














TRANSFER OF FUNDS BETWEEN RNC AND RBC

Audit Findings IT A., III A. & 3. and III E(4)

ISSUE:

Whether the Reagan Bush Committee ("RBC") exceeded its
statutory spénding limitation by managing Republican National

Ccmmittee ("RNC") funds for the 1980 Presidental general

elaction.

CONCLUSION:

The RBC permissibly manageé RNC funds pursuant to an agency
celationship authorized by law., 1In such circumstances the
crange, if any, should be made to the principal's acecount. The
act dces not prohibit each Ccmmittee fzom reporting iﬁs share o0f
cecrdinated campaign expenditures.

DISCUSSION:

A 2rincipal allegation of the auéit':epo;t is that the R3C

may have made campaign expenditures in excess cf its statutory
iimitation in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(b) (1) (3). This

ecaticn challenges the lecally pernissible arrangement be:ween

Bush Cemmithee




I. FACTS

At the cutset of the 1980 Presidential campaign, the RNC
and the RBC were commitied to spend the legally cermissible

anount to promote the candidacy of the nominee of the Republican

Party. As the national committeer/ of the Republican party, the

RNC was limited by law to expenditures of $4,637,653.76. 2
U.S.C. § 44la(d)(2). As the principal campaign committeert/ of
Mz. Reagan, the RBC's spending limitation was $29,440,000. 2
U.S.C. § 44la(b) (1) (B).

) The Cocmmittees dgtermined that the RNC would assume
responsibility for those cémpaign expenditure

the R3C.

cemmen practice for ncncampaicgn personnel,

and secret service, tc be charged for Pro rata share ci the
transportation services provided. TFor convenience ané ¢
cooréinate their campaicn efforts, the RNC Taid air fare
charges designated by the RBC, ané the RBC billed the Pa

passengers for the appropriate reimbursements cue.

i
o ]
) v2-23 -
Oa RN

r fw
P
et

1) () 41 &

Committee' n icn which, by

18 is respensible
sarcty at the
ien." i3

»

O p
'.‘

g
g2

fadin<
- M0

1) ¢t 01y 08
-

e 1y

M ETY IS
bS S |

- (D
nyin wy

) th




s that the campaign incurrzeé air fare charzges
perscnnel invelved in the campaicgn.
Initially, the RBC presented the RNC with invoices for

expenses incurred by the R3C. The RNC wouléd in turn make Dpayment

to the designated vendor. 1In order %o provide an appropriate

accounting treatment for the reimbursements, it was determined
that the same result would be achieved if the RBC credited
reimbursements received against expenses incurreéd on behalf of

the RNC ané paid by the R3C. This procedure saved :time ané

-garerwork in the crucial pericd of the campa
The RBC 1280 vear-endé report filed wit! TEC reflected
an error in the R3C's reimbursements

orrective .

esulteé in

sositions of the committees., I

and a2 mcre efficient




TEE RZAGAN BUSHF COMMITTEE EXPENDED CAMPAICN FTUNDS
WITHIN ITS STATUTORY L‘“’”ATION

- ae am &

The Federal Zlection Campaign Act Authorized
the Reacan Bush Committee to Act as the Agent
of the Republican National Committee For The
Purocse of Making Camzaiagn Exdenditures

In the 1980 Presidential general election, the Reagan Bush

Ccmmittee acteé as the agent on the Republican National Committee

by making campaign expenditures on its behalf. This arrangement

was expressly authorized by an FEC regulation which provides

in connection with the ceneral election campaign of a

candicate:

The national committee of a political party
a2y make expenditures authorized by =his
section through any designated agent....




axpenditures were coordinated by the Committees pursuant to their
further the candidacy of the Republiican ncminee.
t is fundamental that "no particu}ar formalities are
needed to establish the principal-agent relaticnship." CQCecrant v.

Dean Witter & Co., Inc., 502 7.28 854, 8358 (1i0th Cir. 12874). See

2iso Universal Ccmputer Svstems Inc. v. Mecéical Services Assoc.

of Pa., 474 F. Supp. 472 (M.D. Pa. 1979%). An agency relationship
exists if the conduct of the parties manifests the willingness of
one person to have another act on his behalf, subject to his
-gentrol and the cocnsent of the other party to act. See

Restatement, 3cencv (2& e¢) § 14. 1In pariticular, when a persen

puts his property in the hands of another to Xeep Ccr manace, he

creates, as between himseilf ané the othe the relation Xncwn as

2o In re 3state cf Mc:ocvs, 17 Iil sp. 3¢

- I -

T course of dealing between the RNC
the existence of such an agency
RBC managed funds for the accoun:t of the
subject to the RNC's ultimate control.

Dy

the RNC's agent, the R3C was authorized to make the

ccmmittee bv § 34lz (&)




designate an acent for the purpose cf expending

-~

residentiaz

electicn. The RRBC énd the RNC

individual‘é candidacy and
furtherance cf that
agreements, where the national
committee ultimately designates how and where the state;s money
will be spent, the possibility that a state may lose control over
its authorized funds has caused scme couris to question the

validity of such arrangements. See e.g. Democrztic Senatorial

Czmzaicn Commisttee v. deral mmission, No. 80-2074

(D.C. Cir., October 9, 1980), S U.S.L.W. 2643

¢March 3, 198l). No correspending dangers exis: in the iﬁstan:
however, as the RBC's and the RNC's funds were used for a

its funds. The absernce Y-
enced by 11 §110.7(4) whica

SC/ANC arrangement




accounting arranganent was Zollcwed pursuant to a valid agency

elazionship and shouléd be recognized as such.

B. The Act Permits a National Committee and a Campaign
‘Ccmmittee to Ccordinate Their Resources, While

Permittine Each Commitiee to Report Its Share of
of the Exvenditures .

The agency relationship pursuant to which the RBC managed
funds Zfor the RNC makes it unnecessary to approach the issue of
tooling resources between a national committee and a campaign
ccmmittee in determining that the RNC and the RBC acted correctly

However, in light cf the brcad sweep of the

issue should be co

nt that parcty

amzeaign rescurces.




rovision of a role fer tolitical rarties

wh‘ch would allew them Lo serve as a
legitimate pocling mechanism for Drivate
cont'lhuslons to candicdates in general
elections.

S. Rep. 698, 9338 Cong., 28 Sess., at 3.
rermissibility of coordinating committee expenditures
evidenced by 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(4), the so-called
transfer" clause, which provides that
The limitations cn contributions ... o not
apply to transfers between and among
golitical parties which are national, tate,
district or local ... committees ... of the
same political party.
seen frcm these crovisions, bo:h Ccngress and the

accorded zart: mn

d

the same

-ané that

nacde from the funés of either :h

cemmittee,




[A] transfer between cne of the con-
gressional campaicn committees and the
national committee of the same political
party is a transfer between political
cemmittees of the same party anéd hence
unlimited under 2 U.S.C. § 44la(4)....
Since funds may bte transferred between the
congressional campaign and the national
committee of the same political party
without limi.ation, it is immaterial as to
which committee's funds ace being expended
under 2 U.S.C..§ 44la(d) (3).

lying the same rationale of the Commission to the instant

there is no reason why the R3C, as the RNC's acenz, coulé

larly manage the campaign £unds of the RNC in addition to

the T=C has

&he same car Lty may ﬁake exss

funds other &than its
cwn. These cet i : the validity of fund
transfers'beéween‘naticnal and : tees, all recognized

that because § 44iz (%) eu-Ho:;zns money transfers batween.




limitation, it is immaterial as to which-
< < . s iil *
unés are exrended under the statutery lzmlts.-/ Sea

and 1234.%%/

e reason for permitting transfers between national and
state ccmﬁittees‘is to allow party-ccordinated spending. That
transfer right, 5y‘anaiogy, is applicable to the RNC ané the
To reach a différgnt'result would be inconsistent with the
the Act, i.e., i: ghe RNC can transfer it
critg to the RBCAin p:eciée Egcﬁnigél écm?liahée\hi:h 11
C.T.R. § 110.7(a) (4), it should s milarly be able to do-so pnéé:v

44la(a)(4),

£ case, these agreements wer2 a0t , :
"Cesicnated agent" provisicn at 1l C.T.R!
s that sectiecn only zpplies tc a Presi-
n cam.a ign, nct Congressional. .
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1680, Chief Jus:tice
n Naticnal Republican S
1iaterial Campaign Comm.,
zaricn case to Democratic Senatorial C_n"
Cocmmitcee v, TEC. ccorclﬂc to a2 publisheé memo:
éated October 31, 1980 rom the General Counsel
cencerning MUR 1234, this stay has the efiect o2
the T=C's policy tha~ acencv agreements are not

inconsist ;
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An additional provisicn of the Act cemontrates the
acceptability cf cocréinating ané socling campaicgn exsenditures

ia circumstances similar to those of the RNC ané the R3C. 11

0

P.R. § 102.12(c) (1) provides that a candidate nominated by a
palitical party may designate the national committee of that
pazty ;srhis principal campaign committee. 11 C.F.R. §
110.7(a) (3) (i) further provides that as a principal campaign
committee, the national committee is entitled to make

§ 441a(d) (2) exvenditues in addition to § 44la(b) (1) (2)
-exéendi:ures. Thus, if the RNC had been designated as Ronald
Reacgan's p:incipal campaign cocmmittee, it could have made can-

seign expenditures of $29,440,000 in adéiticn to its authorized

u
.7 expenditure limit, for a total c¢f approximately $34 mill

§-
0O
9

R2C.. These Ccmmitiees coordinated their campaign expenditure

4

Xezt separeste bcoks ané racorés of their accounts, and made

., - e - - = .- =2
SgTh lngividusl contriduticn Limics ing gveTall- expendl-

wirw g VTl ea e = DAk WY hE] - wers okrser-vw ~ \—v -

e T ceila e weIe Clse C. ~acse Lims S er2 glserl ec o - @




As such, the manner in which the RNC and the RSC

their expenditures was in accorcdance with the Ack.

any Ezror That May Have Occurred in Reporting
Reimbursements wWas Zliminated By the Reagan Bush
Comnittee's Amencment to It's 1980 Vear Ené. Revor:

in alleging that the Reagan 3ush Commiitee exceeded its

campaign expenditure limitation, the Interim Audit Report

erroneously and arbitrarily ignores an amendment to the

Smmittee's 1980 year ené rapert, filed with the Ceommissien on

april 1, 1981,
During the course of the FIC audit, the RBC was informed

by the audit stafi T it i to pavmenits based cr

INC travel




its april 1, 1981 amendment, the R3C deleted

in previocusly reported refunds and $748,163.16 in

revicusly reported cperating expenses. These amounts were then

wes
attributed to the Republican National Committee to account for
various campaign costs incurred by the R3C on behalf of the

RNC. 2as noteé previously, the purpose of this amendment was

-

merely to repor: an error in accounting for the expenditure

/;ransfe:s Setween the RBC and the RNC, not the validity of the

expenditures themselves.

-7

‘The audit report does not recognize the April 1, 1981

amendment because it was made "after the fact". Since all

&mendmentcs their veryv nature are retrcactive, no amendment
éer the audit staff's reazsoning.
the Act do not sugport

wCLlé zen

the RNC.




- 14 = .

© It was not relévant‘to‘the Comnittees that funds would be

physically moved tetween them. Conseguently, the exchange of

" identical sums between the R3C and the RNC would have been a

meaningless transaction. - Rather, the purpose of the amendment
was merely to rgflec:.the fact that by matching reimbursements
with expenses, the financial position of neither coﬁmittee was
affected, each makiné Campaigh e#penditu:es”within its statutory
limit. |

~ .Based on the above, it is clear that the amendﬁént tc the

‘43éa§an Bush Committee's 1980 year end report is Valid and shbuléiﬂ

te recognized as such.




Pages 1 thru 7 of Part 2 have been
deleted from this .reading file.
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lecal ané accounting services performed solely to ensu:ce
compliance with the Act. (11 C.F.R. 9002.3(a)(2)(ii)(C).) The
regulaticns do not define "solely to ensure compliance" nor are
any guidelines provided for accounting for expenses of the
Cempliance Fund. Therefore, generally accezted accounting
principles must be utilized to account for the expenses and
standard auditing procedures must be used when testing the
progriety of the Compliance Fund's accounting practices.

The accounting for the expenses of the Compliance Fund as
adjusted to reflect the $137,883.67 allocable to the RBC conplies
with generally accepted accounting Principles. EHowever, the
metihcocologies used by the 2uditors de not comply with standard
‘aﬁditing‘grccedu:es. Thus, the audit has no basis to contest the
£inal acccunting results provided by the R2C.

The audic fails to cemply wisth standard audisting procedurzes
because the audit results are cased on what appear to be faulty
investigative technicques (e2.c., informal interviewing of
employees), aéd hoc classifications of exﬁenses, and imprcper
allccaticn tases. In additicn, the auditors ignored the fact

that 2ll ccsts incurred af:er Ncvember ¢, 1980 must be treated as

cemelia

:Ce ccsts.
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CAMPAIGN TCUR PROFITS

Wl! a p:otit :ealized t:om the teimbu:sements :ece.v.d ‘c:
tou' t:avel du ing tﬁc 1980 P:osidential general elec“ion

camaaigﬁ?

coucnuszou-~f

v“,irhe Reagan sus Commit ee d‘d not :ealize a- a:o‘it during

E ;.ae P'esidentzal elec iuﬂ camaaign because actua; tou: expendi-‘

tuzes exceeded tour :ei bL-sements.»ﬂxvff*

~"ﬁé§§éu:-gv

Vﬁt;é;;gg ;;3 Aué-t aeco.. llegesA.aa the R-agan Busn 1;§“
<se 1i2§é income of "a. -éast" $:0 see.~a 11 ccnjunct*cn
W ‘ tsyrééeived :cm tﬁe l°80 ?:es ée".al campa gn-
“:;éu:.:( (AU&‘ \épor“ B lj.‘ The report c’aiﬂs this anoun.~‘
   §asz:6fz:‘wn cn had tne ef ect of:Lnderstating RSC's':epQ:ted-“
ex:eaé~~';ésg ¢o aéjus.)th is alleged un de:s.a.emen.,’ the audit

‘n s;a££f;sse ts t&at hh $ amcuns shou’d now be a*c‘ied acazns. th

the Reacaﬁ 3ush Cumm- :eg{gr(Auéiﬁ )
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The methcd by which 4he audit report cal "laée loss and

cu é
prcfit 'on the campaign tour must be It ils %o

acknowliedge the fact that actual :tour costs exceeded :our

reinbursements. A review of the tour expenditures associated

with the Presidential campaign demonstrates this result. Only

these {icures need be examined as both the aucdit staff and the

R8C ackncwledge that a'loss was incurred on the Vice-presidential

tour.

A total of $2,251,213.99 was spent on the 1980 pPresi-
X/

1 campaign tours. This figure becomes the basis for

¢ whether or nct a2 profit was realize rom the

That is, were paying passencar facgeé mere

- 1113

than their 2ro rata shars for travel expenses ané, if so, dicd

such cverpayments constituted excessive income o e canpaign.

The R3C's Zigures clearly demcnstrate that: (1) the press, secret

service and cther paving Lassengers were not overch zcec for
transpcrtation cests; ané (2) :he campaign incurred tour expenses

over and above tour reimbursements, thus resulting in a lcss on
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tcur travel. In fact, a lecss of more than $18,000 was i rred
cn the prasidential &%curs,
The following Procedure was used by RBC TO ascertain

whether cr not a profit was made on the presidential tour.

First, airplane costs were determined for each of the 15 presi-

ential tours. These costs, which reflect the total cos:t of the
chartered planes for each leg of the tour, totaled $2,045,771.87.

Ground cests for each tour were also determined ($205,442.12),

.~ aa

bringing the total costs for the 1980 Presidential tour to
The total tour reimbursements of $1,739,350.57
cted £rom amount resulting in an actual tou

The

less of
1280.
ized by RBC frcm canmpaign
The audit repcrts' determination of a §50,
given the abcve facts and calculations.

subiect =0
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Whether finding that the RBC should report an

increase in value of $46,617.93 in its capital assets is proper,

CONCLUSION:

The finding is improper because: (1) many of the capital

“assets included in the proposed increase in value were no lenger

- -

REC prcoperty; and (2) the valuation method used was improper.

ISCUSSION: -

election campaign, the RIBC useé various

czpital assets in performing its campaign support functicns. As

©f December 4, 1280, the date of the Analvsis cf Net Qutstanding
Qualified Campaign Expenditures reviewed during the aué many
ts listeé on

to December 4,




d. 1 JVC 3/4 Video 2lave
-ertain capital assets listed on Attachment I were
unaccounted for as of December 4, 1981; 9 Motcrola Zguip, =-

walkie talkies

Auditor's Valuaticn of Cavital Assets is Incorrect

Only capital assets that were the property of the RBC and
still on hand as of December 4, 1981 nmust ce included in the final

vaiuation of the R3C's assets. (ll C.F.R. 9004.8(b) (2) (ii).)

.Therefore, only those items on Attachment I not sold and acccunted

Cr as of December 4, 19380 should be incluced in the final valuatien.
final valuaticn must be
R. 2004.8(b) (2) (ii).)
macket value is

willing seller coulé secure from 2

Revenue Servicse,




Thezefore, the audit zeport incorrectly included ceztaina

capital assets in its valuation and aiso incorzectly valued those
assets included in the final valuation. For these reasons, this
audit finding must be rejected.







Whether certain miscellaneous audit findings are proper.

CONCLUSION:

The R3C disputes each of these miscellzaneous findings and

‘reserves the right to make further comments when audit supgort

-

“documentation becomes available for review.

DISCUSSICN:

The audit report contains numerous other findings, aside

thcse discusseé previcusly, to which the R2BC takes

excepticn. These are:

An increzse of cash cn hané of $2,453.27
resulting frem "checks written prior to
12/5/80 ané subsecuently voided."

An increase in accounts receivable of
$13,331.49 resulting from two alleced
overstatements ané an understat-ement
"representing the balance oweé to the
Committee for assets soié gsricr to 12/4/230
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A net increase of $301,179.04 in excendi-
tures subject to limitation, resulting from:
(a) inczeases in expenditures subject to
limitaticn for the period Januazy 1, 1981
through March 26, 1981; (b) debts and obli-.
gations owed to RBC as of March 26, 1981;

(c) voided checks included in operating
‘expenditures; and (d) an understatement of
debts and obligations owed to RBC.

Because the a2udit finding for each of these issues is
represented in summary nature and the audit support documents are

currently unavailable, the RBC cannot at this time make any -

Q

rther comment on these disputed findings, hcowever, the RBC

_reserves its rignt to make addéitional comments when audis support

Sccumentation beccmes available for review,




 incorrect and in qeed‘cf‘substantia’ revisien,

’ concLUs z’os ;

T&e _Reagan 3ush Commxttee .and the Reagan Bash Compliance

T

Tu .d believe that the findings cf the interim audit repor: are -

As demonstrated

fzom the above ccmmehts, .He asc :eview establi shes that it

complied with .he ede'al -lection Camnaxgn Act and *ts

z-imolenent~ng Pegula..io'xs and did not make canoa;gn exaenditures .
in ex*ass of 1ts lxmx.ation.: In lxgh“ of this resu’t, the aud‘t

’wfreoort shcu’d oe s*gﬁz‘icantlv anenceo be‘o:e the Ccmn‘ss*on

adon*s it as f:nal.,
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which the subject of the examination and audit
mustT submit to the :ommission its response to
to the interim or initial report, (ii). che avail-
abilicy of extensions of time for the submission
to the Commission of the response to the interim
or initial report, (iii) the criteria applied by
the Cectmission or ics staff in determining the
ime in wnich the subject of the examination
and audit must submit ics response to the interim
or initial report, and (iv) the criteria applied
by the Cormission or its staff in determining
whether to grant a request for an extension of
time for such submission.
3. All materials setting fcr:h the Commis-
n's policy, procedures, and practice fecr allow-

O

e an examinaticn and

si

ing the subject of the examination and zudit to
supplement its response te the interim or initial
repcr: by the Ccmmission's audit staif.

4. ALl materials setting forth the Cemmis-
sicn's policer. procedures, and cractice with
respec:t to censideration bty the aucdit steii, the
General Ccunsel, ancd the Commissicners ¢f the
response to the interim ¢r inicial report (and
eny supplements thereto) submitted Sy the subject
o the examination cr audi:z

5. ALl materials setting forth the Commis-
sion's policy, procedures, znd practice for
providing an cppertunity tcbheard to the subject
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'U m et

et~

141 0
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o’ n.
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ursuant to & C.F.
§ 9007.1 prior =c anv any

'Llr

¢ disclesure of 3
2:ing iings, reccrmmencations, and/er conclusions
tw che Cémmission oz any of its stali concerming
the subjiect of zhe examinaticn ancd sudic.
Responsive deocuments are raguested o be Sroduced in
etr, including =1l actachments, enclosures, znd exhi
¢ event chat it is determined that & document contal
f2l or informeticn which Zalls within che scatuzery
: T : . .
Zc manczoowy Z2iscliosure, It le eworssslit reguessed
&TEriée. €T InIcsrmaEIilin e rTevw ToEsitle Sos
2lzgure. S larlr, in the svent thez it is @
a document contains materizl cr informaticn wh
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MSKENNA,CEONNER & Cul ©

TOIA Cfiicer
Fage 3 :
July 17, 1981

Zalls within the statutory exemptions tTe :andatory cEisclosure,
it is exp ress;y —equesced that, in accordance with the pro-
visions of 5 U.S.C. § 552(t), anv and all reasonably segregable
porticns of such document be produced.

In the event that it is determined that your agency has no
documents responsive to any in rdividual request item (or portion
therecf), wricten confirmation of such fact is specifically
regquested.

This reques: constitutes notice of demand for production
of the above-described documents for purpcses of inspection and

f

copving. If fcr any reason it is determined that any document

T porticn thereof will not bSe made available tc che qnders-gnec.
or that this request will nct, in whele or in parc, be complied
with, prompt notice ¢ any acticn taken is solicitce in
acéizien, it is specifically requested that zany docunen: or
porticn thereef wnich will not be p*oduced for inspection or
copving te individually *den:;:;ec and describec, and the basis
for nonprocducticn e x:lalﬂec oy reference to >oth the statutory
autherizy fcr and the factual circumstances relied upon in the
éecermination to withheold access.

The uncersizned hevebw agrees to pav the United States zll
dirscz cocsns incurred uncer eppiicatle raguleticns in the search
fcr and duplication ¢ the rzquested dccuments. Because of the
urgent need fcr the cdccuments described above, it i1s requested
zhat vour agency adhere tc the time limitations set Zorth at 5
C.8.C. § 332(a)(8)(A&, in respencing to this reguest

('J-

; .
Zéwazd L. Weice::e-




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

July 17,

Edward L. Weidenfeld, Esquire
McKenna, Conner and Cuneo
1575 Eye Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Weidenfeld: o,

This is in response to vour Freedom of Information
Act request, dated July 6, 1981, hand-delivered to this
Agency on July 7, 1981, for certain documents which relate
to the Commission's Interim Audit Report of the Reagan
Bush uOﬂmzttee and Reagan Bush Compliance Fund. That

Reror: had been presented to the Committee on June 18,
lo8l. .

Your specific requests, ané an index of the materials
which we tocday are Sisclosing with respect to each, are
set cut bDelow:

l. All auditor werk papers and .documents
gene:ateé or relied upon with respect
to the findings ané reccmmendations
in § II.A (Reagan Bush Committee -
Limitaticn on Expenditures) of the
FZC Interin Audit Report of the Reagan
2ush Committee and Reagan Bush Conbl-ance
Fund dated June 18, 198'I

Secticn II.A zresents, in "summary" or "tacle" form, the
f£inéings which are explained in creater detazil in subse-
cuen:t sectiong ¢ the Report. (See Audit Repor:, zace 4).
These Zindincs, expressed in . deollar zmeunts, and the audit
Tapers generated cr relied upon with respect to thenm, are
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5. Expenditures subject tq;i;mi;ation;!tomml/l/éimtéj‘

~.-3/26/81: . . $270,431.52

- This {igure was obtained from a review of the Committee's
check register. See Schedule at Auditor Document £ 6/7=0;.
- check recister at £ 6/12 and £ 6/13; and adjustnents at

£ 4/12 and £ 6/12 page 12. '

c. Debts and obligations owed by REC at 3/26/81: §75,393.79

.See Schedule at Auditors Document E 6/7-0, particularly lines
32 and 33 thereof. Line 32 is further cross referenced to
Document I 6,/12 (Copy of Committee's check register). Line 33
‘is further cross referenced to Document E 6/10.1 (Listing of
‘Cemmittee's unpaid bills as of 3/26). o ‘

'fd.M;RéimbufSement made to the Ccmpliance Funé (see Finding
ITII.C.): S137,883.67. . ’ *

This figure was cbtained from the Committee's 1981 First
Quarcer Report at page 126, line 24.. See Docunent A 6/2.




Letter tc Idward L. Veidenfeld, Esguire °
Fage Three

£. Monies received relating to expenditures made bf the
Republican National Committee (see finding III.B. (2).):
$1,138,891.24, and : ot

- - e

g. Income realized <from campaign tours (see finding III. 3.
(1)): $50C,588.48.

The source of these figures are the Committee's billings and
accounts receivable. The Commission does not have copies of
all pertinent documents. They were pulled from Comnittee
files during the audit, reviewed, the amounts ncted, and then
the documents were returneé ¢ the Committee files. .
Work paper schedules Auditor Documents C 4/1 throuch
C 4/16. cSee alse C 2 » C3/1, C 3/1a, C 3/2, C 3/3,

C 3/6. Report amendment filed

Veicded checks
‘1/80 throughk 12/

‘See Schedule at E
3/3, £ 6/7.1 an

to be liguidated: $46,617.93.
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Luetter t¢ Edward L. Weidenfelsd, E%quire
Pace Four

k. Finding II.A also makes reference to Republican National
Committee expenditures in the amount $748,163.16. (See
Report, pages £ and 6).

In this regard, pages 6 and 7 of Auditors Documents F 3/1
are pertinent. .

2. All auditor work papers anéd documents generated
or relied upon with respect to the findings and _ .
recommendations in § III.A (Reagan Bush Committee
- Expenditures in Excess of the Limitation) of
the FEC Interim Audit Report of the Reagan Bush

Committee and Reagan Bush Compliance Fund dated
June 18, 1981.

. The figure $ . identified in the report zs re-
* presenting expencitures in excess of the overall limitation
for the period 5/1/80 through 3/26/81, was Gerived by the
-method described in Secticn II.A and was based on the
‘documents licteé in part 1, above.

All auditor work capers and documents cenerated
or relied upon with respect to the findings and
recommendations in § III.2(1) ané (2) {Campaign
Tour Reimbursements) of the FEC Interinm Audit
. Report of the Reacan Bushk Committes znd Heagan
Sush Compliance Fundé ézted June 18, 1681.

- vy

See doccuments listed in parts 1f and lg, above.

211 auditer work papers and cdocuments generated
r relied upcon with respect to the findings and
recormencaticns in § III1.C(1l)-(4) (Operating
Expenditures Paid From Reagan Bush Ccmpliance
funé) cf the FEC Interim Audit Report cf the
Reagan Bush Committee and Reagan Bush Compliance
Fund dated June 18, 1881l.

ccuments listed
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tter tc Edward Weidenfeld, Lsguire
Page Five o

6. Any ané all other documents that are relevant to
the interim audit findings ané recommendations
referenced in paragraphs 1 through 5 above.

I am advised that by providing the dccuments listed
in part 1, above, we are providing all auditor documents
which are relevant to the interim audit findings and re-
commendations referenced in your first five reqguests.

As Vvou are awvare, we initially had proposed that a
representative cf your office sit in on our search for the
records which had -been called for in your FOIA recuest.
in a telephone conversation on the evening of July 15,
19g81, with Daniel J. Blessingtcn, Jr., and Vincent J.
Convery, Jr., of our Cffice of General Counsel, ycu
édeclined to be present, but requested that our records
search proceed as expeditiously as possible in that the
documents were needed in the formulation of a response
tc the Commissicn in another regard. Mr. Convery agreed

in view 0f £he unique cz:cuns ances surround‘nc

recuest, it weculd be considered zhead of all“other
eals thenr gending, T the % weuldé

tc complete i i ;ithin a com-

I trust i i
as we c¢ig,
recerds..
t tc correct any errcr.
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s search was ccnducted by
tctal of Zourteen hours in
ssesses a fee 0f $2.30 per hals
hour free. Ve are procducing 608
which the Commission assesses a duplication
Ycur check in the amount $%7.90,
rer 0f the United States, should




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C. 20263

ACKNOWLEDGMENT RECEIPT OF DENIAL OF EXTENSION
~OF TIME TO RESPOND TO THE INTERIM AUDIT REPORT
ON THE
REAGAN BUSH COMMITTEE, REAGAN BUSH COMPLIANCE FUND
AND DEMOCRATS FOR REAGAN

-f éckhowledge‘receip:‘of the Commi:tees -and Canaidate s

. copies of the denial of ex:ension of :ime to respond to the
interim Audit Report or the above;named Committees which was

épptoved By the Commission on July 14, 1981.

\‘ L) -t
N \'\ : \Lch \

/\ i
?ecipient for the Reagan Bual
Cc-ﬁz:cee, Reagan Bush Compliance
Fund and Democrats For Reagan
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

oo lgayar, 18l

Zéward L. WeideniZeld, Esqg. -
McXenna, Conner and Cuneo
1575 Eve Street, N.W.
Washingten, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Weidenfelé:

This is to advise you that on July 14, 1981, the Commission
voted to deny your request for a 30 cay extenszon of time to
respond to the interim audit report for the Reagan Bush ‘Committee,
Reagar Sush Compliance Func, and Democrats For Reagan. The
Commissicn has consistently taken the pesition &uring the 1980
:elec:ion cycle that such reguests for extensions by cocmmittees
~o- nublic’v-finauced candidates be denied in order that the

iic release of the audit regorts be made in as timely a manne
as _cssxgle. ‘

The Committees' response %o the interim repor due on
2C, 1981, zné any amendments required as of the

rezort must be filed with *ne Ccn._ss-c
that yeour Zcrts to comply axe recogn

e
razere.

t.'.:ne to

respect te submission of lsgal ané
To any :e:evmene determinations made
: audic report, please be advised
~0 days from *ece*ne c‘;ehe £i
cCC"ﬁentatlon.

questions, please do nct hes
cr Tom Nurchen byrca’1’nc 823

- s i

--nce*e’v,




" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON D C 20463

MEMORAYDUM TO: ROBERT COSTA

- \S)tt/,

FROM: MARJORIZ W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTERé?C/r
DATE: JULY 17, 1981

SUBJECT: LETTER TO TREASURER OF REAGAN BUSH COMMITTEE,
REAGAN BUSH COMPLIANCE FUND AND DEMOCRATS
FOR REAGAN CONCERNING RESPONSE TO THE
INITSRIM AUDIT REPORT, Memorandum to the
Commissioners dated July 15, 1981

The above-named letter was circulated 20 the Commission<

24 hour no-cbjecticn basis at 11:00, Suly 16, 1981.
There were no objecticns tc the prososed lezter at

the “ime cf the deadline.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D C. 20463

July 15, 1981

TO: THE COMMISSIONERS

THROUGH : B. ALLEN CLUTTER

Q;CfL {Eé%;t

STAFF DIRECTOR
FROM: BOB COSTA

SU3JECT: LETTER TO TREASURER OF REAGAN BUSH
COMMITTEE, REAGAN BUSH COMPLIANCE FUND
AND DEMOCRATS FOR REAGAN CONCERNING
RESPONSE TO THE INTERIM AUDIT REPORT

The attached letter is being sent to the Treasurer of the

above Cocmmitsees advising him of the Commission's decision to
‘@eny a 30 dayv extension of :ime to respond to the interim audit
report. The Cflice of General Counsel has been censulted during
the preparation of this letter. )

This memorandum is being circulateé cn a 24 hour no objecticn

basis., Upcn approval, the letter will be hand delivared to +he
Ccmmittees' counsel.

Shoulé vou have any cuestions, please o not hesitate %o
contact Charles Hanshaw or Tom Nurthen at extension 3-4155.

ttachmens as stated




BEYORE THE FECSRAL EIBCTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Peagan Bush Campliance Fund

)
)
Reagan Bush Committee )
)
Democrats for Reagan H

CRITTICETION

I, Marjcrie W, Emmcns, Recording Secretary for the Federal
Election Cammission's Executive Sessicn on July 14, 1981, do
hereby certify that the Camission decided by a vote of 6-0 to
deny the request of Edward L. Weidenfeld, Esg. fcr a 30 éay
extension of time o respond to the interim audit repert for the
Reacan 3ush Cormittee, Reacan Bush Carpliance Fund, and Democrats
Zor RPeacan: and further, to include in the Final Audit Report a

section wiiich srasents the Coamittee's pesiticn regarding their

lack of 2 timely response, and that the report weuld be unchanged

Irom the Comissicn agzroved interim audit repor: excest for the
agcve-named section.

Attest:

Sa=s Mardcrie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Cammissicn




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D C. 20463

July 8, 1981
MEMORANDUM
TO: THE COMMISSIONERS

THROUGH : B, ALLEN CLUTTER
STAFT DIRECTOR

FROM: BOB COSTA %%

SU3JECT: REQUEST FOR EXTENSION TO RESPOND TO
INTERIM AUDIT REPORT ~ REAGAN BUSH
COMMITTZE, REAGAN 3USH COMPLIANCE
FUND, AND DEMOCRATS FOR REZAGAN

On July 7, 1981, the Commission zeceived a letter f£rom the
-abcve nameé Committees (see Exhibit A). The leiter concerned
the Cemmittees' response to the Commission approved interim audit
rerert Zerwaréded cn June 19, 1981. .

The Committess' :e!pcnse is due on July 20, 1981 (30 davs

£rom receipt c¢f the interim repert). The Committees are
recuasting a 320 day extension cf time in order to respond on
or beicre August 19, 198l. The Committess' attorneyv has cited
various reasons in the request including a FOIA reguest recently
subritted reqguesting the éisclosure, inspections, and copying cf
workpapers generated or relied upon with respect to several
£indings and recommendations contained in’ the interim report (see
Exhibit 3).

It should be ncted that photocopies cf workpapers pertinent
to the audit £findincs were presented £o the Treasurer at the
axit conference on March 27, 1981, Further, pursuant to a reguest
zy the Ceocmmittees' attcrney on July 2, 1981 photoccpies
made cf the same werkpapers associazted with tour reimburse-
lecal and compliance expenditures, and capital assets,
given to <he atiorneyv.
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HE COMMISSIONERS

No extensions of time will be granted for the
Presidential committees to respond +o the
Ccmmission's letter of audit f£indings. Each
committee will be told at the exit conference

that no extensions will be granted. Generally,

the response time will be 30 édays. In certain
unusual cases the time period may be longer,
particularly where the findings chance as a

result of legal analysis and Commission review

anéd considerakble action is required of the
committee. Since the audit findings will be
discussed with the ccmmittee at the completion

of the audit fieldwork, the committee will have
approximately 15 weeks to respond to the £indings.
This represents over 80 percent of the time period
between completicn of the aucdit {ieldwork and £inal
release oZ the letter of audit findings. (excerpt,
pace 4, Agenda Document %#79-287).

Therefore, we recommend that the reguest for an
Further, it is reccmmenced %hat the Final Audit
section which presents the Committee's position recarding their lack
0f a timely response anc be released publiclv. The repori: would te

unchanced Irom the Cemmission approved int

tproved interim audit reperit except
£or +the above mentioned section. :

extension be denied.
Report contain a

steéd that this matter be placed on the July 14,
essicn Acenda for Commissicn ceonsideration. By
is being referred to the CZfice of General

Should you have any questions, please contact Tom Nurthen
- er Charles Hanshaw at extension 3-4155.




.
Law OFFICTS

McKENNA,CONNER & CUNEO

(YU LRITTI WX BLANARD sOLEON 1$7% CYC STARECLT, N.W. 8RLLY SELIENS 1080 0P
«C70RCY ® aitman (Dwin n. L 0wt SHOte) a Lwale e |1
SSHLOT & sntlaput SONCAT &, wanGOUN WASHINGTON, O-C. 20008 peter
ComitLm Blym CLita 0, mamgmaLle -
= stoee Bk uall & neandalwie N 12021 789-7300 1=Quag 4 alrlme sitastL ¥ LomOLRe
10 uCLomen Rt " -.c:nouo JC8 \ Bandim Compring » LAester(\00
* L WL . maaluba L
v LANE L NevgY CABLC ADDRCSS: MCALNCONN WASHDC Pt :::o'.‘o::un e ‘u‘:: n
. CRaRLLS G miLENS TeLEx iy .822-0e JULHE 1G8 BLACISRew it v
) CmetiLS A.OCONROR T CLEX (Ywki 7108220148 e ou.w‘:“u':v
Jouu §. PaCuIgR TCLECOPICA 120R) 7897804 0CHLNY w. LInPOVEY
€ S1emE® OCES TnOuAS L.PaTICR B ; } o [] J00(0n ¥ \*uras, e
oZnall J. DerCarCLe AADOD u. PECRS - . JOmS a.Cugane €. ALvEn ugumyRove
Lewaguet §.CONED 840000 §.C. PUSRAAR BaviD A.CuyaCuny wPna b uniLoe
avoet s.l-n:n:: -.0:-“ u, Ra10gne SCOTT » CONPLAe Snan® § SLIVLR
ngAQEAT . PENSY wgeagy 208TCR J0%u a.COVEY tagua 500
MCwalD a.finae waltin . SCrwanT2e TWENTY-CIGHMTM FLOOR JOnn : :wuo .:: Hy
[ =advgY §. SngaRCR nate €. OLLANEY
1.980CE $9LISP00 3438 WiLSmIRC ROULEVARD
% -vu‘u'- J."IM.! 108 ANGELLS, CALIFORNIA 30010 LowngnCt u. rasttlL
YCHRT &, FOAY Somts B warYmC JOREPN CaABAN Altuya ¢ 8
&.20wIL™ FRasCe £OwalD L. wCIDENTELD 12131 384-3800 - 388-0321 Cuatiy A GRanane oY YO iy
sants J.GaLLAGNER aguntte w, wlingvCin Davi® J.§RANTS wabtue §. 9LC
awgw 8.cElLN LCS J. wlinSTEN — A0MCATY L. 60LS8 JPr0LY L. BVELRS
wiIcnalL 9. 6R3antse BUEL wtE 1920 MILLS TOWER BOuALD w. ST IR [ YW 3TN}
L.5482C030n =OL BamigL u. wiLLICES GLORGE F nEmingware Onmil A SusLvas
JOL 6. 4OLLINGIWORTR CranLCs C.TONSERS ' 20 BUSH STREET 200LRT 4. nOBWE CUIS U uane
TEoNY @.0CLY SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA BaiOa TNOuAS w. NUSSTY Camiatian voAD
- JE33C § 19mnanal Crani(s £ el OUin. JAS
1418) 4330840 . #ICHaLL 1. Jame S00CAY u. wasuand
Covasts - WICHAL) V. RAVANAUEYN 8400404 . wEATRER
COneaD LapuCBe ANLHT v COLL SILPuLN D ANIENT 1ouisg @ met
ALREET L. PECVES mak GOLOENG AEUNCTN C.AQHLERS ALg C. YOINIBNS
ALVIn G saLuaniONe JOLL P SnEDO i maRtin w. aNCSSLE Olaw 4. 20RLRS

*ugt A8eNILE = B L.

JU].Y 6 , 19 81 ‘ WRITCR'S DIACCT DIAL NUMBCA
2oz 789- 7640

HAND DELIVERED

Chairman John W. McGarry
Federal Elections Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C.

Re: Interim Audit Report oi the
- Reagan Bush Committee, Reagan
Bush Compliance Fund and
Democrats For Reagan

Dear Mr. Chairman:

I am writing in response to Mr. Robert J. Costa's
letter ézted June 18, 1981 to Mr. Scott Mackenzie which
enclosed the above-referenced audit report.

I respectfully request an extension of 30 days to
respond to the interim audit for the following reasoms:

1. It has been extremely ci cult to locate the
nancial records of the agan campaign which
2 relevant to fincdings comencation
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Chairman John W. McGarry
July 6, 1981
Page Two

that many of the matters highlighted in the
audit report occurred quite some time ago, it
has been particularly difficult to acquire

the ano*matﬂon necessary to prepare a response
to the FEC.

A Treedom of Information Act request was recently
submitted to the FEC requesting the dzsclosure

. and inspection and copying of the auditors' work

- papers generated or relied upon with respect to

several of the findings and recormendations con-
tained in the interim audit report. The Committee
will not be able to prepare an adequate response.
to the zudit report until the requested materials
have been reviewed.

Due to the difficulty to date in locating the £i ﬂanc1a1

relevant to the subJect matters discussed in the FEC's

zudit report, it is imperative that the Committee be

a 30-cday excension within which to respond. Additional

essential in order for the Cc:m*ttee to lccate and review
the relevanc recerds and prepare an effective reply to the FEC's
initiel findings.

: The Committee's respomse to the Interim Audit Report
is cur eﬂtl} due July 20, 1981. 1in l-gnb of the above justifi-
~ cations, however, a 30- day extension for subm-tt:ng a *esp0ﬂse
‘on oT be-ore Auéust 19 1981 is hereby *ecuested

Sincerely,

Edward‘L. Weijenfeid

Steele, Esg.
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July 6, 1981

HAND DELIVERED

N.W.

n, D.C. 20463

reecdem of Informatieon Acr Recuaset

Dear Madezm or S

§ 532, as amended,

Pursuant to The Freedem of Infermztion Act, 5 U.s.C.

and the regulations izplementing that Act,

1l C.F.R. Part 4, request is hereby made on behals of The
Reagan 3ush Comxittee and The Reagan Bush Compliance Funé for

the disclosure and inspection and

copying of the documentcs

described below:

1

All auditor work

papers and docuxents generated
cr relied upon with respect o the findings

anc recommencations in § II.4& (Reagan 3ush
Committee - Limiteticon on Expendicures) of
the FEC Interim sudi: Report of the Reagzn Bush
Cecomittee and Rezgan Bush Compliance Fumé dated
June 18, 1981




MikeEnna, CONNER
FOIA Ciiicer
Tederal Zlezticn
July 6, 1981
Page Two

2. All auditor wecrk papers and documents generated.
o Talied upon with respect to the findings and
reccmmendations in § III.4 (Reagan 3ush Cormictee -
Expenditures in Ixcess of the Lizitatiocn) of the
T=C Interim Audit Report of the Reagzan 3ush
Cozmitzee and Reazgan Bush Cocmpliznce Fund dated
June 18, 1981. ‘ )

All audicor work papers and documents geneTrated
or relied upon with respect to the IZindings and
recommendations in § III.3(1l) and (2) (Campaign.
Tour Reimbursements) of the FZC Interia Audit
Report cf the Reagan 3ush Committee and Reagan
Bush Cezmpliance Fund dated June 18, 1681,

All auditor work papers and docuzents generated
cr velied upen with Tespect to the Iindings and

-l

recommendations ian § IITI.C(L)-(&) ("
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f“eéc-a- ;hc:icn Comiuion
o July. 6, 1981
“'Page Th-cc

_;WW This rcqucs. should be- conside:ed an- appeal ‘ron any
dec.sioﬂ denying ‘any-porticn of this. Tequest and prompt ncticc
of che: ac~ion taken. with. °espect to such: -appeal ‘is request cd

‘hc undersigned” will be: —espons.ble £or the -casonablc

costiof: ‘locating and. rep.oducing the requested docu:gj;s to the-
A ex.cw: :equircd by you' regn a:ions.‘wmg Lo

Sincerely youss,

=cward L. weidenfe
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:‘FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION -

T WASHNC'O!\ DC ‘0“3

: dROﬁBRT :r cosn {\\)

. amuonxt' »w fmous/mcm'r cmmrﬂ""""
ot ’JANUARY 21,-‘-19811ffi

. REQUES'.L‘ FOR POS'.L‘PONBMBNT OF THB s'rn'r OF

~- THE*AUDIT ‘OF: THE “REAGAN/BUSH COMMITTEE,
Memorandum to the Comissioners datad“
January 16 1981“;-~
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

January 16, 1981
MEMORANDUM

TO: THE COMMISSIONERS

THROUGH B. ALLEN CLUTTER, III
STATF DIRECTOR

FROM: ROBERT J. COSTA

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR POSTPONEMENT OF THE START OF
. THE AUDIT OF THE REAGAN/BUSH COMMITTEE

I. Summarv of Issue-and Recommendation

On January 15, 1981, the Audit Division received a letter
from the Reagan/Bush Committee (see Exhibit A). The letter
contains a2 recquest to postpene the start of the general election
audit frem January 1%, 1981, to January 26, 198l1. The Audis
Division recommends bnau the postponement reguested be granted.

Backarcund

the Commitiee cites Inaucural festiviiies as
reguesting the pestponement.

the Reccmmendation

Since the :naugurahion and. suksecuent Zfestivities will

prebably command most of the Cemmittee officials' working heours
éuring the week January 19,-23, 1981, the Audit staff believes
the Ccmmittee's recuest to be rsascnable.
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Reagan Bush Comrmittee
901 South Highland Street. Arlington, Virginia 22204 (703)685-3400

January 15, 1981

My, Charles Henshaw

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NW
Wwashingten, D.“C. 20463

Dear Charlie:

Due to the Inaugural festivities, clease grant the Reagan Bush
lecticn audit an extension Zrom January 19 to January

ional Treasurer

ore

l‘., yelan t -

B3 2 e . Meguan Hueh C .mmitice Lrite States Senator Pavilavan Craiema= Nas Hucnanan Treasurer




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Decemnber 4, 1980

Ms. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer
Reagan/Bush Committee

910 South Highland Street
Arlington, Virginia 22204

Dear Ms. Buchanan:

Please be advised pursuant to 26 U.S.C. %007 (a) and

9003(a) (3), and 11 C.F.R. 9003.7, that on January 19, 1980,
the Audit Division of the Federal Election Commission will
proceed with the General Election Audit of the Reagan/Bush
Committee {(formerly Reagan for President General Election
Committee) and all other authorized Committees. The audit .
will ke ccnducted under generally accepted avditing standards
anéd procedures, and will include & thorcuch examination of
qualified campaign expenses, the verification ca-= .He comzlete=
ness and accuracy of statements and reports £iled with the
Federal flection Commissicn, and a review of the Committee's

compliance wi th Title 2 recordkeeping and repcriing reguirements,
a““ centripution and eXHenuxture iimita%ions. )

To faciliate the audit, please have available fcr 1ﬂs=ectz n:

1. a copy of your Charter and 23y-iaws, and Ozcanization
Chart, if any;

2. any £low charts or procedure manuals, including ADP
specifications you may have relating to your accounting system(s);

the names and duties of key accounting personnel;
vour general and subsidiary ledce*s, *our 1als, or

rintouts of Ccmmititee finanacial act ivity/accounting

your source documents for coniributicns received
to 11 C.F.R. Section 9003.3;

[ :J‘ﬂ

[}
3

.
S




Ms. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer
Reacan/3ush Committee - ‘

Page 2

8. a copy of printed matter, including solicitation
materials, generated by the campaign, and

9.+ all other accounting data not speczf;cally menticned
“in 1. through 8. above which may be recuired zn order to meet
the aforementioned audit objectives.

Also, please find enclosed:
(a) bank confirmation forms;
(b) statement of availability)of Eéééias;fana’
(c) statement of bank accounts and cash on hand.

The bank confirmation forms are to be completed and returned
to the Audit Division within 10 days of your receipt. tems (b)

and (c) are to be prcv;ced to the Audit staff at .he entrance
conference.

It is estimated that our fieléwork will take seven (7) weeks.
I+ would be aprreciated if vou could make available werk space
for six (6) auvditors, and make available knowledceable members
of your staff during our fieldwork to answer guestions that may
ar;se.

. you Lave aay questions concerning the auéis, or if we
- .can be of any assistance to you, please call Cha*les Eanshaw or
- Whomas Nurthen at (202) 523- 415 ‘

Sincerely,

Robert 57 Costa
Assistant Staff pirector
£or the 2uéi+ Division

.Enclecsures as stated




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D C 20463

Suly 24, 1980

Honorable George Bush
710 Nor=h Pcst Qak Road
Suite 208

Houston, Texas 77024

Dear Mr.- 3ush:

This letter is to advise ycu that, pursuant <o 26 U.S.C.
Secticn 9005 and 11 C.F.R. Section 143.1, on gJguly 24, 1980, -
the Ccmmissicn approved a staff report which states that vou,
as a Vice Presidential Candidate and Honorable Ronald Reagan
as the Presidential Candidaite, in the general election, have
satisfiied the eligibility reguirements o 26 U.S.C. Section
9003(a) and (k) and 11 C.F.R. Secticn 141.1 ané 141.2. 1In
approving this repor:, the Commissicn has formallv established
eligibility to receive a pavment in the £ull amount of
$29,440,000.00, £rom the Presidential Zlection Campaign Fun
under the crovisicns of 26 U.S.C. Secticn 2006(b) and 11 C
Section 143.2. A copy o the report is enclosed for vour
mation.

these mesters, plzass
cf the

- RS e ™ierps ma

nuﬁ! M '.‘Q

Git Divisi 23241 ’ e (800) 424-9530.

Sincerely,

Hat & Jidtsadon]
/.

Max L. Friedersdori
Chairman Zor the

Feleral
Electicn Commission




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. DC 20463

July 24, 1980

Honorable Ronald Reagan
. 109260 Wilshire Boulevard
Los Angeles, California 90024

Dear Governor Reagan: ,
This letter is to advise vou that, pursuant to 26 U.S.C.

Section 9005 and 11 C.F.R. Section 143.1, on July 24, l198¢C,

the Commission approved a staff report which states that you,

as a Presidential Candidate in the general electicn and

H#onorable George Bush, as the Vice Presidential Candidate,

have satisfied the eligibility reguirements of 26 U.S.C.

Section 2003(a) and (b) and 11 C.F.R. Section 141.1 and 141.2.

In approving this report, the Commission has formally established

vour eligibility to receive a payment in the £ull amount of

§25,440,000.00, from the Presidential Election Campaign Fund

under the provisions of 26 U.S.C. Section 9006(b) ané 11 C.T.R.

Secticn 143.2. 3 ccpy of the repert is enclosed for your infor-

- de
Ma&ctlion.

U have any guesticns re these matters, clease
Charles Zanshaw or ! hcmas Nurthen ¢ the

- e

(232} 3523-4133 cor tol ee (80C) 424-95:0.

incerely,

. . .
ey ;/ o,’/%caéeef&% |
Max L. Friecdersdor?

Chairman for .the Federal

Elecis Cc@missi ﬁ?'
v 4 A L =
s v

e Ve =" = ettt o~ o -




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C 20403

RECEIPT FROM THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY

CERTIFICATION FOR PAYMENT

Date: Julv 24, 1689

Pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Section 9005 and 11 C.F.R. Section
143.1, a Certification for Payment from the Presidential
Election Campaign Fund was received on this date from the

Tederal Etlection Ccmmissien for:

Hcnorable Renald Reagan
ané
. Honecrabkle George 3ush
President General Election Commitcee

amouns: $29,:u40,000.00

al

Covdifica pront




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

July 24, 1980

#onorable G. William Miller
Secretary.

Department of the U.S. Treasury
Washingten, D.C. 20220

Dear Mr. Secretary:

Pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Section 9005(a) and the Commission's
regulations at 11 C.F.R. Section 143.1, on July 24, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission determined +that Ecnorable
Ronald Reagan and Honorable George Bush, respectively, the 1989
Reoubllcan Presidential and Vice Presidential Candidates, have
satisfied the provisions of 26 U.S.C. Section 9003 ané il C.F.R.
Section 141.1 and 141.2 for eligibility to receive public funds
Zor use in their Presidential and Vice Presidential campaigns.

Acceordingly, +he Commission certifies +o veu tha+t the %iwo
named Candidates are entitled under 26 U.S.C. Section 2004 ané 11
C.F.R. Section 143.2 to receive a payment in the amoun= of
§29,440,000.00 ZIrom the Presidential Zlection Campaign Fund
established pursuant to 26 U.S.C. Section ¢006. This amoun<
rerresents the Zull entitiement for the ’080 Presidential General
Election as specified at 2 U.S.C. Secticns 44la(k) (1) (B)ané 44la(e).

In accordance with 11 C.7.R. Section 141.1(é), these
Candidates have designated the following perscn who is entitled
to receive the pavment from the Fund:

Ms. Bay Buchanan, Treasurer
901 S. Highlané Sireet
Arlington, Virginia 22204




Honorable G. William Milicé!

. The c;ndidatcs. in accordance with 11 c P R. sgction 141. l(d).
. have dcsignatcd thc ccllcwing campaign dcpcsitc:y.
" Riggs National Bank of Washington N
1503 Pennsylvania Avenue,. N W. ‘
‘ Washingtcn, D. c. 20005 )

‘11<Since’elv,

. :Z721£4 'y0244¢42}udlf;/£:
'”Max L. Priedersdorf .
Chairman for the :
Fedezral Aglection Cecmmjssion

John W.. WcGar°y o
Vice Chairman for the =~ ' .
FTederal Zlection Commissicn




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C 20463

. THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Hcnorable Ronald Reagan

Honorable George Bush

Reagan for President General Election
Committee

Approval of Payment: $29,440,000.00

CERTIFICATION

i, Marjorie W. EZmmons, Secretary to the Federal Election
Commissicn, do hereby certify that on July 24, 1980,
the Ccmmissicn determined by a vote of 6-0 that the
Ronalé Reagan and Zonorable Gecrge Bush/Reacan For
General Election Commititee are entitled to a
£ren the Presidential Election Campaign Funé in +he

amount of $25,440,000.00.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON D C. 20463
REPCRT OF 7THE AUDIT DIVISION -
ON
KONORABLE RONALD REAGAN
AND
HONCRAZLE GEORGE BUSH
REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT GENZRAL ELZCTION COMMITTEZ
Section 2003(a) and () o0f Title 28 cf the Uniteéd States
Code and Sections 141.1 ané 141.2 o Title 1l of the Coée of
Tederal Regulations set forth a series of acreements and certi-
fications which must be executed bv a Presidential ané Vice
Presidential Candidate in order to estanlzs“ eligibilizy Zer
general electicn public funding.
On July 18, 1080,
Georce Bush- su:. =c a 1l

ané certificas
Titie il o2 ;he

ée
T:ese agreements ard
Division and we“e Zc

Reccmmendaticr

-
o

.lo

o
or’

racomnends that the Ccmmissicn

ané Henorable Gecrge Bush, :es;ect;'

n<ial and Vice FPresidential Canéidactes,

for+th in Section 2003¢(a2) and (b

ted Staztes Code and Se tions 141.1 ané
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FEDERAL ELECTION RCOMMISSION

WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

July 18, 1980

TO: THE comnzsszonsas
 THROUGH: BILL LOUGHREY _
FROM:  BCB COSTA

SUBJECT: - 'RECEIPT OF CANDIDATES LZTTER OF -
" . " AGREEMENTS FOR CERTIFICATIONS FROM
RONALD REAGAN AND GEORGE BUSH

fhis memé*aﬁ um is to advise you that on :r;day, Julv 18,
- 1980, the letter of agreements and certfications signed by

;~Cowe:nor Reacan and Georce 3ush was hand-delxvevea £to the nudit DS
Divisicr. att~c~ed is a ccpy of that letter,

‘Upon concurrence of the Office o: Gene*al Ccunsel »ha.

T Teets the reguirements ¢f the Act and the CQnmzss-Oﬁ $-.
a.zcﬁs; the Zligibility Report and cocunents pertaining t

_certification. for: pavment of $29,440,000.00- will be ‘o'»-x..rar..et.:'”w

‘Procedures similar to those useé for Presicdential P:-ma-
ching Payments.




RECEIY

RONALD REAGAN B R UG RARL

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman

Federal Election COmmiss.on

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear ﬁr. Chairman:

We, Ronald Reagan and George Bush, the
nominees of the Republican Party for President
and Vice President of the United States, do
certily and@ agree under penalty of perjury
pursuant to Chapter 95 of Title 26 of the United
States Code tc the following conditions in order
that we may be eligible to receive any payments
under 2¢ U.S.C. Sec. 9006:

(1) We anrnd our authorized commiztees
have not incurred amd will not incur
gualifiad campaign axpenses in
excess of the aggregate payments
‘20 which we will be entitled under
26 U.S.C., Sec. 9004 and Sec. 9006;

No contributions to defray qualified

‘campaign expenses have been or will

e accepted by us or our authorized

committees, except tc the exient

necessary to make ur any deficiency

in payments received out of t£he fund

Qa1 account of che applicaticon of 26

U.S.C. Sec. 9006(c), and no contribu-
to deiray expenses which would
lzf;ed campaign exsenses sut fox

- LSS TR St Lt e
O e TeWwe aam, ‘e. Q& LT

e accepted v us or any ol
horized commictees:




RONALD REAGAN

The Honorable Max L. Friedersdor?
Page 2
July 18, 1980

(3) We and our authorized committees agree
to obtain and furnish to the Commis-
sion such evidence as it may request
of the gqualified campaign expenses of
our campaign;

We and our authorized committees agree
to keep and furnish to the Commission
such records, books, and other informa-
tion as it may reqguest;

We and our authorized committees agree
to an audit and examination by the Com-
mission under Section 9007 and. to pay
any amounts reguired to be paid under
such section:

We will not knowingly make expenditurces
in connection with our campaign frem
ocur personal funds, or the funds ¢f our
immediate families which, in +the aggre-
gate, exceed $50,000.

Our agent for the receiprt of this payment is
Bay Buchanan, Treasurer of Reagan for President,
whose address is 901 S. Highland St., Arlingten,
Va. 22204. The official campaign depository for
this funé is the Riggs National Bank of Washing-
ten, 15C3 Pennsylvania avenue, N.W., Washington,
D.C. 200Cs.

Sincerelyw,




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 N STREET NW.
WASHING TON,D.C. 20463

ADDTTIONAL INFORMATION REGARDING THIS ORGANIZATION

MAY BE LOCATED IN A COMPLETED COMPLIANCE ACTION
FILE RELEASED BY THE COMMISSION AND MADE PUBLIC IN
THE PUBLIC RECORDS OFFICE. FOR THIS PARTICULAR
ORGANIZATTON'S COMPLETED COMPLIANCE ACTION FILE
SIMPLY ASK FOR THE PRESS SUMMARY OF MIR # (j()[ .
THE PRESS SUMMARY WILL PROVIDE A BRIEF HISTORY OF
THE CASE AND A SUMMARY OF THE ACTIONS TAKEN, IF ANY.







