

The spokesman said that'
about $3 is contributed at the
local and state levels to each
$1 by AMPAC. He said that
AMPAC has more members
than any other physician
group but the AMA, although
the number—reportedly at an
all-time high—is not.disclosed.

The spokesman said that no
(taint of impropriety has ever
| been associated with AMPAC.
|The organization has been
' “scrupulously honest” and has
 “leaned over absolutely back-
ward” to comply with all ap-
plicable federal and state
laws, he said.

The data for the most re-
cent three-month reporting pe-
riod supplemented informa-
tion in filings dating back to
Nov. 7, 1972, that were re-
viewed by Washington Post re-
searcher Patricia Davis.

Some highlights that
emerged from The Washing-
ton Post’s survey of contribu-
tions by AMPAC and its state
affiliates: -

® House recipients included
120 Republicans, who got sub-
stantially more than twice the

sum given to 85 Democrats.



® Senate recipients includ- | Leader Johni_j. Rhodes (Ariz.),
ed 12 Democrats, who got a j$7,6_00; Robert-J.“Huber (Mich))

;ﬁ;}liczfnswgésggboand 10 Re- |3pq Garry Brown (Mich.), $7.-
® Unlike the dairy commit-| 8\9[% )eacg';T blggbefaﬁérBagﬁag

tees, which contributed large (Tenn.), $7,000; Samuel L. Be.

sums immediately after the

1972 elections—often to candi;yine (Ohio), $7,100. Pty Sk
dates who had not been ex.! Also, John B. Conlan (Ariz.),

pected to win, and who had;$6.800; William .J. - Schéfle
been given small amounts, the jg\zg’?)’%%%gp%bbgffia;ﬁgr
AMPAC units made few siza-|(}M0.), $5,500; : :
ble contributions until Novem- ‘Engaifiih(fi;é‘?‘r’é?géo ngrg%ﬁ
ber 1973. Msr 7y k) ;

’ S i 111.), $5,250: :

® The pace of giving was rel-iggilg;g ('(I‘;lx)s $$$’5 Ei%b.R?]l:)?it r_['l:
e ToreEh In August— ool (Ve),  $5.400-. Das

when President Ford, imme- : ‘
ately after taking ‘office, Kuyke%d:ié’ls:nrig,cfgéoo.

made a plea to Congress for IT tvrrs i
enactment of health insur- :$5g(1)1§rles‘H. Wilson (Calif.),
ance this year—but not sub- |*°’ Senate Republicans
tantially different from the Henry Bellmon (Okla,),’

July level. 1$9,500;  Barry  Goldwater

In addition to those men-(Ariz.), $6,500; Milton Young

tioned, the AMPAC units listl(N.D.), $5,900; Robert Pack.

contributions exceeding $5,000 ‘wood (Ore.), $5,637.

each for the following: : Senate Democrats
House Republicans . None.

Donald Young (Alaska), Numerous contributions to-
$10,100; Robert Mathias taling an even $5,000, in addi-
(Calif.), $10,100; Victor E. Vey- tion, were made to House and
sey (Calif.), $10,100; James G.|Senate incumbents of Dboth
Martin (N.C.), $10,000. ‘iparties, as well as to non-in-

Also, William H. Hudnut III |cumbent candidates. Several
(Ind.), $8,500; Ben B. Black-|of the non-ineumbents got
burn (Ga.), $8,150; Minority |more than $5,000.
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