
BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION Washington, D.C. 20463 

In the Matter of: 

KWQC-TV and a subsidiary of Gray Media, Inc. ​
805 Brady Street​
Davenport, IA 52803 ​
Email: mark.little@kwqc.com | dmca-legal@graymedia.com  

KCRG-TV9, a subsidiary of Gray Media, Inc.​
501 2nd Ave SE​
Cedar Rapids, IA 52401 ​
Email: thomas.pritz@kcrg.com | dmca-legal@graymedia.com 

Christina Bohannan for Congress and Jennifer Fiihr, in their official capacity as Treasurer​
P.O. Box 722​
Iowa City, IA 52244 

Miller-Meeks for Congress and Thomas Datwyler, in their official capacity as Treasurer​
P.O. Box 33​
Ottumwa, IA 52501 

Respondents. 

COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO 52 U.S.C. § 30109(a)(1) AND 11 C.F.R. § 111.4 

I. Complainant Identity 
1.​ Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford is an individual residing at 1051 Carriage Place 

Drive, Bettendorf, IA 52722; 309-582-6222; michael@bridgfordforiowa.com. 
2.​ Complainant Bridgford for Iowa is the principal campaign committee of Michael Scott 

Bridgford (FEC Committee ID: C00947432), with an official mailing address of P. O. Box 
12, Pleasant Valley, IA 52767. 

3.​ Candidate Michael Scott Bridgford is an officially ballot-qualified candidate for U.S. 
Representative for Iowa's First Congressional District in the 2026 General Election 
running as a No Party (Independent) candidate. 

II. Respondents 
4.​ Respondents KWQC-TV, KCRG-TV9 and Gray Media, Inc. (“the Broadcaster”) is a 

commercial broadcast entity operating television stations KWQC and KCRG, serving the 
Quad Cities and Cedar Rapids, IA media markets respectively. The Broadcaster is an 
incorporated commercial entity. 

5.​ Respondent Christina Bohannan for Congress is a federal political committee registered 
with the Commission (FEC ID: C00787820), functioning as the principal campaign 
committee for candidate Christina Bohannan, an officially ballot-qualified candidate for 
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U.S. Representative for Iowa's First Congressional District in the 2026 General Election 
running as a Democratic Party candidate. 

6.​ Respondent Miller-Meeks for Congress is a federal political committee registered with 
the Commission (FEC ID: C00558825), functioning as the principal campaign committee 
for candidate Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks, an officially ballot-qualified candidate for 
U.S. Representative for Iowa's First Congressional District in the 2026 General Election 
running as a Republican Party candidate. 

III. Statutory and Regulatory Legal Framework 
7.​ Under the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (FECA), 52 U.S.C. § 

30118(a), it is unlawful for any corporation to make a contribution or expenditure in 
connection with any election to federal office. 

8.​ Correspondingly, under 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a), it is unlawful for any candidate, political 
committee, or other person to knowingly accept or receive any prohibited corporate 
contribution. 

9.​ Staging a candidate debate using corporate airtime, studios, and production assets is 
considered an expenditure and an in-kind contribution under 52 U.S.C. § 30118, unless 
the event satisfies the safe-harbor conditions set forth in 11 C.F.R. § 110.13 and 11 
C.F.R. § 100.154. 

10.​To qualify for the candidate debate safe harbor: 
a.​ The debate must include at least two candidates and must not be structured to 

promote or advance one candidate over another (11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b)); and 
b.​ The staging organization "must use pre-established, objective criteria to 

determine which candidates may participate in a debate" (11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c)). 
11.​Where a broadcaster abandons objective criteria, accommodates a campaign-led 

boycott of an objective forum, or constructs post-hoc criteria to restrict access to 
pre-selected candidates, the safe harbor is lost. In such cases, the full value of the 
production and airtime constitutes an illegal corporate in-kind contribution (La Botz v. 
FEC, 889 F. Supp. 2d 51 (D.D.C. 2012)). 

IV. Factual Allegations 
A. Facts Based on Personal Knowledge 

12.​On June 10th 2025, Candidate Michael Scott Bridgford achieved certified ballot access 
for U.S. Representative for Iowa's First Congressional District with the Iowa Secretary of 
State's Office. Attached as Exhibit A. 

13.​Comparative Qualification via Objective Benchmark: For the current 2026 election cycle, 
public broadcaster Iowa PBS established and published its objective candidate selection 
criteria for the Iowa Press Debates platform. 

14.​Iowa PBS formally evaluated the candidate field for Representative for Iowa's First 
Congressional District  under its published objective standards. Iowa PBS determined 
that all three ballot-qualified candidates - Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford (No 
Party), Respondent Christina Bohannan (Democratic Party), and Respondent 
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Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks (Republican Party) - fully met the objective criteria for 
debate inclusion. 

15.​The criteria for the Iowa PBS debate included a financial threshold of $50,000 as 
indicated by the July 1, 2026 disclosure deadline with the FEC. 

16.​Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford exceeded this financial threshold with $189,523.47 
in total receipts.  Respondent Christina Bohannan exceeded this financial threshold with 
$7,051,745.42 in total receipts.  Respondent Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks exceeded 
this threshold with $7,208,271.35 in total receipts.  Attached as Exhibit B. 

17.​Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford has only filed one FEC report, with a reporting date 
of July 1, 2026.  No information on the campaign’s total receipts were available prior to 
July 15. 

18.​Iowa PBS extended formal debate invitations to all three qualified candidates on 
identical terms. Attached as Exhibit C. 

19.​This 3-candidate offer by Iowa PBS mirrored the exact same objective invitation 
framework extended to candidates during the 2024 election cycle for the same office. 

20.​Respondents Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks declined to 
participate in the Iowa PBS Iowa Press Debate. 

21.​Only after Respondents Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks rejected 
the Iowa PBS debate did Respondent Broadcaster extend an alternative debate offer 
restricted strictly to the Respondent candidates from the Democratic and Republican 
Parties - excluding Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford of No Party. 

22.​On September 16th 2026, Complainant formally requested written copies of Respondent 
Broadcaster’s pre-established objective criteria and requested inclusion on identical 
terms. Respondent Broadcaster refused to provide written criteria used prior to selection. 
Attached as Exhibit D. 

23.​On September 18th 2026, Complainant’s legal counsel served a formal Demand Letter 
and Preservation Notice on Respondent Broadcaster. Attached as Exhibit E. 

24.​On September 25th 2026, Respondent Broadcaster formally asserted that it excluded 
Complainant pursuant to a criterion requiring participating campaigns to have raised at 
least $1,000,000 in contributions. Attached as Exhibit F. 

25.​Respondent Broadcaster has produced no contemporaneous, written documentation 
demonstrating that this $1,000,000 threshold was adopted prior to candidate 
evaluations, rather than selected post-hoc with knowledge of the candidates' quarterly 
FEC filings. 

26.​Respondent Broadcaster is owned and operated by Gray Media (or its operating 
licensee subsidiaries).  

27.​The $1,000,000 fundraising barrier applied by Respondent in this race is an arbitrary, 
ad-hoc threshold contradicted by Gray Media’s own continuous operational practices 
across other federal congressional debates during the 2024 and 2026 election cycles. 

28.​An analysis of federal candidate debates staged and broadcast by Gray Media television 
stations confirms that candidate fundraising levels far below $1,000,000 satisfy Gray 
Media's debate participation standards.  Attached as Exhibit G. 

a.​ On October 15, 2026, Gray Media station WCAX (Burlington, VT) plans to stage 
a televised general election debate for Vermont's At-Large Congressional District 
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featuring candidates Rebecca "Becca" Balint (Becca Balint for Vermont, FEC ID: 
C00797175) and Gerald Malloy (Gerald Malloy for U.S. Congress, FEC ID: 
C00950048). According to official FEC filings:  Candidate Balint qualified having 
raised approximately $952,758.42.  Candidate Malloy qualified having raised 
$58,279.96. 

b.​ On October 8, 2026, Gray Media station WHNS (Greenville, SC) plans to stage a 
televised congressional debate featuring candidate Courtney McClain (Courtney 
McClain for Congress, FEC ID: C00922120), whose total campaign receipts were 
approximately $32,993.15. 

c.​ On October 8, 2024, Gray Media station WNDU (South Bend, IN) staged a 
televised congressional debate featuring candidate Lori Camp (Lori Camp for 
Congress, FEC ID: C00870055), whose total campaign receipts were 
approximately $130,984.60.  The opponent William Henry (FEC: C00821827) 
had no verified Net Receipts for this time period. 

29.​Respondent Broadcaster has presented no uniform corporate policy, published 
benchmark, or non-discriminatory explanation demonstrating why federal candidates 
raising between $32,000 and $952,000 were qualified for debate broadcast across other 
Gray Media stations, whereas a heightened $1,000,000 threshold was imposed to 
exclude Complainant in this specific race. 

30.​An empirical analysis of official Federal Election Commission disclosure data for all 
federal House candidates who raised at least $50,000 as of the July Quarterly filing 
demonstrates that Respondent’s purported $1,000,000 threshold operates as a 
structural barrier that distorts electoral competition and insulates incumbents. 

31.​According to official FEC candidate filings across 1,559 active candidate committees:​
   a. Systemic Disqualification of Challengers: Among non-incumbent challengers facing 
an incumbent ("Opponents"), 82% (597 out of 729 candidates) had not reached 
$1,000,000 in receipts. Consequently, in more than 8 out of 10 races against an 
incumbent, applying Respondent's threshold would cancel general election debates 
entirely due to the opponent failing this threshold.​
   b. Disproportionate Suppression of Open Seats: In open-seat races - where voter 
information and debate access are most vital - 72% of candidates (286 out of 399) had 
not raised $1,000,000. Applying Respondent's standard would eliminate debate 
opportunities in roughly three-quarters of all open-seat contests nationwide.​
   c. While 75% of incumbents (325 out of 431) crossed the $1,000,000 threshold, more 
than one-quarter of sitting federal incumbents (25%, or 106 members) failed to reach 
Respondent’s  $1,000,000 threshold. ​
   d. Across all 1,559 candidate committees, over 60% of all federal candidates (63%, or 
989 candidates) did not cross the $1,000,000 threshold. Because 11 C.F.R. § 
110.13(b)(1) requires a debate to include at least two candidates, imposing a $1,000,000 
threshold ensures only approximately one-third of congressional districts in the United 
States would host a debate. 

32.​Complainant attaches as Exhibit H a true and correct copy of the statistical analysis of 
FEC House Candidate Financial Summaries establishing these figures. 
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B. Facts Alleged Upon Information and Belief 
33.​Complainant alleges upon information and belief that Respondent Broadcaster did not 

formulate or apply objective selection criteria prior to candidate outreach, but instead 
constructed an ad-hoc, 2-person format specifically to accommodate the refusal of 
Respondents Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks to participate in 
the objective Iowa PBS forum. 

34.​Complainant alleges upon information and belief that Respondent Broadcaster 
structured its debate in direct consultation with or for the benefit of Respondents 
Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks, in violation of 11 C.F.R. § 
110.13(b)’s mandate that debates must not be structured to promote or advance specific 
candidates over others. 

35.​Complainant alleges upon information and belief that Respondent Broadcaster 
formulated its debate criteria post-hoc, following the public disclosure of Complainant’s 
campaign finance filings, and deliberately calibrated an arbitrary, exclusionary financial 
threshold based on Complainant’s reported total receipts to ensure Complainant's 
exclusion, in violation of 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c).  

V. Legal Arguments & Causes of Action 
Count I: Safe Harbor Forfeiture and Unlawful Corporate Contribution by Respondent 
Broadcaster (52 U.S.C. § 30118(a) and 11 C.F.R. § 110.13) 

36.​Complainant realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1 through 35 as if fully set forth 
herein. 

37.​Under 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c), a debate staging organization must use objective criteria 
established in advance. 

38.​The objective evaluation conducted by Iowa PBS proves that non-partisan, objective 
standards existed in the Iowa media market, and that Complainant the No Party 
candidate fully met those standards alongside Respondents Christina Bohannan the 
Democratic Party candidate and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks the Republican 
candidate. 

39.​By discarding objective market benchmarks and offering a two-candidate stage only after 
the major-party candidates boycotted the Iowa PBS debate, Respondent Broadcaster 
failed the objective criteria requirement of § 110.13(c) and violated § 110.13(b) by 
structuring the event to favor specific candidates. 

40.​Consequently, Respondent Broadcaster cannot claim the safe-harbor protections of 11 
C.F.R. § 110.13. The entirety of the broadcast production, studio access, and airtime 
constitutes an illegal corporate expenditure and in-kind contribution to the participating 
rival committees under 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a). 

41.​The $1,000,000 fundraising threshold fails the 'objective criteria' mandate of 11 C.F.R. § 
110.13(c). In federal races, an exorbitant financial barrier that bears no relationship to 
certified ballot access or demonstrable public support functions as a de facto major-party 
exclusion proxy, violating the express prohibition against party nomination as the sole 
selection metric.  

42.​Respondent’s $1,000,000 threshold cannot withstand scrutiny under 11 C.F.R. § 
110.13(c) for three distinct reasons:​
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   a. Arbitrary and Discriminatory Application: Gray Media’s willingness to stage televised 
congressional debates for candidates with receipts of $32,993.15 (WHNS, 2026), 
$58,279.96 (WCAX, 2026), $130,984.60 (WNDU, 2024), and $952,758.42 (WCAX, 
2026) proves that the required $1,000,000 threshold is not a bona fide, pre-established 
corporate standard of viability. In particular, the October 15, 2026 WCAX debate featured 
an entire general election slate where neither candidate met the $1,000,000 bar, and 
one candidate was admitted with less than $60,000 in receipts. Imposing an 
unprecedented fundraising barrier in this race constitutes disparate, arbitrary treatment 
that negates any claim of neutrality.​
   b. Impermissible Proxy for Major-Party Exclusivity: Under 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c), 
debate organizers are expressly prohibited from using nomination by a major political 
party as the sole criterion in general elections. Setting an excessive $1,000,000 
threshold in this race -  which Gray Media discards in other markets - functions as a 
pretextual mechanism designed to ensure that only Democratic and Republican Party 
nominees appear on stage.​
   c. Violation of 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b) (Structuring to Favor Specific Candidates): The 
timing and selective stringency of the $1,000,000 threshold demonstrate that the debate 
was structured specifically to promote or advance the two participating campaigns. After 
Respondents Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks refused to appear 
alongside Complainant in the objective Iowa PBS forum, Gray Media accommodated 
their boycott by establishing a post-hoc financial standard calibrated to reported FEC 
totals while disqualifying Complainant. 

43.​The $1,000,000 Threshold Violates 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b) by Structuring Debates to 
Promote and Protect Incumbents:​
   a. Under 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(b), the Commission's safe harbor requires that a debate 
"shall not be structured to promote or advance one candidate over another." ​
   b. FEC disclosure filings confirm that Respondent's criterion does not measure 
candidate viability or public interest; instead, it functions as an incumbent-protection 
barrier. Because 82% of challengers to incumbents have raised under $1,000,000 during 
this period, conditioning a debate on this threshold systematically guarantees that 
incumbents are insulated from public scrutiny and debate challenges in over 80% of 
incumbent-contested races.​
   c. A threshold that would mathematically eliminate over 70% of open-seat candidates 
and cancels general election debates in over 60%  of all congressional districts 
nationwide cannot be characterized as "objective" or "neutral." It is an exclusionary 
mechanism that contravenes the fundamental purpose of the debate safe harbor, which 
is to foster genuine, non-partisan public discourse. 

44.​Disregard of Recognized Indicators of Viability:​
   a. While debate staging organizations may consider financial activity as a secondary 
factor, the FEC and reviewing courts have never sanctioned an excessive fundraising 
threshold that supersedes official ballot qualification and demonstrable voter support.​
   b. Complainant is certified on the ballot, has demonstrated verifiable public standing, 
and was certified as qualified by the non-partisan, objective criteria established by Iowa 
PBS. Respondent’s invocation of a threshold that excludes 63% of all federal candidates 
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nationwide is arbitrary, pretextual, and designed to manufacture an exclusive 
two-candidate stage featuring only Democratic and Republican Parties. 

Count II: Unlawful Coordinated Communication and Prohibited In-Kind Contribution (11 
C.F.R. § 109.21 and 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a)) 

45.​Complainant realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1 through 35 as if fully set forth 
herein. 

46.​Under 11 C.F.R. § 109.21, a communication that is paid for by a third party, satisfies the 
content standard, and satisfies any conduct standard constitutes a prohibited in-kind 
contribution under 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a) when provided by an incorporated entity. 

47.​The proposed broadcast debate satisfies the payment prong as Respondent 
Broadcaster is absorbing all commercial production, promotion, staging, facility, and 
airtime expenses. 

48.​The proposed broadcast debate satisfies the content prong under 11 C.F.R. § 
109.21(c)(4)(i) as it is a public broadcast distributed within the congressional district 
within 90 days of a federal general election that clearly identifies federal candidates 
Christina Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks. 

49.​The proposed broadcast debate satisfies the conduct standard under 11 C.F.R. § 
109.21(d) as Respondent Broadcaster and Respondent Candidate Committees engaged 
in non-public negotiations and bilateral assent regarding the structure, terms, and roster 
of the broadcast following Respondents' joint boycott of the open Iowa PBS debate. 

50.​By structuring a two-candidate forum tailored to the demands of Respondents Christina 
Bohannan and Mariannette Jane Miller-Meeks to insulate them from an open debate 
stage, Respondent Broadcaster acted in coordination with the participating campaigns, 
stripping the event of any press or debate exemption and rendering the broadcast an 
unlawful coordinated corporate in-kind contribution under 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a). 

Count II: Unlawful Receipt of Corporate Contributions by Rival Committees (52 U.S.C. § 
30118(a)) 

51.​Complainant realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1 through 35 as if fully set forth 
herein. 

52.​Under 52 U.S.C. § 30118(a), candidate committees are prohibited from knowingly 
receiving or accepting corporate in-kind contributions. 

53.​Respondents Christina Bohannan for Congress and Miller-Meeks for Congress declined 
an objective, multi-candidate debate platform (Iowa PBS) and subsequently negotiated 
or accepted exclusive debate airtime from Respondent Broadcaster. 

54.​Respondents knew or had reason to know that Respondent Broadcaster lacked 
contemporaneous, pre-established objective criteria under 11 C.F.R. § 110.13(c) and that 
the debate was structured specifically to advance their candidacies in violation of 11 
C.F.R. § 110.13(b). 

55.​By accepting exclusive broadcast access and production resources financed by 
Respondent Broadcaster under non-qualifying, discriminatory criteria, Respondents 
Christina Bohannan for Congress and Miller-Meeks for Congress are knowingly 
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Exhibit A - Iowa Secretary of State Ballot Confirmation 

Attached true and correct copy of email sent by Bailey Kelley (Iowa Secretary of State office) to 
Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford on June 10, 2026 re: Acceptance of Candidate Paperwork. ​
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Exhibit B - FEC Net Contributions for Bridgford for Iowa 
Bridgford for Iowa Financial Summary as of July 1, 2026 filing date.   
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00947432/ on September 28, 2026 
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Christina Bohannan for Congress Financial Summary as of July 1, 2026 filing date.   
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00787820/ on September 28, 2026 
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Miller-Meeks for Congress Financial Summary as of July 1, 2026 filing date.   
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00558825/ on September 28, 2026 
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Exhibit C - Iowa PBS Debate Confirmation 

Attached is a true and correct copy of an email sent by Travis Graven of Iowa PBS to 
Complainant Michael Scott Bridgford on August 11, 2026 regarding Iowa Press Debate 
Submission. ​
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Exhibit D - Email Correspondence with Media Outlets 

Attached is a true and correct copy of an email thread sent between Complainant staff for 
Bridgford for Iowa and Respondent KWQC on September 16 and September 17, 2026 
regarding KWQC Debate Criteria. Thread edited for formatting. 

18 



19 



20 



21 



Exhibit E - Demand Letter to Respondent Broadcaster 

Attached is a true and correct copy of the Complainant’s Demand sent to Respondent 
KWQC/KWCR and Gray Media, Inc. on September 18, 2026  

22 



23 



Exhibit F - Response to Demand from Respondent Broadcaster 

Attached is a true and correct copy of the Respondent KWQC/KCRG/Gray Media Response to 
Demand sent by counsel to Complainant on September 25, 2026  
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Exhibit G - Respondent Debates with Lower Thresholds 

The following debates scheduled or conducted by Respondent stations nationwide in the 2024 
and 2026 General Election periods contained at least one candidate who did not meet the 
Respondent’s financial threshold of $1,000,000 by July 1, 2026. 
 
 

Entity Date District Candidate A Candidate B 

WCAX 
Burlington VT 

10/15/2026 VT At-large 
Congressional 
District 

Rebecca Balint 
FEC: C00797175 
$952,758.42 

Gerald Malloy 
FEC: C00950048 
$58,279.96 

 
Retrieved from https://www.wcax.com/2026/09/22/campaign-countdown-vermont-us-house/ on 
September 28, 2026 
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Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00797175/ on September 28, 2026 

 
 
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00950048/ on  Sep 28, 2026
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Entity Date District Candidate A Candidate B 

WHNS 
Greenville SC 

10/8/2026 SC - CD04 William Timmons 
FEC: C00797175 
$1,595,724.66 

Courtney McClain 
FEC: C00922120 
$32,993.15 

 
Retrieved from 
https://www.foxcarolina.com/2026/09/09/timmons-mcclain-agree-face-off-fox-carolina-congressi
onal-debate/  on September 28, 2026 
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Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00797175/  on September 28, 2026 

 
 
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00922120/ on September 28, 2026 
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Entity Date District Candidate A Candidate B 

WNDU  
South Bend IN 

10/8/2024 IN - CD02 Lori Camp 
FEC: C00870055 
$130,984.60 

William Henry 
FEC: C00821827 
Unreported 

 
Retrieved from 
https://www.wndu.com/video/2024/10/09/indiana-2nd-congressional-district-debate/  on 
September 28, 2026 

 
 
 

 

31 

https://www.wndu.com/video/2024/10/09/indiana-2nd-congressional-district-debate/


Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00870055/?cycle=2024 on September 28, 
2026 

 
 
Retrieved from https://www.fec.gov/data/committee/C00821827/ on September 28, 2026.  The 
missing reporting is most often attributed to a campaign that raised less than $5,000 
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Exhibit H - Analysis of FEC Candidate Revenues and Threshold 
The following analysis was conducted on data downloaded from the FEC website on August 28, 
2026 containing aggregate filing data for the July 1, 2026 period on which Respondent’s 
threshold measurement was based. 
https://www.fec.gov/files/bulk-downloads/2026/webl26.zip contains a list of each candidate and 
the total amounts reported as of the download date. 
 
The following table counts the number and percentage of each candidate in the list according to 
the parameters: 
 

●​ Running for House District in 2026 
●​ Raised at least $50,000 (the criteria specified by Iowa PBS) 
●​ Actively running for office in the General Election (not retired or withdrawn) 

 
 

          

 Open Seat  Opponent  Incumbent  Total  Total   

Raised > 1M?                  

FALSE 286 72% 597 82% 106 25% 989 63% 

TRUE 113 28% 132 18% 325 75% 570 37% 

Grand Total 399  729  431  1559  

 
 
Analysis - If Respondent’s financial criteria were applied across all races: 

●​ One-quarter of Incumbents would not make the debate stage 
●​ Debates would be tilted towards incumbents, with more than 80% of debates against 

incumbents cancelled since their opponent didn't raise $1M 
●​ Almost three-quarters of Open Seat candidates, theoretically the time where debates 

are most needed, would be cancelled 
●​ In total: only 40% of congressional seats would have a debate at all. 
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