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im ms Repubhcan admmls
traf.mn is in ‘effect, al the receiving end of
what might seem to be an illegal contribu-
tion’ from a corporation which it is not pros-
ecuting.

If all this sounds a little confusing, here's
Sen. Roman Hruska (R-Neh.) to straighten
everything out: Hruska produced a curious
Testice Department memorandum, prepared

‘at the request of San Diego officials, saying

thet corparate gifts to a pelitical convention
do not violate the iaw. The man who, it will
be recalled. was also the chief Senate advo-
cate of “mediocrity” on the Supreme Court,
further proclaimed, “Conventions all over
America are bought all the time by business
committees.”

«To say the least, there is something deeply
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is before the Supreme Court, and a

dea' on is expected soon.

In a friend-of-the-court brief, the Ameri-

. can Civil Liberties Union has argued that
~ the statufe is an unconstitutional abridge-

ment of free, expressmn by unions and cor-
porations. That is a little like saying that
vested interests have as much right to pur-
chase stock in poliical parties as to buy and
sell companies on the open market, Mean-
while, the recent Federal Elections Campaign
Act, effective Feb. 7, seeks to strengthen
the corrupt practices law by adding the
phrase “direct or indirect” to the kind of
contributions unions and corporations aren't
supposed to make. In the meantime, even if
the corrupt practices act passes its current
Supreme Court test, don't expect ITT to be
| prosecuted before November. Tt would be un-
sreahs’uc if not downright silly, to expect the
party in power to prosecute its benefactors,
and 1972 is not an entirely silly year.



