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Analyzing the Importance of the Federal Election Commission

In 1975, just three years after the Watergate political scandal, the United States Congress established the Federal Election Commission (FEC). The goal of this agency was, and still is, to disclose campaign finance information, to enforce the limits and prohibitions on contributions, and to oversee the public funding of Presidential elections. In an age where presidential election campaigns now raise almost three billion dollars
, a well-functioning regulatory commission on campaign finance is of vital importance. Regardless of any reform laws that Congress may pass regarding campaign contributions, it is up to the FEC to enforce these laws. Unfortunately, however, one can read a seemingly endless amount of news articles and professionals statements chastising the FEC for its lack of oversight and enforcement of campaign finance laws.


 Of all the key concepts studied for this final exam report, the Federal Election Commission is the most important because its role in ensuring federal elections are conducted fairly and democratically is more critical than any other key concept. 

In this past election season, many have been quick to attack the increasing influence of Super PACs and interest groups, rather than the FEC for the level of corruption in modern campaigning. One article written by Businessweek, for example, explains how several Super PACs are owned by current aides of political candidates and spending large amounts of their funding to companies that they in fact own.
 Other political analysts cry wolf when they discover that 90% of the television advertisements purchased in the campaign season were bought using interest group funding from anonymous donors.
 While it is true that Super PACs and Interest groups certainly have played an important, and arguably corrupt, role in the past campaign season, many fail to blame the agency who is allowing this shadowy campaigning to occur: the Federal Election Commission.


Much of the arguably corrupt behavior we have seen in this past election could have been avoided if the FEC had been properly completing its job. According to Trevor Potter, a former FEC commissioner himself, the current federal election commissioners are failing to enforce campaign reform policies that Congress has already passed.
 In 2002, two senators, Republican John McCain and Democrat Russ Feingold, reached across party lines to write a bill that prohibited campaigns from accepting grossly large donations (the amount was unspecified in the article) and prohibited corporations and unions from funding politically biased advertisements; this bill was passed.
 It is important to note that this law has not been nullified by Citizens United vs. FEC because this law only regulates politically biased advertisements; this Supreme Court case only approves “independent” advertisements from corporations and unions.  If the FEC enforced this policy, many of the advertisements created in this campaign, according to Potter, would have been deemed illegal.
 Furthermore, the FEC needs to close loopholes that allow non profit organizations to not disclose the personal information of donors.
 I believe that if many of America’s ultra-rich had to reveal their identity in order to influence the election in their favor, the amount of spending that occurred in this past election would have been reduced. 


Overall, it is the FEC’s legally responsibility to guarantee fair elections that make this “key concept” the most important one I have studied. In an era where record-breaking amounts of money are being spent on federal elections, we, as concerned citizens, must ensure that our government agencies are working as efficiently as possible to eschew corruption in campaign finance. 
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