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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

March 6, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Hannaford
6743 E. Caro Street
Paramount, California 90723

MUR 1091
Dear Mr. Hannaford:

On January 16, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

The Commission, on March 6, 1980, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by you, that there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the Com-
mission has closed its file in this matter. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Siii;fizzh

arlres o SEE
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RLCQUESTED

Mark Hannaford
6743 T. Caro Street
Paramount, California 90723

Re: MUR 1091
Dear Mr. Hannaford:

On January 16, 1980, the Commission notified vou of
a complaint alleging that you may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Cempaiqgn Act of 1071,
as amended or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, 7.S.CCode.

The Commission, on , 1280, determined that
on the basis of the informwation in the complaint and
information provided by you, that there is no reascn to
believe that a violation of any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordinclyv, the Com-
migssion has cleosed its file in this matter. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles M. Cteele
General Counsel

|
3}33%




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463 :

March 6, 19890

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven Mudd
17597 Orange Way
Fontana, California 92335

Re: MUR 1091
Dear Mr. Mudd:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 16, 1979 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the Respondent
that there is no reason to believe that a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended "(the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code has
been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the
file in this matter.

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,

please contact Dolores Pesce, the staff member assigned to
this matter at (202)523-4039 on Wednesdays and Fridays.

Sinceredy
)

General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1091
Mark Hannaford

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 6, 1980,
the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the
following actions regarding MUR 1091:

1. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that
Mark Hannaford violated 2 U.S.C.
§432(e) (1}, 11 C.F.R. §101.2(a)
by failing to file a Statement
of Candidate for Nomination or
Election to Federal Office within
30 days after attaining candidate
status.

Approve and send the letters as
attached to the First General
Counsel's Report dated March 3,
1980.

3. Close the file.

Voting for this determination were Commissioners

Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Teirnan.

Nate Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

Attest:

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 3-3-80, 4:04
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 3-4-80, 11:00
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Comments Regarding MUR 1091 -~ First General
Counsel's Report dated 3-3-80

W o CohelsR Loy Redlchells

MUR 1095.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N W
\\,-\SHI\CTO\',D.C. 20463

Date and Time Transmitted: 3-4-80 ;3
a-r"

11:00

Commissioner FRIEDERSDORF, AIKENS, TIZRNAN, McGARRY, REICHE, FARRIS

RETURN TO OFFICE OF COMMISSION SECRETARY BY: 3-6-80
L1:00

MUR No. 1091 First General Counsel's Revort dated 3-3-80

(/ I approve the recommendation

() I object to the recommendation

W ; ‘
COMMENTS: ,,l' Nt AU AA.’LA"‘ ‘ AN KE ,, A/} ’/
)

J'A / , / ‘ 5 ‘, X AL IS4V, Va4 AV, /.‘

- i

Date?iﬁlﬁ Signature: MM

THE OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL WILL TAKE NO ACTION IN THIS MATTER
UNTIL THE APPROVAL OF FOUR COMMISSIONERS IS RECEIVED. PLEASE
RETURN ALL PAPERS NO LATER THAN THE DATE AND TIME SHOWN ABOVE TO
THE OFFICE OF COMMISSION SECRETARY. ONE OBJECTION PLACES THE ITEM
N THE EXECUTIVE SESSION AGENDA.




March 3, 1980
MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT : MUR 1091

Please have the attached First General Counsel's Report

on MUR 1091 distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally

basis.

Thank you.




FEDERAI, ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W
‘ Washington, D.C. 20

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR # 1091

BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION 3 == DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY 0GC 11-27-79

STAFF MEMBER D. Pesce

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Steven Mudd
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Mark Hannaford i R
RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. §§ 431(b), 432(e) (1), 437g(a) _ .
= (3)1a Il C.F.R, § 100.2, § L6X.2(a) ey
L)
f“" R T
INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Mark Hannaford for Congress' files -
=2 Congressman Charles H. Wilson's files
B v
" FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None 25
o

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

— Steven Mudd, acting on behalf of Charles H. Wilson of the 3lst

"~ Congressional District in California, filed a complaint alleging

~~that Mark Hannaford has violated certain FECA provisions. (At-
tachment I). Specifically, the complaint contends that Mr. Hannaford

""is a declared 1980 Congressional Candidate in the 31st District with

an established political committee, Mark Hannaford for Congress.

Accordingly, Mr. Hannaford would be in violation of 2 U.S5.C. § 432

(e) (1), 11 C.F.R. § 10l1.2(a) for failing to file a Statement of

Candidate for Nomination or Election to Federal Office within 30

days after attaining candidate status.l/

o

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

2 U.S.C. § 432(e) (1), 11C.F.R. § 101.2(a) Violation

The Act defines a candidate as "an individual who seeks
nomination for election, or election, to Federal office." An

1/ P.L. 96-187 has amended this provision to require filing within

- 15 days after attaining candidate status. However, since the
possible violation occurred before the new law took effect, the
30 day provision of the earlier Act will be considered relevant
to our analysis. Similarly, while P.L. 96-187 altered the

indicia for candidate status, the indicia provided by the earlier
Act will be stated here.




individual is a candidate for Federal office, whether or not
elected, whenever any of the following events occur:

1) The individual has taken the action necessary
under the law of a state to qualify himself for
nomination for election or election, to federal
office; or

The individual has received contributions or
made expenditures, or has given his consent
for any other person to receive contributions
or make expenditures, with a view to bringing
about his nomination for election, or election,
to such office;

2 U.5.C. § 431(b),
L €, |§ L0E2c

In providing evidence for Mark Hannaford's candidate status,
the complaint includes an October 5, 1979 Los Angeles Times news
clipping which reports the announcement of Hannaford's candidacy
"on Thursday" - presumably October 4 (Attachment 1, Exhibit A).

In addition, the complaint provides a letter dated October 22, 1979,
sent by Hannaford to various PACs in solicitation of funds, in

which he states that he made a loan of $17,000 in personal funds to
the campaign (Attachment 1, Exhibit B). Personal loans are considered
"contributions" pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 431(e) (1l). It thus appears
that, no later than October 22, Hannaford was a candidate for

federal office.

11 C.F.R. § 101.2(a) provides that:

Within 30 days after attaining candidate status an
individual is reguired to file a Statement of
Candidate for Nomination or Election to Federal
Office on FEC Form 2, or file by a letter contain-
ing the same information in which such candidate
shall -
(1) Designate a principal campaign committee
in accordance with § 102.11, and
(2) Designate at least one national or State bank
as a campaign depository under § 103.1.

See also 2 U.S.C. § 432(e) (1).
Since it appears that Mr. Hannaford was a candidate no later

than October 22. he should have filed a Statement of Candidate
within 30 davs of that date.




The Commission notified Mr. Hannaford of its receipt of the
Mudd/Wilson complaint (Attachment 2), and on February 6,
Mr. Hannaford's response to the notification was received (Attachment 3).

The response states that the campaign requested and obtained the
proper FEC filing forms in mid-October. After sending the forms to
the Clerk of the House and a copy to the Secretary of State's office
in Sacramento, the organization failed to receive confirmation of the
filing from Washington. On January 8, 1980, Mrs. Wechsler of the
campaign committee telephoned the FEC to inquire if we had received
the forms. She was told that the forms had not been received and
was advised by an analyst in RAD to send a new filing to the Clerk
of the House. The Commission has since received the filing and the
Committee's first required finance report.

It is the respondent's contention that the original filing to
the Clerk of the House was lost in the mail. Evidence as to the
dating of that original filing lies in the copy sent to the
Secretary of State in Sacramento: the form is dated October 26 and
was received on November 23.2/ There is no way to ascertain to what
degree a mail delay might account for the near month-long period
for delivery. Assuming normal mail service and posting on the date
of the form (October 26), the filing would have been received in
Washington within the 30 day period allowed by § 432(e) (1), 11 C.F.R.
Sk LOALR2 (@8],

The evidence thus indicates that Mr. Hannaford acted in a timely
fashion with regard to FEC registration; moreover, having received
no confirmation of its filing, the Committee initiated action to
rectify the situation. Therefore, the Office of General Counsel
recommends that the Commission find no reason to believe that
Mark Hannaford violated 2 U.S.C. § 432(e) (1), 11 C.F.R. § 101.2(a)
by failing to file a Statement of Candidate for Nomination or
Election to Federal Office within 30 days after attaining candidate
status.

2/ This information was provided in a telephone conversation with
a staff member at the Secretary of State's office on February 8,
1980.




Bty © ATT e LT B

This section provides that, in the case where the complainant
is a candidate, there be an investigation of the complainant's
reports and statements filed with the FEC. Since this matter was
generated by Steven Mudd on behalf of Congressman Charles H. Wilson,
we have looked to Mr. Wilson's reporting record with the Commission.
He has properly filed a statement of organization for the 1980
election, and his previous reporting record is clear of violations.

Recommendation

1. Find no reason to believe that Mark Hannaford violated
2 Ty8.0. & A3Fte) (1) Al S:F Ra §) Bl 24x}) by 851 ing
to file a Statement of Candidate for Nomination or
Election to Federal Office within 30 days after attaining
candidate status.

Approve and send the attached letters.

Close the file.

Attachments

Complaint

Notification letter

Letter from respondent

Letters to respondent and complainant.

3/ P.L. 96-187 has eliminated this requirement under the enforcement
- procedures. However, since the complaint was filed before
P.L. 96-187 took effect, we have included a § 437g(a) (3) (A)
analysis here.
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November 16, 1979 (3 MOV Co oru 2

Mr. Charles Steele

Office of General Council
Federal Election Commission
1S Z2SRS tEnc e B ININE
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter will constitute an official inquiry as to whether
Mr. Mark Hannaford is in violation of the Federal Election Commission
rules and regulations contained in Title 18, United States Code Section
443, You should be aware that T am filing this citizen's complaint on
behalf of Congressman Charles H. Wilson.

I am enclosing various documents showing that Mr. Hannaford has
announced his official candidacy as a Congressional ciandidate in the
31st Congressicnal District in the State of California.

The October 5, 1979 issue of the Los Angeles Times stated in an
article that Mark Hannaford officially announced his candidacy as a
Congressional candidate in the 3ist Congressional District. On October
Z2Z, 12"8; he gent @ letter te aripus PAC"s solipiting Rinds, Ihis
past weck additional letters were received in the mail, again soliciting
funds, and you will note from the enclosed copies, that one of these letters
announced a fundraising reception to be held on November 15, at Club 116
in Washington, D.C.

T understand that such a candidate must file a Statement of
Organization with the FEC within 10 days of his frist announcement as
a candidate. I have checked with your Commission, and have been advised
that as of this date no such report has been filed -- so you may also
consider this a letter of complaint, as well as an official inquiry.

I feel that as a former Congressman, Mr. Hannaford should be
clearly aware of the FEC rules and regulations, and I will, therefore,
appreciate a report from you on this matter at the earliecst possible
date,




Mr. Charles Steele

Federal Election Commission
November 16, 1979

Page Two

If you need to contact me, my address and phone number is
follows:

17597 Orange Way
Fontana, California 92335
(714) 822-6741

- Vezy :ruly you\;sv\ \Q’(/Q

Steven Mudd
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3 c.rapagos” calrtnc'zao‘yeur'om
.pilgrimage 100 to 200 miles from their
rescrvatlon homes in Arizona across
“the mtcmauonal border to this tiny
yillage ““Ma-toe-he-e Magdalena'——
““*the long journey to Magdalena.”
"* There are families here from Topa-
- wa, Ak Chut, Vaya Chin, Quijotoa,

Hickiwan. Kots Kug and all 74 Papa-
" go villages on the big Arizona reser-
".. yation.

" and unashamedly filed by the statue

" of St. Francis lying on his back in an
alcove of the church. One Indian lift-
ed the statue and shook it, pleading 1in
Papago: “St. Francis, please, Ipray to
you make my wife well again.'

- Simular emotional outcries occurred
‘time and again.

There 15 no other Indian tradition
comparable to ‘“Ma-toe-he-e.” Each
“year most of the 10,000 Papagos liv-

* ing on the reservation in southwest
Arxzona embark en masse for the long
Journey south to this village,
cradlie of their faith.

Papazo reservation schools cloae
Men and wemen leave their jobs to be
in Magdalena Oct. 4, the day_ of the

- ture, Dircctor Richard E. Rominger
said, “The original proposals do not
meet the mandates of the Calilornia
Environmental Quality Act.” He dxd
not outline alternatives.

. However, he said the revised regu-
. lations will be more harsh on chemi- -
» cal companies, which will be required

“to provide tnformation on the effects

of various pesticides on the environ-

* . ment.

PR The regulations are intended to de-
terrmne what pesticides ‘will be used,
“under what conditions they will be
-.used, who will rr‘omLor ~henr ef’ects
" and how.

At a news confercnce Rominger
acknowledged that the regu]auona
will increase the cost of agricultural
products in the long run, but he noted
that consumers also want more con-
trols over the use of pesticides.

A controversial attorney general’s
. opinion some time ago held that to

comply wath the CEQA4, farmers had .

to prepare cumbersome environmen-

tal impact reports when they intend-

" ed to use pesucides. a task they smd

was nearly imnpessible.

- Legislation enacted last-year re-
qu1red the department to develop a~
pesticide regulatory program which

was intended to substitute for the en-
vironmental wmpact report In pesti-

rmd=~ e

ANGELES TIMES

- horse-drawn wagons.

‘Men and women weeping openly " " Now, most come in caravans ot"

the -,

- canceled CHP participation. B

- Johnson said the CHP team plays in games for chanty only when Lh° CHPE
can designate where the money goes. Usuaily, he said, institutions such as Chil-
drens Hospital or the Orthopaewe Hospital are Lhe beneficiaries.

“We are a government or" mn gl m] 'mq z c \\01“( mr the state of Califnrnia,
Jahrenn cand "‘,-vd %o 8

——r

@ctober 5. AB7E

Times map
SNAZ Ey C 5 =

most important religious and social
" event of the year for the Papagos.

In years gone by it was a tradition

" for the enuire population of Papagos

to make the long trek across the hot,

barren Sonora Desert on foot or m

_cars, vans and pickups. Many also
come by bus and train from Nogales,
Mex. And scores of Indians sull spend

.days walking in family groupa to be
here Oct. 4.- -

It was here in ’\iagdalena in 1690
that the Jesuit priest Eusedio Kino
founded the mission Santa Maria
Magdalena in ancestral Papago coun-

" try. Today the village of Magdalena is
populated by Mexicans, not Papagos.

Kino, who established 25 missions
in northwestern Sonora, Arizona and

for 40 years.

EXH18)T A

3 But: that approach To redicing the

state Medi-Cal budget has failed to
win the approval of the Legislature. -
" The staff report points out that it
would at least take a year to put inlo
effect a lid on hospital Med1 Cal pay-
ments. :

Fedral approval is necessary for
any change in the current system
that reimburses hospitals for their:

". reasonable costs in the care of Medxl

Cal and Medicare patients. :

The staff paper also discusses put- ,
ting a limit on the amount that hospi-
tals could charge Lhclr pnvate na-
tients as well. T

--The health facilities comrmsmon is
scheduled to iook at the cost contain-
ment proposal, or some variation of it,
at 1ts meeting on Qct. 15 in San Diego.

TR e

.California—none of which is standing :
today—administered to the Papagos :

- He brought the Indians Christianity :
‘ s s 1amy_: Hannaford, defeated last year for ree-

- ~Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 3

ticides were “unclear and ambiguous
and did not provide adequate direc-
tion to registration applicants.”

“I have ordered my staff to rewrite
-these provisions to make them clear
“and specific,” the director said, “and
to require chemical companies Lo pro-
.vide the department with all informa-
tion that they have available relevant
to registration decisions.

“In additicn, the standards for

., Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 6
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ouse Race

Former Democratic Rep. Mark

lection in the Long Beach area, offi-
cially announced Thursday that he 13
moving into an adjacent district to the

1 ‘north to challenge Democratic Rep.
* Charles H. Wilscn in the next year's
: Demacratic primary. -

The formal announcement came as’
no surprise, since Hannaiord last
month said ne was strongly conam-r-
ing the move ”

The 54-year-old former fcng*ess-.
man said Wilson, a nine-termer, nas-
grown bored with Congress, has a.
poor attendance record and often:
travels the world at taxpayer ex-.-
pense. By contrast. Hannaford said,
he is anxious to serve. 3

The man who defeated HannJord
Republican Rep. Dan Lungren, is:
widely believed to be politically in-:
vulnerable to a challenge, so Hanna--
ford was drawn to the race agalrst
Wilson.
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‘A softball game between off~duly California Highway Patrol officers and a-‘

. gay team was canceled here last weekend aiter a CHP cominander learned that ™
profits from the game would go to the Gay (_ommumt) Services Center,
commander said Thursday.

he

- Capt. Ray Johnson of the CHP (‘e""al Arca said he had not mken part in ar- .

rangements for the game between his area team and the Los Angeles Gay Al--!

Stars at Hollywood ngn School but Lhac x[ was my understandm;, thaL It was'
to raise money for kids.” -

When Johnson learned that the proceeds would go to the cente" he saJd he

o vAr gy

Ve g

(9

__7

*1
IR
-d

=i K




ExpiBrr O

October 22, 1979

Thig Qletter will explain. why I am running against Charlie Wilson
in the 1980 primary and why I know I can beat him.

Charlie is extremely vulnerable and for several reasons that we
2ll understand. I have the benefit of a benchmark poll that

says he has low name identification, low voter approval, and thzat
each and all of his several transgressions are dynamite issues.
He was identified as being highly vulnerable in the next primary
by the Zelifornia Journal. He has been targeted by BIPaC, though
in a 4 to 1 disctrict.

He got omly 40% of the vote in the last primary with only 23,000
voitres and. ran substantizlly behind the DemoErdtie megistration
in the general.

Since that time he has not improved his status. He has been
reprimanded by his colleagues in the House and has sufifered
various other unfavorable publicity.

Of course they will try to use the carpetbag issue. I can dezal
with it. The new home I bought in the district is a five minute
drive from my home cf the past 25 years. I will have the en-
dorsement of many public officials and community leaders and
will walk precints like no-one else can. He doesn't own a house
in the district, is never there, and hails from outside the
SuTENHEE.
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October 22, 1979‘?\
Page 2

I have taken the following steps that illustrate my level of
commitment to the campaign:

1. Quit an excellent job in Washington to return to
my college teaching job.

Bought a home in the new district.

Made a loan of $17,000 in personal funds to the
campalgn.

Contracted for the services of Larry Levine, of
"The Campaign Organization” to run the campaign. .
He's good. He's a winrer, and he knows the district.

Begun plans for a series of early fund raisers
from over 1,000 individual contributors.

Made many phone calls to major supportors and
received unanimoeus positive response. Some have
sent checks.

Soliciteda the support of many community leaders
il e s atiieth:

Appointed a finance chairman and bookkeeper.

Drawn up a lean but winnable camp.ij~ plan which
invisions a six-hour a day personal walking pro-
gram starting the first of the year. My health
is such that I can do so and I am committed to it.

It will be a hard hitting but honest campaign, pulling no punch-
es in exposing the record of two Congressmen: Mark Hannaford and
Charlie Wilson. I am devoted to Congressional serxrvice and am

in splendid physical and mental condition for a tough campaign.

But frarnkly I am gcing to have to scratch to meet cur budget.

I estimate that I can raise $75,000 from my individual donors.

I have some encouragement from some PAC's. Many agree that it's
a2 great idea but are afraid to come out in front with me and that
is the reason that the Charlie Wilsons of this world survive.
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/
Of course, I should be able to raise significant funds from
those in the 31st District who have contributed to Wilson's
opponents in the past, which was over $100,000 in 1978.

In short, I can certainly win if a few PAC's will step forward
with me, and when I do win I'm going to be around for a long
and active career. I hope your Committee will be able to help

me do so.

If you need any further information, don't hesitate to call me
gt NZAS) FRE=3T83s

Warm regards,

MARK W. HANNAFORD
MWH/be

~ Mark
HANNAFORD

for Congress

6743 E. Caro St.,
Paramount, CA 20723
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As opt who has been a generous financial supporter in my previous
caspaign, Yon grould know why I anm now’zunning against a fellow
Democraf la the 1380 primary 4aad wily I %Xuow 2 can win that coantast.

Be assuorsd rrat I have not undertaxen this without carefuwl stundy.
This election is gdacided in the Lemocratic grimaexry since the ragis-
tration i3 25.563 OJemocraztic o 18,28 Republican., The incunbent,
Chazxles %ilson, is extremely vulneradle and for nany goad Yeasons.
I have the benefit of a benchmark poll that spells out that vui-
gexrability in npa uncertoizx termz. He was identified as baing high-
1y vulnerable {n ithe next primary by the Callifornia Jourmai. Be
got only <G% of the vote 1in the last pximary with oniy 23,DDD votes
and ran sadbstantially dbeniand the Demoecratic registration in the
genexral wlecticn.

The new so2e I heucht in the district is a five ninute drive frox
ny home af the pest 25 years. L %ill have the endoxrsement cf mRany
public cfficials and cotnmuniiy lzaders and will valk precints like

no one alse CAR.

The ca=zpailgn i3 pow well eorganized, I have contracted wiih one of
the post successfnl campaign firms in the state, compitted substan-
tizl percsonal funde, and oxganized & serias of fundraisers froa

over 1.£00 previocus contributors. EBarly response has been very cood.
in a2 woxrd, we ara off amd running and ve are goiang to wiz.
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let me thank you f£or wyour support in my previous compaiygns.
ried z2lwaya to be worthy of that trust,

ney Zno¥, I am contesting Charlen
nozination in the 318t Congressional
cazuse and I hope you can support it.

You xkpno¥ the case that I can nake in this canpaign. The only gues-
tion 4is whethar ox not X can raise sufficient funds to makxe that
case., In uy last campaign I raised $145,000 in individual dona-
+ions alone 2and I have eveary indication that 2z substantiasl amount
of that support will be with ze ia this campaign, whichk is a good
starting rO‘*+
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I hope to see you on the

-

Warm regards,
s-"""\
: } o
Ao L E
/,fv"v‘:- e
¥XARY W. EANRXAPORD
E¥EBE/be

6743 E. Cara St., Paramount, CA 80723




As always, Mark, | want to help with your election campaign.
Here is my contribution.

$50 —_S100 — 5200 S

o= YEel ¥ wilil be able to attend the event at yesw=
tome. 7le s/l O lcd—

—__Sorry. | can’t be with you this time but please let
me know where the victory party will be.

Piease help us compiy with the Political R2f~rm Act by providing the foliowing information:

Name
P
Home address
cBity State Zip
Busmess address
Clty State Zip
Firm Occupation :
Horme phone Business phone! m—
- /Eulhodzed by Mark Hannalord for Congrass committee. A copy of our report is tila2 wilth the Federal Election
A\ Commussion and is avarlable for purchase trom the Federal Election Commission, WWashington, D.C. i
~Please make checks payable to: tark Hannaford for Congress

-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 16, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark Hannaford
6743 E. Caro St.
Paramount, CA 90723

MUR 1091

Dear Mr. Hannaford:

This letter is to notify you that on November 26, 1979,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The relevant
provision is 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(l) which provides that:

Each candidate for Federal office (other than
the nominee for the office of Vice President)
shall designate in writing a political committee
in accordance with paragraph (3) to serve as the
principal campaign committee of such candidate.
Such designation shall be made no later than 15
days after becoming a candidate...

A copy of the complaint is enclosed.

We have numbered this matter MUR 1091. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15
days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.
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Mark Hannaford
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in
writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please have such counsel so notify us in writing.

If you have any questions, please contact Dolores Pesce,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4039 on
Wednesdays and Fridays. For your information, we have enclosed
a brief description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

/T/ﬁ
o
LT
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
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for Congress
FHO12: 24
January 30, 1980

Mr. Charles Steele
Office of General Council
Federal Election Commission
1325 L Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
RE: MUR 1091

Dear Mr. Steele, Q e

There 1s a tendency, when faced wlth a letter such as yours
of January 16, 1980, and a complaint such as that of Mr. Mudd in
this matter, to want to respond item by item to the matters
addressed 1n the complaint.

On reflection, however, I have declded not to do so in this
matter because such a response is most probably the exact action
Mr. Mudd sought in his clearly politically-motivated letter.

Rather, what I shall do here 1s provide for you the facts
necessary for final disposition of this matter and then I shall
present those facts which prove the clear political motivatlon
of Mr. Mudd's letter.

In mid-October, 1979, Shirley Wechsler, bookkeeper of the

Hannaford for Congiess campaign phoned the Federal Election Com-
mlssion offices in Washington, D.C., to request that forms for
filing a Committee Statement of Organlzation be sent to her along
with other material pertinent to fillng of reports for a federal
election campaign. At the time of that request, Mr. Hannaford
and the Hannaford campalign committee had not solicited nor received
any campailgn contributions. However, in response to various inqui-
ries from the news media Mr. Hannaford had declared that he inten-
ded to become a candidate for the 31st Congressional District.
The next logical extension of that decision would be to begin to
seek support and contributions and having decided to move on to
that next step, the campaign contacted the Commission to request
the necessary forms.

Those forms arrived in short order and were completed and
mailed to the Federal Election Commission in Washington, D.C. with
copies sent to the Secretary of State's office in Sacramento, Cali-
fornia. Concurrently, we began to schedule fundraising activities
and to solicit and accept campaign contributions. By mid-December
we had received no confirmation that our Statement of Organization
had been received in Washington and no notification of our federal

conbldi

6743 E. Caro St., Paramount, CA 90723
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,ridéntification number, We recognized that the ID number would not
be used until filing our first finance report after the end of
December. For that reason and because we recognize that many
offices operate with reduced staffs during the holiday season, we
waited until ‘after the start of the New Year to see if we might
receive a communication from the Commission. Having received no
such communication, Mrs. Wechsler phoned Commission offices on
January 8, 1980 and spoke with Beverly White, a report Analyst
with the Federal Election Commission. Ms. White said she would
log the call and recommended we send a new filing to the Clerk of
the House with a cover letter explaining the situation. That was
done immediately. I might point out here that it was our campaign
which initiated this communication and that we did so because we
know what the law requires, because we had complied with that law
and because we realized something was amiss when we had received
no reply by the end of December.

On January 18, 1980, Mrs. Wechsler again called the Commission
office in Washington and received verification that the new filing
had been received. I believe a check of your records will verify
the facts as stated above. '

It is clear that our original filing went astray in the mail.
as evidence of this, may I point out that we sent a copy of the
original filing to the Secretary of State of Californla at the same
time we malled the original to Washington. The records of the
Secretary of State show receipt of our Statement of Organization
prior to the date on which you received the complaint from Mr. Mudd.

In summary: 1) upon deciding to seek this federal office,
Mr. Hannaford's campalign contacted your office by phone to ask for
the appropriate forms; 2) upon receipt of those forms they were com-
pleted and copies mailed to the Clerk of The House in Washington
and the Secretary of State in California; 3) having received no con-
firmation of receipt of our filing in Washington and no notification
of assignment of an ID number, the campaign phoned the Commission to
find out what was happening; ﬂ) upon learning that the filing had
not been recelved by the Clerk of the House, the campaign immediately
filed a new form with the Clerk and has now received all appropriate
confirmations and ID numbers; 5) the campaign has filed its first
required finance report with the commission on time and has repor-
ted accurately all receipts and expenditures required on that report;
6) upon receipt of your letter notifying us of the complaint in this
matter, we checked with the Secretary of State of California and
learned that her office had in fact received the copy of the State-
ment of Organization we mailed to her at the same time as the ori-
ginal mailing to the Clerk of the House.

As for the political nature of Mr. Mudd's complaint, may I
point out the following: 1) in his letter Mr. Mudd states that he
is complaining on behalf of Congressman Charles H, Wilson, our oppo-
nent in this campaign; 2) our first knowledge of this complaint came
when we recelved your certified letter on January, 23, 1980 -- six
days after some of the papers in our district carried stories in

slaete Ia o




which Mr, Wilson, somewhat dramatically, accused us of violating
federal campalgn law by not reglstering as a committee; 3) in that
story a Fred Eiland of the Federal Election Commission is quoted
as saying he had no record of a complaint against the Hannaford
campaign and Mr, Wllson's alde 1s quoted as saying a complaint
would be filed by a citlzen 1n the dlstrict; 4) Mr. Mudd gives his
address as belng in San Bernardino county and says in his letter
of November 16, 1979 that he 1s writing to complain on behalf of
Mr. Wilson.

What 1s goling on couldn't be more clear. Mr., Wilson 1s a cor-
nered and desperate politician, already reprimanded by the House of
Representatives for his Koreagate involvement and now under inves-
tigation for 15 charges of bribery, perjury, and payroll kilckbacks.
In a frantic effort to divert attention from his own sad record,
he and his lackies are pointing fingers at everyone else. The net
effect of all this will be a wasteof some staff time at the Federal
Election Commission to look into a complaint that is motivated purely
by polities and, I suppose, a couple of newspaper stories that
Mr. Wilson's campalgn will reproduce and mall to voters in an attack
on his campaign opponents.

. I hope this provides sufficient information for your swift
resolution of thils matter. If there 1s anything else we can do to
assist your efforts, or any other information we can provide, please
feel free to contact me. ’

Thank you,

149D B

Richard DeBie
Treasurer

P.S. == Since this whole problem seems to have arisen because our
crsipsinads RIS e st oS s intsEhe N A=l SSEmE it podins otz e
twist of irony in that Mr. Wilson is a member of the House
postal committee. Mr, Wilson has traveled all over the
world at taxpayers expense in recent years and has Jjusti-
fied some of those travels by saying he was inspecting how
foreign postal systems work., Perhaps, he should stay home
and keep hils eyes on how our own postal system 1s working.
Someone more cynical than I might be tempted to draw a less
humorous conclusion regarding our lost mail and Mr, Wilson's
committee assignment.




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Hannaford
6743 E, Caro Street
Paramount, California 90723

Re: MUR 1091

Dear Mr. Hannaford:

On January 16, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

The Commission, on , 1980, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and
information provided by you, that there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its
jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly, the Com-
mission has closed its file in this matter. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sigcerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Steven Mudd o
17597 Orange Way
Fontana, California 92335

MUR 1091
Dear Mr. Mudd:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 16, 1979 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the Respondent
that there is no reason to believe that a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended " (the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code has
been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the
file in this matter.

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act,
please contact Dolores Pesce, the staff member assigned to
this matter at (202)523-4039 on Wednesdays and Fridays.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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January 30, 1980

Mr. Charles Steele
Office of General Councill
Federal Electlion Commission
1325 L Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20463
RE: MUR 1091

Dear Mr. Steele,

There is a tendency, when faced with a letter such as yours
of January 16, 1980, and a complaint such as that of Mr. Mudd in
this matter, to want to respond item by 1tem to the matters
addressed in the complaint.

On reflection, however, I have decided not to do so in this
matter because such a response 1s most probably the exact action
Mr. Mudd sought in hils clearly politically-motivated letter.

Rather, what I shall do here 1s provlide for you the facts
necessary for final disposition of this matter and then I shall
present those facts which prove the clear political motivation
of Mr. Mudd's 1letter.

In mid-October, 1979, Shirley Wechsler, bookkeeper of the
Hannaford for Congress campalgn phoned the Federal Election Com-
mission offices in Washington, D.C., to request that forms for
filing a Committee Statement of Organization be sent to her along
with other material pertinent to filing of reports for a federal
election campaign. At the time of that request, Mr, Hannaford
and the Hannaford campaign committee had not solicited nor recelved
any campaign contributions. However, in response to various inqui-
ries from the news media Mr. Hannaford had declared that he inten-
ded to become a candidate for the 31st Congressional District.

The next logical extension of that decision would be to begin to
seek support and contributions and having decided to move on to

that next step, the campalgn contacted the Commission to request
the necessary forms.

Those forms arrived in short order and were completed and
mailed to the Federal Election Commission in Washington, D.C. wilth
coples sent to the Secretary of State's office in Sacramento, Calil-
fornia. Concurrently, we began to schedule fundraising activities
and to solicit and accept campaign contributlons. By mid-December
we had received no confirmation that our Statement of Organization
had been received in Washington and no notification of our federal

COr G Edlre.

6743 E. Caro St., Paramount, CA 90723
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identification number, We recognized that the ID number would not
be used until flling our first filnance report after the end of
December, For that reason and because we recognize that many
offices operate wlth reduced staffs during the holiday season, we
walted until after the start of the New Year to see if we might
recelve a communication from the Commission. Having received no
such communication, Mrs. Wechsler phoned Commission offices on
January 8, 1980 and spoke with Beverly White, a report Analyst
wilth the Federal Election Commission. Ms. White saild she would
log the call and recommended we send a new filing to the Clerk of
the House with a cover letter explalning the situation. That was
done immediately. I might point out here that 1t was our campaign
which initiated this communication and that we did so because we
know what the law requires, because we had complied with that law
and because we reallized somethlng was amiss when we had received
no reply by the end of December.

On January 18, 1980, Mrs. Wechsler again called the Commission
office in Washington and received verification that the new filing
had been received. I believe a check of your records will verify
the facts as stated above.

It is clear that our original filing went astray in the mail.
as evidence of this, may I polnt out that we sent a copy of the
original filing to the Secretary of State of Californla at the same
time we mailed the original to Washington. The records of the
Secretary of State show receipt of our Statement of Organization
prior to the date on which you received the complaint from Mr. Mudd.

In summary: 1) upon deciding to seek this federal office,
Mr. Hannaford's campaign contacted your office by phone to ask for
the appropriate forms; 2) upon receipt of those forms they were com-
pleted and copies mailed to the Clerk of The House in Washington
and the Secretary of State 1n California; 3) having received no con-
firmation of receipt of our filing in Washington and no notification
of assignment of an ID number, the campaign phoned the Commission to
find out what was happening; 4) upon learning that the filing had
not been received by the Clerk of the House, the campaign immediately
filed a new form with the Clerk and has now received all appropriate
confirmations and ID numbers; 5) the campaign has filed its first
required finance report with the commission on time and has repor-
ted accurately all receipts and expenditures required on that report;
6) upon receipt of your letter notifying us of the complaint in this
matter, we checked with the Secretary of State of California and
learned that her office had in fact received the copy of the State-
ment of Organization we mailed to her at the same time as the ori-
ginal mailing to the Clerk of the House.

As for the political nature of Mr., Mudd's complaint, may I
point out the following: 1) in his letter Mr. HMudd states that he
is complaining on behalf of Congressman Charles H. Wilson, our oppo-
nent in this campaizgn; 2) our first knowledge of this complaint came
when we received your certified letter on January, 23, 1980 -- six
days after some of" the papers in our district carprled stokies in

cont'd...




which Mr. Wilson, somewhat dramatically, accused us of violating
federal campalgn law by not registering as a commlttee; 3) in that
story a Fred Eiland of the Federal Election Commission is quoted
as saying he had no record of a complaint against the Hannaford
campaign and Mr, Wilson's alde is quoted as saylng a complaint
would be filed by a citizen in the district; 4) Mr., Mudd gives his
address as belng in San Bernardino county and says 1n his letter
of November 16, 1979 that he 1s writing to complain on behalf of
Mr. Wilson.

What 1s golng on couldn't be more clear. Mr, Wlilson 1s a cor-
nered and desperate politician, already reprimanded by the House of
Representatives for his Koreagate 1involvement and now under inves-
tigation for 15 charges of bribery, perjury, and payroll kickbacks.
In a frantic effort to divert attention from his own sad record,
he and his lackies are pointing fingers at everyone else. The net
celfect of all this will be a wasteof some staff time at the Federal
I'lection Commission to look into a complaint that 1s motivated purely
by politics and, I suppose, a couple of newspaper stories that
Mr, Wilson's campaign will reproduce and mail to voters in an attack
on his campaign opponents.

I hope this provides sufficient information for your swift
resolution of this matter. If there 1s anything else we can do to
assist your efforts, or any other information we can provide, please
feel free to contact me.

Thank you,

Richard DeBie
Treasurer

-- Since this whole problem seems to have arisen because our
original filing was lost in the mail, I might point out a
twist of irony in that Mr. Wilson is a member of the House
postal committee., Mr. Wilson has traveled all over the
world at taxpayers expense in recent years and has justi-
fied some of those travels by saying he was 1nspecting how
foreign postal systems work. Perhaps, he should stay home
and keep his eyes on how our own postal system 1is working.
Someone more cynlcal than I might be tempted to draw a less
humorous conclusion regarding our lost mail and !Mr., Wilson's
committee assignment.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 16, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark Hannaford
6743 E. Caro St.
Paramount, CA 90723

RE: MUR 1091

Dear Mr. Hannaford:

This letter is to notify you that on November 26, 1979,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). The relevant
provision is 2 U.S.C. § 432(e)(l) which provides that:

Each candidate for Federal office (other than
the nominee for the office of Vice President)
shall designate in writing a political committee
in accordance with paragraph (3) to serve as the
principal campaign committee of such candidate.
Such designation shall be made no later than 15
days after becoming a candidate...

A copy of the complaint is enclosed.

We have numbered this matter MUR 1091. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have an opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against you in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15 days
of receipt of this letter. If no response is received within 15

days, the Commission may take further action based on the available
information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this

matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.




Mark Hannaford
Page TwoO

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the Commission in
writing that you wish the matter to be made public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please have such counsel so notify us in writing.

I1f you have any questions, please contact Dolores Pesce,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4039 on
Wednesdays and Fridays. For your information, we have enclosed
a brief description of the Commission's procedure for handling
complaints.

Sincerely,

,//; /s
sl J%/

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

November 28, 1979

Mr. Steven Mudd
17597 Orange Way
Fontana, California 92335

Dear Mr. Mudd:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of November 16, 1979, alleging violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Laws. A staff member has
been assigned to analyze your allegations and a
regommendation to the Federal Election Commission as
to how this matter should be handled will be made shortly.
You will be notified as soon as the Commission determines
what action should be taken. For your information, we
have attached a brief description of the Commission's
preliminary procedures for the handling of complaints.

Sincerely,

Gl gl

al Ponder
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure
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November 16, 1979 9 NV 2o e 2 vy

Mr. Charles Steele (f"*s 2
Office of General Council =

Federal Election Commission

1325 L Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter will constitute an official inquiry as to whether
Mr. Mark Hannaford is in violation of the Federal Election Commission
rules and regulations contained in Title 18, United States Code Section
443, You should be aware that I am filing this citizen's complaint on
behalf of Congressman Charles H. Wilson.

I am enclosing various documents showing that Mr. Hannaford has
announced his official candidacy as a Congressional candidate in the
31st Congressional District in the State of California.

The October 5, 1979 issue of the Los Angeles Times stated in an
article that Mark Hannaford officially announced his candidacy as a
Congressional candidate in the 31st Congressional District. On October
22, 1979, he sent a letter to various PAC's soliciting funds. This
past week additional letters were received in the mail, again soliciting
funds, and you will note from the enclosed copies, that one of these letters
announced a fundraising reception to be held on November 15, at Club 116
in Washington, D.C.

I understand that such a candidate must file a Statement of
Organization with the FEC within 10 days of his frist announcement as
a candidate. I have checked with your Commission, and have been advised
that as of this date no such report has been filed -- so you may also
consider this a letter of complaint, as well as an official inquiry.

I feel that as a former Congressman, Mr. Hannaford should be
clearly aware of the FEC rules and regulations, and I will, therefore,
appreciate a report from you on this matter at the earliest possible
date.




Mr. Charles Steele

Federal Election Commission
November 16, 1979
Page Two

If you need to contact me, my address and phone number is as
follows:

17597 Orange Way
Fontana, California 92335
e (714) 822-6741

Very truly yours, \jQ‘
a = \(\/\/
\__ E

Steven Mudd

Subszribed a*’l sworn to bef
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onor patron saint.

TWEEINC 1apagos: calIInE-avpeyear=old wml reTees TR ) U™ But that Apptoach o rediiéing thé """
pllgrimage 100 Lo 200 milés from their

‘grcwrvatlon homes in Arizona across

“he international border to this lmy
village “Ma-toe-he-e Magdalena
“the long journey to Magdalena."

There are families here from Topa-

" wa, Ak Chut, Vaya Chin, Quijotoa,
Hickiwan, Kots Kug and all 74 Papa-

" go villages on the big Arizona reser-
vation.

" and unashamedly filed by the statue
of St. Francis lying on his back in an
alcove of the church. One Indian lift-

ed the statue and shook it, pleading in
Papago: ‘St. Francis, please Ipray to
you, make my wife well again.’

Similar emotional outcries occurred
time and again.

There is no other Indian tradltion
comparable to “Ma-toe-he-e.” Each
year most of the 10,000 Papagos liv-

* ing on the reservation in southwest
Arizona embark en masse for the long

journey south to this village, Lhe

cradle of their faith.

Papago reservation schools close
Men and women leave their jobs to be
in Magdalena Oct. 4, the day, of the

LOS ANGELES TIMES

Men and women weeping openly

Times map

most important religious and social
event of the year for the Papagos.

In years gone by it was a tradition
for the entire population of Papagos
to make the long trek across the hot,
barren Sonora Desert on foot or in

- horse-drawn wagons. . .

Now, most come in caravans of
cars, vans and pickups. Many also
come by bus and train from Nogales,
Mex. And scores of Indians still spend

. days walking in family groups to be

here QOct. 4.

It was here in Magdalena in 1690
that the Jesuit priest Eusedio Kino
founded the mission Santa Maria

Magdalena in ancestral Papago coun- -

try. Today the village of Magdalena is
populated by Mexicans, not Papagos.

Kino, who established 25 missions
in northwestern Sonora, Arizona and
California—none of which is standing
today—administered to the Papagos
for 40 years.

He brought the Indians Christianity

~Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 3

\TE PESTICIDE RULES ORDERED

't Mandate of Environmental Quality Act, Official Says

and ambiguous.”

1 regulations had
front farmers as too
consuming and from
i as Inadequate Lo

e Board of Agricul-

actor-Obesity Pro-
» direction of Dr.

A4l and Dr. Leslie’

while these results
achieved by con-
it least five vears
“are the study will
{ the data that he

for a thorough

mowever, the pre-
< good, he said.

‘hat the vast ma-
Hm‘h blood pres-
rmal if they sue-

\iertes sl I

ture, Director Richard E. Rominger
said, “The original proposals do not
meet the mandates of the California
Environmental Quality Act.” He did
not outline alternatives.
However, he said the revised regu-
~ lations will be more harsh on chemi-
» cal companies, which will be required
to provide information on the effects
of various pesticides on the environ-

- ment.

l.osses

The regulations are intended to de-
_termine what pesticides will be used,
‘under what conditions they will be

used, who will monitor their effects
and how.

At a news conference, Rominger
acknowledged that the regulations
will increase the cost of agricultural
products in the long run, but he noted
that consumers also want more con-
trols over the use of pesticides.

A controversial attorney general's
opinion some time ago held that to

" comply with the CEQA, farmers had
to prepare cumbersome environmen-
tal impact reports when they intend-
ed to use pesticides, a task they said
was nearly impossible.

Legislation enacted last year re-

quired the department to develop a”

pesticide regulatory program which
was intended to substitute for the en-
vironmental impact report in pesti-

il = e

ticides were “unclear and ambiguous
and did not provide adequate direc-
tion to registration applicants.”

“I have ordered my staff to rewrite
these prov1snons to make them clear
and specific,” the director said, “and

* to require chemical companies Lo pro-

vide the department with all informa-

tion that they have available relevant
to registration decisions.

“In addition, the standards for

. Please Turn to Page 28, Col. 6

October 5,

\

L7

state Medi-Cal budget has failed to
win the approval of the Legislature.

" The staff report points out that it
would at least take a year to put intq
effect a lid on hospital MedJ Cal pay-
ments.

Fedral approval is necessary fon
any change in the current system
that reimburses hospitals for their:

. reasonable costs in the care of Medl-\r

Cal and Medicare patients. . .

The staff paper also discusses put- :
ting a limit on the amount that hospi-
tals could charge theu‘ private pa-.
tients as well. o

The health facxlmes commlsswn is
scheduled to look at the cost contain-
ment proposal, or some variation of it,
at ils meeting on Oct. 15 in San Diego.

Hahnaford in“
House Race

Former Democratic Rep. Mark
Hannaford, defeated last year for ree-
lection in the Long Beach area, offi-,
cxally announced Thursday that he is
moving into an adjacent district to the
north to challenge Democratic Rep
Charles H. Wilson in the next years
Demaocratic primary.

The formal announcement came as
no surprise, since Hannaford last
month said he was strongly con51der-
ing the move.

The 54-year-old former congress-
man said Wilson, a nine-termer, has
grown bored with Congress, has a,
poor attendance record and often:
travels the world at taxpayer ex-,
pense. By contrast, Hannaford said,
he is ahxious to serve.

The man who defeated Hannaford
Republican Rep. Dan Lungren, is
widely believed to be politically in-'
vulnerable to a challenge, so Hanna--
ford was drawn to the race agamsl
Wilson. 5

4

CHP CALLS OFF GAME :
BENEFITING GAY CENTER .

"A softball game between off-duty California Highway Patrol officers and a
gay team was canceled here last weekend after a CHP commander learned that™
profits from the game would go to the Gay Community Services Center, the

commander said Thursday.

- Capt. Ray Johnson of the CHP Central Area said he had not taken part in ar-«}

*rangements for the game between his area team and the Los Angeles Gay All--f

Stars at Hollywood ngh School but that “it was my understanding that it was

to raise money for kids.”

When Johnson learned that the proceeds would go to the center, he said, he

canceled CHP participation.

Johnson said the CHP team plays in games for charity only when the CHP_
can designate where the money goes. Usually, he said, institutions such as Chil-’
drens Hospital or the Orthopaedic Hospital are the beneficiaries.

gy
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“We are a government organization and we work ‘or the state of Calfornia.’

John~an eaid
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October 22, 1979

This letter will explain. why I am running against Charlie Wilson
in the 1980 primary and why I know I can beat him.

Charlie is extremely vulnerable and for several reasons that we
all understand. I have the benefit of a benchmark poll that

says he has low name identification, low voter approval, and that
each and all of his several transgressions are dynamite issues.
He was identified as being highly vulnerable in the next primary
by the Califormis Journal. He las bean targeted by BIPAC, thougn
in a 4 to '} district.

He got enly 40% o©f the vete inh the last pwimary with oniy 23,000
votes and ran substantially behind the Democratic registration
in the general.

Since that time he has not improved his status. He has been
reprimanded by his colleagues din the House and has suffered
various other unfavorable publicity.

Of course they will try to use the carpetbag issue. I can deal
with it. The new home I bought in the district is a five minute
drive from my home of the past 25 years. I will have the en-
dorsement of many public officials and community leaders and
will walk precints like no-one else can. He doesn't own a house
in the district, is never there, and hails from outside the

(GloLS EIEILEHE
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I have taken the following steps that illustrate my level of
commitment to the campaign:

1. OQuit an excellent job in Washington to return to
my college teaching job.

Bought a home in the new district.

Made a loan of $17,000 in personal funds to the
campaign.

Contracted for the services of Larry Levine, of
"The Campaign Organization" to run the campaign. ,
He's good. He's a winner, and he knows the district.

Begun plans for a series of early fund raisers
from over 1,000 individual contributors.

Made many phone calls to major supportors and
received unanimeus positive response. Some have

B Y
sent checks.

Solicited the support of many communityv leaders
17 Ehe HistElict,

Appointed a finance chairman and bookkeeper.

Drawn up a lean but winnable campaign plan which
invisions a six-hour a day personal walking pro-
gram starting the first of the year. My health
ig suchH that I can do so and I am Ggommitted 6 it.

It will Be a hard hittisng but honest campaign, pulling no putich-
es in exposing the record of two Congressmen: Mark Hannaford and
Charlie Wilson. I am devoted to Congressional service and am

in splendid physical and mental condition for a tough campaign.

But frarkly I am going to have to scratch to meet our budget.

I estimate that I can raise $75,000 from my individual donors.

I have some encouragement from some PAC's. Many agree that it's
a great idea but are afraid to come out in front with me and that
is the reason that the Charlie Wilsons of this world survive.




. ‘October 22, 1979 . .

Page 3

-

[
Of course, I should be able to raise significant funds from
those in the 31lst District who have contributed to Wilson's
opponents in the past, which was over $100,000 in 1978.

In short, I can certainly win if a few PAC's will step forward
with me, and when I do win I'm going to be around for a long
and active career. I hope your Committee will be able to help
me do so.

If you need any further information, don't hesitate to call me
at (4L.3) 925-3983.

warm regards,

MARK W. HANNAFORD
MWH/be

_ Mark
HANNAFORD

for Congress

6743 E. Caro St.,
Paramount, CA 90723
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Dsar Friends

As one who has been a generous financial supporter in my previous
campasign, you should know why I am now running against a fellow
Democrat in the 19680 primary acd why I know I can win that contest.

Be assored that I have not undertaken this without careful study.
Thie alection is decided in the Democratic priwmaxry since the regis-
tration is 25.6% Democratic to 18,28 Republican. The incumbent,
Charles %ilson, is extrxemely vulnerable and for many gqoad reasons.
I have the benefit of a benchmark poll that spells out that vuil-
nexabiliry in po uncertain terms. He was iAentified as being high-
1y vulrperadble in the next primary by the California Journal. Be
9ot only 4a% of the vote in the last pximary with only 23,000 votes
and ran sSpbstantially behind the Democratic registration in the
genexal election.

The new 2ome I hought in the district is a five minute drive from
ny home aof the past 25 years. I will have the endoxsement of many
pablic efficials and community leaders and will walk precints like
no one else can.

The campaign is now well organized. I have contracted with one of
the mast successful campaign firms in the state, committed substan-
tial personal funds, and orxrganized & seriegs of fundraisers from

over 1,600 previousa contributore. EBarly response has been very geod.
in 2 word, we are off and running and we are going to win.

It will be & hard hitting but honest campaign, pulling no punches in
exposing the record of two Congressmen: Mark Hannaford and Charlie
#ilson. I am devoted to Congressianal service and am in splendid
physical and mental condition for a tough campaign,

I arm totally comgitted to this campaign, I am egqually committed
te the sam8 kind of dedication to probliem solving and pexrsonal at-
tention that has won yYour generous support in the past, and when

I return, I'm going to be there far a long and active career,

Early funds are extremsly important fim attrxacting later support.
I hepe that I can count on you again when my committee contacts you.

¥are regards,

HARX HANNAFORD
¥E/be




Pird(, let me thank you for your suppdrt in my previous canpaigns.
I have tried always to be worthy of that trust,

As you may know, I am contesting Charles E. Hilson for the Demo-
cratic nomination in the 313t Congressional District. It is a
wvorthy cause and I hope you can support it.

You kpow the case that I can make in this campaign, The only gues-
tion 18 whethex or not I can raise sufficient funds to make that
case. In my last campaign X raised $145,000 in individual dona-
tions alone and I have evary indication that a substantial amount
of that support will be with me in this ocampaign, which is a good
starting point,

The enclogure explains the campaign and fundraising prospects. All

is going well, but obviously early funds are impartant.

some friends are having a reception on Rovember 15, at the 116 Club,
234 - 3rd Streaet, N.W. from 5:30 to 7:30. I hape that vou can make
a contribution in the enclosed envelope and stop by the reception.
If you are not in a position to contribute at this time, I hope

you will stop by for a drink and s visit anyway. Please R.S5.V.P.

in either event.

I hope to see you on the 1l5th

Karm regards,

HBARX W. HANNAPORD
MWH/be

6743 E. Caro St., Paramount, CA 80723
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As always, Mark, | want to help with your election campaign.
Here is my contribution.

$ $50 —_$100 —$200 S

o ___Yes! | will be, able to attend the event at yew
2= bome. 7l s/l Clid—

—_Sorry. i can’t be with you this time but please let
me know where the victory party will be.

“Please help us comply with the Political Reform Act by providing the following information:

~“Name

‘Home address

City o State Zip

‘Business address

City State Zip

Firm Occupation ..
Home phone Business phone: ‘

Authorized by Mark Hannaford for Congress commitiee. A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Election
Commission and s available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C.

ease make checks payable to: Mark Hannaford for Congress
2P 28
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Stevgn, tudd et i
. 17597. Qeange Way . . ul! R HET
Fontana, CA 92555,

Mr. . Charles Steele
Office of General Coupci;
Federal Election Commission

25 L Street, N.W,
%gshington, D.C. 20u63
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