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Mr. Chairman, Mr. Ranking Member, Members of the Committee:

Thank you for inviting me to testify today about a subject that is of great interest to 

me, to my clients and to the American people. The Freedom of Information Act.   

“FOIA” was enacted by Congress in 1966 to give the citizenry access to 

information and documents that they have paid for. 

But the reality is that federal agencies today refuse to comply with the letter 

or the spirit of FOIA. The USA.gov website has a downloadable brochure about 

the Freedom of Information Act that describes the Freedom of Information Act as

“the law that gives you the right to access information from the federal 

government.”

The problem is, while that is what the law is supposed to do, it is not how 

federal agencies handle FOIA requests in real life.

My experience with FOIA has been on behalf of several grassroots citizens’ 

organizations over the past several years, as these groups began to wonder why 

various federal agencies had either targeted them, subjected them to what they 

believed were violations of their rights under the statute or were proposing 

draconian new regulations that would impact them and others similarly situated.
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And in each and every instance, the simple process outlined in the USA.gov 

brochure is not what these citizens’ groups experienced.  Instead, it has become 

clear that only by filing litigation does a federal agency begin to produce 

documents in its possession responsive to the FOIA request.  And if the litigation is 

a FOIA appeal, the agency invokes one of several non-statutory exceptions to 

FOIA as the means of withhold responsive documents and information from the 

people.

Let me share some of my clients’ FOIA experiences:

True the Vote / King Street Patriots / Catherine Engelbrecht.  In the 

spring of 2013, Catherine Engelbrecht, who has testified before this Committee, 

filed FOIA requests with the federal agencies who had landed on her doorstep 

within the months immediately following her filing of applications for exempt 

status for two conservative grassroots organizations:  a 501(c)(3) organization, 

True the Vote and a 501(c)(4 organization, King Street Patriots.   Her requests 

were for documents related to the surprise audits, inspections and agency contacts 

to her organizations and to her family businesses.   The FOIA requests were either 

ignored, largely redacted, or produced deliberately false responses.  Note in 

particular the response(s) to Ms. Engelbrecht’s FOIA request to OSHA which 

resulted in false statements from the agency.  That information is attached to my 

testimony.  Essentially, all the FOIA requests produced zero information and no 

documents responsive to her requests.  

Fast forward, early 2015, once again, Ms. Engelbrecht filed FOIA requests 

with the same federal agencies, including the IRS, the Department of Justice, and 

the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms, again seeking documents that 

reference True the Vote, Catherine Engelbrecht and/or King Street Patriots.   As of 
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today, none of the agencies have produced documents responsive to these FOIA 

requests.  A chronology of the interactions between the organization and various 

federal agencies over the past six months is attached to my testimony.

Two years and multiple requests have produced nothing.  

National Organization for Marriage.  In the spring of 2012, the National 

Organization for Marriage (“NOM”) became aware that its confidential donor 

schedule from its IRS Form 990 had been released by the IRS and posted on the 

website of its ideological opponent, the Human Rights Campaign. NOM 

immediately filed a demand with the Treasury Inspector General for Tax 

Administration (“TIGTA”) to investigate the illegal release by the IRS of its donor 

schedule, which is, by law, not a public filing. After some time passed and NOM 

was not provided any information about the results of the investigation, NOM 

requested a copy of the TIGTA investigation report through a FOIA request. What 

NOM received in response to its FOIA request were mostly documents NOM had 

provided the agencies and no documents responsive to the FOIA request.  NOM 

filed another request seeking the specific documents pertinent to the illegal release 

of its Schedule B donor information. Again, no documents responsive to the FOIA 

request were forthcoming.  Indeed, the IRS and Treasury department took the 

position that there were either no responsive documents or the documents that did 

exist could not be provided to NOM because providing such documents to NOM 

would violate the Section 6103 or other “privacy” rights of those being 

investigated for the illegal release of NOM’s confidential Schedule B. In all, there 

were at least three separate FOIA requests from NOM to the IRS and Treasury, 

seeking documents that would reveal the sources of the release of NOM’s 

Schedule B. And each time, both the IRS and Treasury claimed that they had 

produced all responsive documents and any other documents could not be released 
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without violating the statutory rights of the individuals who were investigated by 

TIGTA.

NOM ultimately sued the IRS, not as a FOIA appeal, but in a cause of action 

under the tax code to recover damages from the IRS for the agency’s violation of 

the provisions of law that protect the confidentiality of NOM’s donor 

information. The IRS in discovery in the litigation was required to produce 

thousands of pages of documents related to the illegal release of the NOM donor 

schedule…documents that it had claimed didn’t exist in response to the FOIA 

requests seeking those same documents.  Only then was NOM able to learn the true 

story of how its confidential donor schedule had been obtained illegally from the 

IRS by someone who hates the organization.

Tea Party Patriots.  Tea Party Patriots filed FOIA requests in May 2013 

seeking all documents from the IRS related to the group’s application for exempt 

status for Tea Party Patriots, a 501(c)(4) organization and the application for 

exempt status of its companion 501(c)(3) organization, the Tea Party Patriots 

Foundation.  As of this date, no documents have been received by either entity.  

Rather, a series of letters essentially every 90 days for the past two years arrive 

from the IRS, including the latest letter dated April 29, 2015,  stating that the 

agency needs ‘more time’ to process the FOIA requests and then granting itself 

another 90 days to produce responsive documents.  Copies of the FOIA requests 

and the IRS response letters are attached to my testimony.  

The same circumstance arose when Tea Party Patriots filed FOIA requests 

with the IRS and Treasury in early December 2014, days after the IRS had issued 

proposed new regulations governing and restricting the political speech and 

association of 501(c)(4) organizations.  Those proposed regulations were issued the 
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day after Thanksgiving 2014 and clearly had been in process for many months 

prior to their public release during the Thanksgiving holiday.  There was no public

notice of the rulemaking because the entire process was conducted ‘off-plan’ 

which means that the IRS and Treasury department did not include the 

development of regulations governing 501(c)(4) speech and association in the 

listing of regulations the agencies were developing – meaning that the rulemaking 

was conducted in total secrecy within the IRS and the highest levels of the 

Treasury department.

Because the proposed regulations would directly impact the operations and 

activities of Tea Party Patriots – as well as every other citizens group in America, 

Tea Party Patriots filed a FOIA request with both the IRS and Treasury asking for 

documents regarding the proposed rules.   The statute requires an agency to 

provide responsive documents within thirty (30) days of the request, with an 

additional fifteen days if the agency cannot meet the 30 day deadline.

Both the IRS and Treasury responded that it would take the full 45 days to 

be able to respond to the FOIA request,  which would have meant that the 

documents would be provided to Tea Party Patriots at the end of January 2014, a 

month before the deadline for filing comments regarding the proposed regulations.

Except that isn’t how it works in real life.

The Treasury department invoked its additional fifteen day extension….and 

then never responded again.

The IRS invoked its fifteen day extension…and then went on to advise that 

the documents would not be forthcoming until early April 2014 – fully one month 

after the deadline for filing comments on the proposed regulations.
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When the April deadline came, we received another letter from the IRS 

advising that it would be July 2014 before the documents could be provided.

I contacted Ms. Denise Higley, the individual who signed the FOIA letters 

from the IRS and asked if she could provide any information on how the agency 

was coming in terms of fulfilling the statutory requirements of searching, 

identifying and producing responsive documents.   

Ms. Higley advised that after she confirms the FOIA requests, she then 

directs those to the appropriate agency personnel.  And that she had heard nothing 

from anyone since.  I asked, “how did you arrive at the April 2014 date?”  She 

indicated that she had estimated that that would be sufficient time for the IRS to 

produce the documents.   When I asked, “well, how did you then arrive at the July 

date in your latest letter?”, she advised that she was ‘estimating’ as to how much 

additional time would be needed.

My question was, “So you just basically make up these dates because you 

never hear from anyone within the agency?”  And she said, that was correct.

What she was telling me is that if a citizen wants information and documents 

from the IRS – and likely for any other federal agency, at least in this 

Administration –  be prepared to file a federal lawsuit because if you don’t, you 

will not get anything from the agency.

Tea Party Patriots did file suit against the IRS and Treasury department 

seeking to enforce its FOIA requests.  That suit was filed in April 2014 and one 

year later, we have received monthly document productions.  Here is what we have 

received:
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 Thousands of pages of documents fully, or largely redacted so as to 

be completely devoid of substantive information

 Vaughn indexes that describe thousands of documents that are being 

withheld by both agencies and not produced at all

 Thousands of emails that are redacted, except for the dates and times 

of sending and most (but not all) of those on the email chain – to the 

point that no actual substantive documents have been produced in a 

year’s worth of rolling document productions.

 We have learned only three things in the course of seeking full 

disclosure of information and documents related to the 501(c)(4) 

regulations:

o We have learned that the regulations were primarily the 

handiwork of Ruth Madrigal, an Attorney-Advisor in the 

Office of Tax Policy of the Treasury Department. She is 

responsible for advising the Assistant Secretary (Tax Policy) 

on all matters involving tax-exempt organizations – and she 

has emerged as the leader of this project, but documents related 

to why Ms. Madrigal undertook this project in the first place  

and who initiated the secret 501(c)(4) regulations have either 

not been produced, or the information is contained in the 

produced documents but is blacked out.  So we know that the 

effort to regulate, stifle and restrict the free speech rights of 

citizens groups originated at the highest levels of the Obama 

administration.   We should be able to see that information in 

the documents – but it has been obliterated to keep us from 

learning any of those specific details.
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o We have learned that the original plan was for the proposed 

regulations to be issued on the Friday of Labor Day weekend, 

2013 and, in fact, the regulations had already been sent to the 

Federal Register for publication on that Friday.   For reasons 

that are blacked out in the documents we have received, the 

proposed regulations were withdrawn from the Federal 

Register and underwent another 2 ½ months of work….all of 

which is redacted and invisible to us…and then when the 

powers-that-be concluded they were in shape to be published, 

the IRS worked overtime to make absolutely certain that the 

proposed regulations were issued Thanksgiving week, and 

NOT the Friday before Thanksgiving in 2013.

o We have learned that the IRS does not respond to FOIA 

requests unless a lawsuit is filed in federal court and then, the 

documents that are produced are largely useless because of the 

manner in which the IRS invokes certain ‘privileges’ against 

disclosure.

Congress, in enacting FOIA, identified 9 exemptions to the types of records and 

documents federal agencies are required to provide to citizens.  Those exemptions 

are very specific and narrow, at least when Congress envisioned them.  The 

exemptions cover:

1. classified national defense and foreign relations information,

2. internal agency personnel rules and practices,

3. information that is prohibited from disclosure by another law,
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4. trade secrets and other confidential commercial information,

5. inter-agency or intra-agency communications that are protected by 

legal privileges,

6. information that would invade someone’s personal privacy,

7. certain information compiled for law enforcement purposes,

8. information relating to the supervision of financial institutions, and

9. geological information on wells.

The IRS and many other federal agencies have successfully persuaded various 

judges over the years that these narrow exemptions authorized by Congress should 

be much broader and all too often, federal judges have sided with the agencies, 

against the citizens – to the point that FOIA is neutered almost beyond usefulness.

In the Tea Party Patriots FOIA appeal, the redactions and withheld documents rely 

almost exclusively upon the ‘deliberative process’ privilege…which the IRS and 

Treasury contend applies to any substantive document that would provide any real 

information as to what the IRS and Treasury intended with their proposed 

regulations, why they intended it and where the regulations originated, their 

purpose and meaning.  All the kinds of information that FOIA is supposed to 

guarantee to the citizens.

Copies of all the FOIA requests in Tea Party Patriots, Inc. vs the IRS and Treasury 

litigation and all the CD roms with the documents produced to date in the litigation 

have been provided to the Committee.
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The ‘deliberative process’ privilege is used by the IRS and Treasury in our FOIA 

appeal to shield the agencies from providing documents to answer the basic 

questions about these proposed regulations that came out of nowhere, with no 

intervening Congressional action and which would have – and may yet – adversely 

impact thousands of citizens organizations nationwide.

After more than 160,000 comments were filed opposing the (c)(4) regulations, 

they were withdrawn, not surprisingly, late on the Thursday of the Memorial Day 

holiday last year…but the IRS Commissioner publicly stated that the agencies are 

continuing to rework the proposed regulations and plans to reissue them at some 

point.   

Since we know the pattern of the IRS and Treasury is to spring important matters

during holiday weeks and weekends – and since they weren’t issued this past 

Memorial Day,   we will be on the lookout on July 2 – as that is the next holiday 

weekend.   

The IRS has evidenced a pattern of stealth and arrogant disregard for the statutory 

rights of the American people to know what their government is doing to and about 

them.  The IRS develops  these very significant regulations, suddenly releases 

them during holidays, withdraws them on a holiday weekend…. so it should not 

come as a surprise to anyone that the IRS – and the Dept of Treasury – would 

thumb their noses at their FOIA obligations which are for the purpose of 

transparency, a concept that has long been vanquished from the IRS and Treasury.  
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Most people do not have the time or the money to file appeals in federal court 

when the IRS or any federal agency simply disregards their FOIA requests.  And 

even when a FOIA appeal is filed, Tea Party Patriots experience in our FOIA 

appeal has resulted in our receiving reams and reams of worthless pieces of paper 

from which any actual information has been removed.

I must point out my personal favorite was the April document production from the 

Department of Treasury – in which all of these documents – ALL of them – are 

drafts, emails, redrafts, and revisions to ONE press release….the press release 

regarding the publication of the c4 regulations.  The drafts and redrafts are all 

redacted, but the entire month’s document production last month was with regard 

to that one press release.

The month before that, the document production was of law review articles, the 

Congressional Record and other public documents regarding the Internal Revenue 

Code and the history of exempt organizations. 

The Department of Justice FOIA page on its website describes FOIA as follows:

The Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) is a law that gives you the right to access 

information from the federal government. It is often described as the law that keeps 

citizens in the know about their government

I have learned through painful experiences with and on behalf of my clients that 

that is high-sounding verbiage but it has long since stopped being a true description 

of FOIA.
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FOIA is almost fifty years old.   And FOIA at fifty isn’t aging very well.   

Congress should close the loopholes that allow federal agencies to ignore FOIA 

requests altogether until and unless they are sued – and should plug the various 

loopholes that agencies have continued to expand in their never-ending quest to 

deny to the American people information to which we are entitled and which 

Congress has emphatically stated that we should have. 

I am happy to answer any questions the Members of the Committee may 

have.  Thank you again for allowing me to testify today.  ###



 

True the Vote | PO Box 131768 | Houston, Texas 77219-1768 

May 29, 2015 

 

 

FALSE RESPONSE TO FOIA REQUEST FROM OSHA 

In May 2013, both Engelbrecht Manufacturing
1
 and Rep. Ted Poe (Texas)

2
 filed FOIA requests with 

OSHA seeking available records related to the agency’s recent site inspection of my company’s premises. 

Letters included requests for “documents related to the instigation and source(s) of any complaint(s) 

generated or filed” to inspire the event. No such instigating documents were provided, only copies of 

letters already given to me citing violations.
3
  

 

After I opted to take my timeline of government targeting public, a Madison, Wisconsin-based reporter 

managed to get a Department of Labor spokesperson to claim on record that my company had been 

selected as “as part of an OSHA  initiative to inspect fabricated metal products manufacturers” in Texas 

and other southern states.
4
 My research team found an ongoing OSHA Emphasis Program for Safety & 

Health Hazards in the Manufacture of Fabricated Metal Products for all Group 34 manufacturers in 

Texas
5
 however, my company is categorized as a Group 35 entity. An additional FOIA request confirmed 

that no such Emphasis Program existed for Group 35 companies in Texas at that time.
6
 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

Catherine Engelbrecht 

Founder 

True the Vote 

                                                      
1
 Engelbrecht Manufacturing, Inc. FOIA letter to OSHA (5/10/2013), https://www.scribd.com/doc/147843126/5-10-

13-OSHA-FOIA?secret_password=mfevnjs02ktxnibzxer  
2
 U.S. Rep. Ted Poe (Texas) FOIA letter to OSHA (5/3/2013), https://www.scribd.com/doc/147842564/5-3-13-

FOIA-OSHA-Engelbrecht-Poe?secret_password=197jvbwfs6ntqs9wqqm5  
3
 U.S. Department of Labor OSHA citation file for Engelbrecht Manufacturing, Inc. (10/11/2012), 

https://www.scribd.com/doc/145524378/Engelbrecht-MFG-OSHA-Citation-10-11-

2012?secret_password=1v9eyy86nqdzgyipx7s 
4
 The Cap Times (WI); Face checking Ron Johnson’s ‘victim’ Catherine Engelbrecht’s OSHA claims (6/3/2013), 

http://host.madison.com/news/local/writers/steven_elbow/fact-checking-ron-johnson-victim-catherine-engelbrecht-

s-osha-claims/article_3d237f86-9893-5b7b-be0b-55fb66dc0ce4.html  
5
 OSHA Regional Notice Emphasis Program for Safety & Health Hazards in the Manufacture of Fabricated Metal 

Products (https://www.osha.gov/dep/leps/RegionVI/reg6_fy2014_Fabricated-Metal_REP_FY14.pdf)  
6
 FOIA email correspondence with OSHA (7/31/2013), https://www.scribd.com/doc/255238546/OSHA-Regional-

Emphasis-FOIA?secret_password=5zH94CLskPRyfqNXzYWl  

https://www.scribd.com/doc/147843126/5-10-13-OSHA-FOIA?secret_password=mfevnjs02ktxnibzxer
https://www.scribd.com/doc/147843126/5-10-13-OSHA-FOIA?secret_password=mfevnjs02ktxnibzxer
https://www.scribd.com/doc/147842564/5-3-13-FOIA-OSHA-Engelbrecht-Poe?secret_password=197jvbwfs6ntqs9wqqm5
https://www.scribd.com/doc/147842564/5-3-13-FOIA-OSHA-Engelbrecht-Poe?secret_password=197jvbwfs6ntqs9wqqm5
https://www.scribd.com/doc/145524378/Engelbrecht-MFG-OSHA-Citation-10-11-2012?secret_password=1v9eyy86nqdzgyipx7s
https://www.scribd.com/doc/145524378/Engelbrecht-MFG-OSHA-Citation-10-11-2012?secret_password=1v9eyy86nqdzgyipx7s
http://host.madison.com/news/local/writers/steven_elbow/fact-checking-ron-johnson-victim-catherine-engelbrecht-s-osha-claims/article_3d237f86-9893-5b7b-be0b-55fb66dc0ce4.html
http://host.madison.com/news/local/writers/steven_elbow/fact-checking-ron-johnson-victim-catherine-engelbrecht-s-osha-claims/article_3d237f86-9893-5b7b-be0b-55fb66dc0ce4.html
https://www.osha.gov/dep/leps/RegionVI/reg6_fy2014_Fabricated-Metal_REP_FY14.pdf
https://www.scribd.com/doc/255238546/OSHA-Regional-Emphasis-FOIA?secret_password=5zH94CLskPRyfqNXzYWl
https://www.scribd.com/doc/255238546/OSHA-Regional-Emphasis-FOIA?secret_password=5zH94CLskPRyfqNXzYWl
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TRUE THE VOTE FOIA REQUESTS DEC 2014 - PRESENT 

Chronology: 

December 2, 2014: TTV asks TIGTA for metadata on all recovered emails from Lois Lerner; copies of 

correspondence redacted as required; calendar invites found between IRS and whitehouse.gov domains. 

December 23, 2014: TIGTA declines 12/2 request on law enforcement exception grounds. 

February 11, 2015: FOIA to BATFE seeking documents between IRS, Congress, other agencies and 3rd 

parties re TTV. 

 

February 11, 2015: FOIA to FBI seeking documents between IRS, Congress, other agencies and 3rd 

parties re TTV. 

 

February 11, 2015: FOIA to DOJ-Public Integrity seeking documents between IRS, Congress, other 

agencies and 3rd parties re TTV. 

 

February 11, 2015: FOIA to DOJ-Civil Rights seeking documents between IRS, Congress, other agencies 

and 3rd parties re TTV. 

 

February 11, 2015: FOIA to DOL-OSHA seeking documents between IRS, Congress, other agencies and 

3rd parties re TTV. 

February 18, 2015: DOL-OSHA acknowledges 2/11 request. No further action to date. 

March 3, 2015: DOJ-Civil Rights acknowledges 2/11 request yet offers no determination on expedited 

processing or ETA. No further action to date. 

March 5, 2015: FOIA to TIGTA for clarification on the number of responsive emails/pages of documents 

regarding TTV found in the recovered email archives belonging to Lois Lerner. 

March 12, 2015: FBI declares exemption to 2/11 request on the grounds that all responsive documents are 

being held under investigation. 

March 12, 2015: DOJ-Public Integrity acknowledges receipt of 2/11 request, denied expedited processing. 

No further action to date. 

March 11, 2015: FOIA to DOJ-Main seeking documents between IRS defendants; Congress; other 

agencies; 3rd parties; correspondence with Robert F. Bauer, Valerie Jarrett; known alias email accounts 

for Eric Holder and Thomas Perez re TTV. 

https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__whitehouse.gov&d=AwMFaQ&c=Rlm5WhGmPEr8srpDE4r86Q&r=VqoRkeE_5TDLJ3dg_fBnP_FE2i3QDPv7Z5MpUq8armE&m=Ym8nF0HLrOec4oQDjdeQQYu_O19ih8DoY0HMJWcZyNA&s=7_5KQ0JWCRB2Au75HuKPxwo27Sbx-OxR5Yam8mfW57o&e=


True the Vote | PO Box 131768 | Houston, Texas 77219-1768 

March 23, 2015: DOJ-Main acknowledges 3/11 request, claims "unusual circumstances," and grants 

expedited processing. No further action to date. 

March 27, 2015: TIGTA denies 3/5 request due to untimeliness.  

April 7, 2015: FOIA to TIGTA for email recovery software license information; list of 

employees/contractors tasked with email recovery; purchasing vehicles; physical copies of backup tapes 

shared with 3rd parties. 

April 9, 2015: TIGTA acknowledges 4/7 request. 

April 30, 2015: FOIA to TIGTA for copies of all emails within the 6,400 document recovery belonging to 

Lois Lerner re TTV; Copies of all documents, to include emails, memoranda, retained meeting notes and 

software licensing information regarding disclosures that said software utilized to decode recovered 

emails from their respective stored format(s) “stripped” metadata. 

May 1, 2015; TIGTA acknowledges 4/30 request.  

May 6, 2015: TIGTA requests a 10 business day extension on 4/7 request.  

May 20, 2015: TIGTA requests an additional 20 business day extension on 4/7 request. 





































1

PARTNER

CMITCHELL@FOLEY.COM

202.295.4081
WASHINGTON HARBOUR
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WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007-5109

Cleta Mitchell is a partner and political law attorney in
the Washington, D.C. office of Foley & Lardner LLP, and
a member of the firm’s Political Law Practice. With
more than 40 years of experience in law, politics and
public policy, Ms. Mitchell advises nonprofit and issue
organizations, corporations, candidates, campaigns,
and individuals on state and federal campaign finance
law, election law, and compliance issues related to
lobbying, ethics and financial disclosure. Ms. Mitchell
practices before the Federal Election Commission, the
ethics committees of the US House and Senate and
similar state and local enforcement bodies and
agencies.

Ms. Mitchell represents numerous candidates,
campaigns and members of Congress, as well as state
and national political party committees. She has served
as legal counsel to the National Republican Senatorial
Committee and the National Republican Congressional
Committee. Ms. Mitchell served as co-counsel for the
National Rifle Association in the Supreme Court case
involving the 2002 federal campaign finance law.

Thought Leadership

Ms. Mitchell has extensive experience on the federal
lobbying and ethics law enacted by Congress in 2007,
having taught dozens of seminars on the subject since
its passage. In 2008, Ms. Mitchell authored The
Lobbying Compliance Handbook, published by
Columbia Books, Inc.

Ms. Mitchell has testified before Congress on
numerous occasions related to election law, campaign
finance and lobbying and ethics laws, and is a frequent
speaker and guest commentator on political law. In
1999, she authored "The Rise of America’s Two
National Pastimes: Baseball and the Law," published by
the University of Michigan Law Review, and in 2012,
Ms. Mitchell authored “Donor Disclosure: Undermining
The First Amendment,” published by the Minnesota
Law Review. In 2013, she was interviewed by The Wall
Street Journal, “How to Investigate the IRS.”

Cleta Mitchell
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Cleta Mitchell

Recognition

Ms. Mitchell has been Peer Review Rated as AV®
Preeminent™, the highest performance rating in
Martindale-Hubbell's peer review rating system and has
been selected by her peers for inclusion in The Best
Lawyers in America© for six consecutive years since
2010 for her work in administrative/regulatory law.
She has also been selected for inclusion in the
Washington, D.C. Super Lawyers® list (2014 and
2015) and was named a "Top Lawyer" in Washington
D.C. by the Washingtonian for her work in political and
campaign law. For her work in government and political
law, she is recognized nationally in Chambers USA:
America's Leading Business Lawyers (2010-2015). In
2012, National Journal named her one of
Washington’s 25 Most Influential Women. Ms. Mitchell
was a teaching fellow at the Institute of Politics,
Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University in
1981 and was the Shapiro Fellow at the School of
Media and Public Affairs at The George Washington
University in 2001.

Affiliations

Ms. Mitchell served on the advisory council to the
American Bar Association’s Standing Committee on
Election Law and as an advisor on the American Law
Institute's Election Law Project entitled, “Principles of
Election Law: Dispute Resolution.” She serves on the
board of directors of the Lynde and Harry Bradley
Foundation, is past chairman of the American
Conservative Union Foundation, and has served as the
president of the Republican National Lawyers
Association.

Ms. Mitchell was a member of the Oklahoma House of
Representatives from 1976-1984 where she chaired
the House Appropriations and Budget Committee. She
served on the executive committee of the National
Conference of State Legislatures.

Ms. Mitchell was in private law practice in Oklahoma
City, in litigation and administrative law until 1991
when she became director and general counsel of the

Term Limits Legal Institute in Washington, D.C. She
litigated cases in state and federal courts nationwide
on congressional term limits and served as co-counsel
with former U.S. Attorney General Griffin Bell in the U.S.
Supreme Court case on term limits for members of
Congress.

Education

Ms. Mitchell received her B.A. (high honors, 1973) and
J.D. (1975) from the University of Oklahoma.

Admissions

Ms. Mitchell is admitted to practice in the District of
Columbia, the State of Oklahoma, the Supreme Court
of the United States and federal district and appellate
courts.


