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ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

nformation copied from such Repo ts and Statements may not be sold or used by any person for the purpose of soliciting Contributions en th
eamerdlel purposes, other then using the name and address of any political committee to solicit contributions from such commie..

Name of Commie (in Full)

.National Conservative Political Action Committee
A. Full Nam. Mailing Addrew and ZIP Cade Purpoe of Disbursens Date Imonth. Amount sf i

Cluff & Kompany Printing dav. year) Disbrsemen:thl

1160 South State #200 oPrimary C 11/13/801 275.
Orem, Utah 84057 a other(soel.y):

8. Full Namrn* eilding Address and - w Cod*

Admiral Limousine Service
1243 First Street, S.E.
Washignton, D.C. 20003

Purpose of Disbursement

Contributor Services

Disbursement for: 0Primary OGeneral
0 Other (specity):

Date (month.
day. year)

11/13/80

I-

at
Amount o l as

Disbursement Thisp

94.31

C. Full Name, Mailing Addrou anld ZIP Code Purpoe of Disbursement Dte (moh. Amount of 7Ld

Kitty Auer Consultant Fee dy.vyea) D -rsmeThs Psr*
2937 Daniel Disbursementfor: OPrimary OGenerl l /13/80 600.00
Dallas, Texas 75205 1O/hersoe/y): _00. _0

0. Full Name. Mailing Addree aN ZIP Cod Purpose of Disbursement Date Imonth, Amount of laft

Hotel Washington eting Expense day. year) Disbursement This P 

15th & Penn. Ave. , N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20004 Disbursmnfor. OPrimary Oneral 11/13/80 4.578.89!i

_ _ _ _"_ _" _ _ _ Other (soecity):
E. Full Name,. Mail g Addrss and ZIP Cod* purpose of Disbursement Date Imonth. j Amount of Each

Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates Voter Survey day.yvor) Disbursement :ThiaPe

117 Smith Avenue , 10,200.00
Mt. Kisco, N.Y. 10549 Disbursement for: aPrimary O "e'r l  11/131801

t Kiso ".Y 1 Other sphecify):

F. Full Name, Mailing Addrew and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Dote (month. Amount of Enh

Laura Cruz Payroll dy. vas') Disbursement This Per

1701 Mass. Ave., N.W. DIsme,,o," Opmr 0Gtrral l1/14/80 102.81'W ashington, D. C. 20036 aot her (specify):[ II
G. Full Name. Mailing Addre and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

Karen Admas Payroll day.year) Disbursement This Per
1701 S. 26th Street
Arlington, VA 22206 Disbursement for: ,rrimar, OGeneral 11/17/80 54.17

0 Other (specify): _

H. Full Nami. Mailing Addrew and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

James K. Altman ady.year) Disbursement This Per
5340 N. 37th Street Payroll
Arlington, VA 22207 Disbursmentfor: OPrimary ,General 11/17/80 168.24

0 Other (specify):

I. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Cod* Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. 1 Amount of Each

Mary Ella Andrukonis Payroll day.vear) Disbursement ThisPer

6036 N 25th Street beste cifo,: C______ __e__ /17/801 315.72Arlington, VA 22207 1COte o, sp- =,vi: II

SUBTOTAL f D.sbu,sements This Pag (optional? ........................................... 1 16,389.23
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FAny? Lfrento coaeid from suh RoPoms and Staterntros MaY no: be sold at used bif any person toe the Puroost of solicitt',q contributlanS!
DA Irnun:at purooses. owner than, using-S ih. ame and address of any poHlljcas coon i*t to soii confo'ti~Uofl fi~n etaPhP^ft

Nat of Committee in Full)

National Conservative Political Action Committee

A. Full "Jait, ?ailnq Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Datq Imfontas. Anownt o

Jim Bradshaw Comittee Contribution day. .v) Oi urm
3521 Locke "_ "_-_ _ "08
Fort Worth, TX 76107 Disbursemsug for: OPrimary e 11/0/ 8

- ... - -0 Other Isotcvl: Ag. yr t] date: (2.,. . . . .. ... . .. . . .A . . a . r t d t :

L. Full aaml, rdaaIsn)1 Adoram an's &or %;ego

Hal Wick Campaign
RR 4, Box 133
Souix Falls, S.D. 57101

Purpose of Disbwrsement

Con tr 20.9

Disborsment oor: OPramary lGentrpl
0 Other (spic;fy): P

Date Imon:h. Amount of

,...,~ &day. veal?)Dis ee 1Wl

C. Full N m*, fl-l;n Adde and ZIP Cod* Purpose of D;sbvntement V % * on I AJ Survey.- In Kind to Date (month. Amount of
Arthur J. Finkelstein & Assoc. Kull day. vear) Disbursement VtSh
117 Smith Ave. 0.
Mt Kisco, N.Y. 10549 Disbureffitnt few oapimary General 1 /5

I a Othe Sifyl): Aq. yr tj date: (teZ
D. Full atne, Maein; Addre and ZIP Code Purpos of Disbumme onth. Amount of 1a

Survey - Ino Dt
Arthur J. Finkelstein & As so . Roberts day. Year) isbursteIngt TNM

Disbursemen.for: Primary General .1
____________________ Other 1Sp.C1ty): !Acr. vr tcl date: (t2S

E. Full Name, Ma iling Addre, and ZIP Code

Lisa Stoltenberg
51 D Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Purpose of Diisursment

Payroll - In
Pauken

Kind to

Disbursement for: OPrimnary XGeneral

0 Other Isorcilv): .

Date Imon.,h.

day. year)

11/07/80
A _ VV -r

I

Amount of W-
Disbursement This F

273.25
,= ':o fa3 e itq

F. Full t.'2me, ?Aai;lnj Addr.-.rnd ZIP Code Purpose of Disbutrsemen I Date (month. Amount of Eact
Consultant fee & Tele •

Dianna Hubbard- • . eimb.- IN KIND D'Amato day.year) Disbursement:This

10874 Hampton Road kWstu,,e,,en. fo,, 11/19/80 565.70
Fairfax Station, VA 22039 ashr .-soeitfy: IA Pryimar date: (S

G. Full time.'MaolinZ Addre= and ZIP Code IPurpose of Di..'sba eont D e on;h . Amount of ree:

Federal Express Corp. ir Freight - In Kind day. year) Disbursementmh;sfDo Brartnf: O iyt ,C. l Dt mn.. Aonto a
P.O. Box 727, Dept. A Io Barron T. %1 05_.
Memphis, TN 38194 othe fo .;t: 1  date: '40.75

H. F oll Nor-it Malin; Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disburzrnent Date Imonth. 1 Amnoung of Eac
Airborne Airfreight - In Kind day.year) Disburse,mThi I;
P.O. Box 662 a I to Hawkins P L
Seattle, Washington 98111 Disbursement for: 01,;,ryl ,,Gneral 11/19/80 20.00

aOtherSe,-.): lag. yr t] date; (M.IS
I. Full Name, Maiing Addre*1 nd ZIP Code Purpose of Dsb t.erment Oat? Imohh . .Am WIE

.ravef 1xpenses - In - lmutrh.. .ii...n: Ti I
Travelworld, Inc. Kind to Hultman a Y ,ear) Isbursmen:Th;s,
1500 Wilson Blvd. D.-.smeantnfor: =Primaryen" ,ra 11/20/80 269.00
Arlington, VA 22209 A:Ghh-a-... . b g. yr t" date.- 2 bC

SU UTOTAL of D.z.,t:s.r ents Th;s Page I:o.on l)' .................. ................. .........
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M.Aim* Weissenborn
V.40M1 Election Courissjo
'125 K Street,. Nw.
Washington, D.C. 20463



SEDAM & HE'Adt 82MR2 K4: 4
A PROIISIONAL CORPORATION

ATTORNEYVS AT LAW

SUITE 1100
6300 0REENSUORO DRIVE

GLENN J. SEDAM. JR. ]cIXZM, VIOINIA 38 09
j. CURTIS MERGE SUITE 370

RO R? R. SPARKS, JR. 1703) 681-1000 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVINUE. N. W.
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER NSISOO .100

_____WASHINGTON, 0D.C. 110006(703) 0811-1000

JANIS A. CHERRY -1000
KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR TELEX ,I0-31-0@SS

JOHN ROBERT CLARK I March 26, 1982 CABsLE SEOAMNERGE
8. ERIC SIVERTSEN

Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re; MUR 1252/1299; National
Conservative Political
Action Committee

Dear Anne:

In response to the matters that you and I
discussed on the telephone recently, I advise you as follows:

1. Mr. Dolan has no recollection Whether he
made the telephone call to Utah at telephone
number (801) 867-5014. NCPAC has not learned
who else might have made that telephone call.

2. NCPAC is unable to locate any internal memo-
randum governing the conduct of NCPAC's
employees in any contacts with agents of
the official Reagan campaign.

3. NCPAC is unable to locate any telephone logs
for the period January 1, 1979 to election
day, 1980.

4. The following persons, other than Mr. Dolan,
were authorized to change telephone calls
to NCPAC during the time period at issue:

(a) George Maloney: 11520 Westhill Drive,
Rockville, Maryland 20852; (301)881-0389; now
press secretary to Congressman Duncan
Hunter.



Ot AfAft~g
Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Page Two
March 26, 1982

(b) Roger Reed: now with Council for
Inter-American Security, 305 4th
Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20002;
546-6622.

(c) Spitz Channel - NCPAC.

(d) Brent Bozell NCPAC.

Please feel free to call me if you have any
questions or comments on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert*~ ISparks, Jr.



GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.

J. CURTIS MERGE
ROBERT R. SPARKS. JR.

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

JANIS A. CHERRY

KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR

JOHN ROBERT CLARK MZ

0. ERIC SIVERTSEN

SEDAM & HEEzn
A P1o1rESSIONAL CORPORATION

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SUITE 1100

8300 GRENSORO DRIVE

MOALrT, V13GlILA 8108

(703) S31-1000

January 22, 1982

B2JAM AR &T

SUITE 270
1700 PCNNSYLVANIA AVgNUE9 N. W.

WASHINGTON, o. C. 000

(703) 2I1-IO00

TELEX' 710-5131-OS0S

CASID SEDAMNERGOE

Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

0@0

co

Re: Arthur J. Finkelstein Polls

Dear Anne:

In reference to our telephone conversation of
today, this is to confirm that the price for the additional
NCPAC poll will be $121.40. Therefore, the full amount due
is $188.40.

If you have any questions, please feel free to
call me.

Sincerely,

dcu# 4.
Carolyn G. Cecchini
Secretary to Mr. Sparks
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i~i rfA 4..a , ....

SOUTH CAROLINA- SEPTEMBER, 1979

1. Media market

1. Columbia 2. Rest

2. Are you registered and expecting to vote in the next general
election?

1. Yes 2. No/All other responses (TERMINATE),

3. If you were to label yourself, would you say you are a Liberal,
a Moderate or a Conservative in your political beliefs?

1. Liberal 2. Moderate 3. Conservative 4. Don't know/Reft

4. What is the most important issue facing the United States today?
.0 •

Nr 5. What is the most important issue facing the state of South
Carolina today?

o 6. Now I am going to read you a list of names. Will you please tell
me if you have a favorable or unfavorable opinion of each? If you
have no opinion or have never heard of the person, just say so.

No Never
Favorable Unfavorable' Opinio-n Heard Of

a. Jimmy Carter
b. Strom Thurmond
c, Ernest V. Hollings
d. Richard Riley

ea Floyd Spence
f. Kenneth L. Holland
g. Eddie Chiles
h. The Western Company

7. Can you tell me what the Western Company does?



0

8. Who or what is most responsible for our energy crisis?

9. Who do you think can best handle our energy problems - the
Government or private industry?

1, Government 2. Private industry 3. Don't know/Refuse

10. What percent of profit do you think the oil companies net on the
sale of gasoline?

l, Between 0-5%

4. Between 21-30%

2. Between 6-10%

5. Between 31-40%

3. Between 11-201

6. Between 41-50I

7. Over 50%

11. Do you think there are too many, too few or just the right amount'.'.,,
of government regulations concerning energy?

1, Too many 2. Too few 3. Right amount 4. Don't know

12. What one person if any do you most associate with the oil industry.?

13, Would you please tell me If you agree or disagree with each of the
following statements?

Agree Disagree Don't know

a. The oil companies have been
good for America

b. The oil companies are making
far too much profit and
should be taxed heavily

c, There really is not an energy
crisis at all

d. 20 million Americans share
in the oil companies' profits
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14. Could you tell me if you approve or disapprove of each of the
following?

AProve Disauprove Don't hR
a. A special windfall profit tax

on oil companies
b. Decontrol of oil and gas prices
c. Cas rationing
d, Nationalizing all oil companies
e. Deregulation of the oil industry

15, Which of the following would make you more likely and which wouldmake you less likely to vote for a candidate running for high publi
office?

More Less No
Likely 'Likel Difference Don't know

a. A socialist
04 b. An incumbent

c. A liberal
d. A bureaucrat
e. A politician

16, Could you tell me if you agree or disagree with the following
statements?

0

Agree Disagree Don't know
a, Ernest Hollings is a socialist
b. Ernest Hollings Is a liberal

17. What radio station do you listen to most often?

18. With wich political party are you affiliated?

1. Republican 2. Democrat 3. Independent

4. Other (specify) 5. Don't know/Refused
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19. Would you say you always vote Democrat, usually vote Democrat, vo't
for as many Democrats as Republicans, usually vote Republican or I
always vote Republican?

1.-. Always Democrat 2. Usually Democrat 3. Democrat/Repub2|

4. Usually Republican 5. Always Republican 6. Don't know/Refii

20. What is the last grade of formal education you have completed?

1, Grade school or less 2, Some high school 3. High school gr

4. Some college 5. College graduate 6. Refused

21. Do you or does any member of your family who lives in this housew
hold belong to a labor union?

1. Yes 2. No 3. Dont t know/Rfii

22. What is your annual family income - Is it under $8,000, between
$8,001 & $15,000, between $15,001 & 20,000, between $20,001 &
$30,000 or over $30,000?

1. Under $8,000 2. Between $8,001 & $15,000

3. Between $15,001 & $20,000 4. Between $20,001 & $30,000

5. Over $30,000 6. Don't knov/Refused

23, What is your religion?

1. Protestant 2. Catholic 3. Jewish 4. Atheist/Agnostic

5. Other 6. Don't know/Refused

24. What is your race?

1. White 2. Black 3. Other

25, What is your age?

le 18-25 2v 26-40 3. 41-55 4. 56-65 5. Over 65

6. Refused

V.

00

0

0

if 
III
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26. Sax?

1. Xale

Respondent's Name,

Street

Phone *
City

2, Female

State

Interviewer's Name

%0

qc.

0o

zip

0'



SE aM & HERGZi
A PROVIPS9IONA CORPORATION

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SUITE 1100

300 GREENSBORO DRIVE

GLENN J. SEOAM, JR. ],L"N VIRGILJ 9B
J. CURTIS MERGESE
ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR. (703S) ss-eooo 700 PENNSYLVANIAWENUE, N. W.

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER ( 81 NIN@TON, DVc N-006
WASIHINGTON,*D. C. 20000

JANIS A. CHERRY (703) "-00-OO

KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR TILI[ 710-031-0604

JOHN ROBERT CLARK ; January 12, 1982 CASL,. SOA.-ERGE
8. ERIC SIVERTSEN

Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252-1299/NCPAC

Dear Anne:

This is to advise you that there is available at
my offices a complete poll conducted by Arthur J. Finkelstein
& Associates concerning the 6th Congressional District in
South Carolina. The document is bulky; accordingly, I am not
forwarding it to you, but will keep it at my offices for pick
up at your convenience. Please recall that I wrote you several
weeks ago advising you that a similar poll was available for
pick up on behalf of Fund For A Conservative Majority.

I do not yet know the cost of duplication of the
NCPAC poll, but I will have it for you in the next few days.
I look forward to hearing from you.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.

I' Id 8
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Ms. Ann. Weissenborn
Federal Election Co~mmission

P.)1325 K Street, .W.
Washington, D.C. 20463



R.E. Me"toftsddsN

P.R. Joyce
V.P. A Gmr Mr.

MA. Hope
Thu.'.

s"Alt"

UKI (kmk Ae. N.W.-Sp. 3 -

December 11, 1981

Mr. John T. Dolan
3129 South 14th Street
Arlington, Virginia 22204

UM 34s
2024133-S9

go

C**1

CO

Dear Mr. Dolan:

On behalf of counsel who took your deposition on Decerber ",

1981, you are hereby notified that the transcript of your

deposition is now ready and available at the above address for

reading and signing, as requested by you.

O If by January 26, 1982 we have not receiveO any recuest

for extension of time or otherwise heard from you, it will bej assumed that reading and signing are no longer eesireA, and the

deposition will be filed.

o Please contact Mr. Fred Joyce when you come to the ol~ice

for directions on the procedure and rules for raling any chanes.

o Sincerel',

William J. Allen
Reporter/Notary

cc. !Is. Weissenborn, file
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RETURN RECEIPT

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. O.C. 20463

November 10, 1981
REQUESTED

John T. Dolan, Chairman
National Conservative Political

Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

RE: MUR 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Dolan:

On September 25, 1980, you received notification that the
•~ Commission had found reason to believe that your committee had

violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(4) and 441a(a), provisions of the
C8 Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 26 U.S.C.

5 9012(f). An investigation of this matter is being conducted
0 and it has been determined that additional information from you

is necessary.

Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued
the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and giveoD sworn testimony on December 2, 1981, at 10:00 a.m., which will
assist in carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance
with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and

o Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30.00, plus mileage at the rate of
22.5 cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness
fee and mileage at the time of the deposition.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Anne A.
Weissenborn, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena -

VR I 4D P

ILCE



FEDEV ELECTION COMM ON,~t

SUBPOENA TO APPEAR FOR DEOSIZTON'
UPON ORAL EXAMINATION

In the Matter of ))
Ronald Reagan )
Reagan for President General )

Election Committee MUR 1252/1299
Republican National Committee )
Americans for Change )
Fund for a Conservative Majority )
National Conservative Political )

Action Committee

TO:

John T. Dolan
National Conservative Political
Action Committee

1500 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

At the instance of the Federal Election Conmission,pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for
0

oral deposition with regard to the Commission's investigation of

M1UR 1252/1299 relating to possible violations of 2 U.S.C.

oD 432(e)(4), 441a(a), 441a(f) and 26 U.S.C. SS 9012(b)(1) and

q9012(f) by the above named respondents.

0 The deposition shall take place at the Office of General

Counsel, Federal Election Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., on December 2, 1981, at 10:00 a.m.

WHERFAS, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereto set his hand at the Office of the Commission, 1325 K Street,

N.,., Washington, D.C. 20463, t d of 1981.

Chi man

ATTEST:

MRar j or Kil U. Eon ons
Se cre ta to the Commission



CEIFI)ED MAIL
PJ.TURN RECEIPT fEQUSTED

John To Dolan, Chairman
National Conservative Political

Action Cormittee
1500 Wilson Roulevard, Suite 513
Arltnaton, Virainia 22209

REa MUR 1252/1299

near Mr. r)olan:

On September 25, 1980, you received notification that the
t Corpiinton had found reason to believe that your committee had

violated 2 U.S.C. 55 432(e)(4) and 441a(a), provisions of the
0% rederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 26 U.S.C.

9 9012(fM. An investigation of this matter is being conducted
0 and it has been determined that additional information from you
N14 is necessary.

V Consequently, the Federal Election Corinrission has issued
the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give0 sworn testimony on December 2, 1981, at 10:00 a.m., which will
assist In carrying out its stattutoly duty of supetvising comipliance
with the Federal Flection Canpaign Act of 1971, as anended, and

o Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, u.S. Code.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 111.14, a vitness surnrioned 1, the
Co'rnisn ,n shall be pai' $30.00, plus nileaqe at the rate of
22.5 cents per mile. You will be given a check for yout witness
fee and mileaqe at the tine of the deposition.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Anne A.
tretwsenborn, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Cllarles Stel
Ge-nera! Counsel

!'n c-I oe

iA iw ,



DATE I4~. /g91
TO: Office of General Counsel

ATETON:Anne Wei ssenborn

THROUGH: STAFF DIRECTORO

FROM:

ANALYST
Mark KleinmanA*

TEAM CHIEF Rnbx 1drfal

COPLIANCE REVIEW

ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR FOR REPORTS ANALYSIS Ji. ,

MUR No. 1252 DATE OF ORIGINAL REFERRAL _____0_ I__

"PURPOSE:
INFORMATION:

National Conservative Political Action Committee (NCPAC) ATTACHMENT #1
30 Day Post-General Election Report showing
independent expenditure on Schedule E to David Keene
for $4,500.

NCPAC - 30 Day Post-General Election Report Amendment
showing debt owed to Keene Comunications with a
payment this period of $4,500. (This debt was not
included in the original report.)

RESUL F RAD ACTION:
NCPAC - RFAI sent on 6-10-81, 30 Day Post-General
Election Report Amendment.

NCPAC -
OUTCOME: (if applicable)

Response of 6-12-81 indicating that a payment of $4,500
to David Keene was to satisfy the debt to
Keene Comnunications.

*Commission unit which initiated original Referral (e.g. AUDIT/RAD/OGC).
"INFORMATION, or RESULTS OF RAD ACTION, as appropriate.

I IN I II

I ANALYSIS, REFERRAL UPDATE

ORPJGJN: W IDE COMPLAINT
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ITEMIZED INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES
' I , & ,

-ro -=ME&so 4 . ol,"e

m! ~ ~ ~ ~ ' Now" 340 1wesdsIs a

National Conservative Political Action Committee C00024687
Few unM. u.... ftmew- Got 60"""

MediAmerica. Inc. Printing i0/1618 1.055.38 Bayh
U.S. Senate
IN

Hedifterica. Inc.

MediAmerLcao Inc.

Dianna Hubbard
10874 Hampton Road
Fairfax Station. VA

Dianna Hubbard

Printing

Hail List Rental
and Telephone
fundraising

Consultant Fee
21039

I.
I Consultant

Fee

David Keene Iosltn10874 Hampton Rd. jCoslatF
Fairfax Station, VA 2 039

W SUITOTAL 99 Stemda 4eJI = Cet I ,,ioes.i...............

kb TOTAL I @teewadh t I Pe t a I....
kIITA. ~'s~,aei a,4.ut.......... ..... ...... ... o. .

10/ 16/

10/16/8C

10/17/8C

10/17/8C

84 1.054..0

29,996.64

150.00

290.00

Eagleton
U.S. Seniate
MO

PFearan

Presie-.:
1~ ~ 0 S..t soe

X6i

Reagar.President

(3 OoR,

BayhIU.S. Senate

ee 10/17/6( 4500.00 Feagan
PrS idc-n

........ jdj........ ." ... s ' "" " , -

" • " • . . . . o . . s -

'9-
M, Cc"s~.ebo'. 9

'.OTa.a, ~-g~,c

0"

%pbeff p@t~ 0q9 jww I cee':fv -Of : .:r--V Ito'~ a.,.cu tt ro.,I.r

"*Roost of salps*E0 of aft, CoAE eve 0' a., r to aC **

OteI A~~E go 02 tf a 0 C.li#rei 't .. P '7# ~
OR W0019 0q w of A4q, Ca~p ~.. D'*e'el tot 1, 9 91 0a'

~am
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,4EDULE D
Xi Wd 3/80)

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Nam O C omm -itee i ll l F;" Am un Pa in

National Conservative Political Actionn " o...nn Inure ThisJqain ThisNI'nl Sanes~ at Cl..

Conmm ttee This Period *Ti Period Period of Thi Period

A Full Name. Malifig Addres gad Zip Codo of Debtor or Creditor

*Keene Communications
10874.HamptOn Rd. 187.98 5,000.00 4,500.00 687.98

Fairfax Station. VA 22039 187.98_•_•
Nature of Des: CPUrose):

Consulting Fee; Travel/Accts Payablel__________ ........_5 _.._._;.., -

8. Full Name. Mdailing Aodress and ZIP Code of Debt or rCreditor

Churchill Computer Corp.
500 Eighth Ave., St. 403 0- 1,647.68 -0- 1,647.68
New York, NY

tuft of Debt (Purpose):
A/P Mail Services .... . ..

C. Fult Name. t0ailing Addrtss and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Cumberland Press 1 .

7242 Wisconsin Ave. -0- 1,319.00 -0- 1,319.00
Bethesda, MD 20014

Nature of Debt (purpose):

r .AP Printing __... ______

D. Full Name. Ma"Wiling Address and ZP Code of Debtor or Creditor

CL-Co, Inc.
r 101 Park Washington Ct. 170.00 663.92 683.92 150.00

Falls Church, VA 22046

N ature o f D ebt Pu ro s): :'::: m :' ; : i I : m::"":"

A/P Mail Services ._ _ _ _ _ ..... _.....

E. Full Name. Moiling Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Welsh Printing
439 S. Washington St. -0- 2,272.55 -0- 2,272.5

Falls Church, VA

A/P Printing__________________
F. Full Neme. Mailing Address end Zin ode of Debtor or Creditor

Western Union Telegraph Co.
P.O. Box 26208 -0- .3,336.34 -0- 1,336,34
Richmond, VA 23260

Nature of Debt (Purposei: ..........

A/P Telegrams .-

11 SUETOTALS This Period This Page (optional) ................................................. . 7,413.55

2) TCO7.AL Th.is Period Il;t page this line only) ............................ ...................

3; TOTAL OUTSTANDING LOANS from Schedule C (lst page only) ...................................

4) .ADD 2) and 3) an carry forward to ap ropriate line of Summary Page (last page only) .......................... ' " e... . . . I
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHO4 10%|. DC 0J . . .. . ..

( ne 10. 1181

Lisa Stoltenberg, Tresurer
National Conservative
Political Action Coumittge

ISO0 Wilson Boulevard
Suite S13
Arlington, VA 22209

40 Identification NO: C00024687

Reference: 30 Day Post-6.neral Election Amendment (10/16/80 to
11/24/80) dated Hey So 1981

Dear Ms. Stoltenberg:

I• This letter is prompted by the CoiMMssion's Preliminary review ofyour 30 Day Post-General Election Amendment. The review raisedquestions as to specific contributions and/or expenditures, and thereporting of certain information required by the Federal ElectionCampaign Act. An itemization of these areas follows:
C C -On the debt schedule (Schedule 0), you have shown debts owed

to Mail Technolo Services and Keene Coemunications withpayments ths peri of$1,122 and "4,500 respectively.
However, a review of the expenditure schedules (Schedules Band E) fails to disclose any payments made to the
above-mentioned creditors.

An amendment to your report correcting the above probles should befiled with the Federal Election Commission within fifteen (IS) days ofthe date of this letter. If you need assistance, please feel free tocontact me on our toll free number, (800) 424-9S30. Ny local number Is
(202) 3S7-0026.

Sincerely,

Mark Kleinmn

Reports Analyst
Reports Analysis Division

A--

~Y~-L
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RECEIVED
National ConservatveO4 6Political' Action Committee

1500 *ilsOn blvd- suite 513 arlj~ngton. va. I20 (7I 5240

JWS 12t 3861

LUS xSt. Ni
~~ing~~.D.C. 20463

lbfura=: 30 IW V~tQwv jWa ('10/3 to 13#2,lo

Ua±s jlq is witan in zs~w to th m inUIamy ruvis, of the laticxral (urmmjv pciticml Acto
this 0CM911 3z$,20 r $4.-Q~ Mrn mini

hm sate~d that a Miiaof eve~t~ de&j ait diuolga.

~vd Im tO sIsMUfy the det to 14n mm adotion Ur p.~*~~Srie of $1,"'g 2- vode. me. nut

off odcilje. Payment this period f r -dtm CEShcAuld be -0- and ammmt inrWrdlis Penriod siougd ha,51.9Totals on this Whdule wexe lt affecte..$r1.9
For yaw anven~m8, " have rmub'dtt~d Sdidedu D in itsantirety with adjustmen t Mai 1i,4aSrj~ fyza~have any quetion regardi thi M arVdwogy, plems f fu toulcontact vs. ti mnfet lmefiwt

Si~nrely,

Candace M. Taw
MAt. Treatrre

7 77777..
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SCHEDULE D
(Pivwitd 3=1o DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS

Sachding Loan
Kam* of Catm-.ajie Uft
N~ational Conservative Political

Action Coummittee
Ak Pub N&..eme* Aaiq usmWG~ Zi ebg SpaM s

Amierican Hail List Corp.
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22043

khi*@Dsi:~u~..3J.j
1 List Rental/

Accounts Payable
F. vu alek Mail.,,1 Ao*n e Ze Cogg of Om,. Madu
Berlin & Jones Co..a Inc.
P.O. Box 4294
New York, N.Y. 10'049

rint ing"1/1 Account s Payable
C. Fu31 1 4'rg f.jWo &gem, a Z.C , lb*- .-- I

Srinkfil, VAD 285

lkasut o! D*": (Punv)at ng laig
Pini tinr Se / Accuts Payable

0. F&Ua twmve V.Plih Addreu and Z.p C0,_.. f 0. btw of C'eaiw.
Divrersifed ir Inc.

Alocakviae VA 22314

Iopurinting I Accts. Payable
E. Fuwf Nip-n. MsiZ~n3 Adgrus andE ZiCd of Dira:o or C.."d,,

S
K...

U~6
w~- eb~

low-lI oei die I ob Amaig afm at euw e

of~ TWA V~f

15t610.871 8,351-06

7E7T.
16*610.8.7 7,351.06

26,647.l11 060. 8(26.647 18111, 060.80

8.510.20

17, 109.8

-0-

20s017.89

1,524. 34

8,510. 201

16,106.21

14,921.13

i ve s f e Mailing Servicehhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhhh

21 TO-- AL.Th.%..............ne......fat.................. 
................

-0-

l6, 889. 82

3,713.06

T"

lb

"""'

U

i

I



SCHEDULE D
IROvised 310M

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS
dudbo Leam

Ilw
I ttfd I

National Conservative Politica esuaa
Action Comittee

Thbh*h
UA FuN s~aw. 91B*if Adsesa* C11110O 01s SNopW begwMetro Prilnting & Mailing

P.O. Box 262
Sterling. VA 22170

k nt of Om Payabuue
Printing / Accounts Payable

~I Y'5A. ~ -.

bus .1.. ao04^W^e
a"u~wu

11,909. 6711.245. 56

1-
8. Fwu Kame• Wiling Aifens wd Zo Ca of n O r,, opCru

Mail Advertising Services
300 Naorth Stonestreet Avenue
Rockville, ED 20850

knot& of Di m !ai ling SerVICes
Accounts Payable

C. Full Nwrive LOA"s; Adsrnwll 2d Code of Dfttw ,, cl OW

Hount Vernon Publishing Co.
810 Nlorth Fairfax Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Pkature of Of.t fPrv.p): .
Printing I Accounts Payable

0. FUA f.r .. t:Val| ,; Ad-oegs aw L i C4 t of 0.btgoe Cor's Oe

Prop, Inc.
2611 Shirlington Road
Arlingotn, VA 22206

PauriA of Dewtn cta.yablPrintin& / Acconts Payable

-0-

2,455.65

25,907.91

E. full Name. AdSI. an Zp Co-fmr . -I
The Viguerie Company
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22043 1E5,957.73

Njutt@?:Dt€Ioq: tail List Rental, * .,""ail fee & Computer Serv./ A.P :.,,:. ,.

F. Full U. ang* Ma~lip2 Addreu "e ZiAXCde of Debtor or Credtw,

Tri-State Envelope Corp.
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsville, E;D 20765

,o :b, ,a.o): Supply and/or Print
Envelopes / Accounts Payable

2v995.87

C

1,690.20

-0-

4,437.28

93,969.3S

Inta ig-.m

9o286.61 3o868.42

- 'C..

-0-

2s455.65

1,690.20

'.i .. i

-0-

221 199.69 19.145.50

178,756.31
101,170.7

-0- 2995.87 -0-
. * ;.1.b.. .' : . , . .

.......................... 115.874.91
L ho .. e.5 ..........il Pjqt I'$ lf O| ;i e..........

3; TOTAL OT ST. LjN LOA-S riom Ue'e C (fll p 79 onlY.................... -- ..........
41 A:):) 7) #:: 31 g.."y for,.,d to 8>)0:oat9 Iat of Sumsrwa,"y Poeg MaiW l,39 Pa.g*vf$ .....

7 ,, .

3

It SJ-:TOTALS 7,.s P..,, Thi P&P' 19A;010|1..........................

mmmmXm

I

I

r

6

7 -77
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DEBWS AND OBLIGATIONS
Excdi Learn

NaonaltCnserveatv PlyiablAto

Pycid ViAseocae
3401 Inrational Prwldg
Fredeicksbu, VA 2004

t1sau?* 0! Dew: Ipuu.emj:
Production Costs/Accts. Payable
D. Fwll hvr l~aileng MdjM% ae4 Z&p Dee. @6t or C'eigg
PoaiiTchl ogy eiceosIc
130 Churhet. NE
Waina, A 22180

ofu~ 0-b. Dethormne):

al Techologyai Services

F. f W1un t. a iling P44*eas and Zipcbd of Debl~f of Creditor
Bedford Printing Co.
1107 IDohmnitown Blvd.
Raleigh. 14C 27603

Tb w i m _ ThTgb e m m .

1 9 &~ 0 Vikuzq*zl 49795.88

V
~~*t .u* ~

* 
.

4.

173,702.74 1 34,569.34 1202.805.101I 5,466.98

19163.69

100- I,708.46

770-

-0-

L~JZ.Z
-0-*517. 39

3,,013.25

N?-0- 3,013bt.25nw)
Printing/Accts. Payable

...................................1.656

1,163.69

1,708.46

2,517.39

7V17 T7

SCHEDUIat D
(Revised 341w).

C-"

0o

IN 1

hp.4-. at C faMe atum"r-_

0-ho toqwmio

-0-

-0-

1,163-69

3s013-25
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sooo0oo 4.500.00

19319.00

663.92 !683.92

kamo of ¢oL',',"Ite u
Nlational Conservative political ActiJon
Cowl! tree

Keen Comunications
10874 Hampton Rd.
Fairfax Station. VA 22039

,,,e ~ This 111551 I powI"a--- P k -,,,

In o tv :PyolConsulting Fee; TravellAccts. Payable ' +'

IF101 IMrt. L',llj A401AM Md 20 Cbf of D*.o or CreIi~W

500 Eighth Ave.. St. 403 0New York, NIY--

A/P M.'ail Services
• - " " L

-

mlIIWJ Af fllki m .... I* K
N r f Mbtft.Powl:

A/P Mail Services

F.' F "il "t " . , •-de an ..~eo ~to rCfio

W(estern Union Telegraph Co.
P.O. Box 26208 -0 3,336.34 -
Richmond, VA 23260 '

A/P Telegrams . . - . .... . ": +

• .. i.+ . ++ ., - +Li'4 +

++ %++ ++. +'+-+4 • ' '.+

4b

SCHEDULE D
ffRvised 3,101

hl'poll,,m i,,04

ow"Otherw Also

-'-" Iwq
ftbah sbft

Imm hmm"nm
fte"Matchm
I*Twpwwe

187.g8 687.98

1,647.681

I -..... i

-0- 1,547.68

C. Fwl mNs. IM-041$ Ad*~M W caml t DA04 orm' 0im
Cumberland Press
7242 Wisconsin Ave.
Bethesdag 110 20014

tl
Gov

-0- -0- 1,319.00

SCL-Co, Inc.
S101 Park Washington Ct.IFalls Church, VA 22046

so M.
7-7,+..- -.

170.00

]

L Full No-nit Mling Admire M4~l.Zi Cade of lMb'tlor OcanItI
Welsh Printing
439 S. Washington St.
Falls Church, VA -0- 2,272.55 2,272.5!.

A

Nj*t 6 0 -.b wp2wl:
A/P Printing

I

1,336.34

1 'It "P ,;, ll. III*I myl. . . . . . ... .. . . .... .."."....
21 TZ: i pfk 1:0 sh I.- way . . . . .. . . . .. . . .. . .

!

+ DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS
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SCHEDULE D
P(oiod 34IOi DIRTS AND OBLIGATIONS

5dudig Lm

~USUWW gum.

'"-~-.1
Si~gc~.
eYhbP.e.ed

U--
IMPeded

-0-

kaffle Of wme01te I.Plmems:National Conserva tive Political Action
C.m ittee

A Pull akm% aMot01g A m pl ,
Western Union Electroni Mall
1651 Old Meadow R d.
PM:Lean VA 22102

NNW* of 0"It wm:

0. FwU K.e. 16,14W AdiadnnZp 0C1ao Domw w crmlno

ftfum of Oftit (Am"oIp: ll

Nature e? Debt t1u 1:

. Full harr I.U;n Ae llu 11d ZACf of O'ebtor awCedil

p

i

24;31
3,237.50)5-20I 219067.7

11 . .... .. .. .. ...... ......... 3 .237.50

3; T OTs. Ot , StAeF. . LOAP.S ft . p C O#I & 0&;g.. .. .. . . . .. .
WIN- 7 R "-.. . . . . .. . . . . . . .. ..f1 2

0 4

'0

P1

so.

,, wa -1-F ......................

..........

4%

&A a --

.. ... 4. , *-i -i,:: : : ::: : .  -. 77727 .... :

I lk .. . -; . .

ftp- 
0LWAO
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P.OPSI~OeA. Co'm70

¢ORPOAPTIO

GLENN J. S1OAM, JR. (703) 0I1-1000 1700 PENNYI qNIA AVENUE, N.W.
,J. CURTIS HERGE WASHINTOK D.C. 30006

(303) 3193-7124
,,OERT Ft. SPARKS,R. June 16, 1981 JR.wx/.L .0-.sa-0*.*
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER CABi.E: Sr0ANMHi.
KAEICN LUSS9N SLAIR
JOHN RODERT CLARK M

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

4. d Re: MUR 1252/1299

Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

Herewith, NCPAC's responses to the Commission's
0 Document Requests and Interrogatories in the referenced

matter, in paragraphs numbered and lettered to correspond to
the paragraphs of the Commission's discovery requests:

6. NCPAC and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund
C ("NCPAC") did not have a written contract with Diversified

Direct, Inc. ("Diversified Direct"), Tri-State Envelope
Corporation ("Tri-State"), or Arthur Finkelstein and Associates

o("Finkelstein"). Diversified Direct and Tri-State are
suppliers of NCPAC. Invoices for services and supplies
rendered are submitted by those suppliers to NCPAC in response
to written or oral purchase orders to them from NCPAC.
Copies of those invoices are attached.

Finkelstein provided polling services to NCPAC as
and when requested by NCPAC.

7. NCPAC did not expend any funds for the dissemi-
nation, distribution or republication of any of the listed
materials.

8. See response to 7, above.

10. I have at my offices in McLean, Virginia,
available for pick-up by someone from your office, copies of
NCPAC's telephone bills from January, 1980 to the date of
the Connission's request.



Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Page Two
June 16, 1981

Interrogatory E. The date and location of fund-
raisers held by NCPAC which related in any way to the election
of Ronald reagan or which aided in the defeat of any other
1980 presidential candidate are listed below:

Date

August 20, 1980
August 21, 1980
August 23 & 23, 1980
August 28, 1980
September 25, 1980
October 5 & 6, 1980
October 7, 1980
October 7, 1980
October 9, 1980
October 9, 1980
October 10, 1980
October 17, 1980
October 22, 1980

Location

Jackson, Mississippi
Santa Barbara, California
New Orleans, Louisiana
Bloomington, Illinois
Bloomington, Illinois
Jackson, Mississippi
Houston, Texas
Baton Rouge, Louisiana
Jacksonville, Florida
Kansas City, Missouri
New Orleans, Louisiana
Atlanta, Georgia
Tulsa, Oklahoma

Further to our recent telephone conversation on
this matter, NCPAC will continue to produce the information
and documents requested by the Commission. We are, however,
reviewing the Commission's request no. 1 and Interrogatory F
concerning associations, if any, between NCPAC and the
listed individuals and entities in light of the recent
decision of the United States Court of Appeals For The
District of Columbia in Federal Election Commission v.
Machinists Non-Partisan Political League (No. 80-I13)
(May 19, 1980). You will recall that Judge Pratt upheld the
Commission's subpoena to NCPAC on the basis of the now-
reversed District Court's decision in the Machinists case.
In addition to no. 1 and F, above, Commission Interrogatory
B also requests information which may impinge on the First
Amendment associational freedoms recognized in Machinists.
Ironically, NCPAC produced that information to the Commission
on May 18, 1981, one day prior to the Court's decision in
Machinists.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sp(Jks,

0
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NAT'ONAL C.ONSrRVA'I VE
Po,.T'C._ J..' ,CN CoM i,'r-u

l"OO "ILSON B.VD.- rO. '13
ARu I. ,ro. VIRGI IA 22aO

PAY Thouand Thme fNmdr Fourtpen mid
TO THE ORDER OF

Diversified Direct, Lic.
2936 Prosperity Avem
Fairfax, Virginia 22031

o --... ---- . .. .- -- --~.... -.. - - -

3/12/80 * Paxtern of Invoice 12424
9/19/30 i Partial Payretn of Invoice #24

(

i036

S6110O S.52131456

_j

On ."

54

#S24C IE Rmam $1,000.00 I
lE Eagleton 262.92
IE Bayh 262.91 1
IE Cranston 262.91
IB CQrch 262.91 It
lB Curver 262.91 i $2,314.56

E-LzL

jill"

'ri
A

56/10Q .................

W OO 0 O 33 & " n s 10 . -5: S 0 '1 '"r% -. ,, I 'S .1 0 ' ? us.



IDiversified Direct, Inc.
7 74'-e

IN VOICE
2936 Prosperity Avenue; Fairfax (Merrifield), Virginia 22031 • (703) 573-4605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., d/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

ginA 2424

SHIPPED TO:
-i r

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

i L

TVC

I

CUSTOMER C987C DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
) 40 SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. 1NET--MAILED. 8/8/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 11082H

QUANTITY

63M

1 M

DESCRIPTION

PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER LETTERS.

Computer 1ottrs, with 2 color face and I
color back.

Additional:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:
/

UNIT PRICE

19. 75/14

same

AMOUNT

1244.25

19.75
1264.00

50.56

L$1314.56
a(*

6% .'tt. 0,i

TO:

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN--REiI lANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

DATEun A 2424
Mg 12

0



i-DIversifled Direct, Inc. INVOICE
d.936 Prosperliy Avenue" FoIlff (Merifield). Virginia 22031 - (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
F -1 F

Naitonal Conservativa Political
Action Committae
1500 Wilson Blvd. 4513
Arlington, V-. 21203 /

L LJ

SHIPPED TO:

.'NA 2454
DATE
Au 19, 1980

i1

TVC

I

CUSTOMER C. 7 7A DATE / DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 3/0 I P.O. NO. NET-30

NCC 7 MAILED. DIVISIONAL JOB NO. -1042 H

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

r

;o 4 :

ht3

PRIt:l1TTG SE RVICE3, C04PUTE. " TT RS.

C%-1mute: lettors, with 3 color face and
1 color back.

Authors Alterationzz:
Labor: stripping:

S4%A Va. tag:

TOTAL I NVIC:"
~*1

&
"7

el

17.14/H4 2502.44

34.23
2335-/72

2560.72

102.43.

$2S63.- *'

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
r.lI nF:NROD-lDI -LR jACKET

ro



L __bjiverslfled Direct, Inc.

2936 Prosperity Avenue - Fairfox (Merrifleld), Virginia 22031. (703) 573-1605
Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC.. do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:

Naitonal Conservative Political.
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:

TVC

L L_
L CUSTO'ER C977A DATE DDI JOB NO.ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 8/4/80 DDI P.O. NO. SALESMAN TERMSNPT9473 MAILED. • DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 11042 H NET-30

QUANTITY 
DSCRIPTION 

UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

NPRINTING SERVICES, CaHPUTER LETTERS.

146 M Computer letters, with 3 color face and1 color back. 
17.14/M 2502.44

2 M Additional:

2r same 34.28

Authors Alterations:
Labor: stripping:i , 24.00

iv ~2560.724% Va. tax: 
1 4,' 102.43

TOTAL INVOICE: 
$$2663.15

101-7 lomo.op

0. 4 C6 3 . 1

VFII1E-CLIENT GnEFN-Rcmi TANCE CANARY -ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

INVOICE

m



Diversified
C/o M.V.B.,AerxMI,

192 8
I'-,.. -.

Sept. 5, 1

7,622.04

179
VA' 22314

1 -~ -

NOT NEGOTIABLE

I!A.%~.%J L 3E~Xt*Yff

.'..:r Ci Ct... .rrr~....

0

8/12/80
c 6/20/80

7/30/80
8/19/80
80 /12/80

S7/18/80
7/24/80

( 7/24/80

Payent
Balance

Paymn
Parmt
Paymmt
Paymet
PaymntP mt

of Invoice #A 2415
e n.voioe #A 2176

of Ivm:ice A 2386
of Invoice #A 2452
of Invoice #A 2423
fo Invoice #A 2321
of Invoice #A 2336
of Irvoice #A 2349

F"ganMcGovm
Bay
Culver-0 aIste
Churchbo

#524C
#524C
#524C
#524C
#524C
*524C
#524D

$4,724.35
101.18
101.18
101.19
101.19
101.19

2,391.76 $7,622.04



__ Diversified-Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue * Fairfax (Merrifield). Virginia 22031 0 (703) 573-1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA. VA 22314

TO:

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Arlington, VA. #513 Suite

L 22209 i L

CUSTOMER D007
ORDER NO.
NCPAC 9566

DATE
SHIPPED/
MAILED.

QUANTITY

PRINTING .SE

18 M Computer le
1 color bac

1.8 M Additional:

I4% Va. tax:

DDI JOB NO.
8/7/80 DDI P.O. NO.

DIVISIONAL JOB NO.

DESCRIPTION

RVICES, COMPUTER LETTERS.

tters,,:
k.

TOTAL INVOICE:

C 4

color face and

q(p

dl ~~47dJ. 35

p) o/.IV
IOI ~ ~ 1 2L-,

SALESMAN
11069 1H

UNIT PRICE

45.07/M

same

TERMS
NET-30

AMOUNT

811.26

81.12
892.38

35.69

$928.07

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

IN VOICE

INo.A 2415

SHIPPED TO:
F

TVC

.1
1

ATE "Ug. 121 1980

!

--), , hA 3 C, I . / (P



'Diversified Direct, Inc. INVOICE
2936 Prospeity Avenue . Faifax (Merrlfleld), Virginia 22031 - (703) 573-1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
r

National Political Action Comm.
1500 Wilson Blvd. Suite 513
Arlington, VA. 22209

N.A 2336
DATE

July 24,r 1984

SHIPPED TO:
-I F

TVC

L .~J L
CUSTOMER C910B
ORDER NO.
NCPAC 9186

QUANTITY

C

'0

5.5 M

.5M

DATE ODI JOB NO.
SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO.
MAILED. 7/18/80 IDIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10976

DESCRIPTION

SALESMAN

H
UNIT PRICE

- , t

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back.

Additional:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

)

65. 05/M

same.

WHITE -- CL1FN T CREEN-[EMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNI ING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD--DDI JOB JACKET

TERMS

NET-30

AMOUNT

1 357.77

32.52
390.29

15.61

$405.90

i

I



Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merifield), Virginia 22031• (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.S. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

INVOICE
[N. A 2321

TO:
F-
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:

RAVCO

L J L
CUSTOMER
ORDER NO. C910A
NCPAC 9105

QUA%'TITY I

71.5 M

DATE
SHIPPED/ 7/17/80
MAILED.

DDI JOB NO.
DDI P.O. NO.

1 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. tnQ=;
DESCRIPTION

RE: PRINTING SEVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back.

4% Va. tax:

Y/

TOTAL INVOICE:

SALESMAN
I U

UNIT PRICK

TERMS
NET-30

AMOUNT

t i

19.50/M 1394.25

55.77

$1450.02

I-

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN -. REMI1TANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

V

JDATEFuly 18F 1980.

--

l

NO. I Qqq



bW
..bivesified Direct, Inc. IN VOICE

2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfox (Merlifleld). Virginia 22031• (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

SHIPPED TO:
-I r

National Conservative Political

1NO.A 2423
DATE

Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

L
CUSTOMER C987' 3"8
ORDER NO. MILED/ 8/7/80

ACj MAILED.

TVC

I L
DDI JOB NO.
DDI P.O. NO.
DIVISIMA8MLB NO. 11081

DESCRI PTlON

- - --- r
I~AL~MAN TERMS

H

1N1081E MON

t t

46. 84/M

same

'..HtTE-CLIENT GREEN -REMITTANCE CANARY -ACCOUNTING PINK-DOI CHRONOLOGICAL

TO:

TERMSNET--30

468.40
46.84

20.60
$3 ~

PRINTING SERVICES, CHESHIRE LABELS.

Cheshire labels with 1 oolor face only.

Additional:

4% Va. tax:

7g)

QUANTITY

10 M

1M

i_____ -__

UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL','.'ii#T[.-CLIENT GREEN -REMITTANCE



S
Diversified Direct, Inc. INVOICE

2936 Prosperity Avenue • Falrfax (Merrifleld). Virginia 22031 •(703) 573-4605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

-I F
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

NO.A 2452
DATE

Aug 19,, 1980.

SHIPPED TO:

ediamerica
Alex., Va.

L 1L. I.I

CUSTOMER C989 DATE IDOl JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ , DDI P.O. NO. NET-M30

NCPAC 9 403 MAILED. 8/1/ DIVISIONAL JOB NO. ______ET-- _

DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE

TPRINTING SERVICES, LETTERS.

Letters, with 2 color face and 1 color
back.

Additional:

Authors Alterations:
Line shots:
Labor: stripping:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

I

try'\ I

68. 26/M

same

AMOUNT

682.60

68.26

4.00
60.00

814.86

32.59

$847.45

WHITE- -CLIENT GRLEN---REMirTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DD CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

TO:

QUANTITY

C

K0d

10 M

1M

?I 6



MDiversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merrifield), Virginia 22031 • (703) 573-4605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314
INo. A
DATE

2386

IJuly 30, 11g

_1 r
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. Suite 513
Arlington, Va. 22209

I L

SHIPPED TO:

TVC

i CUSTOMSER C 978 dDATE - DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
I ORDER N'O. SHIPPED/ 7/30/80 DDI P.O. NO. T11013 H NET-30
C977A-C MAILED. - -DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 1

* QUANTITY

0M
I

'0I
C

DESC R PTION

PRINTING SERVICES, CHESHIRE FORMS.

Cheshire forms:, with 1 color face.

Additioanl:

4% Va. tax:

TOAL INVOICE:

UNIT RIlC[

53.08/M

same

AMOUNT

530.80

53.08
583.88
23.35

$607.23

WI.TE- -CLIENT GREEN -REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING
C'LflFNROD-DDI_ JOl JACKFT

PINK--DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

INVOIH

TO:



*iDiversified Direct, Inc. INVOICE
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merrifield). Virginia 22031 0 (703) 573-1605

Remit to:' DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.B. BOX 170, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
rNational Conservative Political

Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:

RAVCO

I L
DATE DDI JOB NO.

7 SHIPPED/ 6/17/80 DDI P.O. NO. _
MAILED. DIVISIONAL JOB NO.

DESCRiPTION

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back.
Additional:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAI INVOICE:

C-

10823

SALESMAN

SE
I TERMS

NET-30
- I I

UNIT PRICE

15.08/M
same

N2 c

AMOUNT

7509.84
30.16

7540.00
301.60

$7841I.60

g3ozO,. 00_.
3fo- O0Z O

NO.A 2176
DATEu 20, l9 Q

CUSTOMER
ORDER NO. rnc

QUANTITY

C%4 9 8 M

2 M

CO

WtUTE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

%ol

818-
41 y



Diversified Direct, Inc. IN VOICE
2936 Prosperity Avenue - Fairfax (Merrifleld), Virginia 22031 • (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 JDATE
!Ju

TO:

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. Suite 513
Arlington, Va. 22209

INo.A 2349
ly 24, 1980

SHIPPED TO:

TVC

CUSTOMER C885 DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TEM
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. TERMS,

NCPAC 9187 MAILED. 71/88 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10974 H NET--.

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms,
Coded: LH81.

AdditionaL:

4% Va. tax:"

TOTAL INVOICE:

with 2 color face and back

Y3j

40.54/M

same

().
(3)

445.94

40.54
486.48

19.45

$505.93

br I.

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

Cl M

I M

co

I I 

r



*

8'.

S 9 80

* ..- .5. gD4 - . .. ... *

1967

f. - ?

4841,95

Diversified
c/o UVB Box
Alexandria,

Direct, Inc.
179
VA 22314

NOT NEGOTIABLE

IA~.V- ~av.-.TJVC

~ -

For payment " invoices: 2427, 2441, 21071, 21073, 210

#524C IE Reagan
#524D $4007.85

$834.10

$4841.95

I

8711/30

" .P



I Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 PrOsWpMI Avenue • Fairax (Merrifitd). Virginia 22031 • (703) 573-1605

IN VOICE
No.A 2427

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., d/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

Tn. SHIPPED TO:
-1 -

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

DMS

I L I

CUSTOMER 13007 I DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
NSHIPPED /  DDI P.O. NO. TERMS
, MAILED. 8/11/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 1107I0 H

QUANTITY I DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE AMOUNT
-__ _ __-__ I1

36 M

2M
P

1.

II

----A.-

PRINTING SERVICES, LETTERS.

Letters, with 1 color face and 2 color back.

Additional:

TOTAL INVC'ICE:

C. /

I

LA 5 N,,_____ _________________ 

________j ~

21.95/1

same

790.20

43.90

$834.10

WHITE--CLIENT GREEN -RMITTANCE CANARY -ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

rw

IDAug 12,

4 1 (0 00



7 Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue .Fairfax (Merrifleld), Virginia 22031 (703) 5731605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

INVOICE
iNO.A 2441
JDATE

I Aug 18. i~ao
TO:
F.7

National Conservative Political
Action Comittee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:
1 F

TVC

J I I
______________

CUSTOMER 987AB DATE - DDI JOB NO.
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 8/12/80 DDI P.O. NO. 11080

NCPAC 9641 MAILED. jDIVISIONAL JOB NO.

QU ANTITY DESCRIPTION

PRINTING SERVICES, LETTERS.

87 M Computer letters, with 2 color face an
~color back.

S 2 H Additional:

oD Authors Alterations:
Labor: stripping:
Line shots:
Blueline & color sep.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

4001

JSALESMAN
H

UNIT PRICE

-I

18. 25/N

same

TERMS
NET---30

AMOUNT

1587.75

36.50

108.00
5.40

27.00
T766

70.59

$1835.24

WHITE- CLILNT GREEN -- REMITTANCE CANARY--ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
MOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

m

I

AMOUNT

d 1



D ,VERSIF ,1E MAIL MARKETING IN. Al

777 Leesbutg Pike, rails Church, Virginia 22043 (703) 893-1380

TO:
I-

'"....... . .... f ,AO. ",

F
*..*&.,

INVOICE
INO C~p*

SHIPPED TO:

1 " , . .,-

L
CUSTOM.ER.
CRDER NO.

COL' A TI TrVl

3 55,:C:I

0

DATESHIPP
i !,MAILE

'4
2See

ITE--CLIENT Clf'A Y-- FiElMITTANCE

ED/
D.

ThMMI JOB NO.
.DM.MI P.O. NO.

/1/7" O- DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 77 SALESMAN
'5

j t* rs tz - . .

z c 3 %i cal-

.% :..!

Tctl3 X*nvoLce

St UE-AC'COUNTING
PINK-,DIVISIONAL JOB JACKET

UNIT PIIC9

l6.29

TERMS
NET-30

AMOUNT

p •

.d

4323

~q~.Z3

GOLDENROO--DMMI CHRONOLOGICAL GREEN-DMMI JOB JACKET
WHI rE-DIVISIONAL CHRON4OLOGICAL .... .

j

e !5

% -1 6':
tj

sal. T..= ,l x

cuscotte-nom kd
"--- - --- -& -: 7



DviWAih1D MAIL MARKETING. INC.
777 Loe4burg Pike, Falls Church. Virginia 22043 (703) 893-1380

TO:

?*2 ~CPAC
It 3V'C Bi$~lvd.
, . :i ', ,VA 2220
S o.. . 51 3

. .... ." - . D A T E

* •.. . .* ** . " ,s - - 7:.
" , . .... . ..

SHIPPED.O:
;,; . . ' " : ,, ... .

• -~~~ .a"• " - ' " l o -r '-. , -' , ,. r '

_'6 .

IDMMI JOB NO.' -ig t, I .IDMMI P.O. NO. '3766
DIVISIONAL JOB ?N0. 'd 7 t7?

, SALES.MAN
•. ,J rE

I
" TERMS

NET-30 -

QUANTITY

b. . I • . °

lip

0 *.{, '

NO

'Hi; TE-CLIrNT

OESC I*PVIO4 . I

.roch .: S 4x 13 / ac ...': ''.. "..

on 0.oyclcd 100 -

O& 212

'%d-".-a

C:,t.R Y--EA; TTANCE HI i: -ACCOUNTING
PINK -DIVISIONAL JOB JACKET

INIT PRICE

L3.76 (

AMOUNT

. t

GOLDENROD -OMWMI CHRONOLOGICAL GREEN--DMMI JOB JACKET
W HITE- -DIVISIONAL CHRONOLOGICAL - ... " :"

NO CIEP

CUSTOMER
ORDER NO.

)ATE
SHIPPED/M/AILEL.

4/19/

01

• • %



.VERSIFIED MAIL MARKETING, IN

777 Leesburg Pike, Falls Church, Virginia 22043 (703) 893-1380

INVOICE

d- . #.A. &. I.

G.O.. %...,*..1.&.
x I .. ..n

&,.. d

S. . -> .1

'~1
* a

SHIPPED TO:.

F ."-" I , f

I.
-USTOIER DATE
'*RDER NO. Sr1'PPED/

M ILED.

IDMMI JOB NO. l"

r,. 1DMM, tP.O. NO.
DIVISIONAL JOB NO.

., ;..

7'4-

@UNTTWFrSCRIPTION ?-4itp~vks 0'?ub

tM t- C-13. I; 
ILL 

AI2hIa. 

2

5514 -1I.. . '" " .. ." " • t ,. - . ,. ,,,L- I,.t.- , -

T.. o e o "

.; . .. .. . .. . .?.

0 rn 2t

0:3.

C. 0 7-
I; .YVt-'-*'' ;2

SALESMAN TERMS
NET-30

UNIT PRICC AMOUNT

9043

CA;'FiY -- RE MIT1ACE B4LUE - ACCOUNTING

FINK-D-IVISONAL JOB JACKET

GOLDFNROD-OMMI CHrIONOLOGICAL GREEN-OMMI JOB JACKET

WHITE-DIVISIONAL CHRONOLOGICAL. - -.. . -. . - -.

TO:
f

- "
" !.,

I

°-;

411.8Z.

i1TE--CL.IE T

1 1 -1 L -'t cl

4 i



NATION.A. "CON.RVA71VE
.C..,.-... 'o'4 COMMITTZE
IA W'LSON BLV;O.. NO. 22 IS

October. 31 19 80

TO THE ORDEIOO a " 56- % -.L -br" f LOW,,'r t" --0r 69- %F

r Diversified !irect, Inc.

c/o U.V.B., Box 179
Alexandria, VA 32314

r. ,

* ~0~mew

A U

0/27/80
cc ~ 8

iBlancuce Due Invocie #24S4

Invoice #2507
Invoice #2511 #524C IE Reagaa 9636.t9

9524C I- Carter 663.'S
" $10,269.44

CO
.075

0z

0MT

I



"36 f ,*, ==o2 . (703) 57341605 OA 2507
Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

SHIPPED TO:TO:

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suite 513

Arlington, Va. 22209 1 L

ICUSTOMER C"6 DATE
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 8/15/80

9.. MAILED.

QUANTITY 9D=SCRI

PRINTING SERVICES, U

524 M Letbrs, with 3 color
back.

3 M Additional:

Authors Alterations:
Line shots:
Labor: stripping:

DDI JOB NO.
DDI P.O. NO.
DIVISIONAL JOB NO.

PTON

11102

TVC

r~L~M#~5'4 TERMS
H

1 *7UNIT PRICK AMOUNT

-- I 1

TTERS.

face and 1 color

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

13. 18/M

same

TERMSNET-30

6906.32

39.54

2.0030.00
6977.86

279.11

$7256.97

WH!TE -CLIENT GREEN-REMI TANCE CN,,A(Y -ACCOUNTING PINK-DD! CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROLD -- PDI JOB JACKET

DATE ..Aug7v 198011"

UNIT PRIC:IL AMOUNT

e__



iDiversified Direct, Inc. INVOICE
2936 ProsperitY Avenue Fairfax (Merrilfield), Virginia 22031 - (703) 573.1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
i-

SHIPPED TO:
-I F

' National Conservative Political
Action Committee1500 Wilson Blvd. #513

Arlington, Va. 22209

1 DD I L

CUSTOMER DO 47 DATE DDiJOB NO.

ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ I DDI P.O. NO.
NCPAC 0029 ,MAILED. 8/28/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO.

-UA,'*IT DESCRIPTION____________________________

150 K

1 M

PRINTING SERVICES, LETTERS.

Letteres, with 1 color face and back.

Additional:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

k4

TVC

11136
SALESMAN

H
TERMSNET-..30

I NTPIEAON

-I I

14.9 6/M

same

$2244.00

14.96
2258.96

90.36

$2349.32

''TE- -Ct IENT GREE N--- REMITIANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENFROD--DDI JOB JACKET

1No.A 2511
DATE

i15)

4,M

m

UNIT PRICIE AMOUNT



* .* I... -

I'

Augm 22,... 80

3162.84
I C.. P. A 0 . .. ...i. .o ., F.. ,,V .. ,, ... -" - , * , ,"

Diversified
c/o uvS =

Direct
179
VA 22314

/",,.' /
Al,

-. NOT. N" . . BL. -E

%,-' NOTNEGOTIABLE..----

0
,3 ' . :. - "

For payment of invoice $2280 A parTtial payment of #2176
(2500.00)

#524D $662.84
184C IE Reagan $2500.00

$3162.84

:- "7" . Q.• .;

-7/5-/20

e



Diversified Direct, Inc. INVOC
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merrifield). Virginia 22031 • (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

SHIPPED TO:
71 F

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

J L

INO.A 2280DAEJu'iZ i19

RAVCO

I
CUSTOMER C910c
ORDER NO.
NCPAC 90 89

QUANTIr¥

10.5M

I-w

IC

DATE
SHIPPED/
MA!LED.

DDI JOB NO.
DDI P.O. NO.

7/15/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10954
' DESCR IPTION

SA E MAN

I LSE
UNIT PRICK

TERMS
NET-40

AMOUNT

_______ t t

Computer forms,

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

with 2 color face and back. 60.70/H

WHITE- CLIEIJT GRLFN -REMITANCE CANARY -ACCOUNTING

GO DENROD-DDi JOB JACKET

PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

TO:
F

637.35

25.49

$662.84



Augst 29,

2,000.00

Diversified Diret, Dc.
c/o U.V.B. B 179
A1110Iili, VA 22314

NOT NEGOTIABLE'-

O:A.rite'?~ ~ .r~LlrExT.4E

- *.~~.~:-:i

0 .

6/20/80

("

Partial Paymt of Invmice 12176

#524C
IE Paagan

0,

* I'. fe', *t*?.4mb

$2,000.00

1913

80

• .,. ;y.



2~

A *~ i)~" 0
Diversified Direct, Inc.

2936 Prosperity Avenue . Fairfax (Merrifield), Virginia 22031 • (703) 5734605

Remit to:- DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.S. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA

TO:
:Tt ioal o servative olitica "

• ACtion Co.mmit;-ea •

S53" lihon Blvd. 3513
.Azlinctan, Va. 222,19

22314 DATE
.. :!. i Junle

SHIPPED TO:
F

RAVCO

3,

'a

I,

*

.I . -.

CUSTOMER I DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMSORDER NO. Cs" 7 [SHIPPED/ 6/17/30 DDI P.O. NO. M
MAILED. DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10323 S3 jMAILD. N I'--, ...

DIESCRIPTION

COMUTER FORIMS.

l -Z2 color ' ace andCOjt 3j,
.VI <.3

V. ".i.tax:

dl X, X~VCVC&~'3:

-~N

UNIT PRlCa AMOUNT

4. 4.

is. a
s amez

750.a4
,.16

75,1.00
;0.60

.i , I '..,.'i

-.

' ' ' ' "

.. .. . ' . .\ : ?

______________________ - I I _________________________

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-ODI JOB JACKET

INVOICE.
I.... 2176

r.19

QUANTITY

..34 A

In

a- ~

( /
&

\ \"..

~ 4

- , , , .

I ... i .

0_1
f



Vo

it

Augwt- 1, 80

3 s400. 00

Diversified
wW.V.B. Box
Alexandr 0
22314

Direct, Inc.
179
VA

- NOT. NEGOTIABLE
*AS'

'Partial Payment of Invoice 2095

I Independent Expenditure Reagan
1524C

3~ ii. + 
+

p..-.

0

S....

.j

'..3.

(

'$39400



-. I,.

- *,.9 J '. ,4~. .,

1-330
1.1

.Aug.st8

It. C. P. A. C. ." - . . CT-

Diversified
C/o U.V.D.

Alexa3dra

Direct, Inrc.
Ecz #179
VA 22314

NOT NE. OTIABLE
.4

o IAi:" A .

Paw. M* of Invoice OA2049
Partial Paynet n Inoice J.A76
IBalance Due nnwdc #-A2095

$ 940.36
$1,00o.00
$1,231.88

9524)
#524C
f524C XE Reagan

80

3,172.24

5A!15/306,,2o/, o0r

$3,172.24



.4 Diversified Direct, Inc. INVOICE
2936 Prosperity Avenue . Fairfax (Merrifield). Virginia 22031• (703) 5731605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA. VA 22314
LNo.A 2095
DATE

May 22, 1980
SHIPPED TO:

LV CL JL&LCJ.

Action C4
1500 Wil
Arlingto

L
CUSTOMER C833G
ORDER NO.

L NCPAC 8158
QUANTITY

218 M

0
0C

cuLLsrvat ve roiL cal
ommittee
son Blvd.
n, Va. 22209

RAVCO

I L I
DATE
SHIPPED:
MAILED.

IDDI JOB NO.
5/21/80 DDI P.O. NO. 1534

DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10701
*DESCRIPTION

RE: PRINT!]

Computer fo:
black back.

4% Va. tax;

NG SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

rms, with 1 color face and
COded: L20G3.

TOTAL INVOIE:

/

SALESMAN

SE
TERMS
NET--30

T I
UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

t i

20.43/M 4453.74

178.14.

$4631.88
.54co0 -0o

-I &

WH!TE--CL!ENT GREEN-REMI TANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK--DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

q

TO:F-



2?recInc.
129.% Pfposoity Avenue *Fairfax (Mrrif'e9d) Virginia 220310 (703) 573-1605

V INVOICE

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., co U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO: SHIPPED TO:
-_1 F

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

L J L

RAVCO

I
CUSTOMER C832bef DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. 1522 NET-30
NCPAC 810 MAILED. 5/14/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10692 SE

QUANTITY DESCRI PTION UNIT PRICK AMOUNT

16.5 M

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORM4.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back. Coded: LC82.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

Icy

54. 8o/M 904.20
36.16a

$940.36

WHITE-CLIFNI GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

w pff
DATE

MAY 1980



fty23,

a,.... jS
*1.** 1513.80--

Diversified Dirct, Imc
c/o U.V.s. B= 179
Alexawira, VA 22314

. NQT,..EGOTIABLE" ..;.--
f . . 4 , •

,qm 4/15/80 For paymmt of invoice #A 1919 $1513.80

#524C
IE Reagan

i..%

AiC.F. , C. " .''i

M.LtYX= - t.:7.U VfV=-Z *,*-:!



Oiversifled Direct, Inc.
9

2936 Prosperity Avenue - Fairfax (Merrifleld). Vlrginla 220310 (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIAg VA 22314

TO:
National O:nservative Political
Action Ocxiittee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Arlingtcn, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:
--I F

I L I
CUSTOMER C788 DATE DDIJOB NO SALESMAN
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. 1692 SA N TERMS

NCPAC 7269 MAILED. 4 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10563 SE NET-30

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

RE: PRfriG SZRICES, POSTCAS.

Postcards, with 2 color face and 1 color back.

TOrAt~ ~VOI~:
'.1

I, LAO'

~QIO

51k)

,0

r 9

~1tO~ 9vi)

-~
/-i

If ~

4. 35/M 1,513.80

$1,513.80

WHITE-CLIENT GHEEN -REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK--DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

INVOIC
NO. A 1919

_1

348 M

DATE AM 1S ~,

W&jdorf,, Md.

z/ 1

Lly



V

1-776

8o

1839.15

lersI f ied Dixect, I.
C/o UB Do 179
Aexandr-a, VA 22314

NQT NEQ NT1ABLE..,
cm/

V.; 7" P.S.TI T V 9

For partial paylnmt and balance of Invwice IA2051

1524C =- Reagam

$1839.15

9 , ,

S.
°

0

5/.19/80

: , . * . . . . . .. . . . •. . . • -

CyAT. Mi -PA-



V -.

'p.. ~ C-' I;:* ~ *

m27, ...0'

DiVeraifieui Direct, I..
2936 Ponspedlby Aveue ,
I1airfax, VA 22031

--- ' NO
4

1729

3,200.00

........ \ . .. .

x % -

* a ~

Partial Paymt on Invoice #A2061

#524C IC. Rapn $3,200.00

1% d - A

LA".,"'':
. A -., !

(

5/19/30



w.rslfied nL, ct I
, twenue . Fairfax (Merrifleld). Virginia 22031 (703 5734605

Remitt PDVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.Y.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 DATE

.may 19, 1981
TO:
F .: 'tsooa 4os ra-'-¢ :P~ ca

,te aa C, erittaL

15200 ilsonalvd. 4513
Ariinton, Va. 22203

SHIPPED TO:
qI FI1 7~1

RX/co

I L
CUSTOMER -, .* DATE DDI JOB NO.
ORDER NO. " SHIPPED/ "'/I,#/3 DDI P.O. NO. 15 ,j SALESMAN TERMS

) MAILED. DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10687 z. NET--30
QUANTITY 098caIPTION ; UNIT PI8Ic AMOUNT

PC: ~I:'s;S t'3.C012P .. 0,. HS.

.x.? u&r c:)i, , ~with Icolor face ad-

~sLcL~o

CANARY-ACCOUNTINGGREEN-REMITTANCEWHITE-CLIENT

17.02/H

Iai

1. ____________ 1

75 S6.38

_302.27

$7853.15
.Zoo. 00
2aoooO

PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

IC,
.1

IJ

4~ ~~AQ C

7X176



8 A
• " °J" ' ". . .I~ :3 8 °

..

. A" C, ,. 2220.00

DiverWfied Direct, z. -Inc
C/o WE Box 179Alexaaria, V 22314 . .-

o .- NQT. NEG IABLE

G-* r:S~VA'rJV

For partial paymmt of irmoice #A206l I $2220.00co

.324C .eag

( I.



:.--' '7 ii
J• .. 14, _:80 4 +'"++

. 600.0

Diversified
C/o JVB BCK
Alexandria,

Difrt, Ic.
179
VA 22314

* N-Ofl
- *-~ ~ ***5 * * *

r NErIABtE -

* .*. :.A'~ g..~r~PATh%'~

- ..

For partial payment of invoice 1A2061

#524C 33 R&ean

0

MW.

(

5/19/ao $oo.o0

Ii

ON
%



* diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity p-'enu@ * Fairfax (Merrifleld), Virginia 22031 • (703) 573-1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:F
SHIPPED TO:

-I F
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

I L
CUSTOMER C833e
ORDER NO.

QUANTITY I

DATE
' SHIPPED/

MAILED.

I DDI JOB NO.
5/14/80 DDI P.O. NO. 1518

DIVISIONAL JOB NO.
DESCRIPTION

RAVCO

I

10687

- I )

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMP. FORMS.

Computer forms, with 1 color
back. Code: L2011.

face and

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE :

#
~i3z~

fr1

SALESMAN

I SE

UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

17. 02/M

TERMS
NET-30

7556.88

302.27

$7859.15

- .00 -0

WHITE--CLIENT GRLEN--REMITTANCE CANARY -ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

INVOICE A2o6

E~4l8

444 H

4,

F

UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

ImAlwall



'me- 1.3,

Diversified Direct
c/o UVB Box 179
Alexandria, VA 22314

-NOT,NGO T-IA8 LE.---

* .. L:.-.'- . 'F,---"''

For payment of invoice
of invoice #1913

,1942 and parttal payment
$7528124

#524C IE Reagan

soe,

F~i

C~J

4 ~.5.

0

80

-7528.24

I, '15130

(

L" -"

!'k C P. e.C.- " .. .. ".""

COI!T;=: -. " ;v\r



Diversified Dbirect, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merrifleld), Virginia 220310 (703) 573-41605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., /o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
F

National Conservative PoliticalAction Ccaiittbee
1500 Wilson Blvd,
Arlington, Va. 22209

INVOICE '

DT E1
DAT Ap il 19 , .9

SHIPPED TO:
__ F

dlorf . M&

L I L I I

CUSTOMER C788 DATE I~ JOB NO. SALES MAN TERMS
O ,N 9 2 7 1  SHIPPED/ DDi P.O. NO. 1691 I NET-30

I MAILED. 4/15/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10567I

I. - t T

RE: PRNTI=G SERVICES, ADS.

Reagan ads, with 1 color face on 1 side only.

TOTAL INOICE:

C)

8.97/M 3,121.56

$3,121.56

t , &_oCO

43

_____ _____________________________________________________________________________________ A ______________________ J______________________

WHITE- -CLIENT GREEN -REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

QUANTITY
DESCR I PTION

348 M

II'- ~ L - .......

UNIT PlOI¢[ AMOUNT



9
Diversified Direct, Inc.

2936 PrOsperity Avenue - Fairfax (Merrifleld). Virginia 22031•(703) 573.1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
r

National Political Action Committee.
1500 Wilson Blvd. Suite 513
Arlirqtori, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:
__I

RAVCD

L _ L _
CUSTOMER C788 DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 4/10 DOI P.O. NO. 1681 TERMS

NcZ7270. MAILED. 4/10/80 j DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 10562 SE NET--30

QUANTITY DreCRIPTION I UNIT PRCI AMOUNT

205 M

,L-14 3 Z

PRnI]rIG SERVICES, L E VIE S.
RE

Omp. letters with 1 color face arnd 1
Ooded: L 20 D.

colcr back.

Omp letters same specs.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

rHo
- ~6 1 Li-~----

-... .- . - . -

16. 38/M

16.38/M

3,357.90

2,342.34
5,7002

228.00

$5,928.24

WHITE--CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

INVOICE
INO. A 1942
DATE,Apr.i. 15, 1980



J.39
I .d..

. " .. .'

June _, 80

1,600.00q. (.. F ?.

Diversified Direct, Inc.
U.V.B. Box T179
Alexandria, VA 22314 .

• _QTNE/TIA BLEi''Am'" OT;;:EN d K B'
".-., ,4 .":.

~. trr:a:

0

Invoice #1913 Partial Payment Balance $1,521.56

1524C IE Reagan $1,600.00

(
7...

~qrn

0
( 4/15/8o

V

1,1 f ,a V



-U'fim Drewt, Inc.
2936 0;rlly Avenue • Fai fax (Merrifleld), Virginia 22031• (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALg CANDRIA, VA 22314

INVOE E
No7A '.9i3
DATE

• A~ril 15, 1a

SHIPPED TO:
-I F_

.Ta cbr .mi.

I L
CUSTOMER *EON . DATE DOS JOB NO. SALESMANORDER NO.. SHIPPED/ . DI P.O. NO. i.5li TERMS

,'.1-"'.. "" .. MAILED. I DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 1 .5"7 , J NET-SO
QUANTITY DISCRIPTION UNIT MeICn AmOUN

C.,., :. . .A,, 4 .I. J).&. .c.vG Cl £ 311 0

- - .-- J ~
t .i~.

.1*1*

*j. '.

~1
*1'

I.' -

~K
I'..-

(L-~ (a

V..

3.;7/M

I . -

*yK.

K~)

,121.3G

-3, 12. 5G

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-=DD JOB JACKET

/

TO:

Va. 22209

. - --- I



M4ay 16, 80

AJ1~id. 26521 .~..Y~:~: r ,~~g4s *'"* .;** 91~*~:'

Diverslfied Direct, Inc.
c/o U.V.B. Box 179
Alexandria, VA 22314

-I8

NOT NEGOTIABLE.,
~~11 *.

A/31/80 For p

!!:LWZ- MM WC-2V-Z

ayment of invoices: #A 1875
#A 1887

#524D

@2652.91

1605

1*

7
C-...--



Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Merrifleld). Virginia 22031 • (703) 573-1605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

--I
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suite 513

LArlington, Va. 22209

INVOICE
l.o. A 1875
DATE ..
March 31, 199

SHIPPED TO:

RAVCO

I L
CUSTOMER C7 66C DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN
ORDER NO.NCPAC SHIPPED/ OI P.O. NO. 1397 TERMS

28 MAILED. 3/28/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. N05ET-O
QU ANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

,UNIT

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back. Coded: LS72.

Authors Alterations:
Labor: stripping:

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

36. 60/M 1,006. 50

24.00
1,030.50

41.22

$1,071.72

TO:

jo27.5 M

O

17r

I

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET



Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fairfax (Mefrlfleld). Virginia 22031. (703) 5734605

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

--I-National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. Suite 513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:

RAVCO

L I L _j
CUSTOMER I DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMANORDER NO.C9o6 SHIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. TERMS

NCPAC 7125, 712 ILED. 3/28/80 DIVISIONAL JOB NO. 1 q NET-30
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION UNIT PRIC AMOUNT

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back. Coded: L-S71.

Additional:

Computer forms, with same specs. Coded:
L-S7.

AdditionaL:

4% Va. tax:

TCML INVOICE:

27.15/M

same

27.15/m

same

746.62

13.57

746.62

13.57,520.38

60.81

*,581.19

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN--REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-ODDI CHRONOLOGICAL

TO:

0

IN VOICE
DATEMKarch 31,190

27.5 M

.5 M

27.5 M

.5M

1887

INVOICE

INO. A



I *~** I

l563

"780 -'t

8,".00

IL.

tz~ Diversifid Milixg Services
-7?71 - Pike
.... ..... , VA 22043

0.

• ,NOT NEGOTIABLE

i4XF~ AL ~C~V ~T;VC

0

~q.

3/25/30

C -- qt ZF.: .4 %;-

Partial Payment of Irmoice #009532

#554D

43

./"



* Dvusfted' 11i Ngimc
PO, Box 537/Waldorf Industrial Park/Acton Lane
Waldorf, Maryland 20601
301 /8455664 e 202/843-8330

D6vWe Mail
Madwtg Inc.

PLEASE REMIT TO: DIVERSIFIED MAIL MARKETING, INC., 7777 LEESBURG PIKE. FALLS CHURCH. VA 22043

r J "009532

INVOICE

r"
-73 "e

-1

_1

DATETERMS

CUSTOMER
ORDER NO.

DATEMAILED

JOB
NUMBER

DESCRIPTION

* *. ~ **q-~ *I.*-~j,..- .,..

p ~ *~. *-*D

. - - - - . -Ij-I-~* . .**.. . . )

9 9..... ;-. 'I.. .1'.'

9 . .

*~1~ .1';

I,,,. *..

T".-" "e

AV

" 03.)..'

0 / v 336.32.

L_

I/?sf:3

t4

10O

. . . .: -i i I

, I .

. 5

4616t,
e



*'SUITS. 513, 1300 WZLOi. NM IXVgAMDl

. "r e" -. 7 1o6. s 6 .7

bitavl ii, 10 20705

a,* , I 160 0 7 too*

IO

NA I 14"LAJ~
q01

9
0 vwIGuU.MwwqhW. i'u&

N&TIN L

-9M -rINW MWv V66
C.

-~ pqint of the b&mem of l1aim #20932

#524C ICM w

or

r.4

. . . I. . . I .
j W ' r ' ': j, 

'
1745

$26W,76



0

0 . k - .'k

tri-state envelope corporation of maryland [7®[ I(W
.,ELOPE MANUFACTURERS 0 6900 FAIGLE ROAD. BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170 NUMAER 1 L

___________________________________________ (202) 953-3570 NU BR32 ~

'%VOICI DATE
O R ORDER

NUMBER

15-16-80 15-1017-80h4 N

YOUR OR R VIA, OUR UNLESS SP!CIP1D IN THE CAPTION AREAS NkOW:
NUM, R I TRUCK J TERMS: NET 10 DAYS SHIPPED TO: SAME AS 'SOLD To"

CPAC 80q71 v
C-833 CD

! ,'ationa1 Conservative Political Committee
S oD 1300 Wilson Blvd. #513

Arlington VA 22209

l -PREPAID 2= COLLECT
E I - COMPLE TE 2 PARTIAL '

(i-F.'O.S. 0'EST, hATION 2=F.O.B. OUR PLANT

( X-CUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

J XFPEIGMT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION 1 PRICE AMOUNT

#10 24 BK OS DS Std Sty Wdw

plates

MD 5%

Total

13.75M

a(r JS 0

5775.00

18.10

5793.10

289.66

6082.76
2,go. oo

5 2'2 .10,
- I ooo c

, ILNO. I sLM , u ,,r c . IUTC-. UTNT A II. , . I I__ _ _ _ _

II I

PLEA3E PAY

0MEM

420,000

BL 13279

/9
Dave

I I
i I ~ ~ ~ * ~j IMAX TOTYAL

I
CPAC RQ97 - I - - -

-1

. -- - . - - - 0 1- . - & " V , ' . . . . 04" - ' , i .' i .

i-

%



uly. 3, .

-. ***3*.4 1
* .~

4. . 4..

80 

1682.76

Tri-SIate EfrwlCPes
6900 FaigqiP. ad
BeltsvilM, M.D 20705

. NOT .N'E.GTIABLE,-:-

IA ..

For paymet of the baLne of ivoice *10932

#524C IE eag

$1682.76

0

0

~qw-
r. G/80

(

* ~ I

.1 *I



0

.,,tri-state envelope corporation of maryland 0 UKW ® B
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS * 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170 NUMER 03

(202) 953-3570 NUMBER32

INVOICE Dw O O F - - OUR UNLESS SPECIIED IN THe CAPTION AREAS &LROW.oUM ORER 3vOu ORER MuA OUR I IS NUMaj | NUMINi _ 11TRUCK |TERnaS NET 10 DAYS SNIPPE TO, SAME AS "SOW) TO"

C-833 CD
-National Conseyvative Political Com iittee

ID 15J0 Wilson Blvd. 3513
Arlington VA 22209

OUANTITY .O

- 420,0J0 #10 24 BK OS DS St

o
LC/

BL610 132179 Dave

F% Is JJ. Af I l
I -PREPAID 2-COLLECT
1 - COMPLE rE 2 PARTIAL

1 -F.O.. DESTINATION 2:F.O. I. OUR PLANT

X-CUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

J X-FREGIGH CHARGES TO FOLLOW

SCRIPTION " PRICE AMOUNT

I stg Wdw

plates

VID 5%

Total

13.75M 5775.00

18.10

5793.10

289.66

60a2.76
01SCO.CD

- I 'fir -

-- 7- U

t.

Q



1.714

June 20,

Tri- State Envelope Corp.
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsville, I.D. 20705

NOT NEGOTIABLE

C?/16/80 For partial payment of invoice #10932 $2800.00

#524C IE Reagan

. P:'

I'

(

80 ""

2800.00

.. .... ..... . . -- W Z ... . . . .

T-1. ru P. 0, 4,



17 4

Jue27, 80

I V now,

1,600.00

Tri-State EnVekcpe Corp. of M!
6900 t 'aig2 . d
feltsville, D 20705

NO. NE G9111A1L E- -

0::rv v

5/16/30 I

(

Partial Payment of Invoice 410932

*524C IE Peagan

(

$1,600.00



z. --i-!776

1.871

Aug=:!; 2,8 80 "

3923.09
* ** p.~, *C. P.

Ti-State Mrvelqe COrp.
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsvilie, MD 20705

NOT. NEGOTIABLE-

0-

vqr

C6/24/3o For balance payment of ivoioe #11966

#524D

$3923.09

. ,*



'~W~

.- t. .

p. -
a..

AUgust St,

3,869.40C A. 1C. .. • .€ -.,0

Tri-State , A ve Cozp. of M'D
6900 Faigle 1lud
Beltsville, MD 20705

...NOT NEGOTiABLE•

Cm:. p-.

0-

Partial Parnt of invoice #11966
Balance Dme - invoice #12019

($2,300.00)
($1,569.40)

#524D
0524C l Reagan

$3,869.40

( ~

6/24/80
6/27/80



A0

A tri-state envelope corporation of maryland D [WM 0 0 [Ei
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS * 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELT-SVILLE, MD. 20705 0 (301) 792-7170

(202) 953-3570 12019
OU ORDER YOUR ORDER 'A, OLIN UNLESS SPICIFIED IN TIT CAPTION AREAS BELOW:

INVOC C, ,. NUM RI , NUMBER TRUCK TERMS- NET 10 DAYS SHIPPED TO, SAME AS "SOLD TO"

6-92P_7OL i.-130n5-80- a RCOC -x9 D-M S M n .1 1 I

JOB C912 o
FNational Conservative Political Action CommJiI oPREPAID 2-POLLCT

S 1500 ilson Blvd i2PARTIAL
0 r on vd 1 -F.o.. DESTINATION 2=F.O.B. OUR PLANTArlington VA 22209 XCUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

t L __j X-FREIGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

22,500 Copy was changed by customer after 22,500
envelopes had already been run on the press,~
These envelopes were bailed per Sandy at
RAVCO.

272,000 #9 24 WW OS DS Std Sty Wdw

294,500 Total billed for 16.OOM 4712.00

plates 106.00

restripping 10.00
BL# 13987 (170,000) Lot I

14149 (102,000) Lot 2 Dave 4828.00
MD 5% 241.40

,, • , I I,. . i . . . " . . '.. . . .i. _ i..

0!L M IJ 51.5M C l CH.~1j FRY. CHG. SUbTOTAL I TAX I
TX TOTAL

I I 5069.40 PAY

- 35oo.
I, , !

T

TOTAL

] '_ PLASE

/S..

I,.... . ,-i!



Li
-tri-state envelope corporation of maryland 0 K W® 0 Z[

.FNVELOPE MANUFACTURERS 0 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170
(202) 953.3570

vC)C! DATE 
OUR ORDER

NUMJKEE

11966
YOUR ORtDEt Vu out I UNLESS SPECIFIED IN THE CAPTION AREAS ILOW,
NUMUR TRJCK TERMS NET 10 DAYS I SHIPPED TO. SAME AS "SOLD TO"

-0 6-1289-8 Ncpac 868.b x DMS MD 1 1 1 1 1

7National Conservative Political Action Coimm- t4hhPREAID 2COLLECT 1
1500 Wilson Blvd 70513 (1 =COMPLETE 2-PARTIAL
Arlington VA 22209, -F.O.S. DESTINATION 2-F.O.B. OUR PLANT

[X,,FREEHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW i

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

755,000 3-5/8 x 7-3/4 24 Golden Rod
OS DS Regular BRE 7.85M 5926.75

MD 5% 296.34-

Total iK? 6223.09

BL-# 13354 (460,000
14091 (295,000) Dave

BL NO, _ LSM I CUT CHG. FRt. CHG. I SUB-TOTAL TAX I TOTAL
PLEASE PAY

IF,



t. . - ..

Au st it

( "038.40

'l028s4abe M~l -to01e , .
6900 Faigle Bond
Beltsville, D 20705 -C- -'-- '%'

... NO.T NEGOIIABLE
A

0

Partial Pa nt of Irvicw." 209
Payme~nt of Invoic2 #11W2

($3,500.00)

$4,269.20
$1,769.20

#524C IE Reagan
#5240

co
6/27/30

( /27/80

$7,038.40

- : :..:- A,%.. Z-Z, V ,I



Stri-state envelope corporation of maryland El RVW [ ( [
ENVEjL2 JMNUFACTUJRERS 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170 NME

(202) 953-3570 12019
OUR OMROE- YOUR Omoim VU- OW UNLESS SECIFIED IN THE CAPTION AREAS BELOW.

Iw,,OiCt DATE NUMBER NUMUR , IrUcK TrERMS N*T to .DAYS SHIPPED M SAME AS -SJOfI TOr

Jos C913 C --ni MPAID 2-COLLECT

n :ational Conservative Political Action Co IeCOMPLETE 2.PAT A

ToD 1500 Wilson Ilvd TE
TO 1I0 -tS~ Id(F.0OG. DESTINATION '2,,F.0.9. OUR PLANT

Arlington VA 22209 X=CUT cAROES To FLLOW

•I X-FREiGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY DESCRIPiON PRICE AMOUNT

22,530 Copy was changed by customer after 22,500
envelopes had already been run on the press
These envelopes were bailed per Sandy at
RAVCO.

272,000 #9 24 WW OS DS Std Sty Wdw

294,500 Total billed for 16.OM 4712.00

plates 106.00

restripping 10.00
BL4 13987 (170,000) Lot 1

14149 (102,000) Lot 2 Dave 4828.00
M0 5% 241.40

e, L No. SLSM CUr CHG. FRT. C0G. SUS-TOTAI j TAX TOTALP A

5U69.40 _



9

* . -: .
* ~..j..

*-1* ~

Tri-State Ive1pe Corp. of M
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsviife, I*D 20705

NOT NEGOTIABLE

q-

6/30/30 Paymment of Barm of Inveoce 112031

#524D ZB Reagan

(.

t929

Sept._5, s8

2,822.65
• " '*..o. - "," e. -.

$2v822.65



0

t tri-state envelope corporation of maryland I 0 (2 [E
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 (301) 792-7170 12031,. "(202) 953-3570 NUMBER

OUR OMlOER
UNLESS SPECIFIED IN THE CAPTION AREAS SELOWtVOUR ORtDER V1A.OUR I ........ I ... ...... ..

,VOCE DA'! NUA.MR u-eu TRucK TE--' NET 10 DAYSu''

6- 30-80 6-1290-80 NCPAC 8681 x DMS MD I
C897 &..

National Conservative Pblitical
1500 Wilson B1vd0513
Arlington VA 22209

I -PREPAID 2-QtLLElr III
Acti on Cornmi ttee( =COMPLETE 2-PARTIAL J

1 =F.O.S. DESTINATION 2-F.O.. OUR PLANT J
CfX=CUT CHARGES TO FOLLOWI XFREIGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

I

I
1 1~ 1 J IIJmU

(175,00((275 .OO(

#- 24 BK

plates

MD 5%

Total

Dave

10. IOM

135 (250 Dav
•.,i-i I cI I 1T r'r.

I I ,

4545.00

48.00

4593.00

229.65

4822.65

28Z.(05)

PPAY

450,000

CoI

BL # 1411213853

I j

FRT C'HG. SUB.TOTAL

S

ftle t-DI TIO W 'I m..... . .i

°R C-G .. .. .. .. ... .. .. .. I'

!

I

rmlnkmEDm dEI IIF 1 IUPlP.i | • Liqr|l V

TAX I simA |,



AX Vt 29,

Tri-State Eave~qwe ccap.
6900 aigle foul
eltsville, kf.t'yaxal 20705

NOT NEGOTIABLE

_: 7

6/30/80 1 Parta P !ynt of InVoice #12031

#524C IE !na$

~a.

(0 r'~

tii - .F.A 10.

,9±1l

iTICb 2,000.00

S , • ,

$2r000.00



Strimst8tO enveloPs coprton Of MaryaU~
*1 

* ETVLE D 00 (301) 792-7170 N1M0ER

.ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS 6900 FAb LE ROAD, E TS I E.M .2 7 5 (202) 953 -3570 1NUMBER
- -----rLESS 

ginoRE I THECRI "AMSSL~
roII s.,ETSAW AS SOLD 1

C897

~iatioflal conservative Pbiltical

1500 1,4ilson BlVd$513

Arliflgtu VA 22209

450200

Action Co r.ute 1FO. DESTIATION 2F.O.S. OUR PAN,

X-CUT0
4CHARGES TO FOLOW

#9 24 BK OS DS Std StY Wdw

pl ates

?4D 5%

Total

13L# 14112
13353

CUSTo0-AR, CO?Y

N " f -, ̂

A.1-?t Ot 
j

4% &.1

4

Z



Aut_29,-

~e c ~ ~ 4..

Tri-State ibweop corp.
6900 Falgl. Bud
Seltvile, tryland 20705

NOT NEGOTIABLE
U.; -

Go

Partial Papyeft of Invoice #12031

0524C IE Reagan

'~ ~>

191i

• 80

: 2,000.00

6/30/80

$2,000.00



4-.;,. . .

Sept. j9,

itt. P~ t- *'-*

~*~*

* I j3f9fl
*I..~

'* . .: 850.00

Tri-State Envelope Corp.
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsville, MD 20705

NOT NEGOTIABLE

N U .
4. .

For partial payment of invoice $12145

#520C IE Reagan

$850.00

4L .

(.

1969

.80

0

qr

/80



9 0

trin-state envelope corporation of maryland I [1W® II E[
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS * 6900 FAIGLE ROAD. BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170

VI .(202) 953-3570 NUMBER 121 451
out 00|1 YOUR 011=2R VIA! OUR UNLESS SPECIFIED Id TM! CAPTION AIEAS BELOW,

*'OWCE DATE N- NUANR NUMIER TRIUC1 TElMS: NET 10 DAYS SIPPED TO: SAME AS "SOLD TO'

LD

2-2-80 6-1342-8 X= 871,', Ir -Im -- -' 1 1 ,1-I
... _-' .. 1 I4=PAID' 2,,COLLECT

1500.. WisnBv 53I-ToMPLETE 2- PARTIAL

1500 i -- on Bvz' 22209 1 -.F.o.b. DESTINATION 2"F.O.S. OUR PLANT .

Arl~ gbs %? 22 09 XCUT CHARGS TO FOLLOW'

(X-FREIGMT CHARGOES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

140,000 3-5/8 x 7-3/4 24 W4 OS IDS rbgular
Split Gun 10.60M 1484.00

plates 10.00

1494.00

5"J( ND5% 74.70

? & ta1/ 1568.70o

BL# 14278 (35,00C)
13989 (35,00C)
14281 (40,00() Dave

61 NO. I SLSm I CUT CMG. FRT. CHG. I SUD.TOT L I TAX I TOTAL
I PAY

.-' .,.-

7' ..

I I _E I I I I ' LAS1

[



'" ' ,-~..s ,Ao,
! &4?4I..O-M,.'rK K N2 1031

1500 WYSO B LVD.. NO. _13
a~~ Ap..ImoTa. ViRn.iA 22M

Octoam ,~j.

IySeven Fmmdred1'u4 1~m7Ol0-----------------------$787._ x A . .e.n ghtteef and 70/ 10 _ _.. . . . . . .. . . . . ... $ 718.70
TO T04E ORDER OF

Tri-State Envelope Corp.
6900 Faigle Road
1w1tsvillse, .D 20705

maw L

* 7/D/P0 Paymnt of Balance &e of Invoice 112145

,524C IR Reagan $718.70

I 
4



0

, tri-state envelope corporation of maryland [I WM [I (a [E
N QPE MANUFACTURES* 69 FAIGLICAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170 1 .NUBR 12 14

(202) 953-3570 NUMBER
OUR ai. VOUmI cam VU4 cult UNLESS SPWERD IN T?! CAPTION AIEAS fflaw.INVOICE DATE NWuII mm TMUCK TERMS- NET 10 DAYS SHIPPED TOr SAME AS "SOLO tO"

7- 134- bXM 87 -C1

lationa1 (-, iervative PootoaI ctLon
1500 Wiln Blvd #513
7Arlingttx VA 22209

_-PREPAID 2-COLLECT ' ' " T I
c ''KOt_0PETE 2-PARTIAL -

I 1-F.O.S. DESTINATION 2-F.O.B. OUR PLANT J
( XCUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

_J X-R!omT CHARGeS TO FOLLOW

3-5/3 x 7-W4 24 1w OS DS ibgu a
split Own

plates

P.D 5%

Total

--- - - -

K
SOLD.
TO

L

1F0,000

BLv 14278
13989
3A2S

1484.00 IP



S

1 500mON.'Ls. CON.ERV~aV

ANUZG-o,. VRC.OM =a"'r
N2 1063

OCtober 24-19__0

PAY i SR64.0TO THE ORDER OF so i"

Tro-State E nvelope Corp. of MD.
6900 Faigle Road
LBeltsvilla, 7.0 20705

Z ( * 0 : 1 - ,' s
0 . Ji

7/23/30 Paymetn of Invoice 112301
i 7/16/80 Payment of Invoice #12222

7/03/80 Payment of Invoice 912087 #S24C Reagan 456.02
SS24D 408.40 tsta_ a

te~R~&fl7

N
1$

%.JIn

44

5"3O

It

0

C -
MOO ;i;qw



ID

I,'L NO. I SLSm I cur CG. FRT. CHG. I SUG-TOTAL I TAX I TOTAL

K IAIPAY

n'-In

''Vt.

7-3-80 -S3 CC9 ME N

7 wational er Pti o litical A:ction - c-PREPAID 2-COLLECT

1500 Wilson Blvd #513 1 -F.O.B. DESTINATON 2-,.O.S. OUR PLANT
Arigo V 20 X-CUT CHARME TO FOLLOW

L ._J X-FREIGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY D ,SCRPTWON PRICE AMOUN4T

10,500 #9 24 ww OS 1S Regular 12.OOM 126.00

ND 5% 6.30

Iotal 132.30

z

r 1 2_PATES cw_.

SBL# 14482 Dave

I I i- I I

tri-state envelope corporation of maryland [I [IW® [1 ( [t
• *NVELOPE MANUFACTURERS * 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSYILLE, MD. 20705 0 (301) 792-7170

(202) 953-3570

OUR O YdulllO i
t 

VIAO UNSS SKMOOFN IN K CAPTIN AREAS SELOWs

INVO*CE DATE IT ERMS. NET 1O AYS SHIPPED TOz SAME AS "SOLD TO*



ZL& tri-state env'
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURE'

f

pe corporation of marylandW ® Ek' L 0
#00 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 * (301) 792-7170

(202) 953-3570

OUR ORDER YOUR ORE VIA, OUR UNLESS SRPCIFIED IN THE CAPTION AREAS MOW,

INVOICE DATE NUMRn NUMSER TRUCK TERMS: NfT 10 DAYS SHIPPED TOt SAmf AS %SOLD TO"

7-16-83 7-1494-80 I NCPAC 9093 x Dm MD
3JB# C910 __, A ,

I f~ttfti-I'National 0onservative Political
;OLD 1500 Wilson Blvd #513
TO Arlington VA 22209

Action CaCMI ( ,,PEA.ID 2-COLLECT
I2 -PARTIAL

(I -F.O.. DESTINATION 2-FO.L OUR PLANT

(XCUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

XFREIGHT CHARGES TO FOtLOW

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRCE AMOUMN

10,500

BL# 14360

#9 24 W OS DS Std Sty Wdw

plates

MD 5%

Total&

/

A ~

12222

I

23.50M 246.75

16.20

262.95

13.15

276.10

1

I \r

Dave

r



, trl-state envelope corporation of maryland 0I KI*W® l (B [
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS 0 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 a (301) 792-7170

a (202) 953-3570

NOIcEa OATE omRI I

L.
YOU OW VIA, OURI UNLESS SPECIFIED IN THE CAPTION ARIAS ILOW,

NI AUll TRUCK j TERMS NET 10 DAYS I SHIVED TO SAME AS "SOLD TO"

01 C897 ;; 1 PREPAID 2-COLLECT

Natitonal CQoservative Political Action I -COMPLETE 2-PARTIAL
1500 Wilson Blvd 513 -F.O.. DESTINATION 2-F.O.& OUR PLANT
Arlington VA 22209 X-CUT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

L X-FREIGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTI__Y . .. _DESCRIPTION PRICE AMOUNT

43,003 ( #9 24 BK OS DS Std Sty 10w 0.OM 434.30

SM 5% 21.72

Ttl 456.02

BL# 14115 Dave

ILN I0 L 'SM I CUTCHG. 040. I SU3~1OTAL I TAX I TOTAL I.
- - - I -t- I -- -HG. ="T. CHG. I SUS_ _ _ _ __ _ I

I I
-o AY

'-

1P4



.-. tnistote enuelope corpomton
ENVELOPE'MANUMACTURERS 0 ASHLAND, PENNSYLVANIA 17921 * (717) 875-0433

Toll-Free Plant Numbers 800 233-0513/233-0514 NUMBER 580
I- I I

OU ORERoJ""oIoe Y"r O.qw "k OUm UNLESS SPECIFIED IN TlE CAPTIO*4 AREAS SELOW,'eDIP a" eq v e a'B ...

- I -.- ,.N . a,-: , ,. anr,-,eu IV: a MI AS 'SOLID TO"

4/1010 3-2098-60 NCPAC-712 X Media America

o 1 PREPAID 21COLLECT
National Conservative Poli tical Action Committ 1-COMPLETE 2-PAmnAL ,
1500 ilson Boulevard #51; .- F.O.8 DESTINATION 2-F.O.B. OUR PLANT
Arlington, VA 22209 X-CUT CHARGES TO FOLLOWi I x -FREGHT CHARGES To FOLLOW

OUANTITY DESCRIPTION PRCE' AA,UNT

5,100 6 3/4, 24 LB. Laid Bond White, OS, Ptd 87T $28.00 $142.80
+Plate Chg. $ 10.00

$152.80
+4% Tax $ 6.11

$158.91

OIL w 5 ~LS" M UI I.lMfj FQT. CHG,. SUI.TOTAL
TAX TOTAL

nc~R4~; 7)7 I I ~j~PAY

SOLD

TAX TOTAL t KEASE
nz;R4A I n7 I



9

tri-state envelope corporation of maryland [ [' W® [ ( [
ENVELOPE MANUFACTURERS 0 6900 FAIGLE ROAD, BELTSVILLE, MD. 20705 0 (301) 792-7170 NUMBER

(202) 953-3570438
OUR OvOM YOUR ORDoERIm out UNLESS SPECIFIED IN TME CAPTION AREAS SHOW:

INVOICE DATE NUfA1*4 NUM11 f w TEIRMS: NET 10 DAYS SHIPPED TO: SAM AS 'SOLO TO

4-7-80 J-0621-80M NCPAC 7123 x Media Amer. VA
JUW U/bb U

1-PREPAID 2-COLLECT

National Conservative Politi al Action Committ-e =c oMPEm
1500 Wilson Blvd #f513 1 = .O.S.,DES
Arlington VA 22209 , T cHAR

2-PARTIAL
rINATION 2-F.O.D. OUR PLANT

;ES TO FOLLOW

j (, X=REIGHT CHARGES TO FOLLOW

QUANTITY DESCIiPTION PRICE AMOUNT

5,000 7-3/4 24 White Laid Bond OS DS Regular 29.00,V 145.00

plates 15.30

160.30

VA 4% 6.41

Total 166.71

at- 19549 Dnae,
Si 1%7. F )sLM 1 CUt CmG. FRY. CHG. I $U&TOTAL I TAX I TOTAL

PLASE
PAY

IIF

I-

I I...LZI

d

9-

t



*.

.Junoe6,r

fLC.. ° . .

Tri-State Envelope Corp. of Nd.
6900 Faigle Road
Beltsville, Md. 20705

80

325.62.

/
.'1 OQlfN E'TIAB LE -+

- a ~IM \r~.>-

Invoice #10438
Invoice # 580

$325.62

0

4/7/80
4/10/80

0524D



0

0

(W0w 1 0

1a14.1

*O C4

CO 01) cn gd

0

I
I



SEDAM '&MAINOV
A PRNFSSSIOAL CORP@ONRATION

ATTORNEYS AT I.AW

700 OLD PRIN@.eOUgg ROAD

MCLeAN, V3=ourzl& autos

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.
J. CURTIS MERGE

ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR.
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER
KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR

JOHN ROBERT CLARK I

(70) 621-1000

May 18, 1981

1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 00

(802) 303-7184

TWX/TIELEX: 710- 31-006

CAStE: SrDAMHERGE

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Coumission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: HUR 1252

Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

I enclose NCPAC's responses to Coumission Inter-
rogatories B and B(l)-B(3). You will recall that on October
14, 1980, I submitted to you NCPAC's responses to Commission
Interrogatories A and C in this matter. I will forward to
you additional documents and information requested by the
Commission as those items are produced by NCPAC. NCPAC is
currently searching its records in an effort to produce the
requested information.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sp ks, JV

enclosure
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ame Adress

Karen Aams
1707 South 26th Street
Arlington, VA

James Altman
5340 North 37th St.
Arlington, VA 22207

John Andruknois
6036 North 25th Street
Arlington, VA

Mary Andrukonis
6036 North 25th Street
Arlington, VA 22207

Barbara Augustus
1500 Massachusetts #322
Washington, DC

Sandra Augustus
1500 Massachusetts #322

*, Washington, DC

C3 Elizabeth Aquino
1121 Arlington Blvd.
Arlington, VA

Margaret Baker
.7026 Round Tree Rd.

Falls Church, VA

Stacy Ballin
147 Seth Low Mtn.Rd.

SRidgefield, CT 06877

SGloria Balthrop
1717 R Street, NW #101

00 Washington, DC

Mary Bilian
18901 Devonshire
Burmingham, MC 48009

Norma P. Bell
1523 No. 16th Rd, #3
Arlington, VA 22209

Randall Bergen
5601 Seminary Rd. #2114-N
Falls Church, VA 22041

Albert Biddle III
501 Haven Lane
Great Falls, VA 220G6

Brent Bozell
317 Ro,:k Springs Rd
Warrenton, VA

;04tion~ Held,
a t 1'A~C

CAlleor

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Callor

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Convention
Worker

Caller

Caller

Caller

Fundraiser

sTit-180
5/81

2/80 -
2/81

6/80
Present

1978
Present

9/80-

8/80 -

12/80

1/80 -

6/80

10/79 -

Present

6/80 -
10/80

10/80 -

3/81

7/80 -
7/80

12/79 -

12/79

12/79 -

9/81

5/80 -

9/80

5/80 -

Present

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopret to

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

C. Channell



Susanne Buchanan
1823 North 14th Street
Arlington# VA

Pamela Bynum
4660 Martin Luther
King Ave, SW #A903

Washington, DC

Caller

Caller

1978 -
Present

9/80 -
12/80

NCPAC

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

3. Lopretto

W. R. Campbell
1344 G Street, SE
Washington, DC

Beatrice Cothran
4430 - 14th Street, NE
Washington, DC

Celeste Cruz
1701 Massachusetts Ave,NW
Washington, DC

Laura Cruz
1701 Mass. Ave* NW

o Washington, DC

Donna L. Daly

College Park, 
MD

Frederick S. Daly
8610 - 34th Avenue

o College Park, bD

Anthony Dailey
425 Edgewood St. NE
Washington, DC

June Dempsey
3087 Brinkley Rd.
Temple Hills, MD

Anne Dohrs
2916 Olive Street, NW
Washington, DC

John T. Dolan
3129 South 14th St.
Arlington, VA

Lois Doyle
1011 Arlington Blvd 704W
Arlington, VA

Christine Estes
1833 N.1ampshire Ave,NW
Apt #104
Washington, DC

Tristin Evans
800 N. Wayne Street
Arlington, VA

Fundraiser

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller
C-8

Caller

Coordinator

National
Chairman

Caller

Caller

Asst.Supervisor

6/80 -
Present

3/80 -

Present

6/80 -
Present

9/80 -
10/80

1978 -
9/80

1978 -
Present

8/80 -
10/80

9/80 -
Present

6/80 -
Present

1978 -
Present

1978 -

12/80

11/79 -

Present

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCF

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

C. Channell

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. LoP:,,tto

J. Lopretto

J. Dolan

N/A

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto



Richard M. Farell
3412 "P" Street, NW
Washington, DC

Terry S. Feaganes
2603 Fairhaven Avenue
Alexandria, VA

Jacqueline Fox
5863 Monticello Rd.
Alexandria, VA

Michael Freeman
1309 North Ode St #502
Arlington, VA

Scott Gardner
1602 Elson St.
W. Hyattsville, MD

Brian M. Goray
Box 401 Rt. #4

., Chaple Hill, NC

o) Eleanor Hannegan
9378 Tartan View Dr.

O Fairfax, VA

C\1 Susan S. Hannegan
6519 Newington Rd.
Lorton, VA

Edna Healey
4928 S. 14th Street

SArlington, VA

,4 Toni Ingram
1627 N. Abingdon St.

00 Arlington, VA

Richard Jones
Box 3-374, Fldg 403
Ft. Myer, VA

Susan Kardaras
4719 Southland Avenue
Alexandria, VA

Thomas Kardaras
4719 Southland Avenue
Alexandria, VA

Joanne Kay
915 Crittenden, NW
Washington, DC

Daniel Curt Kerekes
1315 r-5 "T" Street
Washington, DC

Caller

Cletk

Clerk

Caller

Caller

Convention
Worker

Head
Bookkeeper

6/80 -
9/80

1978 -
Present

1978 -
Present

10/79 -
9/80

12/80 -
12/80

7/80 -
7/80

4/80 -
Present

Head 4/80 -

Bookkeeper 2/81
(Former Treasurer)

Administrative 1/80 -

Assistant Present

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

10/79 -
12/80

1/80 -
12/80

12/79 -
Present

12/79 -

Present

8/80 -
12/80

9/80 -

10/80

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

I'CI'AC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenbej

C. Taw

C. Taw

C. Channell

J. Lopretto

J. Lojretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lo.. etto

J. Lopretto



. aC40e 4

Benjamin Kinard
3430 25th Avenue
Hillcrest Heights, MD

Tracey Kirksey
4309 East 131st Street
Cleveland, OH

Christopher Kraut
6015 Crater Place
Alexandria, VA

Christine Kraut
6015 Crater Place
Alexandria, VA

Catherine Evans
800 N. Wayne St. #302
Arlington, VA

Velma Lane
1700 Jasmine Terract

I #19-208
Hyattsville, MD0
Tommy Lee
1121 24th Street, NW

¢ Washington, DC

T' David Lopretto
4327 Ravensworth Rd

o #618

Annandale, VA

C Jaquelene Lopretto
4327 Ravensworth Rd.

S#618
Annandale, VA

Stuart MacLean
126 North Brookside Dr.
Arlington, VA

Gary Maloney
1111 Arlington Blvd.

#429
Arlington, VA

John Marr
2201 L Street, NW #810
Washington, DC

Kim IMcCaldon
1143 N. Frederick Street
Arlington, VA

Maria McCarthy
1660-B Beckman Pl., MI
Washington, DC

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Supervisor
Phone Bank

Researcher

Researcher

Assistant
Supervisor

Caller

Caller

11/80
Present

9/80 -
Present

2/79 -
Present

1978
Present

11/80 -
Present

9/0 -

10/80

11/80 -

Present

9/79 -
Present

1978 -
Present

9/80 -
11/80

9/80 -
11/80

6/80 -
Present

8/79 -

4/81

12/80 -

4/81

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

3. Lopretto

3. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Dolan

L. Stoltenberg

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto



#age 5

Mary McIntirt
5550 North Morgan St.
Alexandria, VA

Chreyl Melvin
162 Todd Place, NE
Washington, DC

Nancy Meyer
5000 South 14th Street
Arlington, VA

Wanda Mickett
:-:59 Jennings St.
Woodbridge, VA

Donald Parschalk
8631 Village Way
Alexandria, VA

Licille Phillips
' 1278 Delafield Place, NE
, Washington, DC

o Paula Phillips
1278 Delafield, Pl., NE
Washington, DC

Tammy Phillips
S1278 Delafield Place, NE

Washington, DC
0

Manolito Ramirez
8515 Grubb Road

cSilver Springs, MD

SLeigh Ramsay

2116 N. Key Blvd. #938
C*- Arlington, VA

Roger Reed
Route 1, Box 8

Hayti, Missouri

Brenda Riggins
2108 Country Road #1
District Heights, MD

Betty Lou Roan
7800 Tayloe Drive, #70
Manassas, VA

Scott Robinson
2608 South Grant Street
Arlington, VA

Paula Scaringi
2725 - 39th St., MW #406

Washington, DC

Secretary

Caller

Secretary

Caller

Caller

Clerk

Clerk

Clerk

Caller

Caller

Researcher

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

2/80 -
12/80

8/80 -

10/80

8/80 -

3/81

9/80 -

1/81

8/80 -

Present

2/80 -
Present

2/80 -
12/80

1/80 -
10/80

7/80 -
10/80

9/80 -
10/80

5/80 -
10/80

9/80 -
10/80

7/79 -
12/79

11/79 -

12/79

7/79 -
8/80

C. Cbii"e"2.

NCPAC J. Lopretto

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

L. Stolteriberg

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. loprc:tto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopre tto



Edward Smith
6409 Elliot Place
11yattsville, MD

Lisa stoltenberg
716 Queen Street
Alexandria, VA

Helen Strojek
1727 Mass. Avenue* NW
Washington, DC

Lillie Sullivan
1745 "T" Ste SE #201
Washington, DC

Candace Taw
2024 South Quincy
Arlington, VA

Elizabeth Valdivia
1020 - 19th Street, NW

!! Washington, DC

o3 Peter Wages

4801 No. 26th Street
Arlington, VA

John Wildberger
S2009 Park Road, NW

Washington, DC0
87 Guyton Williams

1728 N. Troy Street
Co Arlington, VA

.') Andrew Winkler

4300 Old Dominion Drive
Apt. 210
Arlington, VA

Melanie Wright
3813 Tall Oak Ct.
Annandale, VA

Chreyl Bendis
470 Taylor St., #H-13
Washington, DC

Linda Kaieforth
5510 Crossrail Court
Burke, VA

Barbara Golding
3101 Wessynton Way
Alexandria, VA

Lisa Dudley
3139 Cofer Road
Falls Church, VA

Caller

Political
Director
(Treasurer)

Secretary

Caller

Office
Manager
(Asst. Treasurer)

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Secretary

Secretary

Secretal:y

Secrctary

12/8Q -
12/80

7/79 -

Present

9/80 -
11/80

1/80 -
1/81

5/80 -
Present

8/80 -

9/80

7/80 -

1/81

1978 -

Present

12/80 -
Present

12/80 -
12/80

12/79 -
4/81

4/81-
Present

4/81-
Present

3/81 -
Present

2/81 -
Present

NCPAd

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

J., Loj&etto

J. Dolan

C. Channell

J. Lopretto

J. Dolan

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J . Lopretto

3. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

C. Channell

C. Channell

C. Channell



Amy Eshlean
214 North Alfred

Alexandria* VA

Judith Gorny
1802 Wilson Lane #203
McLean, VA

Karen Grant
7905 Dassett Court
#301
Annandale, VA

Leif Noren
7717 Donnybrook Ct. #201
Annandale, VA

Knut Rostad
13925 Esworthy Road
Germantown, MD

Mary Adams

!- 818 North Jackson St.

Arlington, 
VA

Maria Amas
6950 North 28th St.

CV Arlington, VA

"T Linda Andrukonis

6036 N. 25th Street
Arlington, VA

Daniel C. Beck
O 7481 Lee Highway #815

Falls Church, VA

0 Mary Bilian
18910 Davonshire
Burmingham, Michigan

Robin Bolden
8121 Manson Street
Landover, MC

Bruce Bombere
723 N. Ivy
Arlington, VA

Becki Burlingame
2729 Gallows RU. #301
Vienna, VA

Peter Corrigan
106 South Lexington St
Arlington, VA

Jeanne Dodge
7815 Falstaff Rd.
:i-cLean, VA

Receptionist

Secretary

Assistant
Bookkeeper

Assistant To
Of fice Mgr.

Researcher

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Convention
Worker

Receptionist

Caller

Head
Bookkeeper

Caller

Receptionist

3/81 -
Present

12/80 -

Present

3/81 -
5/81

1/81 -

Present

1/81 -
Present

9/79 -
7/80

8/79 -
1/80

7/80 -
8/80

2/80 -
3/80

7/80 -
7/80

4/80 -
7/80

1/80 -

2/80

1978 -

3/80

4/80 -

5/80

1/80 -

4/S0

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

C. Taw

C. Channell

C. Taw

C. Taw

L. Stoltenberg

J. Loprotto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

C. Taw

J. Lopretto

J. Dolan

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg



Marltha buncan
1762 Presto.-I Rd.
Alc.xandria, VA

Lillian Faulkner
1500 North 16th Rd. #2A
Arlington, VA

Mark Florio
701 Marshall Rd., SW
Vienna, VA

Debra Fox
58363 '!ohtice11o Rd.
Alexandria, VA

Donna Goray
18731 Glenwood
Lathrup Village, MI

Hacry Hannah
'-O 5113 Scarsdale Rd.

Bethesda, MD

o Winnifred Henley
152 Birch St. #C-1

Gom Falls Church, VA

Joseph Jackson
- 606 Acker St. Basm't.

Washington, DC

Robert Jewett
T' 6206 - 12th Rd.

0 Arlington, VA

SSamuel Jones, Jr.

501 Slaters Lane
0 Alexandria, VA

Sheila Lewis
5142 Williamsburg Blvd.
Arlington, Va

Leslie Lynch
1135 Belmont Avenue
Wyomissing, PA

Silas Manuel
8229 Russell Rd.
Alexandria, VA

Debbie Mitchell
6840 Stoneybrooke Lane
Alexandria, VA

Georgie Mitchell
1515 South Jefferson
Davis Highway

Arlington, VA

Office
Manager

Cafler

Researcher -

Caller

Convention
Worker

Intern

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

3/80 -
4/80

1/80 -
-9/80

11/79 -

1/80

2/80 -
4/80

7/80 -
7/80

(,/80 -
8/80

8/79 -
1/80

6/80 -
6/80

1/79 -
1/80

12/80 -

1/81

1/80 -
2/80

9/79 -
5/80

6/80 -
8/80

1/80 -
1/80

6/80 -
7/80

NCPAC

NCPAC

CALL

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

3. Dolan

J. Lopretto

J. Dolan

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

L. Stoltcnberg

J. Lopretto

3. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto



Deborah Moore
ell Edgewocd Terrace,
Apt 901-
Washington, DC

Leslie Neesy
1312 Illiliois St., N.
Arlington, VA

Bobby Owens
302 Youngs Cliff Rd.
Sterling, VA

Patricia Owens
302 Youngs Cliff Rd.
Sterling, VA

Sharon Pelton
2018 Sweetbriar Avenue
Nashville, TN

Geraldine Persaud
905 N. Pollard St #7
Arlington, VA

0
Shirlene Peters

som 10815 Bucknell Drive
Vheaton, MD

:.-:uriel Homme
Arlington Towers

o 1111 Madison Bldg.
Arlingtoni, VA

Richard Rattner
9308 Coronado
Fairfax, VA

co Joanne Rang
1637 N. 21st Road
Arlington, VA

Deborah Riley
16000 Stonefoot Road
Accokeek, M1D

Alan Scafuri
30540 N. Greenbriar
Franklin, MI

Catherine Scruggs
6310 Lee Highway
Arlington, VA

Grant Smith
1"82 %:elbourne
Burminghan, N1

Susan Stricklin
701 M:arshall Road
Vienna VA

Ctller 1/80 -
I18

Asst.
Bookkeeper

Support
Staff-
Clerical

Secretary

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Convention
Worker

Caller

Convention
Worker

Caller

9/79 -
2/80

3/80 -
4/80

12/79 -

6/8.0

3/80 -
6/80

8/80 -
8/80

1/80 -
1/80

12/79 -

3/80

2/80 -
5/80

6/80 -
8/80

5/80 -
5/80

7/80 -
7/80

1978 -
3/80

7/80 -
7/Co

3/80 -
6/80

Y
t~C~c

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

3. Lop~etto

B. Burlingame

C. Channell

C. Channell

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopretto



Elizabeth Valdivia
1020 - 19th St. MI
Washington, DC

Rita wittig
6800 Fleetwood Rd.
McLean, VA

Caller

Caller

8/80 -
9/80

1978 -

3/80
NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J7. Lopretto

Bryan Wirwicz
4112 South - 36th Street

Arlington, VA

Peter Asmar
318 South Whiting St.-
Apt -14
Alexandria, VA

Fundraiser -

Head
Bookkeeper

1/80
5/80

2/81
3/81

NCPAC

NCPAC

C. Channell

C. Taw

John Amdrukonis
6036 N. 25th Street
Arlington, VA

'4 Garen Babajanian

800 North Wayne
Arlington, VA

George Hawkins, Jr.
8903 Crandall Road
Lanham, FD

SRonald Leighton
1506 North Scott St.

o Arlington, VA

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

#10

Maurice F!rshall
6841 Riverdzle Rd. #A202
Riverdale, ND

Theresa Nave
O 1615 South 28th Street #10

Arlington, VA

Amalia Noguera
4141 Henderson Rd. #514
Arlington, VA

Richard Paulson
806 South Orme Street
Arlington, VA

Helaine Roberts
2251 Pimmit Drive
Fallz Church, VA

Valarie Schreck
1405 A North Van Dorn
Alexandria, VA

Danita Audrey Selph
1617 South 26th Street,
Arliiigton, VA

6/80 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

2/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

1/81 -
Present

12/80 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

2/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

5/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Loprtto



Christina Slaney
437 Argyle Drive
Al,.xandria, VA

Richard Slaney
4501 Arlington Blvd.
Apt 0820
Arlington, VA

Kristina Sohail-Ahmed
8308 Tobin Road
Annandale, VA

Patricia A. Swinson
4809 North 17th Street
Arlington, VA

Robin Wagner
6525 Halleck Street
District Heights, ND

Leigh huff, Jr.
%IO 110 W. Masonic View Avenue

Alexandria, VA
0

Calvin Amburgey
4920 Lombard Lane
Dale City, VA

Susan Anderson
C;43 King Louis Drive
Alexandria, VA

Mary Carter
S1301 15th Street, NW

Washington, DC

Caroln Cason
3320 Curtis Drive
#202
Hillcrest Heights, MD

E. William Coombs
Idylwood Towers W, #402
Falls Church, VA

Aubrey H. Jones
1204 South Washington St.
Alexandria, VA

Josephine Lamont
1212 North Cleveland Street
Arlington, VA

Robert Noet
1511 North Highland
Arlington, VA

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Intern

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

3/81 -
Present

1/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

4/81 -
Present

3/81 -
4/81

8/79 -
11/79

3/79 -
12/79

10/79 -
10/79

1978 -

10/79

1978 -
9/79

1978 -
9/79

Caller

Caller

9/79 -
9/79

1978 -
9/79

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lqpretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

L. Stoltenberg

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Loprotto



; ' Pi90 12 .,

Phillip Pipkin,
106 Morris Drive #303
Laurel, MD

Steven Richfield
1201 North Stuart Street
Arlington, VA

Vivian Sadtler
425 E. Columbia Street

Falls Church, VA

Diane Simmons
4203 Oglethorpe St. #103
Hyattsville, MD

Phyllis Tinsley
7252 #1 Fairchild Drive
Alexandria, VA

J. Curtis Herge
Sedham & Herge

7600 Old Springhouse Rd.
McLean, VA

Carl Channell
2032 Belmont Rd.

e~ 11ishington, DC

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Caller

Secretary
of Board of
Directors

Consultant

12/79 -
12/79

7/79 -
9/79

11/79 -
12/79

8/79 -
9/79

10/79 -
10/79

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

NCPAC

Sedham
Herge

1978 -
Present

NCPAC

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

J. Lopretto

N/A

J. Dolan



Rhonda Stahlman
CALL
5707 Seminary Rd.

Suite 308
Bailey's Crossroads, VA

Curt Clinkscales
CLCo
101 Washington Court

Falls Church, VA

Rcbert L. Shortley
310 North Pitt
Alexandria, VA

David Keene
10874 Hampton Rd.
Fairfax Station, VA

Richard Gueske
9 %MediAmerica

1900 North Beauregard
o3 Alexandria, VA

Jimmie Walker
%Time & Space Media

Servicers
S5350 Poplar Avenue

Suite 512, Box 7
o Memphis, Tennessee

Execuitve
Committee
Member

Execuitve
Committee
Member

Execuitve
Committee
Member

Consultant

MediaBuyer

MediaBuyer

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/ACALL

CLCo N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A

MediAmerica N/A

N/A
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UNITED STATES DISTRI
FOR THE DISTRICT OF

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, )

Petitioner, )

V. )

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL )
ACTION COMMITTEE,

Respondent.

ORDER

ECT COURT 01 APRZZ All' -
COLUMBIA

MISC. ACTION NC

FIL

APR 2 1
JAMES F.

. 81-0019

IEY. D 70 -

Upon consideration of Respondent's Motion to Stay Pend149

Appeal and Petitioner's Memorandum in Opposition 
Thereto:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Motion for 
Stay Pending Appeal

is denied;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Respondent comply with Petitioner's

Subpoena and Order immediately.

UNITE TATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
DATE

R E Gi: ',i 
'  

.'::' 7 :''':

C, 00 . :-;i, :i,

IF
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, ))
Petitioner, )

V. ) Miscellaneous Action
) No. 81-0019

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE )
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE, )

Respondent. F I L E D
FEB 26131

ORDER JAMES F. DAVEY, Clerk

This matter having come before the Court for hearing on

February 26, 1981, upon the Federal Election Commission's petition

for an order to show cause why its subpoena should not be enforced

and the Court having heard argument by counsel for their parties;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Commission's petition be, and

hereby is, granted, and

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that respondent National Conservative

Political Action Committee produce for inspection and copying 'all

of the documents and materials and answers to written questions

requested by said Commission subpoena to the National Conservative

Political Action Committee on Marchqs, 1981, at Room 701, 1325

K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

Date 'U States District Court Judge

United States District Court
for the District of C'|inb a

A TRUE COPY

JAMES F. DAVEY LERK
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COM4ISSION,
Petitioner,

V.

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE,

Respondent.

MiRcellaneous Action
No. 81-0019

ERRATA

On February 23, 1981, the Federal Election Commission submitted

its Reply To Respondent's Opposition To Petition To Show Cause

Why Subpoena Should Not Be Enforced. Attached as Exhibit 2 was

a Memorandum Opinion of this court which was not copied correctly

and which is therefore incomplete. Attached herewith is a complete

copy of this document which the Commission asks be substituted as

Exhibit 2.

General Counsel

Thomas J. Whitehead
Assistant General Counsel

Anne A. Weissenborn
Attorney

Vincent J ." ConveryJ
Attorney

Dated:

Ad.



UNITED STATES-DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

C=,

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,

Petitioner, • .

v. : Miscellaneous Action No. 60-0207

CITIZENS FOR JAROUCHE FILED
Respondent. -o wS .

MEMORANDUM O .DEA-um L DAVE. Clerl

Petitioner, Federal Election Commission (the Commission). has

applied to this Court for enforcement of its subpoena issued to

respondent, Citizens for Larouche (CFL) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437

d (a)(i) in connection with its investigation of possible

violations of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account

Act.
1

This Act provides for limited public funding of Presidential

primary elections, obtained from the general fund of the Treasury

through designation of one or two dollars, respectively, by

individual taxpayers on their individual or joint income tax .-,.-.

returns, and it authorizes federal matching payments for certain

small contributions to eligible candidates. Eligibility

requirements are specific and include, inter alia, an agreement of

the candidate that the FEC will be provided any requested evidence

or documentation regarding qualified campaign expenses and that

the candidate will maintain and furnish the Commission any- other

information or records it may request, Committee to Elect Lyndon

LaRouche v. Federal Election Commission, , 613 F.2d 834 (D.C. Cir.

1979), cert. denied 100 S. Ct. 1019 (1980). - .

CPL,, a political committee, although responding in part, has

refused full compliance with the demand that it produce certain

documents and respondto various questions. The respondents -

assert that the subpoena is fatally defective in that it was

issued illegally in part, is overbroad and violates the attorney-

:"" .. ; . lint riilge a \iS burdensome and issued for the purpose..of.. - ,:- :!-

1. 26 U.S.C. S 9037(a) (1976).-:...

. .....- .

i. " " -- :- .. <"'" - "'- ' . T



continuing harassment.

On March 27, 1980, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5437g(a)(2)(A), the

Coemission found "reason to believe" that t!e CFR and its

Treasurer, one Felice Gelman, had violated 6 U.S.C. S9042(c) by

"knowincly and willfully subiittinl false information and evidence

[by a money order and written document attributed to a Harold M.

Parperi t, the Commission on behalf of CFR." That date the

Commission issued its Matter Under Review (MUR) 1186 and on June

9, 1980, authorized the issuance of the subpoena to CFL to produce

documents and answer written questions. On June 27, 1980, the

Commission's representatives were informed that certain documents

would not be produced. On July 7, 1980, the Commission's Office

of the General Counsel received CFL's answers to 16 of the 18

interrogatories earlier propounded. CFL refused to respond to two

interrogatories (A and B) on the grounds of irrelevancy and

inquiry into possible privileged matter. Interrogatory A requests

identification of one Susan Pennington and her association with

CFL;- Interrogatory B seeks identification of the individual who

processed the receipt by CFL of $40.00 charged to a specific VISA

account on February 15, 1979. .

According to CFL the above unanswered interrogatories, as

well as document requests 9 and 10, each relate to the matter of

one L. Pruett Pemberton and have "nothing to do with the subject

of this MUR" (1186) (relating to the contribution of one Harold

Harper). See respondent's Memorandum of Law filed August 27,

1980. The Commission claims that the material related to the

Pemberton transaction is evidence raising questions about the

validity of contributions submitted to the Commission by CFL for

verification to receive matching funds in connection with the 1980

Presidential election. Therefore, the Commission contends that

those related inquiries are relevant and within the scope of 
its

subpoena power.

An examination of the Notification of Reason to Believe

F inding which accompanied MUIR 1186 reveals the factual background i .

. ... for the Commission's suspicion that CFL had violated 26 U.S.C. S .

9042. The Notification details a concern over 12 money orders -..

2 - l*-*: . . . ; -
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zoent from an Oregon address with a contributor's-namewhibh did

not contain either a signature thereon or any other documentation

Pxhibiting a signature. It t ecite3 that Harold M .Harper was one

of thosp individuals. The background statement oL the

I.ztiic.tion Eatisfies the Commission's iuty undee 2 1.S.C.'

437g(a)(2J that it give full notice of the legal and factual

background of i-s allegations. There is, however, no mention in

this document of the Pemberton transaction.

Although the Commission must have sufficient elasticity to

fulfill its mandate to proceed expeditiously in enforcing campaign

finance laws, 2 U.S.C. s 432g(a)(3)(A), it also bears

responsibility to grant the full measure of due process

notification to the respondent for an inquiry that suggests that

there may have been additional violations of the law.

The seminal case of United States v. Morton Salt Co., 338

U.S. 632 (1950), and its progeny, remind governmental agencies

that in their investigative and accusatory process, they may be so

over-zealous in using broad subpoena powers so as to deny due

process. Morton Salt laid down the guidelines for determining

whether a subpoena exceeds the bounds of due process. The Court

declared, "[Ilt is sufficient if the inquiry is within the

authority of the agency, the demand is not too indefinite, and the

information sought is reasonably relevant." Id. at 652. "

Based on its review of the record as submitted, this Court is

of the view that the subpoena is enforceable. It is readily

apparent that the inquiry into the Pemberton transaction is within

the broad authority of the Commission as set out in 2 U.S.C. s
437g(a)(2), which provides

The Commission upon receiving any complaint
.under paragraph (1) [of this section], and if
it has reason to believe that any person has
committed a violation of this Act or of
chapter 95 or of chapter 96 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954, or, if the Commission,*
on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its
responsibilities, has reason to believe that -.
a such a violation has occurred, shall notify,20........-.1-AJ--

:.-:. _ the person involved of such alleged violation.. .:_;.- .
.:- and shall make an investigation of such -, "- .. --
;ii !i . . .alleged violation in accordance with the : :,;? ; ... .. ...-- ' ---,, _
. provisions of this section.

Id. The Commission in the course of its investigation into the

- - ... _

_ .. . .
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Oregon money orders discovered the Pemberton letter, which,

although not rising to the dignity of a verified complaint,.

suggests impropriety, if not illegality, in the same aiea under

scVutiny of false statements to obcain matching campaign funds.

.,rzdi.:y, inve ,tigatio:n of the Pembertoi matter is fully

appropriate. This case bears similarity to Jones v. Unknown

Agents of Federal Eliction Commission, 613-F.2d 864 (D.C. Cir.

1979), where it was recently held that S 437g(a)(21 gave the

Commission the power Ito conduct field interviews despite the lack

of an express grant in the statute to do so. The same statutory

analysis supports a finding that the subpoena of the Pemberton

materials falls within the scope of the agency's authority.

The subpoena describes with sufficient specificity the

materials sought, and CFL has not made the requisite showing that

compliance would be unduly burdensome. See Federal Trade

Commission v. Texaco, Inc., 555 F.2d 862 (D.C. Cir.) (en banc),

cert. denied 431 U.S.1974 (1977).

-It appears also from the materials submitted by the

Commission that the inquiry into the Pemberton transaction is

reasonably relevant to the MUR 1186, as that investigation,

although focused on transactions from Oregon, was aimed at

discovering the practices of CFL to determine whether it violated

the Act. The subpoena for the Pemberton matter also is aimed at

determining whether CFL has violated the Act. Both the Harper and

Pemberton transactions come under the broad scope of the inclusiva-.

investigation into whether CFL submitted false information to the

Commission. .

CFL's other objections to the subpoena are groundless. The

claims-on the demand for documents (numbers 6, 7 and 8-- ; .

concerning the Harper matter) of a blanket attorney-client ,,-

privilege are rejected because CFL refused to follow the ,--

proceduresst..out _in 11 C.F.R. I1.15 for obiect:on to subpoenas"

on the ground of privilege. As to the request for the original '"
document signed and daled by Harold ii. Harper, CFL has represented . :

..to this Court that it blieves, but has no records to back up" th.is :: >-

belief, that it turned over the original to the Commission. The :-:

. .. . 4 -* -. . 4 - .. . . . . . . . , .y . . . - . , .: -

.---.. .,, .*;, ,-,.,z.:• : . -. .-" ' " . ' " " . . -': ' " ."7* .: " - - - ,
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Commission denies that it has the document, claiming that it has a

copj only and that since the authenticity of the document is

que-;.ioned, it is approt.-ciate to have the original document

procuced for examinaltion. It is difficult to comprehend that sucn'1
casowl record-keeping practices including :andoit .;otes in

shoeboxes) characterize a prp.sidential canpaign operated,

according to CFL's counsel, with the assistance of computerized

record retrieval.2 This Court can only direct CFL-to keep

searching for the originale, but CFL's inability to find it at this

time does-not excuse 'its failure to comely with the subpoena

ultimately. Should the original document be found, it must

promptly be turned over to the Commission pursuant to demand 5 of

the request for documents.

The subpoena and the request for production of documents

directed to CFL are legitimate, within the authority of the

Commission, not unduly burdensome, and reasonably relevant to the

investigation, mandating the enforcement of the subpoena.

-It is therefore, this J" day of September, 1980,

ORDERED that the respondent, Citizens for Larouche, shall

comply by October 0//. 1980 in all respects to the June 9, 1980,

subpoena and order of' the Federal Election Commission.

The matter is dismissed.

JOYCE HENS GREEN
United States District Judge

i:1.

It should also be noted that CFL is no stranger to the courts,
and thus, presumably, "o the strict demands for documents and - -
materials necessitated by administrative and legal proceedings..
CFL or related organizations have been parties to a variety of
suits over the past few years. See, e.g., Committee to Elect --

Lyndon Larouche v. Federal Election Commission, 613 F.2d 834
(D.C. Cir. 1979), certi denied 100 S.Ct. 1019 (1980); Federal ,
Election Commission v.1Committee to Elect Lyndon Larouche, 613
F.2d 849 (D.C. Cir. 1979) cert. denied 100 S.Ct. 1019 (1980);-! ..
Jones v. Unknown Agents of the Federal Election Commission; 613 .
F.2d 864 (D.C. Cir. 1979). For the future, it is expected that
CFL will 'straighten up its shoeboxes" to provide accurate 77

records of its transaction.
.--. * - .- - jr .=.

-, "-
tiii :• + .. .- +I , + I ,, . . . .



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMiSSION,
Peti-ioner,

V.

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE,

Respondent.

Misceilaneour Ac tLon
No 81-0019

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that I caused to be served by hand

delivery on February 25, 1981, a copy of Petitioner Federal

Election Commission's Errata to its Reply to Respondent's Opposi-

tion to Enforcement of Administrative Subpoena to the following

counsel:

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
J. Curtis Herge
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Counsel for National Conservative
Political Action Committee

Anne A. Weissenborn

I4'
~ ~w a

~- I



MEMORANDUM

TO: The File

FROM: Anne Weissenborn

DATE: January 7, 1981

SUBJECT: Telephone conversations with Robert Sparks, Counsel for
FCM and NCPAC

Mr. Sparks called to say that our lettws of December 19, 1980,
informing the above commbittees of the Commission's decisions to
deny their motions to quash or amend, were received on December 31,
1980. He stated that he is to meet with his clients today, and that
he was requesting an extension of time for document production
until January 14. I stated that I would check with my supervisor
and call him back.

After consultations with Tom Whitehead, Vincent Convery, Pat
SBok and Marsha Gentner, I telephoned Mr. Sparks to say that we

would hold NCPAC to the January 9th date set forth in our letter but
C that we would be willing to extend FCM's date to the 14th. Mr. Sparks

indicated court is the likely next step given the quantity of
-- the materials included in the subpoena - "You"ve asked for everything

the Committee has". I said that we want to at least start on Friday
the 9th, and this possibility seemed to soften his threat of the

-- necessity of going to court, although he repeated that type of
statement later.

He also questioned the Commission's authority to authorize this
~ Office to go to court prior to a failure to comply with a subpoena.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR ThE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FLDLRAL ELECTION COMMISSION
Petitioner,

)
v. ) Miscellaneous Action

No. 81-0019 -

NATIO14AL CONSLRVATIVE
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE, )

Respondent.

REPLY OF FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
TO RESPONDENT'S OPPOSITION TO
PETITION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
WHY SUBPOENA SHOULD NOT BE ENFORCED

INTRODUCTION

This action is before the court upon petition of the Federal

Election Conission (hereinafter "FEC" or "the Commission") for an

order to show cause why a Commission subpoena to produce documents

and an order to answer written questions should not be enforced.

The respondent in this matter, the National Conservative Political

Action Committee (hereinafter "NCPAC" or "the Committee) has filed

a memorandum in opposition to the Commission's petition, to which

the Commission makes the following reply. 1/

STATEMENT OF FACTS

On July 2, 1980, the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee (herein-

after "Carter-Mondale") filed a signed, sworn complaint with the Com-

mission, alleging violations by NCPAC and others of 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a),

1/ The Commission, in its Petition for Order to Show Cause, clearly
showed that its subpoena meets the judicial standard for enforcement
set forth by the Supreme Court. Therefore, this reply only addresses
those issues raised by NCPAC in its response to the Petition for
Order to Show Cause.



- 2 -

432(e)(4), and 434, and of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). 2/ Carter-Mondale

alleged that NCPAC had made or would be making expenditures on behalf

the candidacy of Ronald Reagan for the office of President of the United

States in excess of the statutory contribution and expenditure limitations

set forth at 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and at 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). The allegedly

excessive amounts of these expenditures/contributions resulted from

what Carter-Mondale maintained was the non-independent nature of the

NCPAC expenditures on behalf of Mr. Reagan. In support of its complaint

Carter-Mondale cited the prior affiliation with NCPAC of certain

individuals later associated with certain authorized Reagan committees

and also the use of common vendors by NCPAC and the Reagan committees. 3/

2/ 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) prohibits multicandidate political committees
from making contributions to a candidate and his or her authorized
committee in excess of $5,000 with respect to any election.
2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) prohibits an unauthorized committee from
including the name of a candidate in its name. 2 U.S.C. S 434
requires all political committees to file reports with the Commission
including all contributions received and disbursements made
in excess of $200. 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) prohibits unauthorized
committees from knowingly and willfully incurring expenditures
on behalf of political party candidates for President or Vice-
President in a presidential election, if such candidates are
eligible to receive public funds, in excess of $1,000.

3/ 2 U.S.C. S 431(17) and 11 C.F.R. S 109.1(a) define an independent
expenditure as one made by a person expressly advocating the election
or defeat of a clearly identified candidate which is not made in
cooperation or consultation with a candidate or his or her authorized
committees or agents, nor in concert with nor at the request or
suggestion of such candidate, authorized committees or agents. 11
C.F.R. S 109.1(b) provides guidelines as to whether expenditures
are independent or not, and lists indicia of non-independence,
including common officers and the use of common agents. In Ad-
visory Opinion 1979-80, the Commission determined that "common
vendors' may be considered to be common agents for purposes of
11 C.F.R. S 109.1. See Exhibit 1.
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The allegations of violations of 2 U.S.C. SS 434 and 432(e)(4)

involved respectively the alleged failure of NCPAC to report contri-

butions and expenditures properly, and the use of the name "Ronald

Reagan" in the name of the NCPAC 'project", the Ronald Reagan

Victory Fund; Carter-Mondale deemed this project a "discrete,

unauthorized political committee". 4/

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2), the Commission found reason

to believe that violations of 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) and 432(e)(4) and

of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) had occurred. NCPAC was notified of these

findings and was provided with an analysis of the information upon

which these findings were based. This analysis included the evidence

contained in the complaint which the Office of General Counsel

had deemed relevant to a finding of reason to believe that expenditures

made by NCPAC on behalf of Mr. Reagan's candidacy were not "independent"

expenditures but, rather, in-kind contributions. The analysis also

included additional facts ascertained from reports filed by NCPAC

with the Commission.

Following the above notification the Commission commenced an

an investigation of the alleged violations, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g

(a)(2). As part of this investigation and pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 437g(a)(3) and (3) the Commission, on September 29, 1980, authorized

the issuance of a subpoena and order which directed NCPAC to produce

documents and to provide written answers to Commission questions.

NCPAC complied in part with the Commission's subpoena and order but

4/ If it is found that the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund is in fact
a political committee in and of itself, it would be in
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) because of its use of the
name of Ronald Reagan in its own name, without President
Reagan's prior authorization.
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refused to comply with those parts of the subpoena and order

directing the Committee to provide documents or to answer interroga-

tories which deal with individuals, organizations, materials or

activities not specifically cited in the analysis accompanying the

Commission's notification of its findings of reason to believe that

violations had occurred.

Because of such refusal the Commission, on January 23, 1981,

tiled the present action seeking an order of this court enforcing

the Commission's subpoena and order.

ARGUMENT

I. THE SCOPE OF THE COMMISSION'S SUBPOENA

AND ORDER IS STATUTORILY PROPER

NCPAC bases its opposition to the Commission's petition upon the

premise that 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) requires that Commission investigations

into alleged violations of federal election campaign laws be limited

to the factual bases upon which reason to believe findings are made.

This interpretation of 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) represents a misreading

of the plain language of the statute and also a misunderstanding of the

purpose of the 1979 amendment of this provision.

The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended in 1979,

provides that notifications of reason to believe findings by the

Comiission are to be sent to persons who allegedly have committed

the violation at issue. "Such notification shall set forth the

factual basis for such alleged violation. The Commission shall make

an investigation of such alleged violation .... 2 U.S.C. S 437g

(a)(2)(emphasis added). Therefore the Commission's mandate clearly

is to investigate an alleged violation of the statute, not merely

the facts upon which the initial reason to believe finding is based.

Such facts serve as the starting point of an investigation, not

as its parameters. Obviously, since Congress has given the Commission
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the authority, expertise, and mandate to investigate such alleged

violations, it intended the Commission not only to investigate

facts alleged in a complaint but also to see what other facts, if

any, support or contradict the allegations of unlawful activity.

If it were otherwise, the Commission would be limited,-to investigating

only those facts a complainant could allege and of which it is already

aware. Considering that a complainant does not have the expertise

or investigative tools to do a full investigation, such a result

would nullify much of the Commission's function.

This principle regarding the extension of investigations beyond

the facts contained in the Commission's notification of a reason

to believe finding was recently accepted by this court in Federal.

Election Commission v. Citizens for Laflouche, Misc. Action No. 80-0203

(D.D.C., September 30, 1980). (See Exhibit 2). This action involved

enforcement of a Commission subpoena issued to a political committee

as part of an investigation of the validity of certain contributions

received by the committee in the form of money orders. The court

approved inclusion in the subpoena of requests for information

regarding a particular contribution/money order not specifically

mentioned in the notification of reason to believe finding sent

to the respondent. The court found that the inquiry into this additional

transaction was "reasonably relevant" to the matter under review

involved in that the "inquiry into [this additional] transaction is

within the broad authority of the Commission as set out in 2 U.S.C.

S 437h(a)(2)," as well as noting the "broad scope" of Commission

investigations once a finding of reason to believe a violation has

occurred is made by the Commission. Id. at 3-4
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Furthermore, NCPAC overlooks the fact that at the time the

1979 a- _ . ........ .'inct (hereinafter

"ELCA") were before Congress, amendments which added to 2 U.s.c.

S437g(a)(2) the requirement that the Commission provide respondents

with "the factual basis tor (the) alleged violations" with regard

to which reason to believe has been found, there was concern that

respondents in internally-generated compliance actions had not been

receiving adequate information concerning the bases for Commission

tindings of reason to believe. 5/ Hence the addition of language

to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2) requiring provision to respondents of such

information. The legislative history of this amendment contains

no indication that Congress intended to narrow the scope of Commission

investigations; rather, it is clear that the intent was to assure

that respondents would be informed of the initial facts which provided

the 3ustification for such investigations. 6/

The above demonstrates that the Commission subpoena issued

to NCPAC as part of its investigation of alleged violations of

2 U.S.C. SS 441a(a) and 432(e)(4) and of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) need

not be limited to requests for documents, materials and other information

related to the facts upon which the Commission's finding of reason

to believe was based, but rather is appropriate in its requests for

documents, materials and other information, beyond the above facts,

which are reasonably related to its investigation of the violations

alleged in the Carter-Mondale complaint. See United States v. Morton

Salt Co., 338 U.S. 632 (1950).

5/ Internally-generated compliance actions are those initiated as
a result of information ascertained in the normal course of the
carrying out of the Commission's supervisory responsibilities,
not as the result of submission of an external complaint.

6/ In accordance with the amendment of 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(2) the
Commission's regulations now provide that if on the basis of
information ascertained in the normal course of carrying out
its supervisory responsibilities the Commission finds reason
to believe that a violation has occurred, a copy of a staff
report setting forth the alleged facts and legal basis for such
finding must be sent to the respondent. 11 C.F.R. S 111.8(c).
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TI ThF T FnPM1* rrO SOUGHT BY MRA nP
ThE SUBPOENA AND ORDER IS REASONABLY
RELEVANT TO THE COMMISSION'S INVESTIGATION

NCPAC also alleges that the Commission's subpoena and order

"inquire into all manner of other, unrelated matters" beyond the

facts set forth in the analysis accompanying the notification of

the Commission's finding of reason to believe. To the contrary,

the portions of the subpoena and order with regard to which NCPAC

has refused compliance are indeed relevant to the Commission's inves-

tigation in that they involve possible relationships between the

Committee and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund on the one hand,

and, on the other, certain named committees, individuals and vendors

which were involved either directly, or allegedly indirectly, with

Ronald Reagan's 1980 campaign. In addition, information is sought

concerning the origins and activities of the Ronald Reagan Victory

Fund. The above information is not only relevant, but necessary

to a thorough investigation by the Commission of the allegations

contained in the Carter-Mondale complaint concerning non-independence

of Committee expenditures and misuse of the name of Ronald Reagan

in the name of the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund.

The Carter-Mondale complaint makes a number of factual allegations

of links between NCPAC and Ronald Reagan, his authorized committees and

his agents or possible agents in support of its legal contention

that the FECA and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) have been violated. Under

such circumstances a wide range of investigation is necessary and

appropriate. See Federal Trade Commission v. Texaco, Inc., 555 F.2d

862, 877 (D.C. Cir., 1977). In the present instance, in order to

investigate thoroughly the allegations made in the complaint the

Commission must examine and establish all facts pertinent to the
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legal tests for independence or non-independence of expenditures

found at 2 U.S.C. S 431(17) and 11 C.F.R. SS 100.16 and 109.1.

Therefore, documents and answers to questions concerning communications

between NCPAC and Ronald Reagan's authorized committees, agents,

or possible agents; information concerning the processes and individuals

involved in NCPAC decisions to expend funds on behalf of Ronald

Reagan's candidacy; information related to contractual relationships

between NCPAC and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund and certain

vendors as they involved furtherance of Mr. Reagan's candidacy;

information concerning any use by NCPAC of materials prepared or

used by Ronald Reagan or his authorized committees or agents; solicitation

materials used by NCPAC which were related to furtherance of Mr.

Reagan's candidacy; and telephone bills or other records of telephone

calls made or received by NCPAC are likely sources of such facts.

Although any particular piece of evidence may not alone establish

the non-independence of NCPAC expenditures, the facts may, when

taken together, demonstrate a pattern amounting to unlawful activity,

or, alternatively, substantiate a Commission finding that there

is no probable cause to believe that such a violation occurred. 7/

Indeed, this court, in Federal Election Commission v. Machinists

Non-Partisan Political League, Misc. Action No. 79-0291 (D.D.C.

January 28, 1980) (Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law) up-

held enforcement of a subpoena which required production of

documents and materials concerning communications between

7/ In United States v. Morton Salt Co., supra, the Court likened
the role of an investigatory agency to that of a Grand Jury
which "can investigate merely on suspicion that the law is being
violated or even just because it wants assurance that it is
not." at 364. In the present instance it is important to that
the Commission be able to support a finding of no probable cause
to believe a violation has occurred. Under 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(8)
Carter-Mondale may file an action in the district court for
review of the Commission's action upon any subsequent dismissal
of the Carter-Mondale complaint.
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political committees as part of an investigation of alleged affiliation

of committees. (See Exhibit 3). In fact, the kinds of information

sought were almost identical to that sought in the present subpoena

issued to NCPAC. Compare Exhibit 4 with Attachment I to the Commission's

petition of January 23, 1981 to this court. With regard to the subpoena

issued to the Machinists Non-Partisan Political League, this court

stated, (I)t seems to me without any question this information

is reasonably relevant if the Commission is going to attempt to

carry out its statutory duties as set forth in the Act." Id. J

The court is asked to make the same determination in the present

matter involving statutory allegations which require similar analyses.

Likewise, the documents requested and questions in the Commission

subpoena and order regarding the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund are

designed to determine the manner in which solicitations for the

Fund were presented to potential contributors and also to determine

the relationships between the Fund and NCPAC. These facts are

relevant to a finding of whether the Fund is in fact a political committee

unto itself which has violated 2 U.S.C. 5 432(e)(4).

CONCLUSION

The foregoing clearly demonstrates that the Commission subpoena

and order to NCPAC meet the judicial standard of relevancy set forth

for such an agency order. In light of this and of NCPAC's failure

to provide ample grounds to the court to show why the Commission's

subpoena and order should not be enforced, the Commission requests
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that this court order NCPAC to comply fully with the Commission

subpoena and order.

Respectfully submitted,

Charles N. Steele w"'
Generdl Counsel

-6
Assistant Genera Counsel

Anne A. Weissenborn
Attorney

Vincent J 0neyj r
Attorney

Federal Election Commission
Dated: 1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463
(202) 523-5071
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Petitioner, Federal Election Commission (the Commission).has

applied to this Court for enforcement of its subpoena issued to

respondent, Citizens for Larouche (CFL) pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437

d (a)(1) in connection with its investigation of possible

violations of the Presidential Primary Matching Payment Account

Act.
1

This Act provides for limited public funding of Presidential

primary elections, obtained from the general fund of the Treasury

through designation of one or two dollars, respectively, by

individual taxpayers on their individual or joint income tax

returns, and it authorizes federal matching payments for certain

small contributions to eligible candidates. Eligibility

requirements are specific and include, inter alia, an agreement of

the candidate that the FEC will be provided any requested evidence

or documentation regarding qualified campaign expenses and that

the candidate will maintain and furnish the Commission any other

information or records it may request, Committee to Elect Lyndon

LaRouche v. Federal Election Commission, , 613 F.2d 834 (D.C. Cir.

1979), cert. denied 100 S. Ct. 1019 (1980).

CFL, a political committee, although responding in part, has

refused full compliance with the demand that it produce certain

documents and respond to various questions. The respondents

assert that the subpoena is fatally defective in that it was

issued illegally in part, is overbroad and violates the attorney- _
client privilege, and \is burdensome and issued for the purpose of~

1 26 U.S.C. S 9037(a) (1976). .

-, -



IRS 042I iI

documents and answer written questions. On June 27, 1980, the

Commission's representatives were informed that certain 
documents

would not be produced. On July 7, 1980, the Commission's Office

of the General Counsel received CFL's answers to 
16 of the 18

interrogatories earlier propounded. CFL refused to respond to two

interrogatories (A and B) on the grounds of irrelevancy 
and

inquiry into possible privileged matter. Interrogatory A requests

identification of one Susan Pennington and her association 
with

CFL;- Interrogatory B seeks identification of the individual 
who

processed the receipt by CFL of $40.00 charged to a specific VISA

account on February 15, 1979.

According to CFL the above unanswered interrogatories, as

well as document requests 9 and 10, each relate to 
the matter of

one L. Pruett Pemberton and have *nothing to do with the subject

of this BUR" (1186) (relating to the contribution of one Harold

Harper). See respondent's Memorandum of Law filed August 27,

1980. The Commission claims that the material related to 
the

Pemberton transaction is evidence raising questions about the

validity of contributions submitted to the Coimission 
by CFL for

verification to receive matching funds in connection 
with the 1980

Presidential election. Therefore, the Commission contends that

those related inquiries are relevant and within 
the scope of its

subpoena power.

An examination of the Notification of Reason to Believe

Finding which accompanied HUR 1186 reveals the factual background

for the Commission's suspicion that CFL had violated 26 U.S.C. S+-+: +

9042. The Notification details a concern over 12 money orders -.

~..

-- 2- ' ... . .,.,+4+ &-- +... 4+ r
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fulfill its mandate to proceed expeditiously in enforcing campaign

finance laws, 2 U.S.C. 5 432g(a)(3)(A)e it also bears

responsibility to grant the full measure of due process

notification to the respondent for an inquiry that suggests that

there may have been additional violations of the law.

The seminal case of United States v. Morton Salt Co.r 338

U.s. 632 (1950), and its progeny, remind governmental agencies

that in their investigative and accusatory process, they may be so

over-zealous in using broad subpoena powers so as to deny due

process. Morton Salt laid down the guidelines for determining

whether a subpoena exceeds the bounds of due process. The Court

declared, '[Ilt is sufficient if the inquiry is within the

authority of the agency, the demand is not too indefinite, and the

information sought is reasonably relevant.* Id. at 652.

Based. on its review of the record as submitted, this Court is

of the view that the subpoena is enforceable. It is readily

apparent that the inquiry into the Pemberton transaction is within

the broad authority of the Commission as set out in 2*U.S.C. S

437g(a)(2), which provides

The Commission upon receiving any complaint
-.under paragraph (1) [of this section], and if
it has reason to believe that any person has
committed a violation of this Act or of
chapter 95 or of chapter 96 of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954, or, if the Commission,
on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its
responsibilities, has reason to believe that
such a violation has occurred, shall notify
the person involved of such alleged violation
and shall make an investigation of such
alleged violation in accordance with the
provisions of this section.

Id. The Commission in. the course of its investigation into the

43-W

• o
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of an express grant in the statute to do so. The same statutory

analysis supports a finding that the subpoena of the Pemberton

materials falls within the scope of the agency's authority.

The subpoena describes with sufficient specificity the

materials sought, and CFL has not made the requisite showing that

compliance would be unduly burdensome. See Federal Trade

Commission v. Texaco, Inc., 555 F.2d 862 (D.C. Cir.) (en banc),

cert. denied 431 U.S.;974 (1977).
_It appears also from the materials submitted by the

Commission that the inquiry into the Pemberton transaction is

reasonably relevant to the MUR 1186, as that investigation,

although focused on transactions from Oregon, was aimed at

discovering the practices of CFL to determine whether it violated

the Act. The subpoena for the Pemberton matter also is aimed at

determining whether CFL has violated the Act. Both the Harper and

Pemberton transactions come under the broad scope of the inclusiv.

investigation into whether CFL submitted false information to the

Commission.

CFLIs other objections to the subpoena are groundless. The

claims-on the demand for documents (numbers 6. 7# and 8--

concerning the Harper matter)'of a blanket attorney-client

privilege are rejected because CFL refused to follow the

procedures set_-out4Inll C.F.R. 11,.15 for oblect .np to subpoenas
on the ground of privilege. As to the request for the original ' .

document signed and dat ed by Harold H. Harper. CFL has represented • "-

to this Court that it Lelteves, but has no records to back up this
belief, that it turned over the original to the Commission. The

. , 4. - . . ! .. . - . ,c-. : ,... : .. .: '
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time does not excuse 'its failure to comoly with the subvoena

ultimately. Should the original document be found, it must

promptly be turned over to the Commission pursuant to demand 5 of

the request for documents.

The subpoena and the request for production of documents

directed to CFL are legitimate, within the authority of the

Commission, not unduly burdensome, and reasonably relevant to the

investigation, mandating the enforcement of the subpoena.

It is therefore,1ithis, day of September, 1980,
ORDERED that the respondent, Citizens for Larouche, shall

comply by October /-31 1980 in all respects to the June 9, 1980,

subpoena and order of the Federal Election Commission.

The matter is dismissed.

jr _7iC-HENS GREEN
United States District Judge

* **..',.. -

!i
2 It should also be noted that CFL is no stranger to the courts#
and thus, presumably, o the strict demands for documents and
materials necessitated by administrative and legal proceedings.
CFL or related organizations have been parties to a variety of
suits over the past few years. See# e.q.0 Committee to Elect
Lyndon Larouche v. Federal ElectTo-nCommission, 613 F.2d 834
(D.C. Cir. 1979), cert4 denied 100 S.Ct. 1019 (1980); Federal
Election Commission v.1lCommittee to Elect Lyndon Larouchep 613
F.2d 849 (D.C. Cir. 1979), cert. denied 100 S.Ct. 1019 (1980);
Jones v. Unknown Agents of the Federal Election Commission; 613
F.2d 864 (D.C. Cir. 1979). For the future, it is expected that
CFL will *straighten up its shoeboxes" to provide accurate
records of its transaction.

,* - -xII 5- - - -- -II 
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EXHIBIT 3 "

AND THAT THERE IS NO CONSTITUTIONAL BAR TO THE COMMISSION

2 j; PROCEEDING IN NORMAL SUBPOENA ENFORCEMENT ACTION TO TRY OBTAIN

INFORMATION TO CARRY OUT ITS STATUTORY DUTY.

C SO AGAIN, WE WOULD ASK THAT THE SUBPOENA BE

5
ENFORCED AND THAT MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION BE DENIED

I
AND THE COUNTERCLAIM BE DISMISSED.

THANK YOU, YOUR HONOR.

8 THE COURT: WELL, WE ARE PREPARED TO RULE.

THE COURT'S FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

10 AS PROBABLY IS APPARENT FROM, SOME OF THE QUESTIONS-

THAT WERE ASKED OF MR. SILARD, WE'RE GOING TO GRANT THE

12 COMMISSION S PETITION TO ENFORCE THE SUBPOENA AND BY WAY OF

13 EXPLANATION, I'D LIKE TO SAY THE FOLLOWING.

14 THE CHIEF ISSUES RAISED BY THE RESPONDENT IN THIS

CASE ARE FIRST" OF ALL, THE NATURE OF THE SUBPOENA AND WHETHER

16 IT FALLS WITHIN THE GUIDELINESOF ENFORCEABILITY, AND SECOND

17 THAT THE COMMISSION LACKS JURISDICTION OVER THE SUBJECT MATTER

18 WHICH RAISES THE COLLATERAL QUESTION AS TO WHETHER OR NOT SUCH

19 A DEFENSE CAN BE RAISED AT THE SUBPOENA ENFORCEMENT STAGE OF THE

20 PROCEEDING, I.E., WHETHER THIS LACK OF STATUTORY JURISDICTION"

21 CAN BE RAISED BY THE RESPONDENT AT THIS TIME. IN ADDITION," THE

221
'A0ASK FOR A DECLARATORY JUDGMENT AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION.

9'32 jAS I INDICATED EARLIER, IT SEEMED TO ME THAT THOSE ISSUES WOULD

24 t:BE MOOTED OUT IF WE GRANTED THE GOVERNMENT THE RELIEF THEY SEEK.

iZ li
!.BUT EVEN IF THIS WERE AN ORIGINAL SUIT BY THE MACHINISTS AGAINSI
UW

U . ,..-w

ISA f s'.
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18

19

2D

21

22'

.23

24
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ISo

!' FEC FOR AN INJUNCTION, PRELIMINARY INUNCTION, I THINK WE WOULU4

"BE REQUIRED TO HOLD THAT THEY WOULD NOT HAVE DEMONSTRATED AI: 
I

SUBSTANTIAL LIKELIHOOD OF SUCCESS ON THE MERI.ISo AND THEREFORE;

WiiE WOULD HAVE DENIED A MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON r

' GROUND.. ALONE. .

BUT GETTING BACK TO THE HATTER OF THE GUIDELINES V
OF ENFORCEABILITY -- AND THIS HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH THE MERITS

OF THE CASE -- AND 
THESE GUIDELINES HAVE 

BEEN SET FORTH IN 
f

A NUMBER OF CASES AND ONE OF THEM, OF COURSE, BEING MORTON

ISALT, THE REQUIREMENTS TO BE MET ARE FIRST THAT THE INQUIRY

MUST BE MADE WITHIN THE AUTHORITY OF THE AGENCY. I DON'T THINK

THERE IS ANY QUESTION BUT WHAT THIS INQUIRY IS WITHIN THE

1AUTHORITY OF THE FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION . IT WAS JUST

THIS TYPE OF MATTER THAT CAUSED CONGRESS TO SET THE WHOLE

IMACHINERY IN MOTION WHEN IT ENACTED THE STATUTE. SECOND IS

THAT THE DEMAND MUST NOT BE TOO INDEFINITE AND THIS, OF COURSE,

IS A SWEEPING SUBPOENA, BUT BECAUSE OF THE VERY NATURE OF THE

SUBJECT MATTER, I THINK IT IS ABOUT AS SPECIFIC AS COULD BE

EXPECTED. AND THIRD IS THAT THE INFORMATION SOUGHT MUST BE -

REASONABLY RELEVANT. IT SEEMS TO ME WITHOUT ANY QUESTIOtl THIS

INFORMATION IS REASONABLY RELEVANT IF THE COMMISSION IS GOING

TO ATTEMPT TO CARRY OUT ITS STATUTORY DUTIES AS SET FORTH IN

iTHE ACT. SO MUCH FOR THE MATTER OF THE VALIDITY OF THE SUBPOEN ,

ITSELF.

WITH RESPECT TO THE MATTER OF LACK OF JURISDICTION,

I ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~ _51, . •=,. . ,:.:.,. 
"
• ?-: . ;, * _'
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IT SEEMS TO ME THAT IT HAS BEEN WELL ESTABLISHED THAT THIS TYPd

OF MATTER, LACK OF JURISDICTION, IS SOMETHING THAT HAS TO BE

ADDRESSED AT THE FIRST INSTANCE TO THE COMMISSION, ITSELF,-- --

WHEN THE ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING, IF ANY, TAKES PLACE. IT IS.

PERFECTLY TRUE THAT THEY DIDN!T RULE ON THE QUESTION WHEN THE-
I

RESPONDENT FILED ITS MOTION TO QUASH BEFORE THE COMMISSION,>..

BUT THE COMMISSION WAS NOT REQUIRED TO RULE ON EVERY SINGLE.

ONE OF THE OBJECTIONS THAT WERE RAISED THROUGH THE MATTER OF

THE SUBPOENA. BUT GETTING BACK TO THE MATTER OF LACK OF

JURISDICTION -- AND WE DON'T GET INTO THE MERITS IN OUR

DISCUSSION AT ALL, BUT THE CASES SEEM TO HOLD THAT A SUBPOENA

ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING .IS NOT TO SAY IN WHICH THE ONE SUBPOENA

IS RAISED AS A DEFENSE THAT THE AGENCY IS EXCEEDING THE SCOPE

OF ITS STATUTORY AUTHORITY AND I WOULD LIKE TO GIVE FOR THE

RECORD THE FOLLOWING QUOTE IN SEC AGAINST WALL STREET TRANSCRIP

CORPORATION, APPEARING AT 422

IT WAS STATED:

It

24

1..

FED. 2ND, 1371-AND 1375, IN WHICH

IT HAS LONG BEEN ESTABLISHED THAT THE.QUESTION

OF THE INCLUSION OF A PARTICULAR PERSON OR

ENTITY WITHIN THE COVERAGE OF A REGULATORY

STATUTE IS GENERALLY FOR INITIAL DETERMINATION

BY AN AGENCY, SUBJECT TO REVIEW ON DIRECT APPEAL,"

RATHER THAN FOR A DISTRICT COURT WHOSE

JURISDICTION IS INVOKED TO ENFORCE AN

ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA. SO LONG AS AN AGENCY

@d,
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6

8

9

Io

12

13

14

145

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

"ESTABLISHES THAT AN INVESTIGATION'WILL BE
CONDUCTED PURSUANT TO A LEGITIMATE PURPOSE,

i,

THAT THE INQUIRY MAY BE RELEVANT-TO THE

PURPOSE, THAT THE INFORMATION SOUGHT IS NOT

ALREADY WITHIN ITS POSSSSION, AND THAT THE

ADMINISTRATIVE STEPS REQUIRED HAVE BEEN

FOLLOWED,' NO SHOWING OF PROBABLE CAUSE MAY

BE MADE TO THE DISTRICT COURT UNLESS A STATUTE

INDICATES OTHERWISE."

AND IN ACCORD WITH THATP OF COURSE, IS THE ENDICOTT JOHNSON

CASE, 317.U.S. 501, ET CETERA.

NOW FOR ALL OF THESE REASONS, WE ARE GOING TO

GRANT THE GOVERNMENT'S PETITION TO ENFORCE THE SUBPOENA AND

THE OPINION WE'VE JUST GIVEN WILL BE THE STATEMENT:'OF-REASONS

WHICH ACCOMPANIES THE GOVERNMENT'S SUBMISSION FOR A PROPOSED

ORDER.

YES, MR. SILARD?

MR. SILARD: I'VE DISCUSSED WITH. MR. NOBLE, YOUR

HONOR, THE APPEALWE BOTH LIKE TO EXPEDITE THAT, BUT I HAVE

AN ORDER, I THINK, I NEED FROM YOUR HONOR IN THE APPELLATE

COURT. I DON'T HAVE A PROBLEM WITH THE SEALING SITUATION WHERE

ON THE TRANSCRIPT YOUR HONOR HAS AGREED THAT THE DOCUMENTS I'VE

FILED WILL BE KEPT UNDER SEAL, BUT THERE IS NO ACTUAL ORDER

TO THAT EFFECT AND I DON'T WANT TO HAVE A FUSS WITH THE CLERK

OF THE COURT OF APPEALS ABOUT HOW HE HANDLES THE RECORD. COULD

- . .

2~"~.'-
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EXHIBIT 4

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

ORDER TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS. AND MATERIALS

AND TO ANSWER WRITTEN QUESTIONS

e

TO: Howard F. Dow
Secretary-Treasurer
Machinists Non-Partisan

Political League
1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Re: MUR 1038

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a), the Machinists Non-Partisan

Political League ("MNPL") is hereby ordered to produce for

inspection and copying all documents listed below that are*

in the possession or control of MNPL or its officers, agents,

staff members or employees. Production.-is to be made at

Room 706, Federal Election Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C., on November 14, 1979, at 10:00 a.m. Where

originals are not available, please supply photocopies

or duplicates, if available. Samples of mass mailings-,

distributions or publications may be provided.

1. All documents and materials (including but ,'
not limited to letters, memoranda (internal or
otherwise), minutes, notes, telephone bills, -
and records of telephone conversations)

vo
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relating to meetings, discussions, cor- .
respondence, or other communications
between any official, employee, staff
member, volunteer, or agent of MNPL and
any of the following persons or
organizations or their officials,
employees, staff members, volunteers,
organizers, or agents:

a. Florida for Kennedy Committee
200 Southest First Street
12th Floor
Miami, Florida 33131'

b. Committee for Alternatives
to Democratic Presidential Candidate

840 Fifth Avenue
Des Moines, Iowa 50309

c. New Hampshire Democrats for Change
P.O. Box 4268
Manchester, New Hampshire 03108

d. Minnesotans for a Democratic Alternative
208 McCall Building
366 Jackson Place
St. Paul, Minnesota 55107

e. Illinois Citizens for Kennedy
127 N. Dearborn
Room 238
Chicago, Illinois 60602--

f. D.C. Committee for a Democratic Alternative
P.O. Box 1500 <4
Washington, D.C. 20013

g. Democrats for Change-1980
P.O. Box 6707
Los Angeles, California 90067

h. Citizens for Democratic Alternatives in 1980
P.O. Box 2485
Washington, D.C. 20013

i. National Call for Kennedy
1300 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
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j. Mark A. Siegel

2. All documents and materials (including but
not limited to letters, memoranda (internal or
otherwise), minutes, notes, records of telephone
conversations, newsletters, and publications)
concerning the formation, organizational
structure, and staff assignments of any of the
organizations listed in la-i above.

3. All documents and materials-(including but
not limited to letters, memoranda, minutes,
notes, and records of telephone conversations)
concerning requests for monetary or in-kind
contributions, support, or assistance made to
MNPL or any of its officials, employees,
staff members, volunteers, or agents by any of
the organizations listed in 1 a-i above or their
officials, employees, staff members, volunteers,
organizers, or agents, and all documents and
materials indicating the disposition of such
requests.

4. All documentation of monetary or in-kind
contributions, support, or assistance provided
by MNPL or any of its officials, employees,
staff. members, volunteers, or agents to any
of the organizations listed in 1 a-i above
or their officials, employees, staff members,
volunteers, organizers, or agents.

5. All documents and materials (including but
not limited to airplaine, bus, or train ticket
receipts, automobile rental and gas receipts,.
bills for lodging and accomodations, travel
authorization requests, and vouchers) relating
to travel by officials, employees, staff
members, volunteers, or agents of MNPL to meet
with officials, employees, staff members,
volunteers, organizers, or Sgents'of any of the
organizations named in 1 a-i above.

6. All documents and materials (including but
not limited to minutes, notes, memoranda,
or records of telephone conversations)
relating to meetings, discussions, cor-
respondence, or other internal communications
whereby the MNPL or any of its committees

i
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or sub-units determined to support or
oppose any individual in any way for
nomination or election to the office
of President in 1980.

In addition, MNPL is hereby ordered to reply to the

following information request:

Please list the telephone numbers of MNPL
and of every official, employee, staff
member, volunteer, or agent of MNPL. For
each number listed please indicate the
listed or known name of the person to whom
each number belongs.

Please submit a response to the foregoing information requst

along with any additional information or response MNPL may

wish to provide within ten (10) days of your receipt of this

letter.

WHEREFORE, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

this day of November, 1979.

Max L. Friedersdorf Vice Coirman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

'. .#

7? t44.1zeet.L-- YA)..z.e
Marioie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

~.., -



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT.
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION,

PETITIONER,

* V.

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE,

) MISCELLANEOUS ACTION
NO. 81-0019

)

RESPONDENT.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that I caused to be served by first-class

mail, postage prepaid, on February 23, 1981, a copy of Petitioner

Federal Election Commission's Reply to Respondent's Opposition

to Enforcement of Administrative Subpoena to the following

counsel:

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
J. Curtis Herge
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Counsel for National Conservative
POlitical Action Committee

Anne A. Weissenborn
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION, )
)Petitioner, )

V. Miscellaneous Action) No. 81-0019
NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL )
ACTION COMMITTEE) )

Respondent. )

MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PETITION
TO SHOW CAUSE WHY SUBPOENA SHOULD

NOT BE ENFORCED

This memorandum is submitted in opposition to the

petition of the Federal Election Commission ("the Commission")

for an order to compel respondent National Conservative

Political Action Committee ("NCPAC") to produce documents

and answer interrogatories propounded by the Commission.

On July 2, 1980, the Carter-Mondale Reelection

Committee ("Carter-Mondale") filed with the Commission a

complaint alleging that NCPAC and other named respondents

had committed various violations of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971 ("the Act"), and other statutes cognizable

by the Commission. The Carter-Mondale complaint alleged

that independent expenditure efforts by NCPAC and the other

named respondents were unlawfully coordinated with Mr.

Reagan or his official campaign. According to Carter-

Mondale, this coordination was achieved in various ways. It

was alleged that by reading newspaper accounts of Mr. Reagan's

presidential campaign, respondents could conduct a parallel

campaign on Mr. Reagan's behalf, designed to aid his eleccion

campaign. To make matters worse, Carter-Mondale complained,

many of the organizers and members of the respondent committees
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were life-long, politically active Republicans - some were

even friends of Mr. Reagan - who, Carter-Mondale feared,

ardently wished for Mr. Reagan's election.

The Carter-Mondale complaint was filed in the heat

0.;he national political conventions, when it was apparent

that Mr. Reagan was to be the Republican nominee for President.

Carter-Mondale sought to prevail on the Commission to withhold

its certification of Mr. Reagan's eligibility to receive

approximately $29.4 million in public funding of his presidential

campaign under the Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act.

When the Commission declined to withhold that certification,

Carter-Mondale and others then sought unsuccessfully to have

the Court of Appeals of this Circuit enjoin that certification,

and withhold disbursement of presidential matching funds.

In Re: Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc., and Democratic

National Committee; Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee, Inc.,

and Democratic National Committee; Federal v. Federal Election

Commission, Ronald Reagan, and Reagan For President General

Election Committee; U.S. Court of Appeals for the District

of Columbia Circuit, Nos. 80-1841 and 80-1842, September 12,

1980.

The complaint was based in large part on newspaper

predictions of respondents' activities, surmise, and conjecture.

In effect, it complained that active Republicans were working

together for Mr. Reagan's election. Because some of these

Republicans were acquaintances of Mr. Reagan or members of

his authorized committees, their conduct was, in Carter-

Mondale's view, suspect and subject to investigation by the

Commission. The Commission reviewed the complaint and its

voluminous attachments and, on September 25, 1980, notified

NCPAC that it had found reason to believe that NCPAC had
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violated provisions of the Act and 26 U.S.C. §9012(f),

in certain particulars recited therein. (A copy of the

Commission's letter is attached to the Commission's memorandum,

al ng with its discovery requests.)

Before setting out the particulars in support of

its finding of reason to believe, the Commission expressly

noted: "The evidence contained in the complaint that is put

forth below represents only that evidence which the General

Counsel's office has found relevant to believe that the

expenditures by NCPAC are not 'independent' expenditures,

but rather in-kind contributions to Mr. Reagan." Notification

3. The Commission then listed certain transactions and

associations between NCPAC and common vendors and with the

Reagan for President Committee.1' The Commission noted that

"in light of the foregoing evidence," it found reason to

believe that NCPAC had made or was making excessive in-kind

contributions and expenditures on behalf of the 1980 authorized

committees of Ronald Reagan, in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5441a(a)

and 26 U.S.C. §9012(f). Section 9012(f) prohibits independent

committees from knowingly and willfully incurring "qualified

campaign expenses"2 / in excess of $1,000 to further the

election of a Presidential or Vice Presidential candidate

who has received public funding of his election campaign.

The Commission also made a separate finding as to

26 U.S.C. §9012(f), based on the evidence recited above, and

I/Specifically, the Commission questioned expenditures made
by NCPAC to certain named vendors also used by the Reagan
campaign, a polling expense incurred by NCPAC to a con-
sultant also used by the Reagan campaign; and the apparent
sale by NCPAC of "office equipment" to the Reagan for
President Committee. Commission Notification at 3-4.

2/"Qualified campaign expenses" are those campaign-related
expenses incurred by the candidates, their authorized
committees, or by any person authorized by the candidatesor by any of their authorized committees. 26 U.S.C. 59012(11).
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alleged a violation of 2 U.S.C. 1432(e)(4) in the use of Mr.

Reagan's name in the title of NCPAC's independent expenditure

project, the "Ronald Reagan Victory Fund."

On September 29, 1980, the Commission propounded

L4 iCPAC a series of written interrogatories and issued an

order to produce documents and materials. NCPAC timely

responded to the Commission's interrogatories and document

requests which addressed the evidence found by the Commission

to support its finding of reason to believe that violations

of the law had occurred. NCPAC has, however, declined to

furnish documents or to respond to those interrogatories

which seek information concerning possible conduct or associations

beyond.the evidence listed by the Commission in its notification.

ARGUMENT

The Commission's statutory authority to conduct

investigations of possible violations of the Act or Chapters

95 or 96 of Title 26 is contained in 2 U.S.C. 5437g(a)(2).

That section, as amended, now provides:

If the Commission...determines, by an affirmative
vote of four of its members, that it has reason to
believe that a person has committed...a violation
of this Act or chapter 95 or chapter 96 of title
26, the Commission shall, through its chairman or
vice chairman, notify the person of the alleged
violation. Such notification shall set forth the
factual basis for such alleged viola-.-ons.The
Commission shal-mae aiiinvestigation of such
alleged violation, which may include a fielT
investigation or audit, in accordance with the
provisions of this section (emphasis added).

The Commission's regulations similarly require that a notification

set forth "the sections of the statute or regulations alleged

to have been violated and the alleged factual basis supporting

the finding." 11 C.F.R. 5111.9(a). Congress amended section

437g(a)(2) in 1979 to require an affirmative vote of four

commissioners before the Commission may find reason to
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believe that a violation has been committed, and to require

that notification of the alleged violation set forth the

factual basis of the alleged violation. Pub.L. 96-187,

sn-tion 108, 93 Stat.1354, 1358 (1980).

Section 437g(a)(2) contains strict procedural

safeguards intended to protect respondents to a Commission

enforcement action. Those protections are vitiated if, as

here, the Commission is able to simply pay lip service to

the specificity requirement of that section in the initial

reason to believe process, and then ignore the specificity

safeguards in its subsequent investigation. That is what

has happened here. Carter-Mondale's allegations were based

on the rankest form of conjecture and paranoia, and were

apparently dismissed as such by the Commission in its reason

to believe notification. There is not a shred of evidence

of conscious coordination or parallelism between NCPAC and

the Reagan camp.

The Commission, in its notification, raised questions

based on tangible evidence before it in the form of apparently

inconsistent filings by the Reagan campaign committees and

NCPAC. Those filings suggested an apparent use by NCPAC

and Reagan of common vendors or consultants. The Commission

properly inquired into those transactions and NCPAC promptly

and completely responded to those inquiries. The Commission

also questioned a sale of "office equipment" by NCPAC to the

Reagan campaign, and NCPAC explained that transaction to

the Commission. But there is no evidence cited by the

Commission (and nothing more than fears cited by Carter-

Mondale) that any of the staff of NCPAC or the Ronald Reagan

Victory Fund had any improper contact with any of the laundry
list of individuals or organizations listed by the Commission

in its discovery requests.

-5-
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NCPAC contends that 
section 437g(a)(

2) requires

that the scope of 
the Commissionss 

inquiry be circuscribed

by the factual bases 
on which a finding of 

reason to believe

is founded. If the Commission's inquiry is not so limited,

then ther1 no point to the requireent of a factual

dQW~

FT2
* .~. .-.~q.

foundation.

This court has already held that the legislative

history of the 1979 amendments to 2 U.S.C. 1437g(a)(2)

evince a Congressional intent 
that the Commission conduCt

its investigations within the 
boundaries of strict procedural

safeguards Felice 14. Gelan et al v. Federal Election Commission,

qo 802471, October 
24, 1980, Fed.Elec.aulw"i"

No. 80-2CC19) 9139. rIfte 0 ssion is permitted to allege
(CCH t 19 39 . If the Commis io

(C~'!., ... b---ed on accompanyingfatl

certain violations of the law, seonl-mannofctual

allegations, and then to inquire into 
all manner of other

unrelated matters, 
then the intention of 

Congress, the

wording of section 
437g(a)(

2), and the decision of 
this

court will be flouted.

If the Commission has reason to believe that NCPAC

has had contact or association 
with the entities or individuals

listed in its discovery 
requests, it should say 

so, cite

evidence in support 
of that allegations 

and conduct discovery

with respect to 
that evidence. it has not done so because

it has been unable to find 
such evidence.

Accordingly, we ask that 
this court refuse NCPAC's

petition for an order to show cause.
Respectfully submitted,

Curtis He e
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

(703) 821-1000

Attorneys for Nationat Conservative
polical Action Commtee
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing
Memorandum In Opposition To Petition To Show Cause Why
Subpoena Should Not Be Enforced, was hand-delivered to
Ch.-,rles N. Steele, General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,
r 1l3th day of February, 1981.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDE- AL ELECTION COMMISSION )
1325 X Street, N.W. )
Wash ngton, D.C. 20463 )
(202) 523-5071 )

1

Petitioner, )
) MISCELLANEOUS ACTION NO.

v.

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE )
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE )
1500 Wilson Boulevard )
Suite 513 )
Arlington, Virginia 22209 F I L E D

ORDER JAMES F. DAvi 1, Cleik

The Federal Election Commission has petitioned this court for

an order requiring respondent National Conservative Political

Action Committee to show cause why the Commission's subpoena and

order requirng the respondent to produce written documents and

materials, and to answer written questions should not be enforced.

The subpoena and order was served upon the respondent on October 2,

1980, pursuant to the Commission's authority under 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)

(1) and (3). The respondent failed to comply fully with the

Commission's subpoena and order and the Commission, therefore,

applied hereto.

It appearing to this court that the Federal Election Commission

has shown good cause for the entry of this order, it is hereby;

ORDERED that respondent appear before the Honorable John H.
4 4

Pratt with the documents and materials and answers to written

questions specified in the Commissioh subpoena, on the 26th
at 9:30 a.m.

day of February , 1981,/or as soon thereafter as feasible. Counsel

can be heard, and show cause, if there be any., hy an order should

. ... .
1

--... • .1
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Done this 23rd day of January

Ar .r
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

- ~ ~. I

~ ~ # / r)~~ ~t -~-*~4* .z~.
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not be entered by this court directing the respondent to comply

with the Commission subpoena and order.

IT IS FURTTIER ORDERED, that if respondent intends to file

pleadings, affidavits, exhibits, motions or other papers in

opposition to said petition or the Order requested, such papers

shall be filed and served no later than the 13th day

of February , 1981. The Commission shall have the oppor-

tunity to file a reply brief to any such papers in opposition no

later than the 23rd day of February , 1981.

, 1981.

T AL-
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, ,I.W.
Washington, D.". 20463
(202) 523-5071

Petitoner,

))
)

S )
)

V.

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL
ACTION COMMITTEE

1500 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209
(703) 522-2800

Respondent.

MISCELLANEOUS ACTION NO*

8I-ooq

RECEIVED
JAN 213 1981

CLERK, U.S. DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OFCO..U-.-' A

PETITION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WHY
SUBPOENA SHQULD NOT BE ENFORCED

Petitioner, the Federal Election Commission (hereinafter

"Commission") hereby applies to the court for enforcement of its

subpoena and order and represents the following to the court:

1. This is an action for enforcement" of a subpoena and

order, issued by the Commission pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437d(a)(l)

and (3).

2. Jurisdiction is conferred upon this court by 2 U.S.C.

S 437d(b).

3. Petitioner is the agency of the United States Government

charged with the administration and enforcement of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et seq.,

and of Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code. The

Commission is empowered to investigate possible violations of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and-of Chapters

95 and 96 of Title 26, United States Code.

4. Respondent National Conservative Political Action

Committee (NCPAC) is a respondent in a Commission enforcement -

action currently under investigation. Said investigation involves

possible violations by NCPAC of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and 434(e)(4)

and of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f).

AL. . . . . . . . . ....

UNITED STA eDISTCT COUR4T
FOR THE DISTRICT 6F COLUMBIA
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(c) That the Federal Election Commission be granted "such

further relief as may be necessary and appropriate.

8. No prior applications have been made for the relief sought

herein.

Rsesu dr

General Counsel

Thomas J. ThNehead
Assistant 4 eneral Counsel

Anne A. Weissenborn ..-

Attorney-

Vincent J •onvery, Jr. -
Attorney

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
(202) 523-5071

-. 4-. . . . . * . . .. _,- " _.**, - .l-, -
T  

, . ,. .: s . . . 1-' '' * .

-' -

7 .- -"

5. In connection with this investigation the Commission on

September 29, 1980, issued to respondent NCPAC a subpoena and

order requiring it to produce documents and materials and requiring

it to .nswer written questions.

6. Respondent NCPAC, having complied only in part with the

Comminssion's subpoena and ',.rder, has failed and refused to comply

in all regards to the Commission's subpoena and order.

7. WHEREFORE, the Federal Election Commission prays:

(a) That this court issue an order directing respondents

to appear before this court on a day certain, to be fixed by said order,

and to show cause, if there be any, why an order should not be issued

directing respon.dent NCPAC iully to comply with the sabpoena and order;

(b) That, upon return of said order to show cause, an order

be.issued directing the respondents to comply with the subpoena and

order; and*
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463 )
(202) 523-5071 ))

Petitioner, ) MISCELLANEOUS ACTION NO.

V. )
NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL )

ACTION COMMITTEE )
1500 Wilson Boulevard )
Suite 513 )
Arlington, Virginia "222D9 )
(703) 522-2800 ))

Respondent. )

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PETITION
TO SHOW CAUSE WHY SUBPOENA SHOULD

NOT BE ENFORCED

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This action is before the court on petition of the Federal

Election Commission ("Commission" or "FEC") for an order to

show cause why a Commission subpoena to produce documents and

order to answer written questions should not be enforced.

Jurisdiction is conferred upon this court by 2 U.S.C. S 437d(b). _

On July 2, 1980, the Carter-Mondale Re-election Committee,

Inc. ("C-M") filed a signed, sworn complaint with the FEC, asking

that the Commission invoke its enforcement authority with regard

to alleged violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, 2/

I/ The Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, Pub. L. No. 92-
225, 86 Stat. 3 (1972) was amended as follows: Federal Election
Campaign Act Amendments of 1974, Pub. L. No. 93-443, 88 Stat.
1263 (1974); Federal Election Campaign Act Amendments of 1976,
Pub. L. No. 94-283, 90 Stat. 475 (1976); Federal Election Cmapaign
Act Amendments of 1977, Pub. L. No. 95-216, 91 Stat. 1655 (1977);
Federal Election Campaign Act Amendments of 1979, Pub. L. No..
96-187, 93 Stat. 1339 (1980). The provisions of the Act are
codified in Chapter 14 of Title 2, United States Code. The
Federal Election Commission, which was created by S 208(a)
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, has enforcement
authority over the Act and over Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, .

,.5'.:/United States Code. . ,:- ..- ,, .: .. . , . ..-

'._k .2 On September 29, 1980, a complaint was filed with the Commission. ,7
" .9, ji"Yby Common Cause alleging the same violations as those allege °
--"- " by C--M. The matter under review arising from the Common Cause ... -*: i
._ complaint has been merged with that arising from the C-M complaint.-

.. .~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~~ ~?.-•...--.-- --.-- ,;-. . -, T -

-4. : ... ..: , . .. -, . . .. . , .. . . ,,. .. . ,, . ., , . - ... ,.
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as amended, (hereina'..er "the Act" or "Federal Election Campaign

Act")- Complainant a'l4qed that the "lational Conservative

Political Action Committee ("NCPAC") and other named committees

had exceeded their contribution limitations 3.!, violation

of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), had failed to report contributions and

expenditures properly in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 434, and had ..

knowingly and willfully incurred e.xpenditures in erceis of $l,000.

to further the election of Ronald Reagan to the office

of President of the United States in violation of 26 U.S.C.

S 9012(f). In addition the.complaint alleged that NCPAC had-

violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) in that its project,. the "Ronald

Reagan Victory Fund," a discrete, unauthorized political

committee, unlawfully included the name of "Ronald Reagan"

in its name.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(2), the Commission found

there was reason to believe that violations of the Act and of

Commission regulations had been committed by NCPAC and by certain

other named respondents. The Commission notified NCPAC, providing:

the respondent committee with a copy of the complaint and with a

general description of the legal basis for the Commission's

preliminary finding. (A copy of the notification letter is

appended as Exhibit 1.) The Commission commenced an investigation

of the alleged violations.

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. SS 437d(a)(1) and (3), and in connection

with the aforesaid investigation, the Commission, on September 29,

1980, issued an order and subpoena which directed NCPAC to produce

documents and materials and to provide written answers to Commission

~1 t
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questions. (A copy of the subpoena and order is appended as Exhibit

2.) NCPAC filed a motion to quash the subpoena on October 14, 1980.

Howevtt, on October 1C, 1910,, Cr-AC complies in part by submitting

the documents requeited ac Specifications 4, 5 and 11 of the Commission's

subpoena and by pruviding *ritten answers to Interrogatories A and

C. On December 16, 1980, the Commission votpd to deny the NCPAC

motion to quash and notified respondent by a letter dated December

19, 1980. That letter set January 9, 1981, as the date for the

production of documents and materials not already produced. It also

required submission of answers not yet provided within ten (10)

days of receipt of the letter. See Exhibit 3). The Commission's

letter was received by counsel for respondents on December 30, 1980.

By letter dated January 9, 1981, NCPAC notified the Commission that

it would "not voluntarily comply with the Commission's order directing

NCPAC to submit to the requested discovery." (See Exhibit 4).

ARGUMENT

2 U.S.C. S 437d(b) provides the authxvrity for the Commission

to seek a compliance order from any United States District Court

"within the jurisdiction of which an inquiry is being conducted" : ;,!.

if there has been a refusal to obey a Commission subpoena. It is

settled law that subpoena enforcement proceedings of the kind that

are before this court are summary in nature. Where the rights of

the parties are protected and an adversary hearing is made available,

if requested, the court need not require the filing of a complaint~

followed by an answer and discovery under the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure. Donaldson v. United States, 400 U.S. 517, 528, 529 (1971).

The standard for determining whether an administrative agency's

subpoena be enforced was set forth in United States v. Morton Salt Co.,

d;.~

~1• :



338 U.S. 632, 652 (1950).-- There the Court hel.. that a subpoena

or an order is entitled to enforcement so lon., as the inquiry is

wihln thr authoricty of the agency, the dcmand is iot too indefinite,

and the information sought is reasonably relevant. Id. The Commission's

subpoena meets these standards and this court should order NCPAC

to comply with the Commission's subpoena.

A. The Inquiry Is Within the FEC's Authority

The FEC has broad authority to administer the Federal

Election Campaign Act and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, United

States Code. The Commission has express statutory power to formulate.

general policy with respect to ihe administration of the cited laws,

2 U.S.-C. S 437c(b)(1); to make rules for their implementation, 2 U.S.C.

S 437d(a)(8); to render advisory opinions concerning them, 2 U.S.C.

S 437d(a)(7); and to initiate civil actions to enforce them, 2 U.S.C.

4,37d(a)(6).

The Commission has exclusive primary jurisdiction with

respect to civil enforcement of the Act and of Chapters 95 and 96

of Title 26, 2 U.S.C. SS 437c(b)(1), 437d(e), and 437g, and to that

end is granted the statutory authority to conduct investigations

to determine whether there is cause to believe that violations of the

Act or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 have been or will be committed.

2 U.S.C. S-.437g(a). Section 437g(a)(2) of the Act provides that:

If the Commission upon receiving a complaint . . .
or on the basis of information ascertained in the
normal course of carrying out its supervisory responsi-
bilities, determines, by an affirmative vote of 4 of
its members, that it has reason to believe that a person
has committed, or is about to commit, a violation of this
Act or chapter 95 or chapter 96 of title 26, the Commission
shall, through its chairman, notify the person of the alleged
violation. Such notification shall set forth the factual
basis for such alleged violation. The Commission shall make
an investigation of such alleged violation, which may include
a field investigation or audit, in accordanc.e with the .

provisions of this section. (Emphasis.added.) -

- . ' - "', ~~~~~~~ ... '*( -"* .. . . ..Jw, .' .-----*
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Thus the Com"ission has a statutory duty to conduct an investi- -

gation where as here, a signed, sworn complai-t alleging violations

of the Act -is been filed, and where it has found reason to

be lev-. a violat*on has occurred. In carrying out tbht duty

the Act specifically grants the Commission the powev "to -equire,

by special or general orders, any person to submit under cath, such

written reports and answers to questions as the Commission

may prescribe" and "to require by subpoena, signed by the

chairman or vice chairman ... the production of all documentary

evidence relating to the execution of its duties." 2 U.S.C.

S 437d(a)(1) and (3). In short, the Commission has ample statutory

authority to investigate 'the .allegations.made in the C-M complaint

and to issue subpoenas and orders in pursuance of that investigation.

B. The Demand Is Not Too Indefinite

The subpoena and order issued by the Commission describes with

sufficient specificity the information sought by the Commission.

The request for information in the Commission's subpoena and order is

is drawn as narrowly as possible, and compliance would not be unduly

burdensome. Even assuming arguendo that there is some burden

in complying with the subpoena, it has been recognized in this

judicial circuit that some burden on subpoenaed parties is to be

expected and may be necessary to the conduct of the agency's inquiry.

Federal Trade Commission v. Texaco, 555 F.2d 862, 882 (D.C. Cir., 1977)

en banc, cert. denied 431 U.S. 974 (1977). The burden of showing that

the request for information is unreasonable is upon the subpoenaed party.

Id.

.. '.

~.
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C. The Information Sought Is Reasonably Relevant

There are two issues which the Commission is investigating

in this matter. The zirst is whether expenditures made by NCPAC

on beh' 1 f of the candidacy of Ronald Reagan were made with the

cooperation or prior consent of, in consultation with or concert

with, or at the request or suggestion of Mr. Reagan, his authorized

committee, or his agents. If the expenditures were so made, they

would, by law, be "non-independent" and,. thus, contributions

to the candidate. See 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(7)(B)(i) and

11 C.F.R. S 109.1(c). The subpoena seeks information which is

necessary to determine whether such cooperation, consultation,

prior consent, requests or suggestions did in fact take place.

The second issue involves the nature of the Ronald Reagan Victory

Fund and its relaticnships to NCPAC. Therefore, the information

sought in the subpoena is relevant to the Commission's investigation

of the C-M complaint.

The complaint against NCPAC and others makes numerous factual

allegations to support its legal contention that the Act has been

violated. Under such circumstances, "a wide range of investigation

is necessary and appropriate." Federal Trade Commission v. Texaco,

555 F.2d 862, 877 (D.C. Cir. 1977). Thus, the information sought

by the subpoena cannot be characterized as "plainly incompetent

or irrelevant to any lawful purpose." Endicott Johnson Corp. v.

Perkins, 317 U.S. 501, 509 (1943), and therefore the subpoena

should be enforced. Id.

CONCLUSION

The Federal Election Commission is proceeding within its

congressionally mandated authority to investigate the Carter-Mondale

Re-election Committee, Inc., complaint. The subpoena is clearly

-I..
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authorized and seeks, within well-established bounds, to compel

the production of evidence in support of the investigation. The

court has jurisdiction to enforce the subpoena and may issu. an order

to show cause why the slibpceni should not he enforced.

For the reasons expressed herein, it is submitted that the

Commi. Jion's petition for an order to show cause should be granted,

and such order should be issued by the court.

Respectfu submitted,

General Counsel

Thomas J,/Whitbhead
Assistant General Counsel

Anne A. Weissenborn
Attorney

Vincent J. , J r I/
Attorney

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
(202) 523-5071
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTR;CT OF COLUMBIA

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. r2453
(202) 523-5071

Petitioner, )
) MISCELLANEOUS ACTIuN NO.

v.
/ - )

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE )
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE )
1500 Wilson Boulevard )
Suite 513 )
Arlington, Virginia 22209 )

; ORDER

The Federal Election Commission has petitioned this court for

an order requiring respondent National Conservative Political

Action Committee to show cause why the Commission's subpoena and

order requirng the respondent to produce written documents and

materials, and to answer written questions should not be enforced.

The subpoena and order was served upon the respondent on October 2,

1980, pursuant to the Commission's authority under 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)

(1) and (3). The respondent failed to comply fully with the

Commission's subpoena and order and the Commission, therefore,

applied hereto.

It appearing to this court that the Federal Election Commission

has shown good cause for the entry of this order, it is hereby:

ORDERED that respondent appear before the Honorable

with the documents and materials and answers to written

questions specified in the Commission subpoena, on the

day of , 1981, or as soon thereafter as feasible. Counsel

can be heard, and show cause, if there be any, why an order should

- , ..... . . , • . :, .

. . .... -

.4 ° 4 .
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-2-

not r.-, entered by tt'is court directing the respondent to compl.,

with Che Commission subpoena and-order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, thic if cespond&-.at intci.ds.to file
pleadings, affidavits, exhibits, motions or other papers in
opposition to said petition or the Order requested, such papers
shall be filed and served no later than the day
of , 1981. The Commission shall have the oppor-
tunity to file a reply brief to any such papers in opposition no
later than the Oday of , 1981.

Done this day" of , 1981.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

--- 'L

~~~:'i~-. ~I4- .7
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U.S. MARSHALS SER Il
PROCESS RECEIPT and RE111 0Jpyof thi fqm Please too,

, ~D o n o td O .
Federal Election C,i L:.- - - 4

National Conservative Poltea Action Cw*tt , .

SERVE NAME OF INDIVIDUAL, COMPANY, CORPORATION, ETC.. TO SERVE OR DESCRIPTION OF PAOPERTY TO OR CONDEMNRobert R, Sparks* Jiro, # Xe,* Sedan and 3.MADDRESS (Street or RFD, Apartment No.. Cty,.&ate andZIP Code)
7600 Old Springhouse NI, McZeas, Virginia 22102AT

SEND NOTICE OF SERVICE COPY TO REQUESTER AT NAME AND ADDRESS BELOW: Numbeof p to be

A e Anservedwiththiis Form 285
Office of General Com sel, Number of parties t1 be
Federal Election Nw- |"_'t_ served i ths case
1325 X Street, N.W. 

Check for serviceL Washington, D.C. 20443 onUS.A.SPEACI'A L-INS TRUCTIONS OR OTHER INFORMATION THAT WILL ASSST IN EXPEDITING SERVICE (include Business and Aiternate Addresses All Teleh0Numbers, and Estimated Tomes A vailable For Service):

to Counsel for N~ational Comiservtive Political ACtion Committee 
_Telephone - (703) 821-1000

The Federal Election Comission is a government ageny. Please
do not bill.

9;a eo t~re - &~Oginator requesting service on behalf of. [ PLAINTIFF TELEPHONE NUMBE DATE
0C DEFENDANT 523-5071 1/16/81

SPACE BELOW FOR USE OF U.S. MARSHAL ONLY - DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINEI4nowledge fecept for the Tal Procssj District Distrct Sgnature of Authorized USMS Deputy or Clerk Datetotal number of pro ess rc cated . of Origin to Serve
1,.11W only tfrst USM L85 it more 7 Of t "D 

t
thi one USM 285 is submtted) No. No t 

/

teby certify and return tt I have personally served, 0 have legal evidence of service, 03 have executed as shown in "Remarks"/the process described on the i di "dual company, corporation. etc., at the address shown above or on the individual, company, corporatione.hown at the address inserted helowc

I hereby certify and return that I am unable to locate the individual, company, corporation, etc., named above (See remarks below)
Name and title of individual served (if not shown above) 

A person of suitable age ard
discretion then residing m the
defendanrjs usual place of abode.

Address (complete only if different than shown above) 
Dte ofS Time

atu!e ofTU.

Signature of U.S Marshal or Deputy .

Service Fee Total Mileage Charges Forwarding Fee Tot'lCharges Advance Deposits Amount owed to U.S. Marshal or Amount of Refund(in" udinerP a"/ r / 2 /. 
(Check enclosed)

REMARKS .
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i SEDAX & H~EUGE

A PROF6SIONAL CORPORATION

ATTORNIYS AT LAW

7600 OLD SPINMOUSI ROAD

IiCUSA, VIUOINIA 33103

GLENN J. IOAM, JR. (703) 631-1000 1700 PINNSYLVANIA AVINUI, N.W.

J. CURTIS HERGIE WASNINGTOk D.C. 30000
(308) 303-7124

ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR. January 9, 1981
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES Wi

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER CASL: SIOAMHNRI

KAREN LUSSEN SLAIN
JOHN ROBERT CLARK M
J. STAN LY PAYN, JR.

BY HAND 
-

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

0e

Re: MUR 1252 co

Dear Mr. Steele:

CV By letter of December 19, 1980, you informed the
.Pi undersigned that, after review and consideration by the

Federal Election Commission ("the Commission") of the objections
C of National Conservative Political Action Committee (NCPAC)

to certain written interrogatories propounded to NCPAC by
the Commission, and the Motion by NCPAC to Quash or Modify
the Commission's subpoena in this matter, the Commission had
voted to deny the motion and to require answers to all
written interrogatories.

This is to inform you that NCPAC will not voluntarily
comply with the Commission's orders directing NCPAC to
submit to the requested discovery. NCPAC has already answered
certain of the interrogatories of the Commission and has
produced certain of the documents requested by the Commission's
subpoena.

It is NCPAC's position that the permissible scope
of the Commission's discovery in this matter is limited by
that conduct determined by the Commission and listed in its
September 25, 1980 Notification Of Reason To Believe Finding
to be potentially violative of statutes cognizable by the
Commission. Having raised questions with regard to that
conduct enumerated in support of its finding of reason to



Mr. Charles N. Steele
Page Two
January 9, 1981

believe, the Commission may not properly inquire into other
areas absent a determination that the questioned conduct
exists, and that it may violate a statute or regulation
cognizable by the Commission.

Section 437g(a)(2) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 provides:

If the Commission... determines, by an affirmative
vote of four of its members, that it has reason to
believe that a person has committed ... a violation
of this Act, or Chapter 95 or Chapter 96 of title

- 26, the Commission shall, through its chairman or
vice-chairman, notify the person of the alleged
violation. Such notification shall set forth the

N factual basis for such alleged violation. The
Commission shall make an investigation of such
allged violation, which may include a ITe1a

o Investigation or audit, in accordance with the
provisions of this section (emphasis added).

Thus, the Commission is limited in the permissible scope of
C its inquiry to the specific allegations contained in its

Notification Of Reason To Believe Finding.

The Commission's Notification set out three
findings of potential statutory violations. The first
alleged excessive in-kind contributions and expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan. In support of that finding, the
Commission set forth several transactions and associations
between NCPAC and Mr. Reagan or his authorized committees.
In so doing, the Commission set forth "only that evidence
which the General Counsel's office has found relevant to a
determination of whether there is reason to believe that the
expenditures by NCPAC are not 'independent' expenditures,
but rather in-kind contributions to Mr. Reagan." Notification,
at 2. NCPAC has answered each interrogatory and has produced
every document requested by the Commission concerning the
evidence recited in its Notification in support of its first
finding.



Mr. Charles N. Steele
Page Three
January 9, 1981

The Conmission's second finding alleges a potential
violation of 26 U.S.C. 69012(f). That Section purports to
prohibit certain conduct by political committees irrespective
of their independence from a candidate or his committees.
Thus, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as a justification for
inquiry into any contacts between NCPAC and the Reagan
Committees.

Moreover, NCPAC asserts that the decision of the
three-judge District Court for the District of Columbia in
Common Cause, et al. v Schmidt, et al., (80-1609 and 80-1754
(consolidated), September 3U. D 90)to which the Commission
was a party, bars any attempt by the Commission to enforce
Section 9012(f) as it is written, or to inquire into expenditures
by NCPAC on behalf of Ronald Reagan irrespective of the
independence of NCPAC from Reagan or his authorized committees.
Absent any reasonably supported finding by the Commission of

C1 reason to believe that NCPAC is not independent of Ronald
Reagan or his authorized committees, Section 9012(f) cannot

'serve as a vehicle for investigation or inquiry by the
C Commission.

IV Accordingly, for the reasons stated above, NCPAC
will not voluntarily comply with the Commission's original

0 discovery request of September 29, 1980, or its Orders of
December 16 and 19, 1980, directing compliance therewith.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
questions or comments concerning this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Spas, Je-



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Dte;=t der 19, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esquire
J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks and Mr. Herge:

The Commission has received the Motion to Quash or Modify
Subpoena filed by you on behalf of the National Conservative

own Political Action Committee ("NCPAC") and also sworn written
answers by Mr. Kenneth F. Boehm to certain interrogatories,

N together with objections to other particular questions. The
Commission has reviewed and considered the motion and the answers
and objections to the written interrogatories, and on December
16, 1980, voted to deny NCPAC's motion and to require answers
to all written questions submitted.

Accordingly, NCPAC is requested to produce for inspection
and copying the documents previously described in the Commis-
sion's October 1, 1980, subpoena, and not yet produced, at Room
706, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., on January 9, 1981,

CD and all subsequent business days thereafter required to complete
inspection. Answers not yet provided to all written questions
propounded by the Commission subpoena must be submitted to the
above address within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter.

With respect to compliance with the Commission's previously
issued subpoena and order, we direct your attention to the speci-
fic directions for proper compliance set out in the paragraph
preceeding the document requests on page three of the subpoena
sent to NCPAC.



Letter to Robert R. Sparks, Jr. and
J. Curtis Herge

Page two

If you have any questions or problems, please contact Ms.
Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-5071.

General Counsel

Enclosures
Commiss ion Orders



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
)Americans for Change, et al. ) MUR 1252

COMMISSION ORDER

The National Conservative Political Action Committee is

required to answer all written questions submitted by the

Commission on October 1, 1980. The staff of the Office of

General Counsel is directed to take all necessary and proper

steps to insure compliance with the requests contained in the

Order.

December 16. 1980
Date J~j WAINcGA Y

V ce Chairman e
Federal Election Commission

Attest:

M4arjo;Iie W. Emmons
Secret~ry to the Commission

4



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1252

Americans for Change, et al. )

COMMISSION ORDER

The motion of the National Conservative Political Action

Committee to quash or modify the Commission order to produce

documents and materials and to answer questions is denied.

The staff of the Office of General Counsel is directed to take

all necessary and proper steps to insure compliance with the

requests contained in the Order.

o Ao-
Dat6 W M R

V ce Chairman
Federal Election Commission

Attest:

Maryor pV. E&Tmns
Secretaky to the Commission



~.Charles, N. S ."I*

?ederal Iftecdo, t $.su
1325 K Stret, .V."
Washington, D.C, .20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

e19, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esquire
J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks and Mr. Herge:

The Commission has received the Motion to Quash or Modify
Subpoena filed by you on behalf of the Fund for a Conservative
Majority ("FCM") and also sworn written answers by Mr. John

- T. Dolan to certain interrogatories, together with objections
to other particular questions. The Commission has reviewed
and considered the motion and the answers and objections to

- the written interrogatories, and on December 16, 1980, voted
to deny FCM's motion and to require answers to all written questions

O submitted.

17 Accordingly, FCM is requested to produce for inspection
7 and copying the documents previously described in the Commis-

sion's October 1, 1980, subpoena, and not yet produced, at Room
706, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., on January 7, 1981,
and all subsequent business days thereafter required to complete
inspection. Answers not yet provided to all written questions
propounded by the Commission subpoena must be submitted to the
above address within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter.

With respect to compliance with the Commission's previously
issued subpoena and order, we direct your attention to the speci-
fic directions for proper compliance set out in the paragraph
preceeding the document requests on page three of the subpoena
sent to FCM.



Letter to Robert *Sparks, Jr. and
J. Curtis Herge

Page two

If you have any questions or problems, please contact Ms.
Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-5071.

General Counsel

Enclosures
Commission Orders



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Americans for Change, et al.
MUR 1252

COMMISSION ORDER

The motion of the Fund for a Conservative Majority to

quash or modify the Commission order to produce documents

and materials and to answer questions is denied. The staff of

the Office of General Counsel is directed to take all necessary

and proper steps to insure compliance with the requests contained

in the Order.

December 16, 1980
Date

Vece Chairman
Federal Election Commission

Attest:

MarjoriKd W. Emmons
Secret(sy to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL December 12, 1980
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Curtis Herge, Esquire
SEDAM & HERGE
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Commission has received the Motions to Rescind the Commis-
sion's decision to merge Matters Under Review (MURs) 1252 and 1299
filed by you on behalf of your clients, Fund for a Conservative
Majority ("FCMO) and the National Conservative Political Action Com-
mittee (ONCPACO). The Commission reviewed and considered the papers

._ submitted on October 27, and 28, 1980 and on December 9, 1980, voted
to deny FCM's and NCPAC's motions.

For the record, two points should be noted; 1) the Commission
merger of these two matters was initially suggested by counsel for

1- FCM and NCPAC, Robert Sparks, at a meeting in early October with
Commission staff, and 2) as you were notified by letter dated

o September 25, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe, based
on a complaint filed by the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,

4Inc., that your clients FCM and NCPAC had violated certain provi-
sions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

CD ("the Act") and Chapter 95, Title 26 U.S. Code ("the Fund Act").
to

As your associate, Mr. Robert Sparks, has been told in the
c course of numerous conversations with the staff assigned to this

case, the Commission did not make any additional finding of reason
to believe with respect to your clients in connection with the com-
plaint filed subsequently by Common Cause. A finding of reason
to believe is a triggering mechanism for the initiation of an
investigation of alleged violations of the law by the Federal Elec-
tion Commission, a non-adjudicatory, investigatory agency. As Mr.
Sparks was also informed, insofar as the complaint filed by Common
Cause alleged the same violations of the Act, and Fund Act contri-
bution and expenditure limitations by virtue of expenditures made
by the same named respondents and relied upon virtually the same
allegations of fact and pointed to the same evidence in support
of their identical claims, the two matters were merged into one
investigative endeavor, thus avoiding duplicative efforts on the
part of both the Commission and the respondents.



Letter to Curtis Herge
Page two

As you are aware, FCM and NCPAC were provided an opportunity
to demonstrate that no action should have been taken by the Commis-
sion prior to the Commission's finding of reason to believe. More-
over, you are of course free at anytime to bring forth whatever
information you may deem relevant to the Commission's investigation
of the alleged violations of the statute by your clients. In addi-
tion, should the General Counsel ultimately recommend to the Commis-
sion that it proceed to a consideration of a finding of probable
cause to believe FCM and/or NCPAC violated the law, you will of
course receive a copy of the General Counsel's brief and be able,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(3), to submit a brief stating the
position of your client(s) on the legal and factual issues of the
case and reply to the brief of the General Counsel.

I hope that this eliminates any questions you might have had
regarding the Commission's merger of these two matters. However,
should you have any additional questions or problems, please con-
tact Ms. Marsha Gentner, the attorney assigned to this case at
(202) 523-5071.

Sincere

/arles Se

*General Counsel

C



BE=E THE FRAL ELAJION COMMISSICO

In the Matter of )
)

maMricans for Change,) MUR 1252
et al.

'I-ICATIOW

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election

Commission, do hereby certify that on r 12, 1980, the

iummission decided by a vote of 4-1 to take the following actions

in the above-captioned matter:

1. Deny in all respects the motion to quash and the
- ~motion to modify the Cmadson suboens e by

resL et National Conservative Political Action
cummittee.

2. Require respondent to answer all written questions
tsubmitted.

3. Authorize the Office of General Counsel to advise
C3 NCPAC of the above actions and redirect the repnentto appear in ccmpliance with the subpoen and to file

the written answers not yet provided.

Comissioners Harris, Mciarry, Reiche, and Tiernan voted

affirmatively for the decision; Comissioner Friedersdorf dissented.

Comissioner Aikens abstained on the vote.

Attest:

£ate Marjorie W. Rmmns
Secretary to the Camission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CARLES S E 1 , ERAL =..l n)
MNR J(aI W. EMMM , OCaMIONCK R% E M

-1"' 10, 1980

lBRcriCN FILM 70 Qaw CXSE1b'S
Deoember 8, 1980 Peport on MJR 1252
circulated at 4:00 p.m. Decerber 8, 1980
on a 48-hour tally basis by OCS.

abo-name report was objected to by Qtnisioner

FriePersckrf at 2:31 p.m. on e 10, 1980.

7his matter has been placed on the agenda for the Ececutive

Session of Tug? , Decber 16, 1980.
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)RINOfANDGM TO:

FROKs

SUBJECT:

Marjorie W. Nons

Jane Colgrove

M 2252

Please have the attached General Counsl' a Report

on MU1Z52 distributed to the Comssion on a 48 hour tally

basis.

Thank you.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. M3 80 DEC 8 P 2: 2 5

December 8, 1980

MEWORANDUM TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

Marjorie W. Emmons

Jane Colgrove.

MUR 1252

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report

on MUR 1252 distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally

basis.

Thank you.



BEFOPTHE FDEAL ELEION,...C9 ION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1252

Americans for Change, )
et al. ) 8P z oo :

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT IN OPPOSITION
TO MOTION OF THE NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE
POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE TO QUASH AND
MODIFY SUBPOENAS AND IN RESPONSE TO
OBJECTIONS TO CERTAIN WRITTEN QUESTIONS

I. Summary of Proceedings

On October I, 1980, the Federal Election Commission mailed

a subpoena to produce documents and materials and an order to ans-

wer written questions to counsel for the National Conservative Poli-

tical Action Committee ("NCPAC"). The subpoena and order seek to

ascertain facts concerning the relationship between NCPAC and Ronald

Reagan and his authorized committees for purposes of determining

whether NCPAC's expenditures on behalf of Mr. Reagan's candidacy for

the office of President are independent of the candidate and his

authorized committees. In addition, the subpoena and order seek

information concerning the relationship between NCPAC and "The Ronald

Reagan Victory Fund" in order to ascertain whether the latter is an

unauthorized committee using the name of the candidate in its name.

On October 14, 1980, NCPAC moved to quash or modify the subpoena

and objected to certain of the written questions to which answers_1/
had been ordered. (See Attachments I and II). NCPAC's motion to

quash or modify the subpoena and its objections to certain questions

are based upon several arguments. First, NCPAC states that the

subpoena and interrogatories are overbroad and inconsistent with

the terms of the Commission's notification of reason to believe.

1/ NCPAC has submitted written answers to sections A and C of the
interrogatories and has produced documents in response to
sections 4, 5 and 11 of the Commission subpoena.



It is asserted that pursuant to the requirements of 11 C.F.R. S

111.9(a) the Commission is required to notify the respondent of

the section of the statute or regulations allegedly violated

and of the factual basis allegedly supporting the finding, and that

any inquiry pursued as a result of such finding is limited to the

associations and activities constituting the facts which supported

the Commission's determination. Respondent asserts that *the Com-

mission may not inquire into others absent a finding of reason to

believe that those activities or associations exist and that they

violate statutes or regulations within the Commission's purview."

(Motion to Quash, p. 3). NCPAC in keeping with this position has

agreed to furnish documents which relate to the specific activities

and associations set forth in the notification, but moves to quash

or modify the remaining requests because "they are unsupported by

o any articulated finding of reason to believe that the questioned

relationships or activities exist or, it they do exist, that they

C constitute a violation of any statute or regulation over which the

Commission has jurisdiction". (Motion to Quash, p. 3).

Secondly, NCPAC argues that, even if some or all of the other

relationships or activities included in the subpoena exist, the

scope of questions is unreasonable. This alleged unreasonableness

is based upon the claim that the document search required would

be unduly burdensome because "NCPAC would be compelled to review

all of its records in order to produce those requested," and upon

the determination that the time period granted by the Commission

is unreasonable. Burdensomeness is also cited as a reason for

objecting to certain interrogatories.
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Thirdly, NCPAC argues that the Commission is barred b ideci-

sion in Common Cause, et al. v. Schmitt, et al, 80-1609 and _SOwb

1754 (consolidated)(D.D.C. September 30, 1980), from enforcing the

provisions of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)).

For the reasons set forth below the Office of General Counsel

believes that the above arguments are without merit and recommends

that NCPAC's motion to quash or to modify the subpoena be denied and

that the respondent be required to answer all interrogatories.

II. Analysis

1. The Commission's Subpoena and Order are Consistent with
the Notification of Reason to Believe, Are Reasonably
Related to Its Investigation, and Are Not Unduly Burden-
some.,

NCPAC's assertion that the subpoena and order are overbroad and

inconsistent with the Commission's notification of reason to believe

demonstrates a misunderstanding of the relationship between the facts

presented as the basis for a finding of reason to believe a violation

has occurred and that finding itself. The Commission finds reason

to believe that a violation has taken place, not that particular

facts exist. Allegations of fact are required as bases for a finding

of reason to believe and the opening of an investigation, but those

facts do not define the parameters of the investigation. They serve

as a starting point, not as the sole focus. Therefore, no future

reason to believe findings are necessary as new facts are revealed

which are relevant to a previous finding with regard to a particular

portion of the statute or regulations. The statement in the notific-

cation sent to NCPAC to the effect that the Office of General Counsel

had limited the basis of its recommendation of a finding of reason to

believe to those facts deemed relevant was meant to convey that this

"3 -



Office had not used all of the information supplied by the co*plainant'.
The statement was not intended to preclude future additions to the
information initially used which support the finding of an apparent2/
violation.

NCPAC also argues that the subpoena and order are unreasonable

because they are "unduly burdensome". According to counsel, the
subpoena would require NCPAC to review all of its records before it
could produce the records requested. However, in FTC v. Texaco,
555 F.2d 862, 882 (D.C. Cir., 1977), the court stated that "[swome
burden on subpoenaed parties is to be expected and is necessary in
furtherance of the agency's legitimate inquiry and public interest."
The subpoenaed party must show that the request is unreasonable.

Otherwise, it is the duty of a subpoenaed party to undertake whatever

search is necessary to produce documents required.
N4 In the present instance the Commission has the authority to

determine the independence or non-independence of political commit-
tees. The subpoena is designed to help the Commission obtain facts

o which would reveal the relationship between NCPAC and Ronald Reagan
and his authorized committees, if any, as well as provide a foundation
for examination of witnesses upon oral deposition. As such, the
contents of the subpoena and order are reasonably relevant to the
objective of the investigation and therefore should not be quashed.

See United States v. Morton Salt Co., 338 U.S. 632 (1950); Federal
Trade Commission v. Texaco, 555 F.2d 862, 877 (D.C. Cir., 1977)(wide
range of investigation is necessary and appropriate where numerous

factual allegations in support of legal contention have been made);

2/ This explanation was given to NCPAC counsel at the meetingcited in counsel's letter; however, the misunderstanding
apparently persists.
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FEC v. Machinists Non-Partisan Political League# Misc. Action No.

79-0291, (D.D.C., January 28, 1980)(findings of fact and conclusions

of law); FEC v. Wisconsin Democrats for Change in 1980, No. 80-C-124,

Opinion and Order at 5 (W.D. Wisc., April 24, 1980).

NCPAC's allegation that the time period granted by the Commission

for production of documents is unreasonable is not supported by any

statements explaining why NCPAC found itself unable to assemble the

necessary documents within the stated period. NCPAC is an estab-

lished committee with a professional staff and therefore, absent any

showing to the contrary, should be able to gather the materials

without undue effort.

NCPAC also asserts that the Commission is barred from enforcing

26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by the recent decision of the three-judge Dis-

trict Court panel in Common Cause, et al. v. Schmitt, et al., that

the provision is unconstitutional. The Commission is appealing the

0 court's decision and therefore should not rescind or revoke its finding

of reason to believe that S 9012(f) has been violated, but rather
0

should take no further action regarding this violation at this time.

III Recommendation

Both the motion to quash and the motion to modify the Commission

subpoena made by respondent National Conservative Political Action

Committee should be denied in all respects. In addition, respondent

should be required to answer all written questions submitted. Staff

would so advise NCPAC and redirect the respondent to appear in com-

pliance with the subpoena and to file the written answers not yet

provided.



Should NCPAC fail to comply fully with the subpoena and the order

to submit written answers, we recommend authorization to institute

a civil action pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(b).

Date
General Counsel

Attachments

1. Motion to Quash or Modify Subpoenas

__ 2. Letter from NCPAC counsel re: written interrogatories

04 3. Answers and Objections to Interrogatories

Vr 4. Commission Orders (2)

0 5. Denial of Motion to

Quash or Modify the
Commission's Subpoena

o and Order

n 6. Requirement to Answer
Written Interrogatories

7. Letter to NCPAC counsel
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General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252/Motion To Quash
or Modify Subpoena

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to Federal Election Commission Regulations,
O- 11 C.F.R. §111.15(a), National Conservative Political Action

Committee (NCPAC), by counsel, hereby moves to quash or
modify the subpoena duces tecum issued by the Federal Election

TCommission ("the Commission") in this matter on September 29,
1980, on the ground that such subpoena is overbroad and

o) inconsistent with the terms of the Commission's Notification
and Reason To Believe Finding that NCPAC has violated certain
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act (2 U.S.C.
§431, et seq.) and the Presidential Election Campaign Fund
Act (2 -U.-.C. §9001, et seq.) ("the Acts").

By Notification dated September 24, 1980, the
co Commission informed NCPAC that it had found reason to believe

that NCPAC had violated certain provisions of the Acts
having to do with limitations on contributions and expenditures
on behalf of Ronald Reagan, and with respect to the use of
Mr. Reagan's name in the title of its project, "The Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund." The Commission's Regulations, 11 C.F.R.
§111.9(a), require that in the event the Commission determines
that there is reason to believe that a respondent has violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has juris-
diction, it shall:

Li :7

-._ .,- ,.,..



General Counsel
Page Two
October 14, 1980

..notify such respondent of the Commission's
finding by letter, setting forth the sections of
the statute or regulations alleged to have been
violated and the alleged factual basis supporting
the findin-k. -- hasis added).

Pursuant to that requirement, the Commission set
forth in its Notification:

...only that evidence which the General Counsel's
Office has found relevant to a determination of
whether there is reason to believe that the ex-
penditures by NCPAC are not "independent" expendi-
tures, but rather in-kind contributions to Mr.
Reagan. [Notification, at 3.]

The Commission then questioned certain specific activities
with respect to expenditures made by NCPAC to certain vendors

CV and others deemed to be "agents" of Ronald Reagan by virtue
of their earlier use or employment by the Reagan Committee.
The Commission also questioned a discrepancy between filings
with the Commission by NCPAC and by the Reagan For President

o Committee with regard to a debt of $2,200.00 apparently owed
by the Reagan for President Committee to NCPAC for "office
equipment." Id. In addition, the Commission noted that

o NCPAC may have-violated 2 U.S.C. §432(e)(4) by using the
name of a candidate in the title of its project, "Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund." Notification at 4-5.

cThe Commission therefore found reason to believe
that:

1. NCPAC had violated 2 U.S.C. 5441a(a) and
26 U.S.C. §9012(f) by making excessive in-kind
contributions and expenditures on behalf of Ronald
Reagan.

2. Thaz NCPAC had violated 26 U.S.C. §9012(f)
by making excessive independent expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan.

3. Th&- NCPAC had violated 2 U.S.C. §432(e)(4).



General Couns el
Page Three
October 14, 1980

As to the Commission's first finding, it is the
position of NCPAC that the scope of the Commission's inquiry
is limited by those activities and associations referred in
Part A of the Notification. Having raised questions vith
regard to those activities and associations in support of

its "reason to believe finding," the Commission may not
inquire into others absent a finding of reason to believe
that those activities or associations exist, and that they
may violate statutes or regulations within the Commission's
purview. In short, it is NCPAC's position that the Commission's
regulation, which requires the Commission to particularize
its findings and the factual basis in support of those

findings, thereby necessarily limits the scope of its inquiry
as to those findings.

Ef) Accordingly, in response to the Commission's
subpoena, NCPAC will produce on or before the date specified
therein those documents referred to in the requests numbered
4, 5, and 11. NCPAC hereby moves to quash or modify the

subpoena as to the remaining requests on the ground that
they are unsupported by any articulated finding of reason to

Nr believe that the questioned relationships or activities
exist or, if they do exist, that they consititute a violation

o of any statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction.

Even if the Commission determines from evidence
before it that there exist some or all of the other questioned
relationships or activities, it is.the position of NCPAC
that even then the scope of questions relating thereto must

QO be reasonable. As the document requests are now framed,
they are unduly burdensome since, to comply with the Commission's

requests, NCPAC would be compelled to review all of its
records in order to produce those requested. Moreover, the
short time period granted by the Commission in which to

produce the volume and nature of the documents requested
makes the Commission's request unreasonable.

As to the Commission's second finding, NCPAC
asserts that the decision of the three-judge District Court
for the District of Columbia in Common Cause, et al. v.
Schmidt, et al., (80-1609 and 80-1754 (consolidared),
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September 30, 1980), to which the Commission was a party,
bars any attempt by the Commission to enforce 26 U.S.C.
69012(f) as it is written, or to inquire into expenditures
by NCPAC on behalf of Ronald Reagan irrespective of the
independence of NCPAC from Reagan or his authorized committees.
Absent any finding by the Commission of reason to believe
that NCPAC is not independent of Ronald Reagan or his author-
ized committees, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as a vehicle
for investigation or inquiry by the Commission.

At a meeting conducted at the offices of Lawrence
M. Noble, Assistant General Counsel to the Commission, Mr.
Noble informed the undersigned counsel that after a review

Nof the Carter-Mondale/Democratic National Committee complaint
which generated this action, only those items set out in the
Notification were deemed worthy of consideration by the
Commission. Thus, any future 'reason to believe finding" by
the Commission must be supported either by another, different

-- complaint, or must be based upon an internally-generated
recommendation.

Wherefore, NCPAC moves the Commission to quash or
modify its subpoena as to the requests numbered 1-3, and 6-

o 10 therein.

Sincerely,

Rober R. Sp ,

Curtis Her e

-- ' -. A -

Q V xft?!
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Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

iN Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Steele:
ONO" Submitted herewith are the sworn written answers

of Mr. John T. Dolan, Chairman of National Conservative
Political Action Committee (NCPAC) to written Interrogatories

C4 propounded by the Commission to NCPAC on September 29, 1980,
transmitted by the Commission to counsel for NCPAC on October 1,
1980, and received by counsel on October 2, 1980. Included

o therein are objections to certain of the Commission's questions,
together with reasons in support of those objections.-

Also enclosed is NCPAC's motion to quash or modify
oD the subpoena duces tecum issued by the Commission, transmitted,

and received with the Commission's Interrogatories. Reference .
is made to the letter of October 9, 1980, from Lawrence M.

co Noble, Assistant General Counsel, to counsel" for NCPAC with
respect to the timeliness of the filing of the motion to
quash.

It is understood that this motion to quash or
modify the Commission's subpoena will be submitted to the
Commission for its determination and that counsel for NCPAC
will be notified of the Commission's decision. Counsel has
been informed that where the Commission denies an application
to quash or modify a subpoena the office of general counsel
customarily affords a respondent further opportunity to
comply before seeking any enforcement remedies.

I I : hllC'
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I look forward to notification of the Commission's
decision in this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.

enclosures
0

~q.

0
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ATTACHMENT 3
t.

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

PCARTER-MONDALE REELECTION TE, )

I. INC., et al., )I.I )
Complainants, )

|! )

-against- ) MUR 1252)
RONALD REAGAN, et al., ))

Defendants. )

ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW, National Conservative Political Action

Committee (NCPAC); by its Chairman, John T. Dolan, and in

response to the written Interrogatories from the Federal

Election Commission to NCPAC in this matter, answers as

:follows:

A. NCPAC is a multi-candidate political committee

jone of whose objects is to further the election of Ronald

IReagan to the office of President of the United States.

INCPAC pursues this object through the "Ronald Reagan Victory

'iFund, a project of National Conservative Political Action

lCommittee." The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund is not a separate

,entity, but is a project of NCPAC.

With regard to the specific questions raised by

;,the Commission concerning the relationship of NCPAC to the
'i

IRonald Reagan Victory Fund ("the Fund"):

1.) The Fund does not maintain a bank account

separate and apart from NCPAC, although NCPAC does maintain

'a separate internal ledger accounting for receipts and

lexpenditures on behalf of the Fund.

ii 2.) The Fund does not employ a staff separate and

',apart from that of NCPAC.

3.) Most of the solicitations or requests for con-
L tributions to the Fund ask that checks be made payable to

the Fund. Some solicitations have requ~s'.te4. thati' kib t'" "

ibe made to NCPAC.

I: ~~-1- "-...
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4.) Monies received from checks received by NCPAC

owhich were made payable to NCPAC have been used by the Fund.

!All contributions to NCPAC or to the Fund are reported to

i.the Commission by NCPAC as having been received by NCPAC.

5.) The account into which funds contributed to
or for the Fund are deposited is in the name of NCPAC and

all such funds are commingled with the funds of NCPAC.

B. NCPAC objects to this question as being

unreasonable and overbroad in that it requests information

beyond the scope of the Commission's findings of reason to

believe that NCPAC has violated statutes or regulations over

which the Commission has jurisdiction. Moreover, to supply

the information requested would require that NCPAC conduct a

,systematic search of all of its records, and to do so within

the time period afforded by the Commission would unduly

:'burden NCPAC and its personnel.

C. NCPAC has not transferred any items of the

'type listed in this Interrogatory to the Reagan General

,;Election Committee since January, 1980. In September, 1979,

.,NCPAC transferred certain typewriters to that Committee in

:1consideration of the payment by that Committee of $2,200.00,I,
!which amount was paid in full by the Committee to NCPAC on

ior about July 15, 1980.
ID. See response to Interrogatory B.

E. See response to Interrogatory B.

F. See response to Interrogatory B.

H STATE OF VIRGINIA )
i;iCOUNTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath
!!deposes and says that he has read the above and foregoing
lAnswers to Interrogatories by him subscribed, knows the contents
! thereof, and that the answers t ei et orth are true.

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to Ubfore. me this 14th day of
'October, 1980. -

iMy ommissio e ot#ubli# . ,'

8
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the matter of

Americans for Change, et al.
MUR 1252

COMMISSION ORDER

The motion of the National Conservative Political Action

Committee to quash or modify the Commission order to produce

documents and materials and to answer questions is denied.

The staff of the Office of General Counsel is directed to take

all necessary and proper steps to insure compliance with the

requests contained in the Order.

Max Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

Attest:

Date

Marge W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

DENIAL OF MOTION TO QUASH
OR MODIFY THE COMMISSION'S

SUBPOENA AND ORDER

The Federal Election Commission hereby denies the Motion

of the National Conservative Political Action Committee to Quash

or Modify the Commission's Order to Produce Documents and Mater-

ials and to Answer Questions.

Max Friedersdorf
Chairman

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner

Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner

Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner

Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

REQUIREMENT TO ANSWER
WRITTEN INTERROGATORIES

The Federal Election Commission hereby requires the National

Conservative Political Action Committee to answer all written

interrogatories.

Max Friedersdorf
Chairman

Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner

Frank P. Reiche
Commiss ioner

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner

Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner

m "



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esquire
J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks and Mr. Herge:

The Commission has received the Motion to Quash or Modify
Subpoena filed by you on behalf of the National Conservative
Political Action committee ("NCPAC") and also sworn written

- answers by Mr. John T. Dolan to certain interrogatories, toge-
ther with objections to other particular questions. The Com-

- mission reviewed and considered the motion and the answers and
objections to the written interrogatories, and on November

N 1980, voted to deny NCPAC's motion and to require answers to
N all written questions submitted.

o Accordingly, NCPAC is requested to produce for inspection
and copying the documents previously described in the Commis-
sion's October l, 1980, subpoena, and not yet produced, at Room
706, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., on November , 1980,

0D and all subsequent business days thereafter required to complete
inspection. Answers not yet provided to all written questions
propounded by the Commission subpoena must be submitted to the

co above address within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter.

With respect to compliance with the Commission's previously
issued subpoena and order, we direct your attention to the speci-
fic directions for proper compliance set out in the paragraph
preceeding the document requests on page three of the subpoena
sent to NCPAC.



Letter to Robert R. Spak, r. and
J. Curtis Herge

Page two

If you have any questions or problemse please contact Ms.
Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
Commission Orders

O
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Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman, Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463 .

Re: MUR 1252 and HUR 1299?r%

Dear Mr. Friedersdorf: 0 2

On September 25, 1980, the Federal Election Co~miss, z
("the Commission") notified the undersigned counsel for""m* t

09 National Conservative Political Action Committee ("NCPACw)
that with respect to that certain complaint filed with the
Commission on July 2, 1980 by the Carter-Mondale Reelection

C3 Committee, Inc. (MUR 1252), the Commission had found reason
to believe that NCPAC had violated certain provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"), and Chapter 95, Title 26, U.S. Code.

By letter dated October 2, 1980, Mr. Charles N.
Steele, General Counsel to the Commission, notified NCPAC

athat Common Cause had also filed a complaint with the Commission,
denominated MUR 1299 by the Commission, alleging that NCPAC,
together with other named respondents, may have violated
certain provisions of the Act, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26, U.S. Code. On October 20, 1980, counsel for NCPAC
filed with the Commission, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5437g(a)(1)
and 11 C.F.R. 111.6, NCPAC's response to the Common Cause
complaint. In its response, NCPAC asserted that no action
should be taken against NCPAC on the basis of the complaint,
and that the complaint should be dismissed as to NCPAC, on
the ground that the complaint failed to meet the technical
requirements of 11 C.F.R. 111.4, in that it did not contain
a clear and concise recitation of facts which describe a
violation of a statute or regulation over which the Commission
has jurisdiction.



Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Page Two
October 28, 1980

NCPAC has not been notified of any action by the
Commission with respect to NCPAC's response to the Common
Cause complaint. However, counsel for NCPAC has been notified
by Mr. Steele, by letter dated October 23, 1980, that on
October 15, 1980, the Commission voted to merge the complaint
filed by Common Cause (MUR 1299) with the complaint of the
Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee (MUR 1252), and to treat
both as a single investigatory matter. From that decision
NCPAC appeals, moves the Commission to reconsider its action
and rescind its decision merging both complaints, and to
consider each complaint on its own merits.

When it voted to merge MUR 1252 and MUR 1299, the
- Commission acted without having considered NCPAC's response

to the Common Cause complaint and, in point of fact, before
NCPAC had even responded to that complaint. The Commission's
purported merger of the complaints is not only untimely and
prejudicial to NCPAC, but is also beyond the scope of its

o authority. Further, it is NCPAC's position that the effect
of the merger is to accelerate the investigatory process as
to MUR 1299 to the same stage as MUR 1252. In short, by
failing to consider NCPAC's response to the Common Cause
complaint, and by merging the complaints, the Commission has
omitted a step in the investigatory scheme set by Congress,
and has instead taken a step unauthorized and unrecognized
by either Congressional statute or Commission regulation.

Section 437g(a)(1) of the Act provides in part:

Before the Commission conducts n vote on the
complaint, other than a vote to dismiss, any
person so notified [of the filing of a complaint]
shall have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, to the Commission within 15 days after
notification that no action should be taken against
such person on the basis of the complaint.
[Emphasis supplied.]

The Commission's regulations provide:

The Commission shall not take any action, or make
any finding, against a respondent other than
action dismissing the complaint, unless it has
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considered such response or unless no such response
has been served upon the Commission within the
fifteen (15) day period specified in 11 C.F.R.
111.6(a). [11 C.F.R. 111.6(b), Emphasis supplied.]

The Commission could not take the action which it
did in MUR 1299, because, on October 15, 1980, when it
purported to merge MUR 1252 and MUR 1299, NCPAC had not yet
been afforded the opportunity granted it by statute and
regulation to respond to the Common Cause complaint. The
Commission acted before the period within which NCPAC was
required to respond, and before it had in fact responded to
the complaint. The Commission was therefore absolutely
barred by statute and its own regulation from taking any
action when it did, other than action dismissing the complaint.

The Commission's purported merger of MUR 1299 with
"MUR 1252 is tantamount to a determination by the Commission

of reason to believe that as to the Common Cause complaint
oD (MUR 1299), NCPAC has violated a statute or regulation
Wcognizable by the Commission. The merger has effectively

accelerated the investigatory process as to MUR 1299, for
CD the Commission has already found reason to believe as to MUR

1252. Therefore, the Commission's action in merging the
complaints is to the detriment of respondent NCPAC; it is"action taken against a respondent," 11 C.F.R. 111.6(b), and
is expressly prohibited by regulation. Even if the Commission
does not agree that it has accelerated the investigatory
process to the detriment of NCPAC, it has clearly violated
the plain wording of S437g(a)(1) of the Act, which prohibits
any vote on a complaint, other than a vote to dismiss,
daing the pendency of the period of response to that complaint.

Not only is the Commission's action untimely, but
the action itself is unsanctioned, either by statute or
regulation. There is no authorization for the Commission to
merge one complaint with another, particularly in the
absence of a request for such a merger from the complainant
or any of the respondents. The procedure to be followed by
the Commission in reviewing and investigating complaints,
voting to take action thereon, dismissing complaints, making
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findings thereon, or seeking judicial relief with respect to
any violation of any statute or regulation cognizable by the
Commission, is expressly set out in the regulations of the
Commission. The Commission's authority is a creature of
statute and regulation and it cannot be expanded by custom,
practice, or expediency. There is no statutory or regulatory
provision which permits the Commission to merge one complaint
with another, and its purported merger is therefore beyond
its authority and without effect.

For the reasons advanced above, NCPAC contends
that the Commission's purported merger of MUR 1252 and MUR
1299 is not permitted by law and operates to the detriment
of respondent NCPAC. Accordingly, NCPAC requests the Comission
to rescind its "merger" of the complaints, to consider each

# on its own merits, and to dismiss MUR 1299 as to NCPAC for

the reasons stated in NCPAC's response thereto, filed with
the Commission on October 20, 1980.

o Please feel free to contact me if you have any

questions on this matter.

C Sincere,

Counsel for National
Conservative Political
Action Committee
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ANALYST

Comsel
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STAFF DIRECTOR

ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR

TEAM CHIEF

Ma~rk Kleixun At4.

Bobby ..rfel

COMPUNCE REVIEW

FOR REPORTS ANALYSI! 4P

MUR No. 1252

**PURPOSE:
N',

DATE OF ORIGINAL REFERRAL N/A

MIFtIR7TI(:

Entries on reports of National Conservative
Political Action Committee and Fund For A Conervative
MIJority showing the use of the same legal services
as the Regan-Bush Copliance Rmid.

Entries on reports of National Conservative
Political Action Covauittee showing. the use of
the same vendor as the Reagan-Bush Caxplinace Fund.

OUTCOME: (if applicable)

*Commission unit which initiated original Referral (e.g. AUDITIRAD/OGC).
**INFORMATION, or RESULTS OF RAD ACTION, as appropriate.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

October 23, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252 and MUR 1299

Dear Mr. Herge:

co On September 25, .1980 you were notified of the Commission's
findings concerning your client, National Conservative Political
Action Committee (NCPAC), with respect to the complaint filed by
the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee and captioned MUR 1252.
On September 29, 1980 the Commission received a complaint filed

4 by Common Cause against your client, and a copy of that complaint
was mailed to NCPAC. This letter is to further notify you that on
October 15, 1980, the Commission voted to merge the complaint in
MUR 1299 with MUR 1252, and to treat it as a single investigatory

0D matter.

If you have any questions with respect to this or any other
0 Commission action, please call Marsha G. Gentner, Anne A. Weissenborn,

or Patricia F. Bak at (202) 523-5071.
Mv



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MKAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252 and MUR 1299

1 Dear Mr. Herge:

0On September 25, 1980 you were notified of the Commission's
findings concerning your client, National Conservative Political

SNOW Action Committee (NCPAC), with respect to the complaint filed by
the Carter-Hondale Reelection Committee and captioned MUR 1252.
On September 29, 1980 the Commission received a complaint filed
by Common Cause against your client, and a copy of that complaint
was mailed to NCPAC. This letter is to further notify you that on

V October 15, 1980, the Commission voted to merge the complaint in
MUR 1299 with HUR 1252, and to treat it as a single investigatory

0 matter.

If you have any questions with respect to this or any other
03 Commission action, please call Marsha G. Gentner, Anne A. Weissenborn,

or Patricia F. Bak at (202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,



SEDAM & H 1toE
A PnoreSSIONAI. CONPOPATION

ATTOSN"YS AT LAW

700 OL.O SPRiNG"HOJIJS 1OAO

XcL3AN, VINOINOA 33103

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR. (7031 *1-1000 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. NW

j. CURTIS MERGE WASHINGUTON, 0.C. 20006cu, S HGEOctober 20, 1980 mani-Iwo

BARBARA L ABERNETHY
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER
MICHAEL D. HUGHES
ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR

THOMAS M. DAVIS. III

OF COUNSEL

Ms. Marsha G. Gentner
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In accordance with your instructions to me by
telephone this date, as counsel for National Conservative
Political Action Committee (NCPAC), I deliver herewith those
documents, or their equivalent, and explanations thereof,
requested at numbers 4, 5 and 11 of the Commission's subpoena
duces tecum issued in this matter on September 29, 1980.

o) This will also confirm your assurance to me that delivery in
this manner by close of business, October 20, 1980, will
constitute compliance with the Commission's subpoena, except

oas to those requests as to which NCPAC has already filed a
motion to quash or modify the subpoena.

There is enclosed the following:

1. Copies of NCPAC checks, printing company
invoices, materials printed thereby, and NCPAC purchase
orders describing the services to be performed, as to each
of the expenditures by NCPAC to Diversified Direct, Inc.
questioned in the Commission's "reason to believe finding,"
dated September 25, 1980. As to a purported expenditure on
June 2, 1980 to Diversified, I enclose a letter from Candace
Taw, NCPAC's office manager, reflecting that a review of
NCPAC's filings with the Commission and of its own files has
revealed no payment on June 2, 1980 to Diversified, as alleged
by the Commission in its September 25 notification of finding.

90 'Ec 2tDO



Ms. Marsha G. Gentner
Page Two
October 20, 1980

2. Similar documentation as to an expenditure
by NCPAC to Tri-State Envelope Corp.

Please note that as to both of the above groups of
expenditures, NCPAC's purchase orders reflect that NCPAC
provided camera-ready art to the printer. This art was
produced for NCPAC by vendors other than those as to which
the Commission has raised a question concerning their use by
Mr. Reagan or his authorized committees.

11 3. Copies of NCPAC's check dated June 5, 1980,
to Arthur Finkelstein & Associates, Finkelstein's statement
for and explanation of services rendered, and Finkelstein's
further explanations of the "polling services" rendered to
NCPAC, indicating that neither the poll nor its results

_. inured to the benefit of Mr. Reagan, and were not "accepted"
by him. The poll itself and the results thereof are withheld
on the ground that their production would unduly burden
NCPAC, as the poll itself runs to several hundred pages and
would involve undue time and expense to produce herewith.

0 4. Copy of a letter from NCPAC's office manager

4explaining the circumstances surrounding the sale of a
"1memory typewriter" by NCPAC to a Reagan committee. No

Cdocumentation of this transaction exists other than a copy
of the Committee's cancelled check which must be obtained
from NCPAC's bank. A copy of that check can be produced

Con request of the Commission.

I trust you will find the documents produced by
NCPAC herewith responsive to the Commission's needs. Please
feel free to contact me if you have any questions on this
matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. ark

Enclosures



The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

I,. (1) Classified Information

e(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

CJ

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

4 (8) Banking Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

S ig n ed eg/AV

Date kIz 1'

FEC 9-21-77

FERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

A
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blversified Direct, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue Fairfax (Menifleld) Virginia 22031• (703) 5734605

Renmttm DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:

1500 Wilsm Blvd.
Aln . Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:
rPolitical

INVOICE
No.A 1919
DATE

-I

I .L

DCRIW FON

1E: PRINTING - T ?IE -PO'CW.

Postcard, with 2 color face and 1 color back.

TOMA IIZ

csrrL)

4~:

cc

348 M

_J

1,513.80

$1,513.80
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NCAC- 1

E4%CHAS~9RER

April 3, 1980

April f91930

National Conservative Politti
1S03 Wilson Boulevard #1513
Arlington,. Virginia 22209

Diversified Direct, Inc.
2936 ProsperditY Ave=*
xerrifield.g Va.

Diversified PIaling Services
*Acton LaneValdoirf.'d . 4 - • 4

CpA.f,,HouseOPros ect(ufkin-Tiylor/IMai Codes 87W,

*,: .q,

- "SPECIAL INSTRUC I ""S

1. AN hwOices must be acco ne W 2 wsli
. Bill direct to the client naewod abve. SY -

accepting and fulfilling this purchase OMder lbO

... .. * - SIJpl l ,i o6 Pr*M y & kM " M a nW agrmes a
fa purchase order Is to be charged agslr ft

jjj ~ ~ ~ acon Acinoftite =M0 the lint name above. ud #0 tr
........ client neomd sho~e shaMll I* solely rp ono AN:

te payment of any inoice aring ad o l - s

t 8 chaseorder.
~~ -.-g ftie rqis M04 uless0"M 0 insspe~le

4.25 sarreplm to PA=O Piroduction officepsor lo
or no later than . .-. -

6 Plase otiy uskumdiatly Uyouera to

IL plas notity us Mneftll NI y o weuable Io ]'
sp coroete orde by 5 p.M. of SpeMod di Ver
date.

L Each packag. bo, or skid must be mad
acording to pecal instructions an lac of pa

ase order. If pck0aging instructios do not nipew
on purchase order please contact AIR..
7. No changes wi be bindng an c1ie oted on Oft

-P.O. unles written author at lonle given.

L AN Freight charges aea to be pped(at wdendr.
espense. tbe -d- in 14,

.No under ns wil be acceed. Accqal am
runs are as folow
SM.IOM 15% 50M-OOM 4%
IOM25M 10%. Over loom 2%

,25M.50M 9

.wm*e a e@~fl Wi t~ii ~ - -~.* 
-

P~RiCE

MCN

ITEM: Postcard coded PW7

Size: 3 112' x 5 1/2"

-9 

--

4. .- *~

Stoc~n752b. EL-bulk white

Ink: IM5 I Mu ae nd lallet

$4.3

Prints: 2.

Muianus required

caUS.,+ ..... t+ +- -"-"
Please return r ,M"2 RdY de 10 samples- ton
poduction dp. :....--.. ... -. 

" -. , 7

[IMPORTAT OU UCAE ORDER NUMBER AND JBNUMBER MUST 
s

APPAR N VOCES PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. INVOICE IN 
I

TRIPLICATE.TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS PURCNASE:SEEW&ECIAL L

OR:. OFFIC

IN T U T O S A O E . - , , *.- .. - . .. , ,-+. : .... - _. ...:... PURCHASING -,GNT

USONLL~1 ~ -

-. .. .+.. --

' -- z"" . -r

U;t. , 4 - .. .. .... " ." " a.. - -p .- '

': ---. - , v - ': -- - + - '

Smith- no bid does not have enough-istock. PranA4.. .. *.

o"..
a r

No.

REOUIMD

1_ TO

SUPPLIER

SHIP TO

ACCOUNT

I

I-

I

I PRICE

ft . . a . .l .l .I

-'I



*Place

Stamp
Here

Governor Ronald Reagan
9841 Airport Blvd. * #1430
Los Angeles. -CA 90045

14 Dear Governor Reagan:

Y I understand Federal Election Law prohibits-
your canaign from spending the funds you need inremaining crucial primary states.

I wanted to let you know that I am making aCpersonal contribution today to an independent
campaign on your behalf sponsored by the NaItonal
Conservative Political Action Committee.

Please accept my best wishes in your campaign
for the President. I am behind you 100%.

Sincerely,

pw,,

iij
'I

91*:
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of Invoice #1913
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Eb'isfebIdI e Oct, Inc.
2936 Prospeft pnue • Flrfax (MeII l). VIrgIniq 220310 (703) 5734605

11m4tm DIVURSIPIED DIRECT, INC., clo U.V.S. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:

t~onal Ommeative
Pctim ta
1500 Wilson B1vd,
Arli41tcu , Va. 22209

1l i ti cal

.SHIPPED TO:
-I F

ENS

I I_

DmCnImI@"

E: gan w , T 1Cc or 0 .f j=0
amga ads, wtth I color fa n 1 5ide only.

TLC ZNYW,1:

s I L

/.

'-I
- I

77/5

8.97/H 3,121.56

$3,121.56

1160oo-00

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACUNTING
GOLDENROD-ODI JOB JACKET

PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
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-National Conservative Politidl Action Comiit
1500 Vi1son Boulevards 1513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

DiversifLed DfAedtp Ina.
2936 Prosperity Avenue
Merrifeld,, Va.

Diversified Ialing Services
Acton Lane -p

Valdorf~4 Wi. a 0aa.

NCPAC/Iuse-Prospect/Bufkn-Taylor/ptbl Codes 871..120D

tee ' m

thel•-- c li

-- LB
4. 2
Of1no

datle.

. Each package. box or skid must be mabedi
according 10 special Instructions an twa pwChase order. If packaging Intruti do nt ppr
on purchase order p conlact AA . ,
7. N changes wil I 1bdingm ncent ImsW a . S

-P.o. unlam written authortom is - ... I

L.Al1Freightrges are tObhe pa (at .
expens,toe nc dnBi. . -.m.
L. No unde rna witl he accepted. Acceplebi amruns are as foNows:
Sw10M 15% S0M-1ioM 4%
IOM-25M 10% Over l00 - 2%? 25M.50M... 6%

,.4.P.O.NO.

'7-. -. - .- ~' m ~Ae~ Climb. IY~&ne. a ueyaft m~a ~a. - I~ i-. - w~r~ WVVLI l8~G LD@IW L'SJW 7..
-. 5..+ +

UNIT"" RICE ."

'8. 979

* a

ToTALk7; LIE BELOW *1

ITE: ,bagmn Ad coded FV7

Size: 8 x lO"

Stock: --__-.F_' wht Abv

Ink: Black COP

1/0 (1 20% screw bla,

Fold Into equal thirds,

Slueliv Ow 'evrd

to pmoductldt~t
fide -0 s

' !.
* -~.. I- . . -

IMPORTANT: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST s... -APPEAR ON INVOICES. PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE INVOIE
TRIP"ICATE. TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS PURCHASE: SEE SPE .LEBTAUCTIO)NS ABOVE., - .,.' - , |.+'...

, .

.. bin .a.,, , , '-. - " • . .4,,

•. ..- l
-4,4

'eAS, 4 r PMO
a.

47.~t.. ~OS~f 'S
%.*7* **-~~

5 ~ ~
A- ,- - -.

.SMith$9.3 , Pe.,...
.. ~.

-a.
41~ A~- .~...

'S. -

• . -

C~i •: 2 i.U RC 4S ORDER*
UPAC- 7271 " +

April 3.1 A
IL B

Aprile -.-.. 18 fi siaccC

Nwi

SPEIAL lNSTRUCTIoNS .

l invoic muet be aompanlad by 1 u - .0
ill direct to the client named gb~ve. S

ipting and fulfilling this purchase eide L
liet eupremely acknowledge aNo agree 111Purchase Order is to be charged fgbt V
munt of t client nfae abmv. an 0 t s
t namd. abm shel M ft lel rpayment of any invoi1ce arft"n &A @6 tIN-u
N order. - *

higmn IS reqifra oneas c ihe e fIs
5 samples; to PAW Prodction @lce prio to

later than delivery at.
Was notif us wwnmdiael if ym are uhl" 11
canplee order by 5 p.m. of6 ili do",

DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

SUPPLIER

SHIP TO

AOUNT

WIc~nWED

Prints:

-A

'4

. I I I I I I Im

• - - :..:r r~PLASE S PKrl~ ilf ll ifii lI11 . +.
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0I'rslfied Direc Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue • Fahax (Meffleld Virginia 22031' (703) 873460

Remittw. DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., c/o U.V.S. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

SHIPPED TO:
71 F

INVOCE
jN.A 1942

I:'

DATEkpriL1 15o 1980

-I'S
Wa M1Pl d= tA~tcta I - dt~e
1500 Wiluon Blvd. Smite 513
Arlt, Va. 22209

L I L _
CUSTOMER C788 DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. 8HIPPED/ DDI P.O. NO. 1681 10562 TS727 MAILED. 4/0/80 IDMSIONAL JOB NO. I I

JANTU [ DISCRIIl@W - "UNIT IE AMOUNT

205 N

t 143 X

0oox

BE:

/
1DflIt"JG s~g zs, CwME , LEM=.

Caii. letters with 1 color e xl 1
C-ded- L 20 D.

O~ip leters sie s 0e.

colcr brck.

Ooded i, IN7

4% Va. tax:

TOML IVE:

16.38/N

16.38/N

I h A

3,357.90

2o342.34

228.00

$5,928.24

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROO-DDI JOB JACKET

TO:I-
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W Authorized and paid for by the National Conservative Political Action Committee
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IN'POPULARITY. REAGAN WILL LOSE VALUABLE MOMENTUM IF HE
CANNOT MAINTAIN HIS CAMPAIGN ADVERTISING PROGRAM IN
HIGH GEAR IN THE MAY-JUNE 'PRIMARIES. CARTER CAN PULL
AHEAD BECAUSE OF THE FREE ADVERTISING HE GETS AS A
SITTING PRESIDENT.

NCPAC HAS AND WILL RUN "INDEPENDENT" PRO-REAGAN ADS TO
MAKE SURE THIS DOES NOT HAPPEN.

I AM CONVINCED RONALD REAGAN IS A DEDICATED CONSERVA-
TIVE WHO WILL HELP TURN THIS COUNTRY AROUND IF ELECTED.

BUTD ASIDE FROM THIS* I AM DETERMINED TO HELP GOVERNOR
REAGAN NOW FOR TWO REASONS:

1. WHEN MCPAC WAS FOUNDED IN 1976 RONALD REAGAN
SIGHED A LETTER PERSONALLY ASKING HIS SUPPORTERS
AND OTHER CONSERVATIVES ALL OVER THE COUNTRY TO
HELP US. IN FACT MCPAC WAS THE ONLY ORGANIZATION
RONALD REAGAN HELPED IN 1976.

MANY THOUSANDS OF CONSERVATIVES RESPONDED TO HIS
CALL. HE IS ONE OF THE MAIN REASONS NCPAC IS HERE

C... TODAY WITH A 719 WIN RECORD AGAINST THE LIBERALS.

- 2. AN OVER14HELMING MAJORITY OF NCPAC SUPPORTERS--
CPERHAPS YOU WERE ONE--WHO WERE CONTACTED WITH OUR

"1980 PRESIDENTIAL SURVEY" SAID REAGAN WAS THEIR
NUMBER ONE CHOICE FOR PRESIDENT.

0 NOW GOVERNOR REAGAN HEEDS OUR HELP.

THE ADS WE PRODUCE WILL BE TOUGH, HARD-HITTIHG ADS THAT
WILL EXPOSE CARTER'S WEAKNESSES AS WELL AS PROMOTE
REAGAN.

THESE'ADS WILL BE PRODUCED BY TOP NOTCH PROFESSIONALS.
O2J THEY TALK ABOUT CARTER'S WEAK HANDLING OF IRAN,

INFLATIOn ETC. AND HOW REAGAN WOULD BE A MUCH BETTER
PRESIDENT.

WE WILL RUN THESE ADS IN MAJOR CITIES AND PLACES WHERE
MANY VOTERS WILL BE MAKING UP THEIR MINDS BETWEEN
CARTER AND REAGAN IN THE NEXT TWO MONTHS.

IF YOU CAN SEND A CONTRIBUTION TO NCPAC TO HELP US HELP
GOVERNOR REAGAN, I AM ALSO ASKING YOU TO SEND HIM THE
ENCLOSED POSTCARD TELLING HIM OF YOUR SUPPORT.

THE POSTCARDS YOU AND OTHER CONSERVATIVES SEND IN WILL
GO TO GOVERNOR REAGAN'S CAMPAIGN HEAD2UARTERS. HIS
STAFF WILL SEE THE DEEP LEVEL OF SUPPORT GOVERNOR
REAGAN HAS WITH CONSERVATIVES LIKE YOU.

WILL YOU PLEASE SEND YOUR LARGEST POSSIBLE CONTRIBU-



n PAC- 7270

April 3. 1980

DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

SUPPLIER

SHIP TO

A&OOUNT

W ~ ~ ~ WE W
S.. ~e -.

iational Conservative Po1ittil Iction Cc
1500 Vilson Boulevard. #f13
Arlington. Virginia 22209' W"'6st "• r n . m.. ......

Diversified DLrect, Inc.
2936 Prosperity Avenue
errifl.14, Vao

The Viguerle Cmpau
Couputer Division

• P A ISTRUCTIO0S ,

1. Am in iles mt be as mned by 2 ngI
. Bill direct to the client named above. 9Y

accepting and Willing this purchasoelde 1111r
amper expres ackoedgs and arm go
#ft purchase is o be Pih d sem m

md ttee accounf ft c i e nt fl0iFdaone. Wed o g
client. nmed how al b.Soey rson.l.
the peyent of am oar out d 96 pro .

" , . . chse order..
S'ueline IS rasired. unless othawlae spolal
4. 25 samples to ftAVC Production office plw ID
or n later than ddaie" date.
L Pease notify us binedte of you are vidbl t..
oft complete order by 5 p.m. of spacIfliduly
date.

~m .m.~. a - a.. -.

tICPACiousem~spect/ufkinm.TaylorMaiI Codes 87W.

& Each package. box Or Skid must be W&*s
according to special instructions an loe ci PW.
chas order. if paskging inStructionil do not appm
on purchao order please contact Aft
7. No changes wi be binding on cient sted an fU
P.O. unke written a rtho tion is gVe , -. I

AN Freight co s are to be prepaid (at Idaii
a; me. lo be inabded in 54
. No under rurw wi be accepled. P pt:a
nn are as follows:
m1 M 15% Noiloom 4%

IOM-25M 10% Ovr looM 1%
204-50M, . 6% . - .- I .-- - -

m~. ~. - - y I-. ~ OU~7LT II EO Li~I W UCLUW
E4UIiAlTIT Y

ITEN~: C quter Letter/Reply waded L-117 00fnl ~ '

Size: 11' x 14 7I8" (FOR 3800 LASER)

Ink: -PIG 293 lue and Black

Prints: 1/1 (blue over black. n right)

Bluelliw required , f n

Stock: 50 lb whiteO - -

, 3 W - '. ; , .. .. -,• .. ._. . .-. -:," .- .* ..
Productimn m m.- idsi -. osl -T

W-0-0Vwi W.-O WW- ~-aq P ;.

MPORTANT: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST/
APPEAR ON INVOICES. PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. INVOICE IN
TRIPLICATE. TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS PURCHASE: SEE SPECIAL
MISTRUCTIONS ABOVE. - ." , '.

L.

PU . . .AGENT bf,- - ' 
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* 0-*
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0
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... erslfed Direct, Inc.

296 PN, WNry Avenue - Falifx (Meirlfleld). Virginla 22031• (703) 5734605

Remtm' DIVERSIPIED DIRECT, INC.,, do U.V.B. BOX 17w, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:
-i -

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. 513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:

RAVCO

L _J L I
CUSTOMER C832D DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN
ORDER NO. NCPAC SHIPPED/5/6/ 8 0  DDI P.O. NO. TERMS

MAILED. ,DISIONAL JOiWN 10675 SE NET---0

IUNIT PWC9 AUNT

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, 10.5
COMPUTER FORMS.

M & 5.5 4

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back, coded: L20G2. PO NCPAC 7779.

Computer forms, same specs.
PO NCPAC 7780.

Coded: LC81.

4% Va. tax:

1D4'

!q. '70
5,f5. 10o

593. 70

5q3

54.22/M

54.22/M

569.31

298.21

34.70

$902.22

INVOIC,

40.5 x

5.5 X
cN

TOTAL INVOICE:

Cx

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACOOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-DO JOB JACKET

v
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Page two ""

libezal Americans for Democratic Action (of which
McGovern is chairman) gives him 75.

The union boss COPE political committee gives him
a 100X rating. In fact* McGovern got over $63,000 in
union boss funds in his 1974 election campaign.

The Xational Taxpayers Union gives him a miserable
22Z rating for his big spending record.

The pzo-stzong defense American Security Council

gives him a failing 20X.

But that's not all.

McGovern has called concazned, dedicated
conservatives like you, who support XCPAC, "Kooks' on
national TV.

t

He thinks it's "unfair" that he should be singled
out fox attack.

Well, I think it's very fair.CM

Our country Just can't afford too many more years
of the kind of downright socialism George McGovern

Cv stands for.

Just about the time most American voters are
waking up to its false promises, McGovern is stillpreaching the welfare state Ideas.

And just as Americans are beginning to ftully
O realize the very real dangers of Communist aggression

in Afghanistan, the Middle East, and the Caribbean,
McGovern is still criticizing our national defense.

He even favors U.S. recognition of Castro's
mazxist dictatorship in Cuba.

Isn't it time we retire George McGovern from the
U.S. Senate?

As I've said, McGovern is already part of our
pzoject to defeat the 5 most liberal men in the U.S.
Senate.

But I'm writing this letter to you today to make
absolutely sure XCPAC has the money we need to do the
very best Job we can to defeat McGovern this year.

Because even if the other 4 liberals win re-

election (which is doubtful) McGovern's defeat will
more than anything else symbolize the end of the
liberal eza.

It will send a clear message to remaining liberals.in the Congress that the American people no longer
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DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

SUPPLIER

SHIP TO

A=COUNT
0

NCPAC- 7780

fty 19 1980
maty so 19,30

National Conservative Political Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard* 1513 .. .. .... . ... ..

Arlington, Virginia 22209 -

DDZ
2936 Prosperity Ave.
lbrrifteld, Vo

The Viguerile Company.
Comater Division =

"CPAC/House/Buftin-Taylor/lail Code 88C1

eO. No,

& Each packge, box Or si musl be msed,
accordig 0 special ttInS on face Of pw-
chase order. If pckaging bitctions do not soi
on purchase c er p Contact ASR.
7. No changes wil be hin dn client Hated Ian s
P.O. unless wrillen authodlion is given.
L AN Freigt chrges ar to 'be psid (et s ndm
expense, to be inclded in 9W.
0. No under ns will be accepted Aceptsft &W
rn a re asl tolows:
SM-lOm 15%
1OM-25M . 10%

.25M-50M 6%

5OM-lOOM 4%
Over lOOM 2%

-. , ,. PLEASE SUPPLY ITEMS LI JE BELOW-

ITEF: CCEPUTER LETTER coded LC81 (FOR 3800 LASER)

Size: 14 7/8" x 11"

Stock: 50.lb white offset

Ink: P 287 Blue and Black

Prints: 2/1

Blueline required

Please retur
production del \*'id prvide 10 sa1-016 to

k~ll~a :t 6t .4 " - ""
.- ,% -- , - - --.'.,-: ::.' ,s-": " , " W ;k dr ": . .-'. aws 4 ' • -0 0

L £ I -

IMPORTANT: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST
APPEAR ON INVOICES. PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. INVOICE IN

I ICT TRMSANDCONDRlIONS OF THIS PURCH4ASE: SEE SPECIAL iiI-

: -. -::% ",, ' :I . i r .

PUCAINz e/
3URI4SIGENT

- I
V. .?

ColorGraphic.-64.72

C832B
100 . , .7,

TOTAUNITPRICE

$54.221

* ~ 0 ~

TOZAL

W .

2M- .

&

I

WEAML immTuCmOW
1. Ai nvoies mustboaccampnled btespges..
t. Sill direct to the client nmed ao've. O
accepting and fulfilling this purchase order Vim
supplief eXPrly acknowledges and aee gist
this purchase arler il to be chirged aga it
account of Io client narmed koiv, w il. ft
client named aove shall'be. solely resVoae0ie10
the payment of any invoice Oriing out of Os pi.
chase order.
2 slueline IS required, Unless awinoeseled
4. 25 umples to RAVOD Proooction office pfiOr to
of no later thin delivuey date.
L Please noily us inndey It you are Uiilo to'
ship complete Order by 5 p.m. of specified dllvsey
date

- - ft -& -a 0 .

W" 11 - - 9. 0 0 - - - 4 - - . V

i



DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

*110.

0,
IG1CPAC-777

dO00 wft'

National Cmservative Political Action Couittee
1500 Wilson Boulearde #$13
Arlington, Virginia....... .

SUPPLIER DDI

2936 Prosperlty Av.e" - HrrLfLefldq Va

SHIP TO

MCCOUNT

The Viguerie Caiwy
C@Wuter Division

ECPAC/Prospectf~ufkinE'TaylOr/YaiIl Code 20G2

1y 1, 1980

may go 1990

NVE&AC~ ~ ~ - pCc irT

.UA~~t TTY
GIEE RFcEIVED

I . Fb~U~ WU~U - -- -. -- .- - -

ITEM: Conputer Ffows coded L2062 (FOP. 3800 LASER)

Size: 14 7/8" x 11'

Stock: 50 lb white offset

Mn: P!.S 287 Blue and Mack

Prints: 21

Blueline isquired

Pl ease rlet"r i-l rwd 10 saples
to prodctoo(~S cs1ti set4 ia. - -

TorAL

.MPORTN: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST
APPEI~ N IVOCS. PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. INVOICE IN

TRwPUCATL TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THSPUCAESESEIA
INTRUCTiONS ABOM.

L ~ ~ I .6.*= ?

ColorGraphiCS-64 .72l'
.. * 4

SU S.ORDER

• !

$5492

E

SPECIAL UIKU"ItuUNo

1. All Wimie mst be accompnied by 2 aul* ~
2. Bill direct to the client named above. Iy
accepting and fulfilling this purchaae ao Ow
upplier expressly acknowledges and agrees stog
%his purchase order is to be charged aphb Noe

account of the clnt named above, and Unthe
client named above shaHnbe nolely r ouIe tl 1w

the payment of any invoc arising ciii of Ide pn-'
-cse order.

3 3. BlIne IS required. Unless wse m led. :
4.2 samples to RAVCO Pro
or no later than delivery date,4
L Plese notify us INmeda ely W in

I complete orofr byp.m.01qieclsi
d dedih

date..
L Each package, box or skid must be m1d10t ed
according to speci a instructions n bc pf pi '
chose order. If peckaging instructions do nat mom
on purchas order please contact AR - . .

7. No changes wi be bi ding n c tlie Iaed w IO
P.O. unless written authorization is givn. -k
L A Fre l charges are t be Prepa d ( m
ex psren tobe included in BW. .

S. Ma under rnswill be accepted. Accep0@10'
run are as follows: -

5M.IOt=--P 15% SOM-IOOM 4
IOM-25M 10% Over lOOM 2%
25 5OM . 6% -. ... - -

Mimi., .7'4_
i

'n .- I" -
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2936 Prospert Avenue- Foluox (Mewlftled Virginia 22031- (703) 573460

Rendtto: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do UV.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:

F-

1W
DATE

My8. 1980

SHIPPED TO:
-IF

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, VA. 22209

I_ L

RAVCO

CUSTOMER INCAC DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 5/6/80 DDI P.O. NO. 1502 0674 SE

MAILED. I DMSIONAL JOB NO. 10674 1j

QUANT"' DCRIPI.N UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

1%

25 X

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back. Coded: L-A8.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

7

/

'V

42.27/N

4

1056.75

42.27

$1099.02

WHITE-CIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JAKET

q[$vmnifled Direct, Inc. INVOICE A024
I _V

: , 0 1. , T, 17
. t A I d.1A I A I



riified Direct, Inc. INVOICE
I -

2936 ft Avenue Fairfax (Merrifleld). Virginia 22031. (703) 5734605

Remitt: DIyERSIFIED DIRECT, INC.. do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314 DATEKay 12, 1980

TO:
-

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:-! r-

RAVCO

I L
CUSTOMER C832A DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 5/12/80 001 P.O. NO. 1533 TERMS

NCPACMAILED. DSIONAL JOB NO. 10690 SE _NET---_0

OUANTIT1 mIwfITN UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMP. FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back, Coded: L-A8.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

4
0

~ b.

\4 3L

76.63/M 689.67

27.58

$717.25

I I h ____________

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING

GOLDENROD-DOI JOB JACKET

PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

b A2035

.9

.1



1500 Wson Bomeard
Ming, VA 22209

Aufhrized and paid lr by the Naftio Comrvati PodKWl Ackn Comnltte
AWdr i wWGIam b Old oooftb I Imm IIDftmlwf ldm omwAiftV 0. MCLe"



Page two

their weak points uith the voters.

In each state our surveys showed these 5 liberals

t were way out of step with the voters back home.

If XCPAC can effectively broadcast the ultra-left )
wing voting records of these 5 men (who portray

themselves as moderates back home), theze's a very good

chance the voters will vote then out.

2. Phase 11 of "Target '80" developed Just the

right kind of professional ads--radio. TV& and

newspaper--to expose these 5 Senators as

t radicals.

Some experts have said these are some of the best

political ads they have ever seen.

(Since you helped pay for them, I've enclosed some

sample ads for you to see.)

I especially like the one that shows a housewife
shopping for bologna and complaining about the

(14 "bologna" she's been getting from hex Senator in

Washington.

But Phase Ill's the most exciting part of "Target

3. Phase III is MCPAC's all out effort to run the

o ads we've developed and turn public opinion
against these radical Senators.

That's where we are right now.

These commercials have already appeared in every

00 one of our targeted states.

At one point a few weeks ago# we were running 150

ads a day against Frank Church in Idaho.

During this period our survey's showed Church's )
popularity rating fell an incredible 15!

George McGovern's popularity rating fell 22%

during a similar advertising blitz.

Because of Target '80 our surveys now show bo '

Church and McGovern axe behind their conservative -

challengers.

You can see "Target '80" is working. .

But we're going to run a lot more ads--to mak t2

"Target '80" a complete success.
ely

We've already spent over $340,000.

Big But we're going to have to spend over $400,000 in



Page three

the next 3 months on advertising to defeat McGoven,...
Church, and the zest next Xovember.

1 know it's a lot of money. But think of what's at
stake.

The 5 Senators we've targeted have done more than
anyone to push our country toward a socialist Welfaze
state and to critically weaken our Xational Defense.

x Frank Church - the radical Chairman of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee who single-
handedly had presided over the destruction of
the FBI and the CIA, and lead the fight to cut
back our military strength by voting against
new weapon systems and defense spending.

XX George IcGovern - the radical Senator from
South Dakota who favors recognition of
communist Cuba.

zz John Culver - the freshman Democrat from Iowa
who while largely unknown, has the most

radical left wing voting record in the entire
N U.S. Senate.

-* Birch Bayh - the Democrat from Indiana who is
CN a key liberal leader of the Equal Rights

Amendment extension and abortion on demand
forces in the U.S. Senate.

0 . Alan Cranston - one of Big Labor's staunchest

allies in the U.S. Senate.

CThe "Target '80" advertising campaign exposes the
records and true beliefs of these 5 Senators to the
voters back home.

"Target '80" may be the most important political
project ever undertaken by conservatives.

Even the national media has recognized this.

Articles or stories on "Target '80" have appeared
in the Hew York Times, the Washington Post, the Los
Angeles Times, and CBS and XBC news. d

But "Target '80" won't be a complete success
unless we put Phase III into effect. C

I've set a goal of $400,000 for that campaign.
That's a large amount of money for people like you and
me.

But if you and the other past XCPAC supporters
would match your most generous contribution, we sincerely
believe we can reach our goal.

" And whether you consider the millions of dollars Big
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ORDER
rnmms~

fty so Iwo

fty 12,9 1980

National Conservative Politicl Action Ca ttee
1500 Wilson Boulevard, #513
Arlington. Virginia 22209"

SUPPLIER
D

_____ 2936 ?roaperlt7 Ave.
ItrrfftLlds VT

SHIP TO

AMOUNT

Ihe Viguerle Complan
Cowuter Divisift

NCP.CfHouse/Buftin-Taylor/aii Code M3A (adds)

.. ,. V

SPECIAL SNSTRCI1IIS~
1. AN invoic must be acco m pae byE UMsi
L Bill direct to the client named above. By
accepting and fulfilling this purchase orsr is
supplier expressly acknowledges and agrees 1ta
thls purchase order is to be charged aga nt f -
account of the clent named above, and tetI
c..ient named above iN be solely reeponle fr.,
the payment of any iVoc anout of il pp
chase order.

- S Sluelne IS roie, unles oewise e ,

.25 samples, to RAVCO Productio office udw-je
or no later than delive date.
IL Please notify us Wmedaely i you i uwob -
shi complete order by 5 p.m. of specifi deliver
date.
L Each Package, box or skid ms be Worked
according to speciail antutin n face of war
chas order. If packaging intructo m do nos eem w
on purchase order plese contact ASR.
7. No changes will be hinding on client Nse on is
P.O. unless written authorition is given.
L. AN Freight charge are to be preve-1 (a veneoes
epense, to be included In 9 1.
. No under runs will be accepsed. Accepolble

rns are as follows:
SM-IOM
IOM-25M
25wf SM

15%
10%
6%

IOU-lOOM 4%
Over loam 2%

TI T Y - : - - PLE E SUPPLY IEMS LISTED BELOW ... UNIT " TOTAL'- "• 'PRICE "OTA,-- "
,CEWE ' 'ITEM: Couter Letters coded -(F011 PRIuC EEP.) 1(6.

Size: 14'7/u ^ l1" -x. .l

Stock: 5o lb White offset $76.6

Ink: P'.S 185 Red and Black

Prints: 2/1 (5 halfnes)

Blueline waived

pleaseuctin =-0,6of6: w-1--%W -- l
U<.i

.a, a.,1 ..

., - ._ .., -: ..- .::-. ..... . , , -.. - ..

• :- -' ' \'- -' : :.. .. ": " -:: :'- : " : ... " ., ....:.: s: : -: , :K*
•~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~O $"9. '~ : -rz,:.. ,:..: :, ;.

MPRANT: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST., .~
APPEAR ON tNvOICES. PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. INVOICE N . ..

ThIPLICATE. TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS PU/ cHAS: :.= . " 17 I sparser '. , .. -

I .NVAUCTION; ABOVE .PURCHASING GENT

I
- .~-.

-,~.-.- ':.~ *-.*

ColorGraphicaS4O0.1 -L

MCPAC4163

DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

I 'Tj

.-

0 .04b 0 _46 0 - -W

• .- . .I:", - , . . ,,. .. __00



DIet~Ifled D Inc.
0)

294% Prone"  1-n 0 FaIrfax (Mwriflde3. Vigka 22= 0. (703) 573405

uIntso DIVIERIPIED DIRECT, INC.. do U.Y.P. BOX 179. ALEXANDRIA9 VA 22314

TO:
F-

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suit. 513
Arlington, Va.

SHIPPED TO:
-I F-

RAVCO

I
CUSTOMER C 32C # DTE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHWPED/ DDI P.O. NO. 150R

wt A~. :AILED. 5/12/80 DMSONAL JOB W8. 10683 J1 NET--O

OU/ANTWY DGI~fl@qr UNIT PRICE AMOUNT

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, CONPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
black back. Coded: LC8.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

6?'" q

25.38/J 1548.18

61.92

$1610.10

WHITE-CUENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDt CHRONOLOGICAL
GOLDENROD-ODI JOB JACKET

61 x

IVOICE

IDATE
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CAPITOL WIRE SERVICE Pm k ft.. ,Ws p.D.. 2004400

eatMessage Ees W No Osrato LD.#61Ow5

Id I e s c o wfo hmd i. "p t o s e n d e r
L.neCount: 62 Payment: ECashOChaveColect aUS. Mail my No

O Standard Wiram'
O NI&Letter

Send the following message to the individual above.& ~

PLUI C0tA21E It iA2ELZ * .

I was JUST 2oh1IPID YOU BARR APPEARS on 1.15 O 2 03 Sao
11V3 NOT 33! 1980 CON1TRBUTION tO NAtlOIAL CObSBIVAtIIE
P, VCOLMC3L, ACTION COaafittER *

.- -:.m0n w * * -

I in DISAPPOlI2ED 20 SEE YOUR NABE P0! 03 IDAC2IVE =3!. 1
KDOx PERSONALLY YOU RAVI BID 63 b130s COD!I3D9 2O to ICPAC
in 212. . •

* 
..4

it 15 ESPECZALLI KDSAP3OID!1DB t0 33 ALSO BECAUSE 23, '1980
ELECTIONS SAY BE 282311O03 CRUCIAL IN RECEN! 115T20

., ,..9 ' ... 
.

31G3! BoWe TH3S3 VITAL DCPAC PROJECTS DEED 10. ERLF:

1) 2136! 080-1S is oR PLAN 2o DE42* 13 1OS
LIBERAL 8b 1I ThE UeS. SENATE: 630, 6B MCOVEAbs
ALAD CRAISTON* BIRCH BAT. JOHN CLVII. AND
FRANK CHUCh.

OUR POLLS SHOW NiCk O THSE LIBERALS is son
BRATABLE BUD WE BUST KEEP UP 2B PBBSSOUR T0 RAVR
.A REAL CHANCE 20 DEEiAT 2113 13 NOTIEB ,, .. 30

REEBIR. RE ODLY DEED 20 DEFEAT 10 LIBERAL
LCS OwOWW a &.bI LC9

I I



'4

DEMOCRATS 13 ALL 101 21N RIIOBL1C.NS 20 AC28AL.!

2UDGE! S@RMA 0 .

2). REA 130-331RE61. REL*ED 9CPAC BE! ST522
in 1975. I Al D1121RIINED 20 13M1 31m s0n. fit MUSt
53112 2115 01P03205122 20 ELZCT. REAL CONSZRVATIVE

4 1 3S519332 .NPORTUNA22LI 2I 38101. CAMAIGN IS

us IND3pEnD3N2 0t cazeA . tRrM ADS 13.
31051 CARER 05 I AISSIS as NELL AS HE I ] RAGAN. )
BUDGET 5559.000

3i CONGRESSIONAL P.OJBC2-D05355 0F.1O.. 00.CONSiAis
ARE RUnierG Polk CONGEalSS ACROSS 25.3 C082211 310

*QNEED OUR 13.1 TEX233 CAD 612 213 5319032 2131
NEED FR0M NCIAC SE COULD ELECT A JAJORI!! OF
CON SER VA!1V DRAoCRatS AND I31OBLCANS 20 CONGRISS

211 ZEl.

" BUDGET -0386"

04 OU CAN SEE WHY 1980 IS S0 I10R321b2e ANDT! 0o1 AS M*
DIS1.IPOIT ED WE RaVE not 11 HUR3 ) O lea,0

o I111012ANT2YOU KNOW WHOLEa S12U&1I0s: as 01 APR1.IS U2 cIN3EA3LY 501 533.05 BUDGZE. I PEAR 1.3! CONTRIBUTORS* loop
WAITING 20 SEND BONE! CLOSER 2o ILECtiONS. no 1031NDS 532
R2G8t NON ROST EFFECTIVE 1N SNAlING. PUBLiC 011N10N 20'

O CONSBVAtES. 10m1! SPIN? TIS PALL 313. 3. R3oc LEss
'S ? N ANR TS PAo T .

co 1FI1UR. To320s EEv YOUR INAUP 2 NOU RANS HAJOR
..*ETBACK FO CONSERVATIE 2LIC21OS VICOR 5lb 1980. )
my GRATES! CONCERN 316c! low 1s 1APID DETERIORATION 0r gB.
ECONOHI AND DEFENSE STRNTI. CARTER ADHINISTRATlON 1.39
LIBERAL DOM1NATE1 CO~"S TOGiTMER D1AVEz 11.11.3 20 COUNTER )
6101136 SOVIET 1A, AND POLIICAL I PANS1ON1SM AROUND
tHE 5013.9.

NCPAC MUST DIRECT ALL EFFORTSp ALL RESOURCES 20 ELECT A
.CONSERVATIVE PRESiDEs? SENATE AND 10053.

sToPPis U.,s SOCiaTiC TREND 93131.o5 on 21zs31980
RLECT . )S
AT ONL 03.HOPE IS FOR TOO 2O RESPOVD b03 TO a! IZIeaGE18e WiRE
AND SEND BACK 10o GENEROUS CON2u2.LO1- %EzDiATzot. roo
R.NEWAL CONTRIBST1OI ESSENTIAL TO CObNSRVAT1V SUCcSS.
UNLESS FORMER OCAC SUPPORTERS LIKE YOU CONTRIBUTE VITAL

J COISEVA~r]LVI IES/~bE SEI& BAib OOSo.)



'40. No.

REPiN A N 9

KCPAC-' 5096

DATE REOUIRED

BILL TO

SUPPLIER

SHIP TO

ACUNT

ER@

-

Noy 1, 1980

Pay 9, 1980

National Conservative Political Action Comittee
1500 Vlson Boulevard, 1513 "............... " ....
Arlington, Virginia 22209 "- -

DD
2936 Prosperity Ave
NrrL feld. VA

The Viguerie Compay
Iittr Divisism

NCPAC/House/Bufttn-Taylor/hal1 Codes BSC

.1I.s

SPECIAL 11TR1C1 I c S00
1. Al invoices must be scconpanied by 2 sam L '
2. Bill direct tO the client nsfed above. If
accepting and fulfilling this purchase oode. ft
suplier exprely acknowledge en" agees U
th purchase order is to be chorged "No U
account of the Client named above,. aend Sla t
client named above shall be solely gepalelis
te paymnt of ny Invoice asing out of ot gu
Fhes order.
S, Blulne IS required, unless olheee 010111ie0111.
4. 25 samples to RAVCO Prodcton office pior 10
or no later then delivery date.
L. Plese notify us irrmedialely 9 you are une 10,
aft compile order by 5 pm. of specified deliei
date.
L. Each package. box or sldd must be waesd
according to eocial instructions on lace of ra
chase order. If packaging instruction do nol appeor
on purchase order please contact ASR.
7. No changes will be binding on clientniHaed en Oi
P.O. unless written authorization is given.
L AN Freight charges are to be I;esd (at viili
e, enee. to be included in S4
S. No under runs wilt be accepted. AocPelW OW
runs are as follows:
5M.IOM 15%
10M-25M 10%
25.... 6%

I-OM 4%
over loom 2%

IMPORTANT: OUR PURCHASE ORDER NUMBER AND JOB NUMBER MUST

APPEAR ON INVOICES, PACKAGES AND CORRESPONDENCE. I__V0__IEI

TRIPUCATE. TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF THIS PURCHASE; SEE SPECIAL
WIKCTI(OS ABOVE., . " 68"y Sm .,J

"PURC~BI AGEA.

Colortraphic8-48.92 "
-' 2r"

UANT IT Y PLEASE SUPPLY ITEMS LISTED BELOW . - UNIT TOTAL -.

ORDIRD RECEIVED PRICE .TOTAL

EWITEJ Computer Ltters coded L-CS

Size: 17 x 11"

Stock: SO -b~'offset $25.31
C7 Ink: Pt5 185 Red and Black

.Pri ts : 2/ 1 -. .

Blueline required
cc Please return 'iy rand provide 10 s"plests

production . *I..

a J
j'.k"

-*+' "+-" ": +TOM $ 4 L

-EAle- aw +0 .- W- i
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9DKrsifled Direct, Inc.
6

INVOICE
a936 Propewlty Avenue - Fairfax (Merrflld) Virginia 22031• (703) 5734605

Remit to. DI1R SIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO:I-
National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

SHIPPED TO:
__ F

RAVCO

L I L .1
CUSTOMER C833e, DATE DDI JOB NO. SALESMAN TERMS
ORDER NO. SHIPPED/ 5/14/80 DDI P.O. NO. 1518 NET-0

A MAILED. 16DMSIONAL JOB NO. 10_ SE

QUANTITY DMC.IbON UNIT PRIWC AMOUNT

'144 N

___________________________________________________________ I

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMP. FORKS.

Computer forms, with 1 color face and
back. Code: L20H.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

,*:

17.02/M 7556.88

302.27

$7859.15

4-o Le0 00

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET

A20

AP %-1. 1

F

'/ tf
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PAGE:a

ADVANTAGE AS A SITTING PRESIDENT..

CARTER CAN GET INSTANT PUBLICITY AND ADVERTISING
WHENEVER HE WANTS IT JUST BY CALLING.A PRESS
CONFERENCE.

ALSOv CARTER CAM *BUY VOTES" BY PROMISING FEDERAL
MONEY. DAMS* ETC. TO DIFFERENT COMMUNITIES BEFORE THE
ELECTION.

ON TOP OF THIS. HE WILL HAVE AN ARMY OF GOVERNMENT PAID )
BUREAUCRATS WORKING FOR HIS RE-ELECTION.

* FINALLY. YOU CAN BET BIG LABOR WILL BE DOING EVERYTHING
IN ITS POWER TO HELP CARTER AND STOP REAGAN (THEY SPENT
OVER*11 MILLION TO HELP CARTER IN 1976). )
NONE OF THESE ADVANTAGES WILL BE COUNTED AGAINST THE
SPEHDING LIMIT ON CARTER'S CAMPAIGN.

BUT NCPAC WITH YOUR HELP WILL RUN "INDEPENDENT" PRO--
REAGAN ADS TO HELP OFFSET CARTER'S HUGE ADVANTAGES.
THIS KIND OF HELP COULD MAKE THE DIFFERENCE IN THE
NOVEMBER ELECTION. BUT WE MUST MOVE 2UICKLY.

I AM CONVINCED RONALD REAGAN IS A DEDICATED CONSERVA-
TIVE WHO WIL; HELP TURN THIS COUNTRY AROUND IF ELECTED. +
BUT. ASIDE FROM THIS, I AM DETERMINED TO HELP GOVERNOR
I1EAGAN NOW FOR TWO REASONS:

1. WHEN NCPAC WAS FOUNDED IN 1976 RONALD REAGAN
SIGHED A LETTER PERSONALLY ASKING HIS SUPPORTERS

o AND OTHER CONSERVATIVES ALL OVER THE COUNTRY TO
HELP US. IN FACT NCPAC WAS THE ONLY ORGANIZATION
RONALD REAGAN HELPED IN 1976.

co MANY THOUSANDS OF CONSERVATIVES RESPONDED TO HZS
CALL. HE IS ONE OF THE MAIN REASONS NCPAC IS HERE
TODAY WITH A 712 WIN RECORD AGAINST THE LIBERALS.

2. AN OVERWHELMING MAJORITY OF CONSERVATIVES --
PERHAPS YOU WERE ONE--MHO MERE CONTACTED MITH OUR
"1980 PRESIDENTIAL SURVEY" SAID REAGAN WAS THEIR
NUMBER ONE CHOICE FOR PRESIDENT.

NOW GOVERNOR REAGAN NEEDS OUR HELP.

THE ADS ME PRODUCE WILL BE TOUGH. HARD-HITTING ADS THAT
WILL EXPOSE CARTER'S WEAKNESSES AS WELL AS PROMOTE
REAGAN. I HAVE ENCLOSED TWO OF THEM FOR YOU TO SEE.

THESE ADS WERE WRITTEN BY TOP NOTCH PROFESSIONALS. THEY
TALK ABOUT CARTER'S WEAK HANDLING OF IRAN, INFLATION,

*ETC. AND HOW REAGAN WOULD BE A MUCH BETTER PRESIDENT.

WE WILL RUN THESE ADS IN MAJOR CITIES AND PLACES WHERE
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PAGE THREE

HAMY,VOTERS WILL BEKAKING UP THEIR MINDS BETWEEN
CARTER AND REAGAN N .THE NEXT FEW WEEKS.

IF YOU CAN SEND A CONTRIBUTION TO NCPAC TO HELP US HELP
GOVERNOR REAGAN BY PUTTING THESE ADS ON THE AIR, I AM
ALSO ASKING YOU TO SEND HIM THE ENCLOSED POSTCARD
TELLING IHM OF YOUR SUPPORT.

THE POSTCARDS YOU AND OTHER CONSERVATIVES SEND IN HILL
GO TO GOVERNOR REAGAN'S CAMPAIGN HEADQUARTERS. HIS
STAYF WILL SEE THE DEEP LEVEL OF SUPPORT GOVERNOR
REAGAN HIS WITH CONSERVATIVES LIKE YOU.

REMEMBER. YOU WILL NOT BE ABLE TO CONTRIBUTE DTRECTLY
TO GOVERNOR REAGAN'S CAMPAIGN AFTER THE CONVENTION. BUT
YOU CAN HELP GOVERNOR REAGAN GET ELECTED PRESIDENT BY
SENDING YOUR CONTRIBUTION TO NCPAC'S "HELP REAGAN"
PROJECT.

BUT WE MUST GET STARTED IMMEDIATELY.

ALL EXPERTS ARE SAYING THE CARTER-REAGAN RACE WILL BE
EXTREMELY CLOSE. WE MUST GIVE GOVERNOR REAGAN ALL THE
HELP WE CAN NOW.

PLEASE SEND NCPAC $15.00p $25.00 OR MORE IF YOU CAN.

WHATEVER YOU CAN SEND I KNOW GOVERNOR REAGAN WOULD
DEEPLY APPRECIATE IT.

AWAITING YOUR REPLY.

C SIGNED: JOHN T. DOLAN, CHAIRMAN, NCPAC

OVER, PLEASE

It ", ,

I



a.'-.

* . S

(%4

~q.

0

o
pId%

Pdd~kucMc~r..*.~bvgwdimuwag.mumwdm..



... , . . r
NCPAC41O3

oby 7. 1980
12

My t. 1980

National Conservative Political Action Commttee
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Political Action Commi ttee
1500 wilson blvd. suite 513 arlington, vs. 22209 , (703) 522-2800

October 17, 1980

Mr. Curt Herge
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Rd.
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Curt:
cm4

I've researched the sale of the equipment to the Reagan
Campaign and have found the following.

Back in September of 1979 NCPAC's Office Manager Lisa Stoltenberg
17 decided to update some of our office equipment. Because of space

problems we needed to sell the old equipment, before we could take
o delivery of the new. The equipment sold was an IBM Memory type-

writer and the equipment purchased was an Olivetti word processor
model TES 501. Ms. Pieden of the Reagan Campaign negotiated the

) sale price of $2,200, with Lisa Stoltenberg and took possession of
the equipment. On 7/15/80 we received payment in full and on 7/16/80

N we deposited the payment.

0 If you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Sincerely,

Candace M. Taw
Office Manager

CMT:nkm

, ',, ' .



SEDAX & HEzREo
A PROIrSSIONA. COMPOATION

ATTORNarYS, AT LAW

700 OLD SPR INIiOUSE ROAD

XCML AN. VI1ROINIA 33103

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR. (703) 16I 000 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. N.W.

J. CURTIS HERGE WASINGTON D.C. 20006

October 20, 1980 0o,.,o
BARBARA L ABERNETHY
X MARK CHRISTOPHER
MICHAEL D. HUGHES
ROBERT R, SPARKS, JR.

THOMAS M. DAVIS, III
OF COUNSEL

The Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Marsha Gentner, Esq.

Re: MUR 1299

_, Dear Mr. Steele:

MThis letter is written in reply to your letter to
National Conservative Political Action Committee, 1500
Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22209, dated October 2,

o 1980, in which you reported that Common Cause had filed a
complaint with the Federal Election Commission (hereinafter

9referred to as "the Commission"), alleging that National
Conservative Political Action Committee, together with

o certain other named Respondents, may have violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended (hereinafter referred to as "the Act") and Chapters
95 and 96 of Title 26 of the United States Code. The
Commission has numbered this matter MUR 1299.

National Conservative Political Action Committee
(hereinafter referred to as "NCPAC") appreciates this
opportunity, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(1) and 11 CFR
111.6, to demonstrate that no action should be taken against
NCPAC on the basis of the complaint and that the complaint
should be dismissed as to NCPAC. In fact, we assert that
the complaint fails to meet the technical requirements of 11
CFR 111.4, in that it fails to contain a clear and concise
recitation of facts, or other evidence, which describe a
violation by NCPAC of a statute or regulation over which the
Commission has jurisdiction. See, 11 CFR 111.4(d)(3).



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
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October 20, 1980

As part of its activities, NCPAC makes independent
expenditures expressly advocating the election of Governor
Reagan to the office of President of the United States. As
reported in paragraph 13 of the complaint, NCPAC's program
in this regard is conducted under the name "The Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund, a project of National Conservative
Political Action Committee." This program is conducted
pursuant to, and in accordance with, the provisions of
Section 431(17) of the Act and Part 109 of 11 CFR. The
complaint filed by Common Cause fails to provide a modicum
of creditable evidence to support a finding to the contrary.

In that portion of the complaint entitled "Respon-
dents' Violations", Common Cause fails to provide the
Commission with any facts, or other evidence, which would
substantiate a finding of reason to believe that NCPAC may
have violated a statute or regulation over which the Commis-
sion has jurisdiction. This failure is evident from a
paragraph by paragraph analyses of the complainant's alleged
violations.

SParagraph 14. Common Cause alleges that NCPAC is

now violating 26 U.S.C. 9012(f)(1), whether or not
NCPAC is independent of the official Reagan campaign.

O The allegation is a statement of a legal conclusion
which, in fact, is inaccurate and misleading.

-NCPAC asserts that the decision of the three-judge
District Court for the District of Columbia in Common
Cause et al. v. Schmidt, et al., (80-1609 and 80-1754
(consoliditedT, September 30, 1980), to which the
Commission was a party, bars any attempt by the Commis-
sion to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9012(f) as it is written, or
to inquire into expenditures by NCPAC on behalf of
Ronald Reagan, irrespective of the independence of
NCPAC from Reagan or his authorized committees. Absent
any finding by the Commission of reason to believe that
NCPAC is not independent of Ronald Reagan or his
authorized committees, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as
a vehicle for investigation or inquiry by the Commission.
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Paragrah 15. This paragraph fails to allege
factor or other evidence, which describe a violation by
NCPAC of a statute or regulation over which the Caunis-
sion has jurisdiction. To the contrary, the paragraph
is a statement of a legal conclusion and NCPAC denies
that it is not independent of the official Reagan
campaign.

Paragraph 16. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which describe a violation by
NCPAC of a statute or regulation over which the Commis-
sion has jurisdiction. To the contrary, the paragraph
is a statement of a legal conclusion.

Paragraph 17. This paragraph is argumentative and
- it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed

before the Commission.

Paragraph 18. This paragraph is argumentative and
a statement of legal conclusions.

0D Subparagraph (a) of paragraph 18 makes no ref-

erence to NCPAC, its current personnel, or activities.

Subparagraph (b) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to NCPAC, its current personnel, or activities.

cSubparagraph (c) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to NCPAC, its current personnel, or activities.

Subparagraph (d) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to NCPAC, its current personnel, or activities, except
in footnote 31. 1/

1NCPAC admits that it announced it will buy television time
in Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi and Florida to broadcast
anti-Carter commercials, but it denies that announcement or
activity violated the provisions of Section 431(17) of the
Act or Part 109 of 11 CFR.
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The allegation in subparagraph (e) of paragraph
18, as it relates to NCPAC, is that Arthur J7. Finkelstein
and Associates "assisted" NCPAC and the official Reagan
campaign. Attached is a copy of a letter from Arthur ..
Finkelstein & Associates, which explains the nature of
the services rendered by that firm to NCPAC. The
engagement by NCPAC of Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates
under the circumstances does not constitute a violation
of the Act. (See, Answer 3 in AO 1979-80.)

The allegation in subparagraph (f) of paragraph
18, as it relates to NCPAC, fails to allege a violation
of applicable law. Neither 2 U.S.C. 431(17) or 11 CPR
109 prohibits persons who are making independent
expenditures from "coordinating" their efforts with
each other. It is coordination with the candidate, his
committee or his agents which is proscribed. In any
event, but for the coincidence of time, which does not
create a presumption of coordination, the complainant
fails to allege facts which describe a violation of
law. Furthermore, NCPAC denies it has coordinated its
activities with other respondents or with the Reagan
campaign.

The allegation in subparagraph (g) of paragraph 18
is without merit. It fails to allege that the conduct
of NCPAC violates applicable law. Instead, it suggests
that Gov. Reagan or his staff have some duty, which
does not exist in the law, to direct NCPAC not to use
Gov. Reagan's name in its independent expenditure
activities. If such a direction had been given and
followed, such conduct would undoubtedly have been
determined to have been improper coordination of activities.

The allegation in subparagraph (h) of paragraph 18
makes no reference to NCPAC, or its activities.

Paragraph 19. This paragraph is argumentative, it
makes no reference to NCPAC, its personnel, or activities,
and it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed
before the Commission.
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Paragraph 20. This paragraph is argumentative, it
makes no reference to NCPAC, its personnel, or activities,
and it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed
before the Commission.

Paragraph 21.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 22.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 23.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 24.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 25.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 26.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 27.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 28.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 29.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 30.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 31.
NCPAC.

Paragraph 32.
NCPAC.

This paragraph is not

This

This

paragraph

paragraph

This paragraph

This

This

is not

is not

is not

applicable

applicable

to

to

applicable to

applicable to

paragraph is not applicable to

paragraph

This paragraph

This

This

This

is not

is not

applicable to

applicable to

paragraph is not applicable to

paragraph is not applicable to

paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to
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Paragraph 33. This paragraph is not applicable to
NCPAC.

Paragraph 34. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that NCPAC may have
violated a statute or regulation over which the Commis-
sion has jurisdiction.

Paragrah 35. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that NCPAC may have
violated a statute or regulation over which the Covnis-

(V sion has jurisdiction.

Paragraph 36. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finging of reason to believe that NCPAC may have
violated a statute or regulation over which the Conwuis-
sion has jurisdiction.

0
Paragraph 37. This paragraph is argumentative and

NCPAC denies that the allegations "provide ample reason
oD to believe that [NCPAC is] not independent of the

official Reagan campaign ..." Subparagraphs a., b., c.
and d. of paragraph 37 simply allege violations which
are not supportable in fact.

Thus, with the possible exception of the allega-
tion contained in subparagraph (e) of paragraph 18, an
allegation which has been adequately addressed in this
letter, the complaint fails to contain a clear and concise
recitation of facts, or other evidence, which describe a
violation by NCPAC of a statute or regulation over which the
Commission has jurisdiction. Argumentative assertions and
legal conclusions do not provide a foundation upon which the
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Commission may find reason to believe that a statute or
regulation over which it has jurisdiction has been violated.
Accordingly, it is submitted that the complaint should be
dismissed as to NCPAC.

J.VCurtis Herge f
Counsel to National Conservative
Political Action Committee

Attachment

0
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October 16, 1980

Mr. Curtis Herge
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Rd.
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Curt:

In the past, Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates has done survey
work for the National Conservative Political Action Committee only
for Senate, Congressional, and State elections. In every instance,
no statements advocating either the election or the defeat of any

MOM candidate existed.

1NCPAC paid for and saw only its surveys.

WT Arthur J. Finkelstein was a member of the National Republican

o Advisory Committee. His participation with this Committee was at
best non-existent. He never went to meetings or got actively involved

V with other Advisory members concerning the Committee's business.

I hope this will answer all questions that you may have. If
additional information is needed, please feel free to call.

coSincely,

Ronald W. Finkelstein
RWF :dhd

C-
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Conser
Political Action Committee

PI P24g

1500 wilson blvd. suite 513 arlington, va. 22209 (703) 522-2800

October 14, 1980

Mr. Charles .1. Steel
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 "K" Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MJR 1299

Dear Mr. Steel:

This letter is to inform you Mr. J. Curtis Herge is
authorized to reporesent the National Conservative Political
Action Committee in the referenced case. All corresrondence
should be directed to him at the address listed below.

Seeam & Iferge
7600 Ole SDrinhouse 'Rd.
McLean, VA ?2V)2

(703) 821-1000

Sincerel, "ours.

Candace M1. Taw
Office Managerr

07. :nkm

cc J. Curtis 11prgV I'- 

CD
0r

0'

'r . ;
i 2
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Mr. Charles '. Steel
General Counsel
Federal Election Conmission
1325 "K" St.

I) Washington" D.C. 20463



SEDAM & HZntOE
A P*OFESSIONAL COMPORATION

ATTO RNCYS AT LAW

7000 OLD SPRINMOUJS9 ROAD

MCLEAN, VIROINIA 33103

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR. (703) 651- 1O00 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. NW.

J. CURTIS MERGE WISHINGTON. DJ 1000
-- VM1-1000

BARBARA L ABERNETHY October 14, 1980
.MARK CHRISTOPHER

MICHAEL D. HUGHES
ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR

THOMAS M. DAVIS. III
OF COUNSEL

General Counsel
Federal Election Conission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252/Motion To Quash
or Modify Subpoena

Dear Sir:

Pursuant to Federal Election Commission Regulations,
11 C.F.R. 6111.15(a), National Conservative Political Action
Committee (NCPAC), by counsel, hereby moves to quash or
modify the subpoena duces tecum issued by the Federal Election
Commission ("the Commission") in this matter on September 29,
1980, on the ground that such subpoena is overbroad and

17 inconsistent with the terms of the Commission's Notification
and Reason To Believe Finding that NCPAC has violated certain

C provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act (2 U.S.C.
§431, et seq.) and the Presidential Election Campaign Fund
Act (2-U.-S.C. §9001, et seq.) ("the Acts").

By Notification dated September 25, 1980, the
Commission informed NCPAC that it had found reason to believe
that NCPAC had violated certain provisions of the Acts
having to do with limitations on contributions and expenditures
on behalf of Ronald Reagan, and with respect to the use of
Mr. Reagan's name in the title of its project, "The Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund." The Commission's Regulations, 11 C.F.R.
§111.9(a), require that in the event the Commission determines
that there is reason to believe that a respondent has violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has juris-
diction, it shall:

,Cl113
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.notify such respondent of the Commission's
finding by letter, setting forth the sections of
the statute or regulations alleged to have been
violated and the alleged factual basis supporting
the findiin-T. -phasis added3T

Pursuant to that requirement, the Commission set
forth in its Notification:

...only that evidence which the General Counsel's
Office has found relevant to a determination of
whether there is reason to believe that the ex-
penditures by NCPAC are not "independent" expendi-
tures, but rather in-kind contributions to Mr.

C4 Reagan. [Notification, at 3.]

The Commission then questioned certain specific activities
with respect to expenditures made by NCPAC to certain vendors

CM and others deemed to be "agents" of Ronald Reagan by virtue
of their earlier use or employment by the Reagan Committee.
The Commission also questioned a discrepancy between filings

o with the Commission by NCPAC and by the Reagan For President
Committee with regard to a debt of $2,200.00 apparently owed

V by the Reagan for President Committee to NCPAC for "office
equipment." Id. In addition, the Commission noted that
NCPAC may hav-violated 2 U.S.C. 1432(e)(4) by using the
name of a candidate in the title of its project, "Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund." Notification at 4-5.

The Commission therefore found reason to believe
that:

1. NCPAC had violated 2 U.S.C. §441a(a) and
26 U.S.C. §9012(f) by making excessive in-kind
contributions and expenditures on behalf of Ronald
Reagan.

2. That NCPAC had violated 26 U.S.C. §9012(f)
by making excessive independent expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan.

3. That NCPAC had violated 2 U.S.C. §432(e)(4).
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As to the Commission's first finding, it is the
position of NCPAC that the scope of the Commission's inquiry
is limited by those activities and associations referred in
Part A of the Notification. Having raised questions with
regard to those activities and associations in support of
its "reason to believe finding," the Commission may not
inquire into others absent a finding of reason to believe
that those activities or associations exist, and that they
may violate statutes or regulations within the Commission's
purview. In short, it is NCPAC's position that the Commission's

Nregulation, which requires the Commission to particularize
its findings and the factual basis in support of those
findings, thereby necessarily limits the scope of its inquiry
as to those findings.

gam Accordingly, in response to the Commission's
subpoena, NCPAC will produce on or before the date specified

1therein those documents referred to in the requests numbered
4, 5, and 11. NCPAC hereby moves to quash or modify the

-7 subpoena as to the remaining requests on the ground that

o: they are unsupported by any articulated finding of reason 
to

believe that the questioned relationships or activities
exist or, if they do exist, that they consititute a violation
of any statute or regulation over which the Commission has

~jurisdiction.

Even if the Commission determines from evidence
before it that there exist some or all of the other questioned
relationships or activities, it is the position of NCPAC
that even then the scope of questions relating thereto must
be reasonable. As the document requests are now framed,
they are unduly burdensome since, to comply with the Commission's
requests, UCPAC would be compelled to review all of its
records in order to produce those requested. Moreover, the
short time period granted by the Commission in which to
produce the volume and nature of the documents requested
makes the Commission's request unreasonable.

As to the Commission's second finding, NCPAC
asserts that the decision of the three-judge District Court
for the District of Columbia in Common Cause, et al. v.
Schmidt, et al ., (80-1609 and 80-1754 (consolidated),
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September 30, 1980), to which the Commission was a party,
bars an attempt by the Commission to enforce 26 U.S.C.
§9012(f) as it is written, or to inquire into expenditures
by NCPAC on behalf of Ronald Reagan irrespective of the
independence of NCPAC from Reagan or his authorized conmittees.
Absent any finding by the Commission of reason to believe
that NCPAC is not independent of Ronald Reagan or his author-

ized committees, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as a vehicle
for investigation or inquiry by the Commission.

At a meeting conducted at the offices of Lawrence
M. Noble, Assistant General Counsel to the Commission, Mr.
Noble informed the undersigned counsel that after a review
of the Carter-Mondale/Democratic National Committee complaint

C0J which generated this action, only those items set out in the
Notification were deemed worthy of consideration by the

- Commission. Thus, any future 'reason to believe finding" by
the Commission must be supported either by another, different
complaint, or must be based upon an internally-generated
recommendation.

oD Wherefore, NCPAC moves the Commission to quash or
modify its subpoena as to the requests numbered 1-3, and 6-
10 therein.

Sincerely,

RoberR Sp J.

Curtis Her e
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Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

C;, Washington, D. C. 20463

"7 Re: MUR 1252

04* Dear Mr. Steele:
"- Submitted herewith are the sworn written answers

of Mr. John T. Dolan, Chairman of National Conservative
Political Action Committee (NCPAC) to written Interrogatories
propounded by the Commission to NCPAC on September 29, 1980,

transmitted by the Commission to counsel for NCPAC on October 1,

1980, and received by counsel on October 2, 1980. Included
therein are objections to certain of the Commission's questions,

together with reasons in support of those objections.

Also enclosed is NCPAC's motion to quash or modify

the subpoena duces tecum issued by the Commission, transmitted,

cand received with the Commission's Interrogatories. Reference
is made to the letter of October 9, 1980, from Lawrence M.
Noble, Assistant General Counsel, to counsel for NCPAC with
respect to the timeliness of the filing of the motion to
quash.

It is understood that this motion to quash or
modify the Commission's subpoena will be submitted to the

Commission for its determination and that counsel for NCPAC
will be notified of the Commission's decision. Counsel has

been informed that where the Commission denies an application
to quash or modify a subpoena the office of general counsel
customarily affords a respondent further opportunity to
comply before seeking any enforcement remedies.

C I :,d ti110 C

-71
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1 look forward to notification of the Coummission's
decision in this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.

enclosures
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMIMISSION

;CARTER-MONDALE REELECTION COMMITTEE, )
i INC., et al., ))

Complainants, ))
-against- ) MUR 1252)

RONALD REAGAN, et al., ))
Defendants. )

ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW, National Conservative Political Action

Committee (NCPAC); by its Chairman, John T. Dolan, and in

response to the written Interrogatories from the Federal

Election Commission to NCPAC in this matter, answers as

follows:

A. NCPAC is a multi-candidate political committee

one of whose objects is to further the election of Ronald

Reagan to the office of President of the United States.

NCPAC pursues this object through the "Ronald Reagan Victory

Fund, a project of National Conservative Political Action

Committee." The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund is not a separate

entity, but is a project of NCPAC.

With regard to the specific questions raised by

the Commission concerning the relationship of NCPAC to the

Ronald Reagan Victory Fund ("the Fund"):

1.) The Fund does not maintain a bank account

,separate and apart from NCPAC, although NCPAC does maintain

a separate internal ledger accounting for receipts and

expenditures on behalf of the Fund.

2.) The Fund does not employ a staff separate and

apart from that of NCPAC.

3.) Most of the solicitations or requests for con-

tribut ions to the Fund ask that checks be made payable to

ithe Fund. Some solicitations have requstdt ha t t~butions

ibe made to NCPAC.

-1-

i ....
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4.) Monies received from checks received by NCPAC

which were made payable to NCPAC have been used by the Fund.

All contributions to NCPAC or to the Fund are reported to

the Commission by NCPAC as having been received by NCPAC.

5.) The account into which funds contributed to

or for the Fund are deposited is in the name of NCPAC and

all such funds are commingled with the funds of NCPAC.

B. NCPAC objects to this question as being

unreasonable and overbroad in that it requests information

beyond the scope of the Commission's findings of reason to

believe that NCPAC has violated statutes or regulations over

which the Commission has jurisdiction. Moreover, to supply

the information requested would require that NCPAC conduct a

;systematic search of all of its records, and to do so within

the time period afforded by the Commission would unduly

burden NCPAC and its personnel.

C. NCPAC has not transferred any items of the

type listed in this Interrogatory to the Reagan General

Election Committee since January, 1980. In September, 1979,

NCPAC transferred certain typewriters to that Committee in

,;consideration of the payment by that Committee of $2,200.00,

Kwhich amount was paid in full by the Committee to NCPAC on

jor about July 15, 1980.

D. See response to Interrogatory B.

E. See response to Interrogatory B.

F. See response to Interrogatory B.

STATE OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath
deposes and says that he has read the above and foregoing
Answers to Interrogatories by him subscribed, knows the contents
ithereof, and that the answers t i torth are true.

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to bfore me this. 14th day of
October, 1980.•-

jj My comsso xprs



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

October 9, 1980

HAND DELIVERED

Robert 0. Sparks, Esq.
Sedam & Herge
760u Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks:

Pursuant to your meeting with Office of General Counsel
staff, this is to notify you that, as the subpoenas to your
clients, Fund for a Conservative Majority and the National
Conservative Political Action Committee, were received on
October 2, 1980, any motions to quash filed with the Commis-
sion on their behalf shoud be received by the Commission on
October 14, 1980. This accounts for the five day period
set forth in 11 C.F.R. S 111.15, computed according to the
methods delineated by 11 C.F.R. S 111.2.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

by Lawrence M. Nobal
Assistant General Counsel

* .... - *

(%4

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

October 1, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
SEDAN & HERGE
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: Matter Under Review (MUR) 1252(80)

Dear Mr. Herge:

Enclosed is a subpoena to produce certain documents and
materials and order to answer written questions issued by

ro the Federal Election Commission ("Commission") to your client,
National Conservative Political Action Committee.cma

The subpoena requires that production of specified documents
be made at the time and place stated therein and that responses

cm to the interrogatories be propounded to the Commissiqn within
ten (10) days of your receipt of the enclosed order.qW

If you have any questions, please contact staff attorney
0 Ms. Marsha Gentner at (202) 523-5071 or Ms. Patricia F. Bak

4 at (202) 523-4060.

0 Sincere

Z2
Enclosi



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOCUMENTS AND MATERIALS
AND ORDER TO ANSWER WRITTEN QUESTIONS

TO:

National Conservative Political Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard, # 573
Arlington, Virginia 22209

RE: MUR 1252

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission, pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. SS 437d(a)(1) and (3), the National Conservative Poli-

04I tical Action Committee is hereby ordered to produce for inspection

-- and copying all documents and materials listed below that are

in the possession or control of the National Conservative Political

Action Committee or of its officers, agents, staff members, volun-
0

teers or employees. Production is to be made at the Office of

General Counsel of the Federal Election Commission 
at 1325 K Street,

n N.W. Washington, D.C. on October 20, 1980, at 10:00 a.m. In addi-

00 tion, the National Conservative Political Action Committee is

hereby ordered to submit responses in writing and under oath

to the interrogatories propounded herein, to the Federal Election

Commission within ten (10) days of its receipt of this order.
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As used in this subpoena, the terms listed below are defined

as follows:

1. The term "documents and materials" shall mean the original,
all copies, and drafts of writings of any kind, printed,
audio, visual, or electronic materials including but not
limited to correspondence, memoranda, reports, transcripts,
minutes, pamphlets, leaflets, notes, letters, lists, tel-
exes, telegrams, messages (including reports, notes, memor-
anda and any other documentation of telephone conversations
and conferences), calendar and diary entries, contracts,
data, agendas, articles, visual aides, computer print-outs,
account statements, billing forms, receipts, checks and
other negotiable paper, solicitation materials, records and
compilations in the possession, custody or control of
the National Conservative Political Action Committee and
the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund. Designated "documents and

%materials" are to be taken as including all attachments,
enclosures and other documents that are attached to, relate
to, or refer to such designated "documents and materials."

c% 2. "Identify" with respect to individuals shall mean to give
the full name, last known residence address of such indi-
vidual, the last known place of business where such indi-
vidual is or was employed, the title of the job or posi-
tion held with the entity in question, and the dates of
such service.

o 3. "National Conservative Political Action Committee" or
"NCPAC" shall mean its predecessors, affiliates, committees,
suLcommittees; divisions, branches, projects, as well as

oD any other bodies which conduct business on behalf of NCPAC,
and NCPAC's officers, agents, employees, staff, and volun-
teers.

4. "Ronald Reagan Victory Fund" shall mean what NCPAC
has described as a "project" of NCPAC.

5. Reagan General Election Committee shall mean the principal
campaign committee (see 2 U.S.C. ! 431(5)) of Ronald
Reagan, the 1980 Republican nominee for the office of Pres-
ident, the committee's predecessors (including, but not
limited to the Reagan for President Committee), affiliates,
commrittees, subcommittees, divisions, branches, projects,
as well as any other bodies which conduct business on its
behalf, and its officers, agents, employees, staff and
volunteers.

6. All references to the "FEC" shall mean the Federal Election
Commission, its auditors, attorneys, and other employees.
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7. "FEC Disclosure Reports" shall mean any reports filed
by NCPAC with the FEC pursuant to the requirements of
2 U.S.C. SS 431-455.

8. "Agent" shall mean any person who has actual, oral or
written authority, either express or implied, to make or
to authorize the making of expenditures on behalf of a
candidate; or any person who has been placed in a position
within the campaign organization where it could reasonably
appear that in the ordinary course of campaign-related
activities he or she may authorize expenditures. See
11 C.F.R. S 109.1(b)(5).

9. "Organizer" with reference to a project or group, shall
mean any person who has directly or indirectly partici-
pated in the formation, planning, structure or organiza-
tion of the project or group in question, including, but
not limited to, attendance at or participation in any
meetings, discussions or communications concerning the
project or group from the period from January 1980 to
the group or project's formal inception.tf.

10. The term "concerning" with reference to a subject or object
CM shall mean mentioning, discussing, or directly or indirectly

regarding, referring, or relating in any way to that sub-
ject or object.

If any document called for herein is withheld under a claim of

C3 privilege or objection, please furnish a list identifying each such
V. document for which the privilege or objection is claimed, together

o with the following information:

(a) a description of the subject matter;
(b) the date of the document;
(c) the name and title of the author;
(d) the name and title of the person to whom the document

was addressed;
(e) the name and title of the person to whom the document was

actually sent;
(f) the identity of any other person who read all or part of

the document;
(g) the number of pages;
(h) the paragraph of this subpoena to which the document is

otherwise responsive, and
(i) the nature of the claimed privilege or objection.

Please produce in their entirety the following:

I. All documents and materials concerning meetings, discus-

sions, correspondence, or other communications between NCPAC and/or

the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund and any of the ot the following persons
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or organizations or their officials, employees, staff members, volun-

teers, organizers, or agents which relate in any way to the efforts

of either NCPAC and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund or the below

listed organizations or individuals with respect to Ronald Reagan's

nomination as the Republican candidate for President or Ronald Reagan's

general election campaign for President in 1980:

Reagan for President Committee
Reagan-Bush Committee
Reagan for President Compliance Fund
Republican National Committee
Reagan General Election Committee
1980 Republican Presidential Unity Committee
Ruth Jones, Ltd.
Bailey, Deardourff & Associates, Inc.

U) North Carolina Congressional Club
Americans for Reagan
Fund for a Conservative Majority
Citizens for Reagan in '80
Americans for Change

(Reagan for President in '80
Americans for an Effective Presidency
Anna Chennault

0 Stuart Spencer
Senator Jesse Helms
James Lake

2. All documents and materials concerning or relating to

the formation, organization, planning, or undertaking of the Ronald

Reagan Victory Fund.

3. All documents and materials concerning or reflecting

any NCPAC or Ronald Reagan Victory Fund decisions to expend funds

which would in any way further the election of Ronald Reagan as the

Presidential nominee of the Republican Party, or his general election

for President in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of any other

1980 Presidential candidate.
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4. All documents and materials concerning the following expendi-

tures reported by NCPAC in FEC disclosure reports:

Payee Date Reported Purpose

Diversified Direct, May 23, June 13, Printing; Ronald
Inc. June 20, and June Reagan U.S. President

27, 1980

Tri State Envelope Corp. June 20, 1980 Printing; Ronald Reaga
U.S. President

a. Please provide a copy of each item printed for use by NCPAC

as consideration for the above listed payments.

- 5. All documents and materials concerning the UCPAC expenditure on

June 5, 1980, to Arthur Finkelstein and Associates, the purpose

of which was described in NCPAC's response of July 22, 1980, to

FEC MUR 1252 as a "polling expense".

0 a. A copy of any survey results, poll, memoranda, or report

which was transferred to NCPAC by Arthur Finkelstein and Associates,

its agents, or employees in connection with the above expenditure.

6. All docuLents and materials relating to the contractual or

professional relationship or any other association from January 1980,

to present, between NCPAC and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund and

the following entities, their agents, officers or employees under-

taken in connection with efforts on the part of NCPAC and/or
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the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund which would relate in any way to

furtherance of the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential

nominee of the Republican Party, or Ronald Reagan's general election

for President in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of any other

1980 Presidential candidate:

Diversified Direct, Inc.
Tri State Envelope Corp.
Arthur Finkelstein and Associates

7. All documents and materials relating to any NCPAC and/or Ronald

Reagan Victory Fund expenditure of funds for the financing of the

dissemination, distribution, or republication, in whole or in part,

Ir of any broadcast or any written, graphic or other form of campaign

o materials prepared by Ronald Reagan, the Reagan for President Commit-

V" tee, the Reagan General Election Committee, the Reagan Bush Committee,
o the Reagan for President Compliance Fund, the 1980 Republican Presi-

dential Unity Committee, or the Republican National Committee.
CO

8. All documents and materials disseminated, distributed or repub-

lished by NCPAC and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund which contain,

in whole or in part, any broadcast or any written, graphic or other

form of campaign materials prepared or used by Ronald Reagan, the
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Reagan for President Committee, the Reagan General Election Com-

mittee, the Reagan-Bush Committee, the Reagan for President Compli-

ance Fund, the 1980 Republican Presidential Unity Committee, or

the Republican National Committee.

9. All documents and materials concerning any solicitation of or

request for funds for the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund or by NCPAC

which relate in any way to the furtherance of the election of Ronald

Reagan as the Presidential nominee of the Republican Party, or the

%M general election of Ronald Reagan as President in 1980 or which

CM would aid in the defeat of any other 1980 Presidential candidate.

0
10. All telephone bills and/or other records of telephone calls made

or received by NCPAC and the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund from January,

NII) 1980 to the present.

11. All documents and materials concerning a debt of $2,200 listed

in Reagan for President Committee FEC disclosure reports as owed to

NCPAC since February 22, 1980, for "office equipment" and all documents

and materials concerning the receipt of $2,200 listed in the NCPAC

FEC disclosure reports as coming from Reagan for President Committee

on July 15, 1980, for a "memory typewriter".
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Please answer the following interrogatories:

A. Describe the relationship between the Ronald Reagan Victory

Fund and NCPAC, noting specifically:

(1) whether the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund maintains

bank accounts or an accounting of receipts and expen-

ditures separate and apart from NCPAC;

(2) whether the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund employs a

staff separate and apart from that of NCPAC;

(3) whether solicitations or requests for contributions

to the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund request that checks be

C4 made payable to NCPAC or to the Ronald Reagan Victory

M Fund or to either NCPAC or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund;

(4) whether monies received from checks from NCPAC which

were made payable to NCPAC have been used by the the Ronald0

Reagan Victory Fund, and

o3 (5) in whose name the account is held into which funds

contributed to or for the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund are

Gdeposited.

B. Please identify all officers, directors, employees, staff

members, media time buyers, volunteers, consultants or other agents

of NCPAC and the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund from September 1979 to

the present. With respect to each individual identified, please
I/

identify that person's supervisor.

1/ In lieu of identifying the supervisor of each individual identi-
fied in response to interrrogatory B, NCPAC and the Ronald
Reagan Victory Fund may each provide the Commission with organ-
izational charts.
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C. Please provide a list of all items (including, but not

limited to, office equipment, machinery, furniture, and office sup-

plies) transferred by NCPAC to the Reagan General Election Committee

C

(1) Please identify which of the above individuals and-

any other individuals who have, participated in any way,

directly or indirectly, in the oral or written authoriza-

tion (express or implied) of any NCPAC or Ronald Reagan

Victory Fund expenditures which relate in any way to the

election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential nominee of

the Republican Party, or his general election for President

in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of any other

Presidential candidate in 1980.

(2) Please identify which of the above individuals and

and other individuals who have participated in any way,

directly or indirectly, in the production, conception,

drafting, writing, editing, approval, review, presentation,

printing, publication, distribution or dissemination of

documents and materials produced by either NCPAC or the

Ronald Reagan Victory Fund which relate in any way to

the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential nominee

of the Republican Party, or his general election for Presi-

dent in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of any other

1980 presidential candidate.

(3) Please identify which of the above individuals and any

other individuals have participated in any way, directly

or indirectly in the planning, organization, and formation

of the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund.
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since January 1980, along with an item by item breakdown containing

the original cost of each item paid by NCPAC, and the amount paid,

if any, by the Reagan General Election Committee for each item.

D. List the phone numbers and extensions used by NCPAC and

the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund since January 1980, noting the exten-

sions assigned to or used by each person identified in response to

interrogatory B.

E. List by date and location all fundraisers held by NCPAC

and/or the Ronald Reagan Victory Fund since January, 1980 which

related in any way to the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential

nominee of the Republican Party, or his general election for Presi-

__ dent in 1980, or which in any way aided in the defeat of any other

V 1980 Presidential candidate.

F. With respect to each individual identified in response to

0 interogatory B, please note whether that individual has had any past,

or has any present association, either by way of employment, position,

or membership, with any of the below listed organizations, projects,

c or companies. With respect to each such association, note the dates

during which each such person was so associated with the particular

group, organization, project, or company and the position(s) held

with each.

Americans for Change
Reagan for President in '80
Americans for an Effective Presidency
Fund for a Conservative Majority
Citizens for Reagan in 180
The Republican Party
The Reagan for President Committee
Group '80
1980 Republican Presidential Unity Committee
Citizens for the Republic
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Richard A. Viguerie Co., Inc.
Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates
Ruth Jones, Ltd.
Bruce Eberle Associates, Inc.
Decision Making Information, Inc.
Bailey, Deardourff & Associates, Inc.
Citizens for the Republic
North Carolina Congressional Club
Americans for Reagan
National Conservative Political Action Committee
The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund
Committee for Independent Expenditures for Republicans
Target 80
The Conservative Coalition
The Conservative Caucus
Reagan 80
1980 United Republican Committee
Committment 80

WHEREFORE, the Vice Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

-- has hereunto set his hand at the offices of the Commission at 1325

K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., this ay of

1980.

qr

C ATTEST: V Carn

aroe W. Emmons

Secretpry to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

September 25, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Herge:

.. On July 7, 1980, the Federal Election Commission notified
your client, the National Conservative Political Action Committee

4(ONCPAC"), of a complaint alleging that NCPAC has violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

- ("the Act") and of Chapter 95 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to NCPAC at that time.

Upon further review of allegations contained in the complaintand of information which you have supplied in response, the
o Commission has determined that there is reason to believe that

NCPAC has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)
by making excessive in-kind contributions and expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan; 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by making excessive
independent expenditures on behalf of Ronald Reagan; and 2 U.S.C.

re,) S 432(e)(4). A report on the Commission's finding is attached.
You may submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

We acknowledge receipt of your response to this matter which
was dated July 22, 1980. In the absence of any additional infor-
mation or further explanation of circumstances which demonstrate
that no further action should be taken against NCPAC, the Commission
may find probable cause to believe that violations have occurred,
and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course, this does not
preclude the settlement of this matter through informal conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.



Letter to J. Curtis Herge
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.
Gentner or Anne Weissenborn, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at (202) 523-5071.

Sin ely

JHN WARREN NARRY W

Vice-Chairman

Enclosure



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Herge:

4% On July 7, 1980, the Federal Election Commission notified
your client, the National Conservative Political Action Committee

CI ("NCPAC"), of a complaint alleging that NCPAC has violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,

GOMM (athe Actu) and of Chapter 95 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
the complaint was forwarded to NCPAC at that time.

Upon further review of allegations contained in the complaint
and of information which you have supplied in response, theoD Commission has determined that there is reason to believe that
NCPAC has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)
by making excessive in-kind contributions and expenditures on

0D behalf of Ronald Reagan; 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by making excessive
independent expenditures on behalf of Ronald Reagan; and 2 U.S.C.
S 432(e)(4). A report on the Commission's finding is attached.
You may submit any factual or legal materials which you believe

00 relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.

We acknowledge receipt of your response to this matter which
was dated July 22, 1980. In the absence of any additional infor-
mation or further explanation of circumstances which demonstrate
that no further action should be taken against NCPAC, the Commission
may find probable cause to believe that violations have occurred,
and proceed with formal conciliation. Of course, this does not
preclude the settlement of this matter through informal conciliation
prior to a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.



Letter to J.'Curtis Herge
Page Two

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public. If you have any questions, please contact Marsha G.
Gentner or Anne Weissenborn, the attorneys assigned to this
matter, at (202) 523"5071.

Sincerely#

Enclosure

C^
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISStW

NOTIFICATION OF REASOU TO BELIEVE FINDING

DATE SEP 1%O MUR NO.1252
STAFF MEMBER (S) & TEL. NO.
Marsha G. Gentner

RESPONDENT The National Conservative
Political Action Committee Anne A. Weissenborn

(202) 523-5071

SOURCE OF MUR: I N T E R N A L L Y G E N E R A T E D

BACKGROUND

On July 2, 1980, the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,
NInc., and the Democratic National Committee (hereinafter

"Complainants") submitted a complaint which contained the
CV following allegations:

M 1. That one or more of the respondent committees have
Cviolated or will violate 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) by

exceeding their contribution limitations-with regard
Nr to Mr. Reagan;

0 2. That Ronald Reagan and one or more of the respondent
committees have violated or will violate 2 U.S.C.
5 434 by failing to report properly contributions.
and expenditures;

3. That one or more of the respondent committees have
violated or will violate- 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by

co knowingly and willfully incurring expenditures
in excess of $1,000 to further the election of
Mr. Reagan which would constitute qualified
campaign expenses if incurred by an authorized committee;

4. That the National Conservative Political Committee
(hereinafter "NCPAC") has violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4)
in that its project the "Ronald Reagan Victory Fund"
is a discrete, unauthorized political committee which
has included "Reagan" in its name
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PRELI MI NARY
FACTUAL BASIS AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Allegation of Violations of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) and
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).

Complainants allege that expenditures to be made by the respondent!..

committees on behalf of Mr. Reagan will be made with the cooperation
or prior consent of, in consultation with or concert with, or at
the request or suggestion of Mr. Reagan, his authorized committee,
or his agents and therefore would be considered non-independent
expenditures and thus contributions to the candidate pursuant to
2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(7) (B)(i) and 11 C.F.R. S 109.1(c). By virtue
of these circumstances, the respondent committees have or will
violate 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) which prohibits unauthorized

N" committees from knowingly and willfully incurring expenditures
in excess of $1,000 to further the election of candidates of
a political party for President and Vice-President who are eligible
to receive public funds, when such expenditures would constitute
qualified campaign expenses if incurred by an authorized committee
of such a candidate. In addition, a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) by respondent committees would likewise result from their
excessive contributions, if the expenditures in question are

o found to be non-independent, in-kind contributions.

VComplainants cite several factors in support of their argument
that the expenditures which have been or will be made by respondent

Ccommittees on behalf of Ronald Reagan are not "independent"
and thus constitute contributions to that candidate in violation
of 26 U.S.C.. S 9012(f) and 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a). These include
the present and prior affiliation with Mr. Reagan of certain individuals
now allegedly involved with the respondent committees and the use
of common vendors.
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The evidence contained in the complaint that is put forth:,
below represents only that evidence which the General Couasel's
office has found relevant to a determination of whether there is
reason to believe that the expenditures by NCPAC are not
"independent" expenditures, but rather in-kind contributions to
Mr. Reagan.. 11 C.F.R. S 109.1(c).

The complaint contains no allegations of NCPAC officer
overlap with the official 1980 Reagan committees. 1/ However,
the complaint and NCPAC reports filed with the Commission reveal
that purported "independent" expenditures in support of Mr.
Reagan by NCPAC were made through the same vendors as those
used by the authorized Reagan committee shortly before that
time 2/, thus indicating that NCPAC expenditures with respect
to Mr. Reagan were made through agents of his (as defined by
11 C.F.R. S 109.1(b)(5)) resulting in in-kind contributions
by NCPAC. See 11 C.F.R. S 109.1 (b)(4)(i)(B) and S 109.1 (c),
and AO 1979---.

Reports also show that NCPAC made an expenditure to Arthur
Finkelstein and Associates on June 5, 1980. The response of NCPAC
refers to this as a "polling expense." An expenditure by
the Reagan Committee to Arthur Finkelstein and Associates for

, consulting services was reported as being made on June 5, 1980.
As previously noted, this raises questions as to whether

CM the polling results were "accepted" by the authorized Reagan

1I/ In a footnote, complainant makes reference to two ex-officers of
NCPAC presently indirectly associated with the authorized Reagan

0 committees. However, these two individuals had resigned from their
NCPAC offices by March 18, 1978 (the date of the NCPAC amendment
to its Statement of Organization).

2/ These expenditures were:

Date by NCPAC
and Reported
Purpose

Date by Authorized
Reagan Committee
and Purpose

Diversified
Direct, Inc.

Tri State
Envelope Corp.

5/23, 6/2, '6/13,
6/20 and 6/27/80
"printing" Reagan
for President

6/20/80 "printing"
Reagan for President

4/22, 5/14, 6/18/80
"Direct Mail

4/22/80 "Stationary"
"Direct Mail

NCPAC, in its response to the compliant states that the expendi-
ture to Diversified Direct, Inc., was for mechanical mailing
services only. However, the entry on the report filed by NCPAC

that the expenditure was for "printing" contradicts this asser-
tion. NCPAC in its response also states that its expenditure

to Tri-State was for NCPAC printed envelope stock and thus an

operating expenditure. This directly contradicts the NCPAC report
which designated the expenditure as "printing" for "Reagan,
President".

Vendor



Committee or its Went, resulting in an in-ks contribution by
NCPAC to that committee. 3/ See 11 C.F.R. S 106.4(b).

Moreover, the Reagan for President Committee continues to
report a debt of $2,200 owed since February 22, 1980, to NCPAC for
"office equipment". This contradicts the asserted complete
independence from authorized Reagan committees that NCPAC puts
forth. Rather, it would seem that such a transaction indicates that
an avenue for coordination with respect to the needs of the Reagan
Committee may already have been established.

The Office of General Counsel has recommended that in light
of the foregoing evidence the Commission find reason to believe
NCPAC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by
making excessive in-kind contributions and expenditures on behalf
of the 1980 authorized committees of Ronald Reagan.

00

B. Allegation of Violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by Respondent
Committees

26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) prohibits unauthorized committees from
;-.0 knowingly and willfully incurring expenditures in excess of $1000

to further the election of candidates of a political party for
President and Vice-President who are eligible to receive public
funds when such expenditures would constitute qualified campaign
expenses if incurred by an authorized committee of such candidates.
As discussed in "Part A" above, complainants allege that respondent
committees have violated or will violate this provision.

Part A deals with whether or not the respondent committees
are independent of the Reagan authorized committees. However, even

o if these committees are in fact found to be independent, they
would still be in violation of S 9012(f) if they expend more than
$1000 on behalf of Mr. Reagan's candidacy, as Section 9012(f) applies
to all political committee expenditures, whether or not "independent".

As the complaint and supplements demonstrate, NCPAC has publicly
announced its intention and has begun to solicit funds to spend
in excess of $1,000 in support of Ronald Reagan's candidacy.
Therefore, the Office of General Counsel has recommended that
that the Commission find reason to believe that NCPAC has violated
or is about to violate 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f).

C. Alleged Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4)

2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) provides that unauthorized committees may
not include the name of any candidate in their names. Complainants

3/ Newspaper articles submitted by complainants refer to assertions
by NCPAC officials that their expenditures in support of Mr.
Reagan will "depend on the Reagan strategy" and on "market testing
by a professional pollster". See Baltimore Sun, July 16, 1980,
p. A7. attached to July 21, 1980, supplement to complaint.



alleged in their initial complaint that the *Ronald Reagan
Victory Fundh, a project of NCPAC, is a discreet, unauthorized
political committee which has the name "Reagan" in its name in
violation of Section 432(e)(4).

The Office of General Counsel has recommended that the
Commission find reason to believe that NCPAC has violated 2 U.S.C.
S 432(e)(4).

COMMISSION DETERMINATION

Based on the foregoing analysis, the Federal Election Commission
has found:

1. That the National Conservative Political Action Committee..
has violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by making
excessive in-kind contributions and expenditures on behalf of
Ronald Reagan.

2. That the National Conservative Political Action Committee,
has violated 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by making excessive independent
expenditures on behalf of Ronald Reagan.

3. That the National Conservative Political Action Committee,
has violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4).

O

C
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RE1ORTS ANALYSIS REFERRAL UPDATE

*OJG!N:. OGC

DATE i'Zkb" I o , /

TO: Office of General Counsel
ATENTION: Anne Wel ssenborn

THROUGH:

FROM:

STAFF DIRECTOR

ANALYST

TEAM CHIEF

Mark Klelnman 4#k.

Bobby Werfel -A1

COMPLIANCE REVIEW

ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR FOR REPORTS ANALYSI*' /

MUR No. 1252

k. "1*PURPOSE:

DATE OF ORIGINAL REFERRAL N/A

INFORMATION:

NATIONAL CONSERVATIVE POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE ---
September Monthly Report (8-1-80 to 8-31-80) entry
to Dave Keene 8-29-80 $500 "Consultant Fee".

ATTACHMENT #1

OUTCOME: (if applicable)

*Commission unit which initiated original Referral (e.g. AUDIT/RAD/OGC).
*INFORMATION, or RESULTS OF RAD ACTION, as appropriate.
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SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

Pape-10 of 16 f
LINE NUMBER
(Use sepra te1d-e) for e06

catery of oe Detled
-wme Pe

Any Infoematon .opied hm s ud ReporI s and Statments May not be sold or usd by any person for the purpo.of soliciting contributions or for
commercial pupowse, other then usin the name and addrus of any political commiem t -solit contributions from such committee.

Name of Cowwwitae (in Full)

National Conservative Political Action Committee
A. Pull Nuww. Milin Mumra and ZIP Coo Purpose of D isuemnt Dais (mwonth. Amount of Baub

Federal Express Corp. eu m is ei
P.O. Box 727, Dept. A Freight Charges
Memphis, TN 38194 su ef: Opias O. 82 02al

oOther (specify): 8/29/80 22.64
S.7Psi Nane, ailing Adi.. and ZIP Cod Purpose of Dibumeant Oat (month. Amount of lach

Ramsey Enterprises ay. yea) Disbursamt.ThisPr

2635 South Garland Avenue Office Supplies
Garland, TX 75041 Disbursamenfor: o0rimary OGeea 8/29/80 80.16

o Other (specify): _

C. Full Name, Malling Addre and ZIP Cods Purposa of D ,,mnt toa month. Amount of Eac
day. year) Disbursemant This Periordw

Olivetti Corp. Office Supplies
Disbursmantfor: Oftimry OGaneral 8/29/80 1,828.57

0 Other (spacify): _____

D. Full Nane, Mailin Mdi.. ,nd ZIP Cad Purposs of Oliburnament Oats (month. Amount of Each

All State Courier day. year) Disbursement This Peid

1200 North Hudson Street- ...Courier Service
Arlington, VA 22201 Disbursementfor: OPrimary OGeneral 8/29/80 257.37

o Other (secifv):
E. Full Name, Mailing Addrme and ZIP Coda Purpose of Disbursmaent Data (month. Amount of Each

Typing & Mailing day.yer) DiaburwmntThisPeriod

MediAmerica, Inc. Sto-_r____nP-___ 8/29/80 1,642.50
Disbursament for: 0 Primary 0 General

0 Other (specify):
F. Full Name. Mlailing Addrs and ZIP Cads Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

Dave Keene Consultant Fee d . ysar) Disbur mnt This Perio

10874 Hampton Road 8/29/80 500.00

Fairfax Station, VA Disbursemntfor: OPrimary 0 Genera
o Other (ecify):

0. Full Name. Mailing Addiwes and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Elah

fUniversity Book Store COD charge for day. year) Disbursement This Period

711 State Street rfarnn cAe material
Madison, Wisconsin 53703 Disbursementfor: Prmry OGeneral 8/29/80 3.75

0 Other (specify):

H. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

Susan S. Hannegan Salary Advance day. year) Disbursement This Period

8506 Inyo Court
Alexandria, VA 22309 ibuemntor- CPrimav =General 8/5/80 150.00

= Other (specify): _

I. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

H.G. Smithy Property Co. Rent day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary CGeneral 8/5/80 2,810.25
C Other (specify): 8/5/80___2_81__25

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional. I........................................... $7,295.24

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only) ............. .................... .......

t

cc

In

C
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ANALTS ANALYSIS REFERRAL UPDATE

0ORJGN: oGc

DATE

TO: o.iq

THROUGH:

FROM:

ANALYST

Ce of CGea Cauisel
ATENTION: Arme Weissiborn

STAFF DIRECTOR A L

TEAM CHIEF

YIN* neizri16LNiL

Bobby IreL~Q~~~

COMPLIANCE REVIEW

ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR FOR REPORTS AALYS J

MUR No. 1252 DATE OF ORIGINAL REFERRAL iA

i'% "PURPOSE:

!H4ZMRtAL Ca vATIV! POLITCAL APOITQ4 OTIS='~:

August ?tmthly (7-1-80 to 7-31-80) shImng
re eit ftnr Eita Fo im. ident Co~ lttee

of $2,200 7-15-80, for "ale of Mary
Typoiter".

OUTCOME: (if applicable)

*Commission unit which initiated original Referral (e.g. AUDIT/RAD/OGC).
"INFORMATION, or RESULTS OF RAD ACTION, as appropriate.

515p-r 0 ot 3 19 10 -

-1W

At-tachmmt



SCHEDULE A ITEMIZED RECEIPTS
geyof te an

bmmu7; Pep)

Any informationi cooled fron soflt Rutes'or bsiatUmy not be sold or used by any parsn for thOw os O off sellosn oovbuln r fO
oammercial purpoal5. other Itn usng0ne to an Od addres of any solftloal committee W solicit contrlbuslns frof m& c cem ms.

na"wfffonatwjf Conservative Political Action Committee

A. Ful Nam. Maing AddM and 2IPe

Sundance Broadcasting, Inc.
Boise, ID

Receiti Fr:
ni fl~*.hmew

0 Pr4imr a l lnl

I. Pull NWm Mailig Addret ad ZIP Cee

Working Names Inc.
1629 K Street NE
Washington, DC

Reo"lo For: I
I2 rhiampltam~ol.

3 Prwrwy a Gem

I r~ -

Nose of Emploer

Refund - Broad-
casting cancelatio
0~e~

ANereMeYa'oO-

Da omonth.
dW. Varl

7/23/8

& -- -

Nomo of umnoov"

Mail list rental
Mail canceled
C0mme~n

DAmpm Yeaw4ete-3

dW. Vow)

7/23/80

Amouant of Each
Recip tI" Pealo

4.80

Amoun of b"
Reeipt lAsProd.

69.81

C.. ull Na". Main Admr Z boe Nm of Emplove 0 mo. Amount of b lt
Reagan for P 4 Com ittee Sale of emory da.vw) eawlp 7b pae
809 Cameron Typewriter
Alexandria,, V^A,, 2 3314 7/15/0 2,200.060r j

80Occupaton

Receipt For: 0 PrImry aOmira _

0 Other (seify): Aggrw Yeepo t-S

D. Full Name. Mailieg Addrm md ZIP Code Name of loyer O (month. Amount of bet

Westpark Travel Refund of travel da.ye) ptThis Par
2600 Wespark Drive Expense
McLean, VA "__ __ __ 7/15/80 125.00

Receipt For: 0 Primary 0 Gene

0 Other (specify): Aggregate Y_ ___$__,____

i. Full Name. Mailing Addrw awd ZIP Cede Na of Employer cate (month. Amount of goc

Western Union Refund on dey. year) Reb This

P. 0. Box 26208 Mailgram 7/23/80 70.00
Richmond, CA 23260 Occupation

Receot For: C Primary 0 Generat
= Other (specify): Aggregate Yer-to-ate-S

F. Full Name. ,ailing Addres a ZIP Code i Name of Employer W1oa (month. Amount of Each
day. year) Receipt This Perod

Rectiot For- C Primary a GelneralOcpto

- Other (sDacifyI: Aggregate Year-to-Oet-S ,,_ _

0. Full Name. Mailing Addren and ZIP Code Name of Employer Date |month. j Amount of Each
day. year) Receipt This Perit

I Occupation

R:e,ot ror: Prime 0 General ___

- Crier (scecifv): I Aggregate Yer-to-Date-S

SUBTOTAL of qmceiD This PaM (optional).................................................2,469.61

TOTAL This Period (Ia page th s linenumb oly).............................................. 2,469.61

. 6
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT

This is to acknowledge receipt of a letter from the Federal

Election Commission addressed to:

John T. Dolan, Chairman

National Conserbative Political Action Committee

1500 Wilson Blvd., Suite 513

Arlington. Virgini a

7/ q/S-1
Dat d/of recie-pt Sige oftecipient

On behalf of:

C4

17
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SEDAM &HEaRGE

A PROOPEI.ONAL CORPORATION cO

ATTORNgTS AT LAW

7600 OLD GPRiNGNOiJSE ROAD _.

MCI3AN, VIROIWIA -8103

GLENN J1SEDAM, JR (O3) 61- 1000 1?00 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NWr
-

J. CURTIS MERGE WASHINGTON, OUaOOS

BARBARA L ABERNETHY July 22, 1980 - " ....tWEI4TELX 1114m (EMPoMR WHEN)7_
A MARK CHRISTOPHER rV1
MICHAEL D. HUGHES VWX 71 42SO &I"PS

ROBERT R SPARKS, JR 4r0

THOMAS M. DAVIS, III
OF COUNSEL

The Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

o Attention: Marsha Gentner, Esq.

Re: MUR 1252

- Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written in reply to your letter to

National Conservative Political Action Committee, 
1500

Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Virginia 22209, dated July 7,

1980, in which you reported that the Carter-Mondale Reelection

Committee, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as "C-W') and the

Democratic National Committee (hereinafter referred to as

"the DNC") had filed a complaint with the Federal Election

Commission (hereinafter referred to as "the Commission"),

alleging that National Conservative Political Action Committee,

together with certain other named Respondents, may have

violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended (hereinafter referred to as "the

Act") and Chapter 95 of Title 26 of the United States Code.

The Commission has numbered this matter MUR 1252.



The Honorable Charles N. SteelePa e Two
Juty 22, 1980

National Conservative Political Action Committee

(hereinafter referred to as "NCPAC") appreciates this oppor-

tunity, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 437g(a)(1) and 11 CFR 111.6,

to demonstrate that no action should be taken against NCPAC

on the basis of the complaint and that the compliant should

be dismissed as to NCPAC. In fact, we assert that the

complaint fails to meet the technical requirements of 11 CFR

111.4, in that it fails to contain a clear and concise

mom recitation of facts which describe a violation by NCPAC of a

statute or regulation over which the Commission has jurisdiction.

See, 11 CFR 111.4(d)(3).
0)

I. The Complaint Fails to Recite Facts
Which Describe a Violation by NCPAC

Cof a Statute or Regulation Over Which
the Commission has Jurisdiction

An analysis of that portion of the complaint which

relates to NCPAC fails to reveal a single statement of fact

which describes, or supports an allegation of, a violation

by NCPAC of a statute or regulation over which the Commission

has jurisdiction.

Under that portion of the complaint entitled, "The

Facts," the first reference to NCPAC appears on page 15, as

follows:



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
Pa e Three
July 22, 1980

"Congressional Quarterly reported that
National Conservative Political Action Counittee
(NCPAC) spent more than $600,000 'independently'
in 1979 and early 1980, and plans to spend significant
amounts on Mr. Reagan's behalf during the general
election. (6/14/80, p.1636)"

Thereafter, the complaint contains the following passage:

"In April 1980, NCPAC sent an 'Urgentgram' to
potential contributors. Pointing out that 'Reagan
has almost reached his spending limit set by
Federal election law,' NCPAC warned that 'Reagan
will lose valuable momentum if he cannot maintain
his campaign advertisinf program in high fear in
the May-June primaries. The 'Urgentgram' continued:

'When NCPAC was founded in 1976 Ronald Reagan
signed a letter personally asking his supporters
and other conservatives all over the country to
help us. In fact NCPAC was the only organization

C) Ronald Reagan helped in 1976.

'Many thousands of conservatives responded to
his call. He is one of the main reasons NCPAC is
here today with a 717 win record against the
liberals....

'Now Governor Reagan needs our help.

'The ads we produce will be tough hard-
hitting ads that will expose Carter's weaknesses
as well as promote Reagan.

'These ads will be produced by top notch
professionals...

'We will run these ads in major cities and
places where many voters will be making up their
minds between Carter and Reagan in the next two
months." 1/

1/A reproduction of the "Urgentgram" appears at tab 81 of the
exhibits filed with the complaint. It will be noted that the
"Urgentgram" contains the statements required at 2 U.S.C.
441d(a)(3) and 11 CFR 110.l1(a)(1)(iv).



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Four
July 22, 1980

In the second supplement to the complaint, C-H and the DEC

provided the Commission with a copy of an article which

appeared in the July 15, 1980 issue of The New York Times.

Presumably submitted as a supplement to the recitation of

facts, that article contained the following passage relevant

to NCPAC:

"The National Conservative Political Action
Committee previewed a series of 10 television
commercials that are to be shown in selected
markets beginning on Friday. Terry Dolan,, chairman,
said that the group would spend from $1 million to

- $5 million."

It is submitted that the foregoing passages demon-

strate nothing more than that C-H and the DNC are maintaining

a sensitive awareness of the activities of NCPAC. These

passages consist simply of factual statements regarding that

portion of NCPAC's activities which relate to the making of

CO independent expenditures in support of the nomination and

election of Governor Reagan to the office of President of

the United States. These expenditures have been and will be

made in accordance with 2 U.S.C. 431(17) and 11 CER 109.1,

in that they are made without cooperation or consultation

with any candidate, or any authorized coimmittee or agent of

such candidate, and are not made in concert with, or at the



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Five
July 22, 1980

request or suggestion of, any candidate, or any authorized

committee or agent of such candidate.

C-M and the DNC also attempt, in page 5 of the

complaint as supplemented by the appendix, to allege that,

in making independent expenditures in support of the nomination

and election of Gov. Reagan, NCPAC has utilized agents of

Reagan for President. See, 11 CFR 109.1 and AO 1979-80. As

to those vendors of NCPAC which are listed in the appendix,

NCPAC notes the following:

Appendix (1). Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates
conducted polls for NCPAC (not, in any event,

o related to the independent expenditure activity
under review), which did not include any coununi-

47 cation expressly advocating the election or defeat
of a clearly identified candidate. The cost of
such polls thus constituted an operating expense
and not an independent expenditure. See AO 1979-
80.

Appendix 4 . There is no allegation that Richard
A. Viguerie Co., Inc. or American Mailing Lists
Corp. is an agent of Reagan for President. (The
fact that Richard A. Viguerie Co., Inc. and American
Mailing Lists Corp. may have provided services to
the 1976 Reagan campaign, which NCPAC can neither
confirm nor deny, is irrelevant by reason of the
fact that that was a separate election.)

There is no allegation that Diversified
Printing Services, Inc. and Metro Mailing and
Printing are agents of Reagan for President.
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Diversified Mailing Services, upon information
and belief, is presently known as Diversified Mail
Marketing. NCPAC can neither confirm nor deny that
Diversified Mail Marketing is or was a vendor to
Reagan for President, but, in any event, the
services provided by that firm to NCPAC consist of
mechanically folding letters, inserting letters in
envelopes, applying postage to the envelopes and
bundling envelopes for mailing. Such activities
are operating expenses and not independent ex-
penditures. See, AO 1979-80.

Appendix 5. NCPAC has no record of having
engaged "uman Events" to provide list rental and
computer services. Such services are, in any event,
operating expenses and not independent expenditures.

A pendix 6. There is no allegation that Input
Data Assoc. is an agent of Reagan for President.

A pendix 7 NCPAC has not engaged the services
o ~fof Ed Ni s Assoc. Wiland & Assoc., Inc. provides

computer services to NCPAC designed to aggregate
contributions to NCPAC for use in preparing and
submitting its periodic reports to the Commission.
Such activities are operating expenses and not
independent expenditures. AO 1979-80.

Appendix (8). There is no allegation that Lone
Star Press and Mail Room, Inc. are agents of
Reagan for President.

Appendix (9). There is no allegation that Smarr
Mailing, Thompson & Assoc. or the Name Exchange
are agents of Reagan for President.

Appendix (11). Tri-State Envelope Corp. have been
engaged by NCPAC to supply it with printed envelope
stock based upon design, copy and layout supplied
by NCPAC. Such activities are operating expenses
and not independent expenditures. AO 1979-80.



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
Pare Seven
July 22, 1980

Appendix (13). There is no allegation that Frank
Gunpert Printing, Maryland Litho, McCollum Press
and Smith Lithograph are agents of Reagan for
President.

Appendix (14). NCPAC has no record of having
engaged Decision Making Information. Polling
services are, in any event, operating expenses
and not independent expenditures. AO 1979-80.

The final reference to NCPAC in that portion of

the complaint captioned, "The Facts," appears on page 31.

There it is noted that Charles Black was NCPAC's original

chairman and that Roger Stone was NCPAC's original Treasurer.

Both these observations are irrelevant to the matter under

review, as Mr. Black resigned from NCPAC on or about April 25,

1977 and Mr. Stone resigned from NCPAC on or about October 31,

1977. Neither individual has any present relationship with

NCPAC.

NCPAC is a multicandidate political committee, as

defined in 2 U.S.C. 44la(a)(4) and 11 CFR 100.5(e)(3), which

is incorporated, as permitted by 11 CFR 114.12(a), under the

Non-Profit Corporation Law of the District of Columbia and

which is qualified to transact business in the State of

Virginia. The Board of Directors of NCPAC consists of John T.

Dolan, Robert L. Shortley and Rhonda K. Stahlman. Mr. Dolan

serves as its Chairman and Mrs. Susan S. Hannegan serves as

its Treasurer.
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In its complaint, C-M and the DNC attempt, improperly,

to persuade the Members of the Commission, through the use

of hyperbolic propaganda, that the recitation of "facts"

applicable to NCPAC somehow constitutes a violation of law.

For example, C-M and the DNC assert that they "show [in the

complaint], at least five interrelated groups of professional

politicians, including active Republican office holders and

former office holders and other long-term active members of

Mr. Reagan's campaign and political staffers, are planning

0to contribute tens of millions of dollars -- perhaps as much

as $50,000,000 -- to the Republican nominees' campaign in

03 fundamental violation of the Fund Act and the Federal Election

Act." Notwithstanding this bold assertion, C-M and the DNC

fail to allege a single fact to support a funding that NCPAC

is "interrelated"' with the other named Respondents; that

NCPAC consists of active members of Mr. Reagan's campaign;

or, that NCPAC plans "to contribute" to Governor Reagan's

general election campaign. Thus, it is requested that the

Commission review only the factual assertions, stripped of

2/It appears that what C-M and the DNC are attempting to
allege by the use of the word "interrelated" is that two
or more of the Respondents may be affiliated committees.
See, 11 CFR 100.5(g). There is no showing, however, that
NCPAC is affiliated with any of the other Respondents.



The Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Nine
July 22, 1980

the irrelevant, inflaunatory rhetoric and unsupported conclusions,

in determining whether the complaint is sufficient on its

face to describe a violation by NCPAC of a statute or regulation

over which the Conmission has jurisdiction.

II. The Alleged Violations of Law
in the Complaint are Not

Supported by Fact

With reference to the section in the complaint

captioned, "Violations of the Law," C-M and the DUC assert

that the law has been violated by "a facade of independence"

and that "formalistic sham and technicality will not obscure

0reality." These artistic and creative phrases are not

supported by fact and fail to support a finding of reason to
C, believe that NCPAC has committed, or is about to commit, a

violation of a statute or regulation over which the Commission

has jurisdiction.

For the benefit of the record, however, NCPAC

asserts the following with respect to the specific allegations:

Paragraph I(a)(i) is denied in that it fails
to state a violation supported by the facts or by
the law. See, AO 1979-80 and AO 1980-46;

Paragraph I(a)(2) is denied in that it is not
applicable to NCPAC, which is a multi-candidate
political committee;
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Paragraph (1)(a)(3) is denied in that it
fails to state a violation supported by the facts
or by the law;

Paragraph (1)(b) is denied in that it fails
to state a violation supported by facts before the
Commission;

Paragraph 11(a) is denied in that it fails to
state a violation supported by facts before the
Commission;

Paragraph 11(b) is denied in that it fails to
state a violation supported by facts before the
Commission;

Paragraph III is denied for the reasons
described above;

Paragraph IV is denied for the reasons described
O above;

Paragraph V is denied for the reasons described

above;

Paragraph VI is denied for the reasons described

above;

Paragraph VII is denied for the reasons

described above;

Paragraph VIII is denied (The Commission has
failed to interpret the application of 26 U.S.C.
9012(f) and the issue is before the courts.);

Paragraph IX is not applicable to NCPAC; and,

Paragraph X is denied in that NCPAC is not an
authorized committee and, therefore, its name does
not include the name of any candidate in its name.
The fact that under its name it conducts a project
known as "The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund," does not
constitute a violation of 2 U.S.C. 432(e)(4) and it
is a communication protected by the First Amendment
to the Constitution. All statements required by
2 U.S.C. 441d include the full name of the committee.
For example, see tab 81 of the exhibits to the complaint.
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III. Conclusion

Contrary to their ambitious assertions in page 2

of the complaint, C-M and the DNC have failed to show through

a recitation of facts that NCPAC has committed, or is about

to commit, a violation of a statute or a regulation over

which the Commission has jurisdiction. Furthermore, the

Commission is without authority to conclude that there is

reason to believe that 2 U.S.C. 431(17) and 11 CFR 109.1

have been, or may be, violated because of a fear by C-M and

the DNC that independent expenditures may determine the

identity of the next President of the United States and may

determine whether public financing of presidential election

campaigns can survive.31 See, Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1,

14 (1976); Speiser v. Randall, 357 U.S. 513, 520-21, 525-26

(1958); and, First National Bank of Boston v. Bellotti, 435

U.S. 765, 785 n.21 (1978).

As a consequence, the relief sought by C-M and the

DNC against NCPAC should be denied and no action should be

taken against NCPAC on the basis of the complaint.

Respectfully submitted,/

Sine yours

J-4-risHerge,

Counsel to Nat nal Conservative
Political Action Committee

3/Page 3 of the complaint.
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Poll ti -1. Ac.. ation Coltt
1500 wilson blvd. suite 513 arlIngton, va. 2( 522.2

July 15, 1980

Charles N. Steel
General Counsel
Federal Election

Commission
1325 "K" Street
Washington, DC
20463

Re: MUR1252, Complaint of Carter
Mondale Presidential Committee,
Inc. v. Ronald Reagan, et. al.
(filed July 2, 1980)

Dear Mr. Steel:
-r

This letter is to inform you Mr. J. Curtis Herge is authorized
CW-0 to represent the National Conservative Political Action Committee

is the above referenced case. All correspondence should be
directed to him at the address listed below.

V) Sedan & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102
(702) 821-1000

Sincerely,

Candace M. Taw
Office Manager- -

cc: J. Curtis Herge
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

July 9, 1980

HAND DELIVERED

John T. Dolan
Chairman
National Conservative Political Action

Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Dear Mr. Dolan:

Enclosed is a copy of the letter the Federal Election
Commission today directed be sent to counsel for the Carter-
Mondale Presidential Committee, Inc.

U",. Si n 9 $/e

0:

Enclosure



( FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

1
4TESO~July 7, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John T. Dolan
Chairman
National Conservative Political Action

Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Dolan:

This letter is to notify you that on July 2, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received a complaint which alleges
that your Committee may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act")
and Chapter 95 of Title 26, U.S. Code. We have numbered this
matter MUR 1252. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

0 A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We understand that
complainant hand delivered a copy of the complaint including
exhibits to you on July 2, 1980. Therefore, we have not enclosed
a copy of these extensive exhibits to the complaint. However, if
you would like another copy of the exhibits, we would, of course,
provide it upon request.

Under the Act, you have the opportun ity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee 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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This matter will remain confidential in accordance with 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 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 advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifi-
cations and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact Marsha Gentner,
the attorney assigned to this matter; at (202) 523-4057. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the

- Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

r es N' teele
C\ General Counsel

Enclosures

0 1. Complaint

2. Procedures

C



FEDERAL ELECTION COmmISSIOn

<rc i, 7L, 4~i

The above-described material was removed from this filepursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(5) Internal Documents

4- (6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

S ig ne d z -

Date

FEC 9-21-77
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I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

May 31, 1983

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
Counsel, Fund for a Conservative
Majority

Sedam and Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

RE: MUR 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Sparks:

4On May 24, 1983, the Commission determined that it will take
no further action with regard to the violation of 26 U.S.C.
S 9012(f) and with regard to the alleged violation of 2 U.S.C.S 441a by the Fund for a Conservative Majority ("FCMN). TheCommission has also determined that there is no probable cause tobelieve that your client violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4).

Accordingly, the file in this matter has been closed and
will become part of the public record within thirty days. Shouldm you wish to submit any factual or legal materials to appear onthe public record, please do so within ten days.

If you have any questions, please contact Anne A.
co Weissenborn at (202) 523-4175. a.

General Counsel
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Me. Marjorie Emmons
Commission Secretary
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Res _!R 1252Z1299

Dear MS. Emmons:

This letter is written on behalf of our client, Fund
for a Conservative Majority (IFCM'), in response to the General

Counsel's Brief to the Commission in this matter, dated March 2J,

1983.

In that brief, the General Counsel has recommended that

"7 t. Cot1mmission find no probable cause to believe as to tne

purported violation of 2 U.S.C. S432(e)(4). We have no dispute
with that recommendation. We do, however, dispute the
recommention that the Commission take no further action with

respect to the alleged violation of 2 U.S.C. S44la(a), and that a

finding of probable cause to believe be entered, but that nc

further action be taken, as to the alleged violation of 2b U.S.C.

9012(f).

The Recommendation ac to 2 U.S.C. '441a(a).

Tne General CounstA. s investigation of the complait s

filed by the CarL.-/Monoale Committee and Common Cause in this

matter i spanned some two and one-alf ye-acs, wlth r1 Jiscerrn-
"hl' result other than the experiditur, of an sxtraor4inary amount

of time and taxpayers' money. There is no evidence whatsoever of
orgh!bite~~coordtnation of expenditures betw-eI FCV. arid its
aents, on the one hand, and any authorized Peagan '7ommittee or

its agents, . the other. The General. Couisel'l- Brief l-,s claim

th:t in "opportunity"' or potential For coordination existed
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because of the use by the Reagan campaign and PCX of certain
common vendors; but no actual evidence of prohibited coordination
was found.

If the Gener4. Counsel has found no evidence of a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S441a(a) - and he admits in his Brief that
he has found nonel he relies solely on "presumptions of
coordination" (p.55) - then the CoAmi.son ahoujd find no
p-oboble =&use to bolih've that a violation of that law has
occurred, and close the file. FCM and those representatives of
t1e otficial Reagan campaign contacted by the office of General
Counsel have all bteadfastly denied any forbidden coordination;
so, too, have the common vendors deposed in this matter. The
General Counsel has found no more than the potential or an
opportunity for coordination; and that based only on supposition
and conjecture.

No evidence of un2awful coordination has been found
because there is none. 1o recommend, as the General Counsel
does, simply that no further action be taken, without a
recommendation as to probable cause, does not Co justice to
pCK. In adcition, such a recommencation, if adopted by the
cCoJmission, does not appear to be authorizec oy 2 U.S.C. 5437g.
That statute suggests that thc only findings available to the
Commission are "prouable cause" or "no probable cause."

" ?orecve-r, t1;e:-e is an even more compelling reason why
the Commisrgon shoulcd not accept the recommendation of the
General Counsel. The Commission is the agency charged by
Congress with enforcement and, through itv advisory opinion
powers, interpretation of the Federall .1 ction Campaign Act of
1971, as amended. As such, the public in gencral, an
respondentq in particular, look to it for intelligible guidance
as to what is and is not permitted under the Act. The General
Counsel's recommendation disserves the Commission's purpose, for
it provides no guidance, either to FCM or to the public at large,
as to what types of activities or relationships (social or
commercial) are permitted under the Act. From the General
Counsel's recommencation, no lessons can be gleaned as to what
constitutes actionable or prohibited coordination under the Act.

So that responjent FCM, and the public at large, will
know what is unlawful coorfination ano what is not, the
Commission should firid no prob&:Dle cause to believe that FCM has
violated the law on these facts. Such a _inling is the only

ii
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logical tinding consistent with the General Counsel's
determination that no actual evidence of prohibited coordination
has been found.

The Recommendation as to 26 U.S.C. 59012(f).

In a lawsuit rnuo-t by the Commission against ?CK, 26

U.S.C. §9012(f) was declared unconstitutional by a three-judge
district coirt of the District of Columbia. That decision was
affirmed by a 4-4 vote by the Supreme Court.

The Commission has lost the lawsuit it brought against
FCM. Now, however, aware that it cannot successfully bring
another action against PCM for its 1980 prezieential election
activities, the General Counsel nevertheless recommends that the
Commission find that FCM violated the law, but recommends that
nothing be done about it. The General Counsel should not be
, pe:nitt~ to hive I't both ways. The enforceAbility of 26 U.S.C.
J9012(f) las ..en decideJ against the Commission - at the very
le&:'t fr the 1980 election cycle, although we coritend it has
been deci4e. for all elections therearter, as wal1.

The Commission, if it adopts the General Counsel's
recommeil3it .4n , lleavre VC, in tne 003ition Of having had
enrruored agaisit it a finding tinat it ',as vioiled a law th..t .3
been declared unconstitutional by a federal court. The
Commission shonl' decll- to enter a finding that FCM has
violated toe aw, ju.t as a tie--judge Jis-trict court

(unisurb -, t.ie Supzerne Court) has already done with respect
to FCM.

moreover, the General Counsel's thinly-veiled threat

that future independent expenditure3 oy .:M in support of a
publicly-financed candidate would be answered !by Commiisiion
enforcement proceedings is even more insidious than his
inconsistent recommendation that thQ Co-ias3io:' flin tnat FCM
violated tne law but that the Commission should take no action.

The General Counsel's threat is apparently intended to frighten
FCM and others and discoj:-')e 1 hem fit-rm exercising their right to
express their support of future presidential candiclates through
expenditures.

Whether or not the Supreme Court's affirmance has

precedential effect, as a rratter of judicial economy and
sensitivity to the most eftective means of spending what tax
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dollars are allocated to the Commission, no further Commission
action with respect to enforcement of 26 U.S.C. 59012(f) shouldbe taken. The constitutionality - and, hence, the enforceability
- of that provision has been litigated and decided against the
Coumission. The Commission should enforce those provisions of
the law that have not been determined to be unconstitutional, and
should not indulge in a quixotic campaign to litigate again an
issue already decided.

As a matter of equity, if for no other reason, the
Comaission snould find no probable cause to believe that FCM & a
violated 26 U.S.C. 59012(f). A court has, and would again, so
find in favor of 7CM; this Commission should do so, as well.

Sincerely,

Robert R.S , Jr.

oc Ann Weissenborn
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March 29, 1983 .10V 6

Robert R. Sparlc! r. -- NSITI
Counsel, Fund tow .

Majority
Sedam and Hergeo:.,
8300 Greensboro-- h_ >-'. "...

McLean, Virginia i2':

RE: MU 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Sparks:

Based on a complaint filed with the Comission on July 2,
1980, the Commission determined on September 3, 1980, that therewas reason to believe that your client, the Fund for a
Conservative Majority, had violated 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f), 2 U.S.C.
$S 441a(a) and 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4). On September 26, 1980, a
second complaint was filed also alleging violations of 2 U.S.C.S 441a(a) and 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by your client. An
investigation of this matter ensued.

After considering all the evidence available to the
Commission, the Office of General Counsel is prepared to
recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe thata violation of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) occurred, but that no further
action be taken; that no further action be taken with regard to
the alleged violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a), and that no probable
cause to believe be found with regard to the alleged violation of
2 U.S.C. 5 432(e)(4). The Commission may or may not approve the
General Counsel's recommendations.

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the positions
of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the
case. Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, youmay file with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies
if possible) stating your positions on the issues and replying tothe brief of the General Counsel. Three copies of such brief
should also be forwarded to the Office of the General Counsel,
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again if possible. The General Counsel's bri4f*tAd a
may submit will be considered by the Commission before
to a vote.

Should you have any questions, please contact Anne A.
Weissenborn at (202) 523-4175.

4
'~~.Th

Enclosure
Brief



BEFORE UTHE FEDBRAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of )
...) R 2 2/a299 - w;ns

Fund for a Conservative )

GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case
The issues involved in this matter were brought to.0. 

attention of the Commission as a result of complaints fl

July 2, 1980, and on September 26, 1980, by the Carter/Kond .

Reelection Committee and the Democratic National Committee,,,nd,

by Common Cause alleging violations of provisions of the Federal-

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and of 26 U.S.C.

5 9012(f) by the Fund for a Conservative Majority ('10,). / On

September 3, 1980, the Commission found reason to believe tiO

FCM had or was about to violate 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by majkng...

excessive independent expenditures on behalf of Ronald lteagan,

m2 U.S.C. 5 441a(a) by making excessive in-kind contributio",nd

expenditures on behalf of Ronald Reagan, and 2 U.S.C. S 432(.)(4)

by using the name "Ronald Reagan" in the name of its self-

designated "project', "Citizens for Reagan in '80.'

Notification of the Commission determinations were sent to

FCM on September 25, 1980, followed, on October 1, 1980, by a

subpoena for production of documents and an order for answers to

written questions. (Attached as Exhibit A). F(M submitted

1/ On October 15, 1980, the two complaints were merged to form
MUR 1252/1299.
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:M -3 d.Janswers to the interrogatories on October 14, 1980 (attached as

Exhibit B-1 and B-2). On that same date, M04 filed a ap, O

quash or modify the Commission's subpoena, which motion was

denied by the Commission on December 16, 1981. PCX began

document production on October 22, 1980; the last su bislfbn was

made in December, 1981. Depositions have been taken of the

chairman and the treasurer of the comittee, as well as of the

former treasurer and the former deputy director for comunication

of the Reagan/Bush Committee.

II. Legal Analysis

A. Alleged Violation of 26 U.S.C. 5 9012(f)

In 1971, Congress established a system for the public

financing of presidential elections. Enacted as the Presidential

Election Campaign Fund Act, Pub. L. No. 92-178, 85 Stat. 573

(1971) ('Othe Fund Act"), this system permits individual taxpayers

to participate voluntarily in the funding of presidential

election campaigns by means of a $1.00 tax return check-off.

Major party candidates who satisfy the eligibility requirements

of 26 U.S.C. S 9003 are entitled to equal payments from the fund

to defray qualified campaign expenses. Once such a candidate has

chosen to accept public funds, he or she may accept private

contributions only if they are necessary to make up a deficiency

in the Presidential Election Campaign Fund. 26 U.S.C.

SS 9003(b)(2), 9012(b). Such candidates must also pledge not to

make qualified campaign expenditures in excess of his or her



-3-

ilo~mnt-puruaint to 26 U.s.c. S 9004. 26 U.S.C. s

m 1.1 s

n 1980-his allotment totaed $29.4 million per major patty

candidate.

Congress was also concerned that the stated legislative

purposes of the public financing of presidential campaigns could
-. bbs 9dT

be undermined by the infusion of private funds into the political

process in the form of independent expenditures by unauthorized

committees on behalf of the presidential candidates receiving

public funds. 2/ Congress recognized the potential dangoe to its

goals of controlling the amounts spent in presidential elections

and of limiting the influence of private monies in these

elections if political committee leaders could raise large

isnumbers of contributions and use this aggregated wealth todefray

aexpenses which would otherwise be qualified campaign expenses

subject to the candidate's statutory expenditure limitation.

In order to prevent the undermining of the candidate's

expenditure limitation and to assure that the receipt of public

fundrs would be a substitute for private funds, not just a

1/The stated purposes of public financing were to free the
candidates from the rigors of fundraising; promote publicdiscussion of issues; restore public confidence in government;
"make a major change that would be a tremendous improvement
toward lifting the office of the Presidency above the power ofprivate money to control it," 117 Cong. Rec. 41,947 (1970)
(remarks by Senator Long); *take the whole presidential electoral
process out of the arena of big astronomical money," 117 Cong.,Rec. 42,377 (1971) (remarks of Senator Pastore); and thus *end
the most flagrent single abuse of our democracy, theunconscionable power of money." 117 Cong. Rec. 41,778 (1971)
(remarks of Senator Kennedy).



-4-

supplement to those funds, Congress also inclued in thqFnJt

a limitation of $1,000 on the amount of indepenent eqenftlrel

an unauthorized political committee may incur to further t

election of a candidate for the office of President who is,
" - , ,i " ',, '

eligible to receive public funds pursuant to 26 U.S.C. S 9003t

The addition of what is now Section 9012(f) was des ned',°

prevent any political committees from being formed as a

subterfuge so that they can go beyond the authorization o t

committees and make expenditures that were not within, th

limitations of the expenditures which are in the bi!!. J17,

Cong. Rec. 42,397 (1971) (remarks of Senator Taft).

Any knowing and willful expenditures totaling in excess of

$1,000 by unauthorized political committees for goods or services

which would constitute qualified campaign expenses if incurred by

the committee of the candidate being supported are in violation

of Section 9012(f). 26 U.S.C. 5 9002(1) defines ,qualified

campaign expense" as (A) an expense incurred by a candidate o a

political party for the office of President or Vice President oz

by an authorized committee of such candidates "to further* their

election to such offices; (B) an expense incurred within the

expenditure report period of such candidates (i.e., in the

present instance between the date of nomination and thirty days

after the presidential election; and (C) an expense the incurring

of which is not in violation of law.



0

On July.24, 1980- the-CaimSOi6hft76&teruirned tkia ReWld * i1

Reagan, the n6iinte of the Repble'1I Pattyfor dthe, 6ffijdrqx9

President, was: eligible to re6eive publit funds pursuan it t o1

26 U.S.C. 5 9003 and certified payne to him of $29.4 iffJft!6n:"

In 1980, PCX was a multicandidate political comittiet"

authorized by Ronald IReagan to make expenditUres on behai£a 6fLvs

candidacy. 3/ This committee wasi and'sitll is fundid"p"ii Z'l

by means of direct mail solicitations. (Deposition of 1 rf(

Hecknan, Chairman of FCX, page 7).

During 1979 and 1980, FOI reported making $1,772,835 tIn

independent expenditures in support of Ronald Reagan
t s primary".-

and general election campaigns for the office of President.

Fifty-five percent of this amount, or $986,059, was spent -dLTig

0 Ronald Reagan's general election expenditure report period,"  .i.,

between July 16, 1980 and December 4, 1980. These latter

expenditures purchased services from political consultants,* in

particular Michael Thompson and Associates which carried-out.

FCMI's direct mail solicitation efforts; paid for phone banksland

for printing, postage and mailing services related to directsail

solicitations; covered certain staff salaries and travel costs;

and purchased at least $219,000 in media advertisement production

and placement services through the firms of Edmonds Associates,

3/ Prior to October 13, 1976, Fc!4 was registered with, and
reported to, the Commission as the Young Americans Campaign
Committee.
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Znc~g~L, ~.; nd Thmps~~ a4 Associates. hs

expenditures, which w*e9ca:gi out aspart of FQ('s ¢litspoe

for Reagan in '800 pjoct, indicate that. FCK's,1980 aqtMvItiesi

in support of the Reagan.candidacy covered the full range.ofr, .

campaign activities which any presidential candidate's commttee

-would undertake if not bound by the prohibition against remeIptof

private contributions and the limitation on expendLtures ibpbsOd

upon recipients of.funds from the Presidential Blection Campeiga

Fund. FC solicited contributions on a nation-wide basis and- ,-

used monies received to make expenditures for media advertising

and other means of promoting the candidacy of Ronald Reagan-.

These expenditures in effect permitted the Reagan campaign-to...

benefit from private contributions which it could not itself -'

0D receive; they also added $986,059 to the $29.4 million

expenditure limitation of the Reagan candidacy itself. /I

C Such receipt of private contributions and supplementation of

the candidate's expenditure limitations were exactly what PCX-,K

intended to achieve by its expenditures. When asked the puzpae

of FC14's project, OCitizens for Reagan in '80", Robert Heckman,~

Chairman of FC4, stated, *The primary purpose was to give our

donors an outlet for participating in the presidential election.

We would buy and run media advertisements,...and we did massive

Y/ Although a considerable portion of this amount represented
direct mail solicitation expenses, it should be noted that the
direct mail pieces served as means for expressing political views
in support of Ronald Reagan as well as for requesting
contributions. (See Exhibits C, D, G and J for examples).



ditect mail mailing on (aagan's)belf. (DepowiWfObert

Beckmatir pages .15-16).I 1

In its direct mail solicitation letters, F"3(explained the

general election expenditure limitation upon theAcaiiddates of

the major patties and the inability of Ronald Reagan t 9 accept

private contributions. This information was used tio"4bderline

the fact that IM saw itself as beii*- under no exp10 4iture

limitation, to stress the importance of FC's planned

expenditures in support of Ronald Reagan, and to urge those being

solicited to contribute to FCM as a means of contributing to the

Reagan campaign effort. For example, in a solicitatlin entitled,

NY "Reagan/Vice-Presidential Survey Package, which was apparently

mailed during the late primary period, Mr. Heckman :ifcted the

o attention of the reader to the general election period by stating

Once Reagan is nominated at the
0 Republican convention, we will not stop our

campaign - no indeed. "Citizens for Reagan'
will continue to campaign right up to
election day.

As an independent campaign, 'Citiz4ns-
for Reagan in '800 is not bound by the
federal law to disband after Ronald Reagan':s.
nomination. However, the only money Ronald
Reagan will have after his nomination will be
that which the Federal Election Commission
gives him.

As an independent effort mCitizens for
Reagan in '800 has no limit on expenditures
before or after the nomination.

Ronald Reagan can win in 1980. But to
win he needs your help today. (Emphasis in
original.) (Attached hereto as Exhibit C).
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In another solicitation letter, appar*4t;Zi 4qg, 34M&3Ae e

in the primary election campaign period, Mr. Reo

But FCM knows that Ronald Reagapp _A
running against more than just Jimmy Carter
this fall. 1-1 -;r:, , 0

Of course, both men will rece*-yet),.0qi;,
limited campaign budgets from the federal
government. But as the incumbent q rqi : : 2
Carter will use the White House and federal
spending to the mazimum to try to buyA N-
election.

Only you can help offset these built-in
disadvantages faced by Ronald Reaqan. . ....
can help defeat Jimmy Carter. (Emphasis inii
original.)

Your support of FCM's "Citizens fo -
CM Reagan in '800 campaign will directly help
'IT elect Ronald Reagan our next President..

o Because of the way the federal campfin.-
law is written, this independent effort for
Ronald Reagan can spend as much money as can
be raised from people like you.

. . ..i.

0- -. Remember, you will not be able to
contribute to the official Reagan for".President organiiation, af ter .Ronal4,AakI Is
nominated. Federal law prohibits It,
(Emphasis in original.)

But you can help elect Ronald Reagan by
sending your contribution today to the Fund
for a Conservative Majority. (Attached
hereto as Exhibit D).

Such solicitation of contributions and making of

expenditures by an unauthorized political committee in support of

a presidential candidate receiving public funds was exactly what

Congress intended to limit by the promulgation of
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Section 9012(f). In addition, because FC's $986,059 in general

ele~tion-related exPenditUres were incurred t iiRonald Reagan's

general election report period and would have '- €onstpitited q

qualified campaign expenses if incurred by his autho r ized

comftttees, the IdEM expenditures come square ly i thtii th

language as well as the intent of Section 9012(); '

consequently within the limitations imposed thereby.

On July 15, 1980, the Commission filed a complaint in the

United States District Court for the District of Columbia

pursuant to 26 U.S.C. SS 9010(c) and 9011(b) seeking to implement

and construe 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) as applicable 'to three political

committees, including FCM. On September 30, 1980, the three-

TJudge court rendered its judgment and opinion, findig that,

o "(t)he plain language of section 9012(f) proscribes categorically

the defendants' planned expenditures," but also declaring-
26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) to be unconstitutional, v. Americans for

Change, 512 F. Supp. 489, 492, 500-501 (D.D.Ce 190).

On January 19, 1982, the Supreme Court affirmed by an

equally divided Court the finding of the three-judge District

Court that 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) is unconstitutional. Common

Cause, et al. v. Harrison Schmitt, et al., No. 80-846, United

States Supreme Court, consolidated with Federal Election

Commission v. Americans for Change, et al., No. 80-1067, United

States Supreme Court. While the Court's decision effectively

closed the civil litigation in FEC v. AFC, the equally divided
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nature of the Court's opinion left the issue of the

constitutionality of Section 9012(f) still unresolVdn, 4,

open. A judgment entered by an equally divided COuit Jq n

"entitled to precedential weight". Trans Worli. Aiasi

Hardison, 432 U.S. 63, 73 n.8 (1977). S* e lso, 2L .12I&Igg5E,

409 U.S. 188 (1972); Inman v. Baltimore and Ohio ,,lr2SgCR*

361 U.S. 138 (1959); and Ohio ex rel Eaton v.-oPrice, 364 u 3

(1960).

Given the law regarding the non-precedential nature of

equally divided Supreme Court opinions, the Commission would-not

be barred from relitigating the issue of the enforceabilityof

26 U.S.C. S 9012(f). The remaining question is therefore wvhether

or not to pursue enforcement against FCM for its clear .Violation

of this provision in 1980.

As regards this particular committee, the prospect of !

Ceventual litigation arising out of a 1980-related enforcement

action by the Commission necessitates consideration of the

potential effects of res Judicata and collateral estoppel.

Although judicial interpretation of these doctrines is not

settled, there appears to be general agreement that parties to a

particular suit are barred from re-litigating in a second action

the same issues of fact involving the same parties which have

been before a court in an earlier action, either again before the

same court in which the initial suit was brought or before other

courts of like or lesser jurisdiction. American Medical
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Zsiternatiotal , InC. v. 'secretary of Health Sdcitf6 a  '

welfarte, No. 79-4460 (D.C. Cli, Aug 14, 91)j WAih ' C~Xk i

International, Longshoreaan's Assoeiation l AFL-CrO, 3O lt d *i4

(1st Cir. 1980)1 U.S. v, -Aadohda;Co., 445 1. SApp.,416 .

1977). Therefore, it is likely that, because FC4st sa s p'i

FEC v. Americans for Chane., supra, the Commission vould

deemed estopped from attempting again to' enforceSectfton°o01tt

as regards the 1980 campaign activities of this committee.

Beyond the question of whether the Commission would su6ceed

- in any further enforcement effort, it is the General Counsel's

view that the Commission should consider that it made a strong

attempt to enforce the provisions of the statute in the l 8106

election. Further attempts could be made by pursuing this 'i

other cases. In the unique circumstances, however, of a.

deadlocked Supreme Court on the issues as raised in the I980

election, avoidance of further litigation over the same issue#;-

with regard to the election past seems to the GeneralCounsel 'to

be a yalid exercise of the Commission's judgment in pursuing.

cases.

It must be emphasized, however, that future expenditures by

FCM in furtherance of the election of a publicly financed

presidential candidate would create a new factual situation to

which considerations of estoppel and prior Commission efforts

need not apply. Section 9012(f) has not been declared

unconstitutional by the United States Supreme Court. FCM is thus
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on notice that any project or program. nvolvingsoo#e .,;w4I,.

in expenditures on behalf of a presidential candidater- X9 Wtlgw

funds pursuant to 26 U.S.C. s 9001, e gg., in X84 g i
would be undertaken in the knowledge that 26 U.SC. 'S901l2f)ap

enacted by Congress remains in effect.

This Office recommends that-the Comission find pbobabkel*.

cause to believe that FM- violated 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)- In 19*e0

but take no further action with regard to this particulart-...- ,.

violation.

-- B. Alleged Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a)(2)(A)

2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A) limits to $5,000 the amount-of..

" contributions which a multicandidate political committee canmake

to any candidate and his authorized committees with tespeot "to

any election for Federal office. 2 U.S.C. S 431(8)(A)(i) .and-

11 C.F.R. S 100.7 (a) (1) define "contribution" as including

C"anything of value made by any person for the purpose of .

influencing any election for Federal office." 11 C.FR.. .

S 100.7(a) (1) (iii) (A) states that "anything of values Includes

all in-kind contributions, which are in turn defined as the.

provision of goods and services without charge or at less than

the normal and usual charge. Expenditures made by a political

committee which "expressly advocate the election or defeat of a

clearly identified candidate, but which are not made with the

cooperation, or with the prior consent of, or in consultation

with, or at the request or suggestion of, a candidate or any
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agent or authorized comtittee of such candidi" a&Ne-d

independent expenditures and not 2In-kindP

S 431(17) and 11 C.?.R. S 109.1(a). Therefore, int9 p n '

instance, a finding of probable cause to bel * ai 4a

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A) would require eVideom f

cooperation or consultation by' FO rereesentativek ti-I=

authorized Reagan Committee related to the makingf -64'i ? ,

expenditures in support of the Reagan candidacy.

N 1) Organization and Expenditure Authorizations.

- During 1979-80, PCM was governed by a Board of Directors

composed of Robert C. Beckman, who also served as Chai ru ,

Kenneth F. Boehm, who also served as Treasurer, and 4ef-yi e.

(Heckman Deposition, page 8). The Board formulated p l d " t

oD authorized expenditures. Expenditures could also beaut4 tiZe 1

by Mr. Heckman. Mr. Boehm could authorize expenditures i " f iti

were in line with Board policy. Mr. Beckman has asseirtd that' he

"exercised the authority to oversee all facets of the -peration,

including expenditures." (Beckman Deposition, page 10).

Final decisions with regard to fundraising and media time

buys were usually made by the Chairman *in conjunction with*

Mr. Boehm. (Beckman Deposition, page 10. See also Deposition of

Kenneth Boehm, Treasurer of FCM, page 11).

Ralph Galliano served as Executive Director of FCM during

1979-80. His role was to direct the staff in carrying out policy

established by the Board or the Chairman. (Beckman Deposition,

page 8). He did not serve on the Board of Directors..
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M r.,. Heckman stated that certain fundraising and..p q

buying consultants could also authorize expenditures nR J9f

FCM when wocking on projects previously authorized, by _

Treasurer, or Executive Director'. (Exhibit B-l, page .,2)t0nqtp9

consultants were Michael Thompson of Thompson and Asoqi.*qg .

PCX's direct mail fundraiser; Thomas Edmonds of Zdmn4s .

Associates, Inc., which provided television commerciall5 #q4.uE

H.M.L., Inc., a California TV production and time buying -mpany.

(Exhibit B-l, page 2 and Beckman Deposition, pages 11-12),.
"- 2) Committee Policy Regarding Independent -z*endituces

The Office of General Counsel has attempted to ascert~jo4sbe

knowledge available to CM as to the statutory and regu4aty,-

requirements pertaining to the making of independent exlpeatteres

on behalf of a candidate, the policy formulated to meet tbese.

requirements, and the steps taken to disseminate this information

o and to enforce the maintenance of independence.

In response to the Commission's subpoena for production of

documents, FCM produced a letter from J. Curtis Berge, cowl

for FC, to Ralph Galliano dated September 7, 1979, together with

an accompanying memorandum, the subject of which reads

"Guidelines on Independent Expenditures". (Attached hereto as

Exhibit E). The memorandum sets out the statutory definition of

independent expenditure" and also provides counsel's

interpretation of this definition. According to the first

paragraph of the memorandum, this information was designed



especially as 4 guide for field personnel. M. Manhas

testifted thatth e eAorandu was widely disi' butiA ao

available, aid that consultants 'were Liformed a ut bir

responsibilities regarding independent expenditures. so(Hckan

Deposition, pages 17-18).

Mr. Boeha stated that a session was held with

representatives when they-were firsthired, and that°b

they were told, if 'they got to a campus and
there was official Reagan activity,,that .
should avoid it if it was well organized and
move on to the next. campus, just to avoi .. .
possibility of mingling. (Boehm Deposition,
page 19).

- He also noted that discussions took place in therp-f jAp* -R t

Nsure that the people we had who were temporary employ qM# .: iew

that they had to work with us and us alone." (4oehm D otion,
0

page 20).

3. Application of 11 C.F.R. S j09.1(b).(4)(i L)W4;
Non-Presumptive Evidence of Contacts

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 109.1(b)(4)(i)(B), expenditures are

to be presumed to have been made by "arrangement, coordination or

direction" of a candidate or the candidate's agent or authorized

committee if they are

Made by or through any person who is, or has
been, authorized to issue or expend funds,
who is, or has been, an officer of an
authorized committee, or who is, or has been
receiving any form of compensation or
reimbursement from the candidate, the
candidate's committee or agent

Based on this regulation, evidence that personnel of any

unauthorized committee, authorized to make expenditures on its
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own behalf, had once been, or later became, offcgro ,

compensated by an authorized coaittee of the 4rtd

supported, or that an unauthorized committee h& .e4 oy ,

same vendors or consultants as those exployed by 4 41ov bq;

committee, gives rise to the presumption that the unautbaot ., 4(j

committee has consulted with, or coordinated its. aqt~vdtieg with,

the candidate or his/her authorized committee., onqee

presumption is raised, it then becomes necessary tQ e;amine the
facts surrounding an individual or a vendor's ce.ationship to the

activities of the respective committees involved in order to

determine whether or not the alleged independence of the

unauthorized committee's expenditures has apparently b'en-''-.

compromised.

In situations where a presumption of cOordination ou'lid -Ot

arise pursuant to Section 109.1(b) (4) (i) (B), evidence shoUld

still be sought of contacts through the individualot'vendor

involved which could point to actual or possible coordination of

activities.

A. Involvement of Individuals

Mr. Beckman has testified that he was neither employed by

nor a volunteer for an authorized committee of Ronald Reagan

during the 1979-80 election cycle. (Beckman Deposition, page 5).

He stated that he could not remember whether he had volunteered for

the Reagan campaign in 1976. (Beckman Deposition, pages 5-6). 5/

5/ The Commission has not found that employment or association
prior to candidacy is presumptive of non-independence. (See
AO 1979-80, at 5).
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KentAtb 3o6eb has tstiied that he had no reiinIlp with

an authorrsd fteaV'"-eodfitteW during the 1 0qa~~i~

In 1076, he was an, el* ted delegate from PennsyIvani 6 i
Republican Natibnal Convention wherte he supported ik&iah d

he also worked as a Volunteer for Youth for Reagann In;

Pennsylvania. (DOeh DepsiLtion, page 6).

PCX has provided a list of all persons employe -by Pci

between September, 1979, and January, 1981. (Exhibit -ZI.

Mr. Beckman has stated that "(t)here is no way for' 74t d-noV '-

whether each of the individuals identified in rnterioqat'oi

[list of employees) has any relationship (past or preset) :with

the groups and associations listed in Interrogatory :tttnLdiig

authorized Reagan committees and other respondent co"Ittti5].

o) Such information is not requested or required upon tfhi r

employment with 704, and such records are not kept bylbi..: ,. .w

oD (Exhibit B-l, pages 2-3. See also Exhibit A, page 10).I The only
exceptions given were the involvement of all 7CM employeea in

00 FCMs. "Citizens for Reagan in '800 project, Mr. Ralph ail i aoii

prior associations with Arthur 3. Finkelstein on behalf of 7.CM,

and his prior employment with the National Conservative Political

Action Committee, and the fact that "many of the employees of 7CM

are registered Republicans*. (Exhibit B-l, page 3). Mr. Beckman

has asserted that as far as is known to him, "no individual

identified in Interrogatory B had any association with the Reagan

for President Committee'. (Exhibit B-1, page 3).
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prior associations other than tlps "!pi

particular no evidence that-, p;pzs4t 'utbp .,4y 1-2 4n93.00-4.0

.to make expenditures had served,, # , ff og,, , auth M&

Reagan committee or received. any fot.*. of,.: coppmar ,or

reimbursements from such .cma ttes, 4,zlg 4tbt same.., pecilo4

B. Use of Common Vendo ..

The principal bases for the- f ndings of reason. tO belt

that FCM violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) were its use of four., vandoes

in common with the Reagan for President Committee. Dtringf. ,,the--"

course of its investigation, theOffice of Qeneral,,-,Couase1 found

several additional vendors and:, consulants pwho,, had,,- received

compensation from both FPC and the Reagan for-- President .Cmmi ee tte,

or the Reagan/Bush Committee. This Office. has taken te.

depositions of representatives of.those vendors..whose emplgyment

C served as the basis for the finding of reason to believe--and .*.,

questioned both Reagan campaign and FCM representatives, about,.,.the

nature and content of the services performed by comon vendors.

a. Differentiation by Nature of Services,

The investigation of the vendors common to FCM and the

Reagan committees has revealed that certain ones were hired to

perform only ministerial functions, while two played more active

consultative roles with at least one of the vendee committees

involved. The first group apparently had no input into the

planning of the ultimate product or in the selection of the
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c~mqponeiit of a particular service, bui, rather, werei~tded

with' 'all-I componenits:, by the Olibht. and: mely -

instructed. IncludL* : in this-grOup -are"Diversified Di t 1f6fi

Wiland and Associates, Telecommunications Industries, T4 Z

State Rnvelopes, and Metro Printing and Mailing Servic6 a

i) Diversified Direct, Inc-.

As noted above, both Mr. Boe m and"Nr. H.eckm&n t i W fid 1

that direct mail activity undertaken by FcM in 1979-80 was

handled by Michael Thompson and Associates of Springfield,

Virginia. (Boehm Deposition, page 20; Beckman Deposition,-

page 23). Mr. Heckman stated that PCX maintained *very heavy

control' over Thompson's work.

11- "We met with Thompson . . . on a consistent
basis to review work they were doing, and we

o could have cut it off at any time. We made
all decisions that were of any substance
whatsoever .... I would have seen the
initial draft (of any fundraising letter),

Cmay have made changes on every other draft
between the beginning and the end." (Beckman
Deposition, page 22).

Thompson and Associates was given the authority to hire sub-

vendors, although FCM could overrule these selections. (Beckman

Deposition, page 22). According to invoices made available by

FC, Thompson selected Diversified Direct, Inc. as such a sub-

vendor, this being one of three of the vendors whose earlier

activities on behalf of the Reagan campaign formed the basis for

the Commission's finding of reason to believe that FCM had

violated the Act.
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According to testimony provided byM,, George Po NeDoppq

co-founder and forme; chief '*Xeutive officer og Diversifled i.

Direct, Inc,, this company was a printing and ,mailing, ompesyan.

the assets of which, had been purchased by Mr. McDonnellfrmw.,v;

Diversified Mail Marketing, Inc., a printing company owned by.

Richard A. Viguerie. At the time of his deposition,

Mr. McDonnell was employed by the Richard A. Viguerie Company as

a creative vice president. (McDonnell Deposition, pages 3-Si ).

Mr. McDonnell described the activities performed by

Diversified Direct, Inc. for clients as follows:

.') Directly we performed printing, and we acted
as a broker for mailing services, which would
be stuffing of envelopes, putting labels on
an envelope, putting a stamp on, taking the
mail to the Post Office. (McDonnell
Deposition, pages 7-8).

0n Mailing lists were provided by the client, not maintained by

Diversified Direct itself. (McDonnell Deposition, page 9).

According to reports submitted to the Commission by the

cReagan for President Committee, expenditures were made by that

committee to Diversified Direct on March 24, 1980 ($4,097.29),

April 22, 1980 ($1,961.27), May 14, 1980 ($11,614.25) and

June 18, 1980 ($17,527.16). (Exhibits A, B and C to McDonnell

Deposition; invoices and solicitation letters attached hereto as

Exhibit F). Mr. McDonnell confirmed that Diversified performed

services for the Reagan for President Committee and stated that

these services were performed through the agency of Black,

Manafort and Stone. (McDonnell Deposition, page 10. See also



Deposition of -Angela 'W;-. Buftit 0 -fiier ti*ai iGt .6f W W*

for President COUite 04~ 0) 1f ~kdi

Direct's work-for'3la~kUAif~rt AM Soe#~kiv~

discussions of the Reagan campaign, Mr. IMcDonelI iiisiti S4.

He also denied any disoussonoo Df #&ified

personnel as to how the egncmag tol u.

(McDonnell Deposition," page 12f;

Mr. McDonnell identified theDiversified Direct ii oic J:

sent to the Reagan for President cOaMnittee which :shoved -that

Diversified Direct had undertaken printing and mailing servidds

for Reagan for -President. Idintif ication otsample -ite9t &l

pieces and the matching of those pieces to prtilu~ar InVotees.

proved to be more difficult, partly because Mr. Mc1onnell iid not

necessarily see all items printed or otherwise handl edby his

company and also because the actual services perfoiied by te

company varied. For example, an invoice could Show that

Diversified performed printing services involving computer forms,

CO with .the actual work involved having been the printing o onl 1y'

the heading, not body copy; or, in other cases, the printing of

both the heading and the body copy could have been performed. In

still other instances, an offset letter was produced. (McDonnell

Deposition, pages 20-21). However, when asked who would have

supplied the copy for a solicitation letter printed by

Diversified, Mr. McDonnell stated that it was "always the client

or his agency." (McDonnell Deposition, page 19). Diversified
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D4Cect had no input as to the content of the letters pe4qns

when asked who would have supplied the mailing list1  * o:

Mr . McDonnell replied, 'Always the client." (McDonnell .

Deposition, page 19).

Reports submitted by 1CM indicate that this committee1alsoi

made expenditures to Diversified Direct, Inc. during the *l9.J40

election cycle which were reported as independent expendituces n

support of Ronald Reagan. These expenditures were made on.

May 27, 1980 ($2,012.14), June 24, 1980 ($2,989.53), and July-28,

1980 ($3,078.60), and, according to invoices provided to the ,

Commission by FCM, involved printing services provided in April.

and May, 1980, apparently for solicitation packages and a follow-

up letter regarding telephone solicitations. (See Exhibits-D, Z

and F attached to McDonnell Deposition and Exhibits D, B and P

attached to Boehm Deposition; invoices and solicitation packages

Ctm., attached hereto as Exhibits G and C). Again, Mr. McDonnell ..

identified the Diversified Direct invoices but was unable to,.

cO identify the solicitation packages also submitted by FCM; be.

stated that another employee of Diversified Direct had dealt with

this particular client. When asked who would have supplied the

text for the solicitation materials involved, Mr. McDonnell

stated, "I would guess Thompson, Associates." (McDonnell

Deposition, page 36). When asked about the source of copy for

these same solicitation packages, Mr. Heckman of FCM, stated that

Thompson and Associates would have supplied the copy. In answer
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to' the question, "Would Divereif.ied Ditect "make tny 46 ig t

about thbt? =, Mr. 'Beckman replied, "AbSelutely not, = l

Deposition, pages 26-27). Mr. Hekaft stated that he wu-ld'Bfik

approved tho text of the letters. (Beckman Deposition, pale 28).

According to both Nr. Boeha and Mr. Beckman, ?hompson and2 -

Associates would havet supplied the-mailing lists for theicair:'

solicitations; the lists- were either P04's in-house Lisss

brokered through Thompson, or others brokered through Other°  -

, houses. (Boehm Deposition, page 34; Beckman Deposition,

pages 27-28).

The Office of General Counsel has uncovered no evidence

contradicting the testimony of Mr. McDonnell, Mr. Boehm and
N

Mr. Beckman as to the role played by Diversified Direct in the

activities of the Reagan for President Committee and of 1:M.

Based upon that testimony, it is apparent that Diversified Direct

cplayed a passive role in its work as a printing and mailing

service. It had no creative input with regard to the content of

cc the material printed for either committee, nor did it take the -

initiative with regard to the selection of mailing lists used.

In addition, Mr. Boehm and Mr. Beckman.have testified that they

were not aware, at the time of F74's employment of Diversified

Direct, that the Reagan for President Committee had also employed

that firm as early as April 22, 1980. (Boehm Deposition,

page 32; Beckman Deposition, page 25). FCM coordinated its

business with Diversified Direct through Thompson and Associates,
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while the Reagan for PresidentComttee dealt e4tber di eoU~yc

with Diversified DTiect or thrqugh Black* Manafort and-StoneWOdF_

Thus, there was no common intermediary. V

Given the passive, almost mechanical nature of Divetesiiq4s

Direct's involvement in the activities of both PCM and thefReagan

for President Committee, it appears that the use of this.-endoi'r

by both committees did not undermine the alleged independemtdoeof

FCM's expenditures in support of Ronald Reagan. -

ii) Wiland and Associates

A second vendor selected for FCM by Thompson and .AssOciates

and also cited as the basis for the Commission's finding of

reason to believe was Wiland and Associates, Inc., a data:-.:

processing service bureau formerly located in Culpepper,

Virginia, and now located in Fredericksburg, Virginia. AccordingC

to testimony.provided by E. Michael Lawrence, Regional Vice .-....

o President, Wiland and Associates specializes entirely indreqt .

mail marketing. It maintains mailing lists, merges and purges

mailing lists, prints computer letters, and analyzes response

mailings. Wiland owns no mailing lists, but maintains lists for

some of its customers. (Lawrence Deposition, page 5). The

printing undertaken by Wiland can involve the computer printing

of names and addresses on a letter format or on labels, but not

the printing of the text of a letter itself; however, in the case

of laser printing, Wiland could print the entire text of a

letter. (Lawrence Deposition, pages 9 and 18-19). Wiland is not

involved in the writing of copy. (Lawrence Deposition, page 7).
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Although a snbsidLary qompa4w of Wiland and ,,AsfW*4 a yd

namely , Wiland Market Analysis andListo k*, r .. py!

to be in the business of brokering ai g Wstsbet eqp 1

and users, Mr. Lawrence testified that this subsd i 4 "as

dormant for several years'. (Lawrence Deposition* p *e 9, 4

regards Wiland and Associates, Mr. Lawrence Stated that _4 T W-

possible that suggestions could be nae to one client tbat:j

might like to rent a list owned by another client, but tbat tbat

'wasn't any significant part of the business activity.'....

(Lawrence Deposition, page 10). He also stated that wit wQuld be

standard not to" discuss a proposed activity of one client with

another. "Whatever we are doing for one client, it's wjtb.Feg4rd

to that client's business only. It's not really a proper mattex

to discuss that with another client." (Lawrence Depositionr.-

pages 10-11).

Reports filed by the Reagan for President Committee -show

that payments were made to Wiland and Associates on February 22,

1980 ($3,925), March 12, 1980 ($1,400), and April 22, 1980

($5,710.13). According to these reports, the payments we re for

mailing services and printing. (See Exhibits l(a), l(g) and l(h)

attached to Lawrence Deposition). Mr. Lawrence was unable to

identify definitely the solicitation materials supplied to the

Commission by the Reagan for President Committee as related to

expenditures made to Wiland. A memorandum and Diversified Direct

invoice supplied by the Reagan for President Committee seem to

show that the first of these payments was for the laser printing

U'

0

0
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by Wiland in February, 1980 of letters on computer forms supplied

by DiVetifled-Direct. (See attached Exhibit 5). the "hird
.. . O v r" C 'X, . r

payment apparently involved at leas t h6e laser printing of names

and addresses on a response device included in an April maiiinz

While the second may have involved the printing of cardsto"'be

used in relationship to a phone bank. (Lawrence Deposition,

pages 18-21 and 25-31 and 2xhibit 1; see attached Exhibiti s)?e~S

regards the content of letters printed, Mr. Lawrence stated hat

(Wve don't really have anything to do with the content, iti

more a mechanical or production function." (Lawrence

Depositionpage 18). According to Mr. Lawrence, it was the

Reagan for President Committee which provided the content 0f the

letters and the mailing lists; and it was also the Reagan for -

IT President Committee which arranged for any shipments of computer

o forms from Diversified Direct to Wiland. (Lawrence Deposition,

pages 18-22). According to the testimony of the former treasurer

C of the Reagan for President Committee, Roger Stone was the person

with the Reagan campaign who would have contacted Wiland.

(Buchanan Deposition, page 78).

FCM also reported expenditures made to Wiland and Associates

on January 4, 1980 ($1,900.63), March 3, 1980 ($1,201), March 21,

1980 ($459.17), May 27, 1980 ($1,299), June 24, 1980 ($1,259.11),

July 25, 1980 ($13,728.50), September 2, 1980 ($1,835.81 and

$1,728.32), August 8, 1980 ($97.10), September 9, 1980

($3,664.66), October 1, 1980 ($700.51), October 10, 1980 ($47.73)

and October 20, 1980 ($47.73). The expenditures were reported as

independent expenditures in support of Ronald Reagan and as being
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for mailing expenses and computer services. Adcotdi g ov

invoices provided by M, these expendItutes werj$a"a A r

services rendered between November, 1979'and July, I a -

(Exhibit 2 attached to Lawrence Deosition; Exhibit 4saed o

Boehm Deposition; invoices and solicitation packages attach

hereto as Exhibit J). Mr. Beckman testified that Wiland and

Associates maintains the FCMmailing list and compueriis

information pertaining to contributions made to the coMite&.e

(Beckman Deposition, page 33).

As noted above, the services performed by Wiland and'

Associates for ICN in 1980 were undertaken pursuant to

- arrangements made through Thompson and Associates. When aiked f

CV he remembered talking with Mr. Thompson about work which'Wiland

had been doing for the Reagan for President Committee,

Mr. Lawrence indicated that he did not remember such a

conversation. He then went on to state:

...as part of the business you do not talk to
one client about what another client is

c doing. It wouldn't happen. You wouldn't
talk about what someone else is doing. It
would be bad business. (Lawrence Deposition,
pages 33-34).

With regard to particular expenditures made to Wiland by

FCM, and to the services or products related to those

expenditures, Mr. Lawrence identified all Wiland invoices

submitted to Thompson and Associates but, with one exception,

found it impossible to relate particular solicitation packages to

particular invoices. The exception involved a payment made on
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January 4, 19tO. which Mr. Lawrence "suspect (ed) vovq. o

laser letter produced byWjjand. (Lawrence Dep@;itiLn. p5 $-

36 and Exhibit 2(a)-(4); attached hereto as Exhibitin fJq4. A40

Mr. Lawrence assumed that Thompson and Associates pr!p re4

copy, and he imagined that Thompson and his client (be..PI)

would have decided upon the mailing list. He stated that

list used was not one of Wiland's because of the entry, @4 p,..

invoice *to convert foreign files.* (Lawrence Deposition,+ - :

page 37,Exhibit 2-c). Mr. Heckman confirmed that Thompson and

Associates would have supplied the copy and mailing list for this

mailing. (Beckman Deposition, page 29). Mr. Lawrence-stated

- that he talked to no one at the Reagan for President C tto-.m

about this mailing. (Lawrence Deposition, page 38).

With regard to the expenditures made to Wiland by FQM on

March 3, 1980, March 21, 1980, and May 27, 1980, with whicb-this

Office has been unable to match particular solicitation packages,
C

Mr. Lawrence was able to identify the apparently corresponding

Co invoices, but could not say which mailings were involved. The

services performed by Wiland included the merging of mailing

lists, the identification of duplicate names, the converting of

foreign lists to the Wiland computer format, and the printing of

mailing labels.

The FCM expenditure made on June 24, 1980, apparently was

related to a solicitation entitled "Texas Package'. (See

Exhibit J-5). According to Mr. Lawrence, Wiland's input involved
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Production of mailing labels-from tapes supplie6dei b 8EoI and

Associates; Wi-iand was not -Involved in the printi ct V
(Lawrence Deposition, pages 44-45). To Mr. Lawree's 

the Reagan for President Committee was not aware O thi daf

of the Texas package. (Lawrence Deposition, page 45).

The FM0 expenditure to Wiland and AssOciates didi4t *1
1980, apparently involved services with regard t0 tW6

solicitation letters, the "Vice Presidential Survey* liiiaiiiad d

the "Final Drive" Package. (Lawrence Deposition, Exhibit"2'(q) to

2(y); attached as Exhibits C and G-4). Again, Mr. Latrence cUld

identify the Wiland invoices involved, but stated thatl he .didn't

recognize the solicitation letters and accompanying ma teitifi---

Judging by the non-personalization of the copy of the first-

letter supplied, and the fact that it is not a laser comuter...

letter, 1/ he surmised that all Wiland would have seen were tie'

o mailing labels. The second letter is a laser letter whicitj ..

have been printed by Wiland. Mr. Lawrence stated that Mike

Thompson probably provided the copy and the mailing -li-St.,

(Lawrence Deposition, page 50). Mr. Beckman again confirmed that

Thompson and Associates would have supplied the copy and the

mailing lists involved. (Heckman Deposition, pages 26-27). The

copy would have been approved by Mr. Beckman. (Beckman

Deposition, page 31).

6/ The Wiland invoice related to the July 25, 1980 expenditure
by FCM lists Vice President Laser Letters, but no letter of this
type was supplied by the respondent.
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The two September 2, .1980. expenditp es .made ,y j ,

and Associates apparently involved, at leastin ,t .

performed in June of that year rel4ted to a solicitaton,p

designated *Anti-Carter Letter A and B'. (Attached as o-XI*t -

12). Again, Mr. Lawrence could identify the invoioes, but .1rwno

only an enclosure showing a sample certificate of appreci#*.on to

have been potentially of a personalized nature and thuste q,,

of printing which could have been undertaken by Wiland.

The FCM expenditure on September 9, 1980, apparently wee

made in payment for services rendered in July, 1980 with. :egod

to a letter designated 'On the White House'. No particular

solicitation package could be linked to this payment. W et:

Exhibit H-13). Mr. Lawrence identified the invoice but co4 0qot

identify the specific mailing except to agree that Wiland wa

involved only in the merging and purging of the mailing lists

o .involved and in the preparation of mailing labels. The

October 1, 1980 payment by FCM apparently involved only the July,

1980 processing of mailing lists and printing of mailing labels,

for a solicitation package entitled "Election #10. (Attached as

Exhibit J-15). Because this package was not computerized,

Mr. Lawrence stated that Wiland and Associates would not have

seen its contents. (Lawrence Deposition, page 57). Mr. Beckman

agreed that Wiland's involvement consisted of merging/purging a

number of lists. (Beckman Deposition, page 36).
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It 4ppears that there is an insufficient blasi - d 6ahi

that Wiland and Associates played a role in the activieifei' ck

either-the Reagan for President Comittee or FCM Ohich4 d'o e

resulted in opportunities for the kinds of arrangeme6ftit ,

coordination or direction of FM activities by an agel otk;: Ut

Reagan for President Committee that would compromie .th ..

independence of M expenditures. According to the "tostimony of

Mr. Lawrence and Mr. Beckman, Wiland and Associates either

handled the computerization of mailing lists and the-printing of

mailing labels related to particular direct mail solicitations,

or the laser printing of solicitation letters. In the former

instances, Wiland personnel would have seen only the computer

tapes and printed labels, not the content of the mailings; and in

the latter cases, Wiland would have been responsible for printing

copy supplied by Thompson and Associates for FCM or by the Reagan

% for President Committee or its agent, Black, Manafort and Stone.

Tapes rented outside Wiland by FCM were supplied by Thompson and

Associates. It appears that the involvement of Wiland and

Associates did not include strategy planning, copy writing, ..

selection of target populations or any other activity indicating

an active role in the campaigns of either client.

iii) Telecommunications Industries (Telepost)

A third vendor selected for FCM by Thompson and Associates

was Telecommunications Industries (Telepost). The common

employment of this company by both FCM and the Reagan for
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President Committee also formed a basis for the 4 ,oqos

finding of reason to believe in this matter. Tbo ,"

Dtpirector of Marketing for this company, has test ,44 .0t. d.J

Telecommunications Industries markets a register"'d . ,

trademark/service mark product called Telepost which 4 _.£P lakoo

impact letter. (Mitchell Deposition* page 5). ,

Basically we have what we call a Tele.poq% .. , -
letter, and it consists of an envelope and
piece of paper that has Telepost writtqz.,o 03.
it. What we do is computer work from that
point on to generate Telepost letters, Te) k...ey -
give us the text and names and addresses, and
we simply print the letters that go out, ,,..
normally as a Telepost letter. That's 95
percent of our business activity. We ar. Rat
involved in copy writing or any creative work

- at all.

Very infrequently we might suggest something
o that we have seen that's worked in the past

for other people and make a suggestion, .olr-,..
something in terms of keeping copies shorter
or making them a little more terse. But

03 beyond that (no input). I mean very, very
minimal. (Mitchell Deposition, pages 7 and
8).

In response to a question as to whether Telecommunications ever

undertakes coordination of efforts of different clients,

Mr. Mitchell replied, "No". (Mitchell Deposition, page 8).

According to reports filed by the Reagan for President

Committee, expenditures were made to Telepost on March 31, 1980

($10,000), April 17, 1980 ($20,000) and May 2, 1980 ($7,021.17).

These payments were apparently made for a Telepost letter mailed

February 15, 1980, and for a laser letter printed on Reagan for



President letterhead vhioh was also produced in Febidary,foo 1.q

(CZhibit l -attached to Mitdhell Deposition; a nd inioiceg 8 P_ A

letters attached- hereto as Zihibit K). The Reagan/Bush i e
did not report expenditures to this vendor, and Mr. ih~l '

confirmed that no work was done for the Reagan general eIecai?6i

committee. (Mitchell Deposition, page 9).

M4r. Mitchell testified that initially he dealt directi&4fb

the Reagan staff and later with Black, Manafort and Stone. A !

texts of the letters and the mailing lists were provided to"'"

Telecommunications by Black, Manafort and Stone, or by the Reaan

for President Committee. No discussion of strategy or of the '")

- ontent of the letters took place with this firm. (Mitchell-',

CV Deposition, pages 11-12). Mr. Mitchell also stated that alter

mailing was done for the Reagan for President Committee irrWrcb,

1980, and that the copy and the mailing list would have come from

Black, tanafort and Stone. (Mitchell Deposition, pages 21-22i.

Reports filed by FCM also show expenditures made to

cTelecommunications Industries (Telepost) on April 15, 1980

($602.64), June 24, 1980 ($1,100) and October 6, 1980 ($480).

These payments were reported as independent expenditures in

support of Ronald Reagan and apparently were for three Telepost

letters mailed February 27, 1980, April 16, 1980 and October 17,

1980. (Exhibit 2 attached to Mitchell Deposition; invoices and

letters all attached hereto as Exhibit L). According to the

Telecommunications Industries invoices, the production of letters



printed by this:.company, was arraged through ThQsn and r . Cf

Associates. Mr., Mitchell testified that-his company, hasA kt:1
with. ThOmpson and Associates for three or four years and that1r{

this relationship was *totally independent of anything .-thatnc666

prior to or subsequently to us dealing with the Reagan for- -

President Campaign Committee." (Mitchell Deposition, pagec,24 :Q,

Regarding the first two YCK mailings here at issue., Mr' Mitchell

testified that it was presumably Thompson and Associates'.fthhvb"cb

provided the copy and the mailing list. *They would simply

11 provide that to us and we would simply do the production,.'

(Mitchell Deposition, page 28). Mr. Mitchell stated that..-t the

- best of his knowledge, the Reagan for President letters wft ,

discussed with FCI, nor was the Reagan Committee aware 'of..th* 1CM

letters. (Mitchell Deposition, pages 29 and 32).

Mr. Heckman of FCM confirmed that the copy for letters

produced by Telecommunications Industries and the mailing' litts

involved would have been supplied by Thompson and Associates.

(Beckman Deposition, page 45) He also stated that he wasno t,,

aware, at the time FCM made the earlier expenditures to this

company, that it had been performing services for the Reagan for

President Committee. (Heckman Deposition, page 46).

Again, the nature of the services performed by

Telecommunications Industries, Inc. make it apparent that there

was no coordination through that company of the activities of 1CM

and the Reagan for President Committee. These services involved



only the printing and alirng o*!iater letkeot* for dwhich the

epy "and mailing list were supplited by the *lients, ' TIdifore,

it appears that the evidence Could nOt sustain afinding4 6 . V

coordination between the two committees through thiive,dr? Ism

iv) Tri-State Snveloes .

Tri-State Envelopes 18 a ve*fdor of envelopes and pif iijv

services located in Beltsville, Miryland. Reagan for-#reildv cn

Committee reports show payments made to Tri-State 2nve1oPi' 
-

Corporation on March 24, 1980 ($3,460.80 and $410.80), AO'r 22,

w 1980 ($6,921.71), May 14, 1980 ($4,863.19), and June 18, l'80 '

($4,698.07). According to Ms. Buchanan, this company suppliedL

- envelopes for direct mail, a statement apparently confirm*d-Bls:-

notations on Tri-State invoices. (See Exhibit M for examle"f).',

FCM also purchased envelopes from Tri-State on July 30, l-80

($460.54) and November 18, 1980 ($1,381.80). These expe ditures,

which were not reported as independent expenditures in sup6itbf

Ronald Reagan, involved printing services and envelopes foer"

ccdirect mail. Mr. Heckman testified that he did not know at t1ie

time of FOC's transactions that Tri-State had been employed* .

earlier by the Reagan for President Committee.

It appears that solely the purchase of envelopes, printed or

not, could not give rise to the type of coordination necessary to

undermine the independence of expenditures made by the second of

two purchasers.
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v), Metgo PriLatin% and,-Nailing,,serviges c 4k .

Metro Printing, and Mailing .'rvices is located .iAStatliop

Virginia. The .Reagan/Bush Compliance Fund made *ezpenditu&sqto:

Metro Printing on August 15, 1980 ($677.82), August l8u l9I6 o

($160.01), and August 29, 1980 ($677.82) for printing. Reports

submitted by the Reagan/Bush Committee also show an exqes4tture

made to this company on October 22, 1980, in the amount oS 1%,

$10,800 for postage. Information more recently suppliedeby the; "

Reagan/Bush Committee regarding its $10,800 payment indicates '.

that this expenditure was made for printing and mailing 8ervidee

as well as for postage, and that the mailing involved was, ,. ,.

-- directed apparently toward a particular voter group, name -

veterans. On November 3, 1980, $780.77 was refunded by tbe - '

vendor. (Documentation attached hereto as Exhibit H)..,
C0

FCM also utilized the services of this firm, with

Cy expenditures having been reported as made on January 3, 1980 '.

($1,446.07), January 31, 1980 ($1,000), June 30, 1980 ($500),

CO June 2, 1980 ($500), July 7, 1980 ($500), July 15, 1980 ($560)-,

August 1, 1980 ($1,200) and September 2, 1980 ($1,300). TbeP

payments were reported as operating costs for "printing servicesO

and "printing and mailing services", not as independent

expenditures in support of Ronald Reagan. When asked if Metro

Printing had done any work in connection with FCM's support -of

the Reagan candidacy, the chairman of FCM stated, if wedidnt

list them as independent expenditures, then it is my impression
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negQye-when ,akd it be"knew that tbhs Ooupanyvas/,beingqwed.

by the egan/ush ,C9mitteeat tbe ttme ,I'tn made, tsbm p .

j!4%;s CNocksolic."pqLttonao -pages fi54-51,10 e

NQevidence has. been 'found o eootdination by rt and h6

that the servi"es pr&vided by th* ym4dr Anwo4d any ouiabive

input*-

Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates and Thompsonzafid, -

Associates made up the second gr*oup o vendors,: vhich .pVlayed, ikn

varying degrees, more active rolesin the activities of.either

FCM or an authorisedtReagmn aommttee,-orboth. Given .the ,.natqre

C%111 and timing of their roles, the possibility -of coordination

through these particular c=on vendors appears greatertban,
through the first group discussed-above.

vi) Arthur J. Finkeistein and Associates
0

Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates is a consulting firm

cc located in Mount Kisco, New York. Reports submitted by the

Reagan for President Comittee show expenditures made to.

Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates on November 28, 1979

($6,000), January 24, 1980 ($318.95), February 7, 1980 ($12,O00),

February 6, 1980 ($396.12), March 24, 1980 ($6,000), April 9,

1980 ($3,000), April 30, 1980 ($206.02), and June 5, 1980

($3,044). According to these reports and to invoices submitted

by this firm, the payments totaling $18,000 which were made on
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February 7 and March 24,-1980 were for telephone polls mA0tdu1V"

ift-.owa in November and December, 1979; the payments : ttlifi IP9

$12,044 made on November 28, 1979 and on April 9 andtU1 9V %,d

1980, were for political consulting performed In 1979 ,Ahd4&sity

and February, 1980, by Arthur J. FinkelStein; and the remdinder

involved reimbursements for travel expenses. (Exhibit attia id

to Buchanan Deposition; invoices attachedhereto as 3*hibkt 6f,"
In his July 1, 1982 response to written questions posed b-

this Office, Mr. Finkelstein stated that the *total scopei of

services performed by his company for the Reagan for President

Committee encompassed a review of Ronald Reagan's announcement_

- speech, the poll in Iowa noted above, and 0occasional phone*_'-"

conversations concerning strategy -- plus perhaps three or so

days of work: one in New Hampshire, one in California and. a ie
0

hour speech in Wisconsin." (Exhibits P-i and P-2).

In his response of July 28, 1982, to follow-up questions

posed by this Office, Mr. Finkelstein elaborated somewhat upon

0O his earlier answers regarding the Reagan campaign by stating that

he could not recall the telephone conversations cited, but that

they were "by and large from people with the Committee who knew

me from previous campaigns...." Three were from Frank Donatelli,

the Committee's Mid-West Coordinator, who asked that

Mr. Finkelstein speak in Wisconsin, from Elizabeth Doyle in New

York State, and from the New Hampshire State Chairman Senator

Gordon Humphrey. According to Mr. Finkelstein, his day in
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California involved a reviev Of Ronald Rban's annc it

speech, with his Comittee contact there being John :16A*ftuji#g

his stay in Nev Hampshire, he looked- at the Comaitte We' -4a** 4

plan and suggested buying television time for older 6teij;&ndLi

in Wisconsin, he gave a speech before a rally of Reagan t -'  iC

volunteers. (Ezhibits P-3 and P-4).

The Reagan for President Committee has refused to :Md~c&..

the results of the Iowa poll as requested in the CommaiSftsS

subpoena for production of documents. (Buchanan DepositiotWi; --

IT pages 63-64).

Reports submitted to the Commission by PCM show an ....

expenditure made to Arthur J. Finkelstein on March 25, 198@, £-

the amount of-$5,000 for a survey undertaken in Wisconin. 'fbMif

expenditure was reported as an independent expenditure itidott

of Ronald Reagan. (Boehm Deposition, Exhibit 9). ... : 1

In a letter from Ronald W. Finkelstein to Curtis He i ..

counsel for 7CM, dated October 16, 1980, (attached hereto :sit":

CExhibit Q), Mr. Finkelstein stated that the Wisconsin gtvey for

FCM was conducted on March 15 and 16, 1980, and that it V*a paid

for and seen only by FCM. In his initial response to the written

questions posed by this Office, Mr. Finkelstein stated that the

survey involved 600 interviews and that his company had written

the first draft of the questions posed and submitted them to FCM

in that form. (Exhibit P-2).
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From the above facts it appears s,-that Arthur _,. SialM lJta

ar0d Associates did play an active role -in the activities QoWbq

Reagan for President Committee and a lesser but still acltive 2one

in FCM's pro-Reagan activity shortly thereafter. This c9:pan7 L. :

conducted polls and provided political advice to the Reagask,*Y;

campaign between November, 1979 and the end of February,- 39S0 '-,

and drafted and conducted a poll for PC1 in March, 198,:iAIch

was reported as an independent, expenditure in support oftoatiad -

Reagan. These facts constitute evidence that FCKqs $5,000 '

expenditure to Finkelstein was not independent.

Both Arthur J. Finkelstein and representatives of FlI have

- denied such coordination. Mr. Finkelstein has stated that-:4,. %

neither he nor anyone else at his firm suggested that FOE payfor
1q

a survey in Wisconsin, and that he never "informed

representatives of FCM of information concerning the Reagasw:o r.

President Committee's strategy or any other matter. No aiidh

information was used in the formulation of questions to be used

in the March, 1980, survey in Wisconsin. (Exhibit P-2, page 2),.

Mr. Finkelstein has also stated that neither he nor anyne else

in his firm played a role in FOC's utilization of information

derived from the survey in Wisconsin. (Exhibit P-2, page 2).

Mr. Finkelstein also asserted that all services for the Reagan

for President Comamittee were terminated on February 28, 1980,

and, in response to the question of whether he maintained

contacts with this committee after completion of his final
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assgtmenti and tbrgh the eminder of 1980, he stated thk

nether he. nor azikone else at ArthUr 3. Finkeistein, Inc., d

had any further contact with the representatives of the li,4g-

committte, (See bxhibitt P-i and 2). ...2 ylnc

Mr. Beckman has testified that at the time FME contra X :

with Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates, he and others at tiri

committee were not aware that that firm had previously pertofe,:

services for the Reagan for President Committee. He also '-Sit*d

that he never saw the results of any surveys done by Finkesitbii

for the Reagan for President Committee and that to his knowedg

no one else at FOC would have seen such results. (Beckman

- Deposition, page 50). In response to the Comission's supo

for production of documents, FCM produced a copy of the quitibns

and results involved in the Wisconsin survey undertaken by

Finkelstein for that committee. It appears that there is I notht

in the questions posed in this survey which would indicatei"'

special knowledge of the Reagan campaign's own strategy or

concerns that had been derived from Mr. Finkelstein's earlier

involvement with the Reagan campaign, in Wisconsin or elsewhere.

Rather, the questions which were related to reactions to and

preferences for individual candidates were either quite broad or

related to issues being addressed by all candidates. The totally

issue-oriented questions were again not out of the ordinary.

(Questions attached as Exhibit R).
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~kefact of the mon expl*oyjuent of' AtboxC -Ja~ik

by the Reagan for President Committee and by .]CII, tb) 9f'0t M-JM

FOC' a employment of this firs took.place &i latoneq ly fihb

only shortly after, that of the Reagan comitte. and inzv m t,

expenditure made in support of the Reagan candidaqy, and tbe fact

that Finkelstein was actively involved with the two c leete w

create a situation clearly addressed by 11 CFR.

S 109.1(b) (4) (i) (B) and would support a finding of probab&,aaa.e

to believe that FC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A).

Representatives of FCN and Arthur Finkelstein have denied that.

FCK saw a copy of the earlier Reagan poll in Iowa or otherwlse.

- benefited from Mr. Finkelatein' s knowledge of Reagan, stratg*yj -,C

CIVI however, flat denials would not outweigh completely evidenoe oi

active involvement. On the other hand, neither the Wisconsin

poll nor information provided directly by Mr. Finkelstein p we

that special knowledge was made available to FC as a result of

his employment by the Reagan committee.

vii) Thompson and Associates

As stated above, during 1979-80 Thompson and Associates

served as the direct mail consultant for FCM, and in that

capacity was responsible for hiring such vendors as Telepost,

Diversified Direct and Wiland and Associates, and for selecting

mailing lists, etc. This firm also rented at least one mailing

list to the RNC during the 1980 campaign, the RUC being an

authorized Reagan Committee. (See Exhibit J-14). The issue here



b comei, theref0re, whether-the rental of a mailing

RNC at the sae time this firm- was acting as direct 6 at 0 'o

coordinator for #64 compromised the independence of;1PVi x

expenditures made through Tiompson and Associates..

The renting of mailing lists is common in the itma.diid

solicitation business. In order to show that the renaj byi

Thompson and Associates of a list to the *NC destroyea FM's

independence, it would be necessary to show that PCNbene~itted

N from knowledge about the Reagan campaign obtained by Thopsion and

Associates by virtue of the latter's rental of a mailing list to

the RNC. No direct evidence to this effect has been found;

-- however, the channel of communication afforded M by Tnmpson's

involvement with the RNC leaves room for doubt as to the

independence of PCX's activities.

b. Circumstances of Timing and Utilization
of Product

In certain instances the employment of a particular vender

by both PC4 and an authorized Reagan committee appears not to
CO

have been conducive to cooperation or coordination between the

committees because of the timing of the expenditures involved or

because the finished product was not used by the purchaser.

i) Pyramid Video Tapes

Pyramid Video Tapes is located in Washington, D.C, and

specializes in copying video tapes for re-distribution. The

Reagan/Bush Committee reported an expenditure of $317.28 to this

firm on September 23, 1980; earlier, FCM had reported a $62.40
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independent expenditure in support .of, #qX4 8 th4_

company on January 4, 1980. GiVen, the foat that J S t

expenditure was made fully eight months p Lor to t

Reagan/Bush Committee, the common upe of this venrpw piy

would not give rise to facts which could support a ;Cpsiqq4on

finding that FCM's expenditure was not independent, ,/ ,

ii) Ed Nichols Aso~ciates,

Ed Nichols Associates is a firm located in Bethgsda : ,I

Maryland. According to reports filed by the Reagan for P~es4qqt

Committee, expenditures were made to that firm on November 21,

1979 ($10,000), November 27, 1979 ($15,100.00), December 12, 1979

($23,001.05), December 19, 1979 ($6,000 and $579.61)., ebzu-*y y,

CJ 1980 (($14,464.03), April 9, 1980 ($1,500), April 17, 19 .

($19,985.90), May 14, 1980 ($21,799.45), June 10, 1980 -!1)_

0 and July 30, 1980 ($8,800.35) for direct mail expenes,.

consulting fees, reimbursement of travel expenses, truck rental

and telephone banks.

00 ,ccording to Ms. Buchanan, Ed Nichols and Associates was

hired by Charles Black of the Reagan for President Comittee to

do political direct mail solicitations. Ed Nichols also acted as

2/ On July 1, 1982, in MUR 1225, the Commission voted to take
no further action with regard to a violation by FCM of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a) (7) (B) (ii) related to this January 4, 1980 expenditure
which involved the use of a recorded speech by Ronald Reaqgn in
radio advertisements paid for by FCM and of a reprint of another
Reagan speech in an advertisement in a periodical.



4a C~dfiw1tifi 'with regate tb ther advisabilt Y of dL W
mail pieces, citaini "1aes. , certain ways, basically I-kc o-'ai:t
to us. (Buchan Deoition, pages 70-71). Ali diy idi ip

been 4oVed, by 1individuals directly involved in the campaign.

(Buchanan Deposition, page 71).

FCM also r eported an expenditure to Ed Nichols "on.

January 27, 1981 ($3,974.80) for data processing. (Boe 'hak

Deposition, Exhibit 10). This expenditure was not reported s "an

independent expenditure in support of Ronald Reagan, and,

TIM according to Mr. Boehm, involved payment for data process-ngo A

voter registration tapes which arrived too late for use.

Mr. Boehm did not believe that this expenditure invQ1vd ?CM's

campaign for Ronald Reagan. (Boehm Deposition, pages 53-54).

Given the failure of FCM to use the product purchased from

Ed Nichols for campaign purposes, this use of a common vendor

c does not apparently create a set of facts which could support a

Commission finding of lack of independence on the part of --Pt

4.- Conscious Parallelism and Indirect
Communication

In its complaint, Common Cause cited as evidence of

coordination the respondents' "plans to complement and supplement

each other's activities. . . . Each Respondent is consciously

attempting to conduct a parallel shadow campaign." This

accusation of conscious parallelism was apparently directed

toward the selection of geographic areas of concentration by the

respondents with regard to media advertising, provision of



Volunteerar etc. ,.Sqcb. -- ",ction, was. deterne y" the, cou 4 tp

be sufficient to shw actua1 agreepent between the Re3a q

committees and the. unauthorized committees, including YC.,, a a

Common Cause and the Carter/Kondale Committee alsA.q q

that the respondents, including FCM, were indirectly

communicating with each other through the press, with.

coordination the result. In the latter regard, Couuon ,Caupf

cited the language of 11 C.F.R. S 109.1(b) (4) (i) (A) as restat4

in AO 1979-80. According to this provision of the Commi i'

regulations, expenditures will be presumed not to be ind 4t

if they are

- Based on information about the candidate' s
plans, probjects, or needs provided to the

(N expending person by the candidate or by the
candidate's agents, with a view toward having
an expenditure made.

0 The concept of conscious parallelism is derived primar4,1

from anti-trust law. The principal cases on this subject. ar

Theatre Enterprises v. Paramount Film Distributing, 346 U.S. 537-

090 (1954); and Delaware Valley Marine Supply v.,American Tobacpo,

297 F.2d 199 (3d Cir. 1961), cert. denied, 369 U.S. 839 (1962).

In Theatre Enterprises, the Supreme Court determined that a

finding that competitors consciously acted in a parallel fashion

does not in itself establish a conspiracy for purposes of the

Sherman Act. According to the court in Delaware Valley,

conscious parallelism 'is circumstantial evidence, the probative



vdfu68f which necessarily Vardes vth-tt n

and tue fatctual settin vber itiib~c~
O6lavare Valley cites severali 1fat 6

conscifts parallelism, cAn 1ead ioglca ly t*'W -Al e r & 'Wno y t

c6t~rcyr namely

1) the unlikelihood: of nomerois -Pa i 64
reaching one of several popq.4
conclusions; and,

2) action in apparent contradicti6i 6k -'
party's self-interest.

mom (at 205-206)

Other such factors which have been present in casesi.n whi"h

conspiracy has been found are:

1) a radical departure from past pratI, -

CV (See e.g., Interstate Circuit, .19c. A,
U.S, 306 U.S. 208- (1939)-

2) express or implied request for. -

agreements (Interstate Circuit, suar

3) opportunity to agree;

4) earlier finding of conspiracy (Theptra . ,.
Enterprises, supra).

Generally, two or more of these so-called =plus factors" h'afve

been present in cases where a conspiracy has been "found .b

(James R. McCall, Sum and Substance of Antitrust, Center for''

Creative Educational Services, pp. 134-136).

Not all of these anti-trust-related plus factors would be

applicable in the context of election campaigns. The

unlikelihood of two committees making the same decision as to the

substance of solicitations, the targeting of media campaigns,



etc., would appear to be, a.r..evnt.. fact
''. - , - ." .' .9 "' p i g

implied requests for agre9enps, QpQo ntigs togs p

earlier findings of cooperation or qonsolationt~wg O wq

committees. Contradictionp.-of self interest: 4e ot 10
relevant, nor do radical departures from past practAce .4 g

of the shifting natures of cmpaign issues and of the responses

of political comittees thereto.

Application of plus factors to the selection by FOC of
certain target areas does not provide support for a finding of

cooperation or consultation. No evidence has been found that'

r4 this committee ever received an express or implied request. fzom

the Reagan committees for-a division or sharing of geographical

responsibility, selected targets unusually similar to those of

the Reagan campaign in a situation where many targets were

possible (see below), or was represented at a meeting where an

opportunity to agree was present. Nor has FC4 previously been
found to have cooperated in a way similar to the activity here

c, alleged. Therefore, the fact, for example, that FCM chose tQ

emphasize pre-primary activity in New Hampshire at a tine when

Reagan committee funds were low or when Reagan committee

expenditures had reached their state limit would not be

sufficient alone to sustain a finding of cooperation.

Common Cause in its complaint interpreted Section

109.1(b) (4) (i) (A) as including within the definition of

*information . . . provided to the expending person . . . with a



supplied 5by one c6it6tee to the press u

a~ abass fo aci~ y -andt er dbom.±tte. n
complainants, the'aIigancommittee eleased such i I

a view tovard haiftg expenditures maide by RespOnadeit2iU& l
understanding exist(ed) to that :eff ct-, and keloohaits av4

acted on the basLis of that understanding." Coti n a ei- -

complaint, pp. 16-17..

As evidence supporting its allegation of indlree t .

communications, the Common Cause complaint cites an artiale w h'ich
appeared in the Wall Street Journal on July 14, 1 ahd one
which appeared in Newsweek on July 28, 1980. Both auhori ..
discussed the strategy being planned for the Reagan/Bush Cipat:gn

as it has been set forth by Richard Wirthlin, and cited,"anig

other elements, that Michigan, Illinois, Ohio, New Yor'k- id".

Pennsylvania had been chosen as states to be emphasized. Ihe

Newsweek article also included a map of the United States ,wIth
the individual states shaded to show in part 0Reagan's Key-

Targets* and "Long Shots for Reagan".

In response to the Commission subpoena for documents, FCM
produced a memorandum written by Ken Boehm to the FCM Directors

outlining FCM's strategy for its independent expenditure program

in support of Ronald Reagan. (Exhibit 12-d of Boehm Deposition

and attached hereto as Exhibit S). On page 2 of this memorandum,

the states of New York, Pennsylvania, Connecticut, and Florida
are listed as the four target states for the FCM project and it
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is stated that "the principal reason for their ,e1.qt$w kp wot

al four are states in which, a concentrated effort .by, an ,

independent campaign could effect the outcome.. On page cv. e

same memorandwm is a listing, of six sources used in se1*q$:t

these target states, one of which is headed "Reagan Strateg.iqs

with the date of July 28, 1980 below and the use of the p;:s*.

"Reagan Key Target" or "Long Shot for Reagans below each taet

state. A comparison of dates and language would indicate tb at ......

the Newsweek article cited by the complainant was apparently a

source used by Mr. Boehm in the preparation of his memora41uM

When asked during his deposition about the sources of-

- information listed in the chart in his memorandum, Mr. Bhm,

testified that "most came from publications." Further

investigation has revealed that all of the sources cited were0

apparently publications. 8/ When asked if he had had any di-rect

contact with the "Reagan Strategists", he responded, "Not outside

of reading things in the newspaper and I wouldn't construe that

as direct." (Boehm Deposition, page 58).

Absent a showing of an actual agreement to use the media for

purposes of coordinating activity, it would be very difficult to

sustain a finding of cooperation and coordination based upon

/ "Governor's Prediction" appears to be a reference to an
article entitled "With Governors, It's Reagan by a Landslide",
which appeared in U.S. News and World Rep:ort, August 18, 1980,
page 28, while the information cited in "Carter Strategists" was
seemingly taken from an article entitled "Going Straight for the
Jugular, Time, August 25, 1980, page 27. The remaining citations
are provided in the memorandum.



press releases and subsequent use of-the informat on dontafhedb

therein. The statutory difinition of 'independentrexp tdlWD

cites possible relationships ranging. from 'in cooperation 0*t*ll

to 'at-the suggestion of' with the latter-seemng to bebiS -nC- D

weakest link-deemed sufficient to undermine the indo*ondivaei otv

an expenditure. The Report of the Committee on Iouse

Administration which accompanied the 1976 House bill aaenfaP4i te

Federal Election Campaign Act contained the following

explanation:

In the definition of *independent
expenditures', the phrase "at the • .
suggestion of . . .' is intended to include
direct suggestions made by a candidate or his

-- agent . . . or any other person respOnSible
for reporting contributions and
expenditures . . . . It is not the
Committee's intent to hold a candidate
responsible for suggestions by persons over

oD whom he does not exercise control. Further,
for example, if a candidate or some other
person suggests in a speech to a group of
persons that everything possible should be
done to defeat the opponent of the candidate,
it is not the intent of the Committee that-
such a reference in a speech be viewed as a
"suggestion" for purposes of the definition.
H. Rep. No. 917, 94th Cong., 2d Sess., 5
(1976). (Emphasis added.)

The Conference Report which accompanied S. 3065, the bill

containing the amendments finally approved, contained the

statement 'that advocacy of the election or defeat of a candidate

or a general request for assistance in a speech to a group of

persons by itself should not be considered a 'suggestion' that

such persons make an expenditure to further such election or
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defeat." The Report also stated that it was tbCon aezne

Committee's intent to define 8independent ezpend1tuz1r inLa

manner consistent with the discussion of suchz6spendtse**

contained in Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U.S. 1 (1976 C6E1fCoat epl

No. 1057, 94th Cong., 2d Sess., 38 (1976). The:7oVrt ia 2"Umv

emphasized the absence of "prearrangement" and coo#L4U1AS169 Eh

distinguishing between independent expendituresand --

contributions. Buckley v. Valeo, 424 U,S. at:47-.

It appears that Congress intended to require direct:''

communications between a candidate and his or her authorized

committee or agent on the one hand and an unauthorited committee

on the other before the independence of the latteV'9's'xpenditures

in support of the candidate could be jeopardizedw,'Wdirect and

uncoordinated communications through the press vould not come

within the definition of even "suggestion", let alone 'in concert

with" or "at the request of", etc.

4. Other Direct Contacts

o .Examination of telephone bills submitted by-FCN pursuant to

subpoena did reveal two telephone calls made from 704

headquarters to Reagan for President headquarters in Inglewood,

California, one on October 31, 1979, at 8:50 p.m. which lasted

one minute, and one on November 14, 1979, which lasted nine

minutes; another call was made from FCX headquarters to the

Reagan/Bush headquarters in Little Falls, New Jersey, on

November 2, 1980, at 5:53 p.m. and lasted twelve minutes.
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Neither the -chaitan nor 'the tretd-ter of F14 COUld 44iW&if y

makers, or the r ipients 'of these calls."

Correspolen" produced in response to the Co iJ5i~nI Ic -'

subpoena inolvded a 1979 telegram from Rfonald heaga o i *

asking that the CoMIttee's expenditure program in sUp&)Fi dr 8is

candidacy be halted. (Attached as Exhibit T). The Cc" The °

ahairman has testified that this request was discussed bt

Board of Directors but that no response was sent. (Neckitii

, Deposition, page 55). Mr. Beckman indicated that there were ho

further communications between Mr. Reagan and FCM concerning

LCK's planned expenditures. (Heckman Deposition, pages 55-6).

During his deposition, Mr. Boehm was asked about hiwu" (f

the term "official Reagan strategy" in his August 31, 1980

memorandum on 1CM strategy. He testified that "(t)hat two"-"-what I

culled from public sources...." (Boehm Deposition, page )

cWhen asked if he had had access to official Reagan strategy

documents, he responded, "No, none whatsoever." (Boehm

cc Deposition, page 59).

5. Summary and Conclusion

To sunarize, this Office's investigation of possible

violation by FCM of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a) (2) (A) has sought evidence

of cooperation or coordination with a Reagan authorized committee

by examining FCM's organization and policy, the use of common

vendors, prior involvement of FCM personnel, or agents other than

vendors, with an authorized Reagan committee, direct contacts
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with a Reagan -committee and opnscious parallelism and 1arndiQpw

communication through the press. The only oa orete i4enir

direct contacts are the telegram from Rosald Reagan -a.n.&* C to

cease its independent expenditure program on his behalf, .

three long distance telephone calls, the makers and recipiqvftsf

which have.not been identified. No prior involvement by-mb..-l

personnel with the 1979-S0 Reagan authorized .campaign uomittgg

has been uncovered, nor have any *plus factorsO to support k

finding of conscious parallelism in campaign targets and

techniques. FCK did use information gleaned from the press:in

formulating its independent expenditure campaign, but no .evidece

of an actual agreement to use the media for cowmunicationfas

been found.

Cooperation resulting from the use of certain common vwdors

does not appear likely given the nature, contents, timing. or .non-

o utilization of the products or services obtained. In two

) instances, however, those involving the common employment of

Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates and of Thompson and

Associates, the situation is different. FC4's employment of

Finkelstein took place immediately following that firm's

employment by the Reagan for President Committee, the FC

expenditure to Finkelstein did involve that committee's support

of the Reagan campaign, and the work undertaken by Finkelstein

for both campaigns included active involvement by the vendor in

the activities of its clients. As stated above, this Office



.findsi hat ihese facts clearly point to the type o o ia'i or

cooperation and coordination addressed by 11 C.. .A "
S 109.1b) (4) i(3). . Both Arthur J. Finkelstein' and Rober

Heckman have denied any cooperation between FOC and the Reagan

campaign. Again, this Office does not believe that the denials

of Mr. Heckman and Mr. Finkelstein completely outweigh the

evidence of the latter's Involvement in both campaigns.

The employment of Thompon and Associates by FZ at the same

time that this firm was engaged in a list rental to0the RNC poses

VI other questions as to possible coordination, although the

circumstances appear more extenuated than those surrounding the

- Arthur J. Finkelsteoin involvement. There also remain the three

unidentified telephone calls made to Reagan field offices from

FCM headquarters.

All told, several issues involving vendors and telephone

C calls are still open as a result of this Office's extensive

investigation of the relationship between FCM and the authorized

Reagan committees during the 1980 primary and general election

campaigns. It is highly doubtful that further investigation

would be fruitful, either as regards the particular issues cited

above or with regard to new lines of evidence. Representatives

of the Reagan campaign and of FCM have addressed the presumptions

of coordination raised by the use of common vendors by

consistently and flatly denying that any coordination took place.

They have also argued that there were committee policies designed



tq avoid either the reality or the .apeaance of,.s w ppe e

endeavors. Despite such stated pOo tupiti.oo

consultation and cooperation were certatny prepent, ,eAq ,

through common vendors or otherwise. ...Whether or not *y n

fact utilized remains in doubt.

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel rejppome thf. e

Commission take no further action with rga to the a1_9q ,

violation by FC of 2 U.S.C. S 441a(a).,

C. Alleged Violation of 2 U.S.C. S 4321,) (4)

2 U.S.C. S 432(e) (4) states in part, "In the case of-any.

political committee which is not an authorized committee, such

Now political committee shall not include the name of any candId4t...

CNI in its name.' The complainants in this matter alleged that the

Committee had violated Section 432(e)(4) in that its "project,
"Citizens for Reagan in '80", is a "discrete, unauthorized

political committee which (has) included the name Reagan in (its)

name."

Go This Office has determined that because the language of both

2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) and the Commission's implementing

regulation, 11 C.F.R. S 102.14(a), refers only to the na res of

political committees, it would be difficult to sustain the

inference that it also applies to the use by such committees of a

candidate's name in other contexts. Therefore, in order to find

that 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4) was violated, it would be necessary to

determine that "Citizens for Reagan in '80" met the definition of

a "political committee" at the time this name was used.
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The investigation hak revealad that this 0proJeqt" ' not a

political coimitte as that term is defined. It did no .p

either a separate bank account, or a bookkeeping syst .#-!lqm,

personnel or the like. In his answers to the Comzission'

interrogatories on this issue, FCM's treasurer asserte4d.,tqt

"Citizens for Reagan in '800 ('CFR*) did not "aintai.a,-,ca;

account or an accounting of receipts and expenditures as tq ,

and apart from FCM"# that "CFR does not employ a staff sp.r

and apart from that of FCM", that *(s)olicitations or requts,

for contributions" asked that checks be made payable to C01, that

funds derived from checks made payable to FCM were used for Clr,

and that funds contributed to CFR went into the 1CM account'.,,

(%4 (Exhibit B-2).

The FCM chairman has testified that the project, 'Citizens

for Reagan in '80" was directed by the FCM chairman and

treasurer, with the latter the person who actually ran it...

(Heckman Deposition, pages 16-17). According to the treasurer, a

c"Project" "was a broad program that we had undertaken, a 4;amtic

program to channel resources.... It was a method of

organization." (Boehm Deposition, page 11). "In terms of how .a

project) was organized within the office, it was just one of a

number of things we were doing. We weren't super rigid in terms

of dividing one thing from another thing." (Boehm Deposition,

page 14). Other projects included "Senate Control" and "Students

for Reagan". The same people often worked on both "Citizens for

Reagan" and "Senate Control". (Boehm Deposition, pages 15-16).
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Solicitation letters bearing the heading "Ct:itzen- &i

Reagan in '800 also bore the sub-;hadig NA project of' Wil

COtNSZRVATIVZ MAJORITYW. All contained' the statement :tilai tgi:d

paid for the communication and all enclosures. -

In the case of 7cM, it appears that there has exlsted 'no

group of persons involved with the activities here at i qwhich

can be designated 'Citizens for Reagan in '80". Only PCX staff,

bank accounts and other records have allegedly been involved in

the receipt and expenditure of funds undertaken under the name

"Citizens for Reagan in '80". Communications bearing the project

name identified FCM as the parent committee. Contributions to

the project were reported as receipts by PM. Therefore, it

seems that the Committee did not present itself to the public

under more than one name, but explicitly made FCM the principal

entity. Given these facts, "Citizens for Reagan in '80" does not

o meet the definition of "political committee" set forth at

2 U.S.C. S 431(4)(A), and therefore the provisions of 2 U.S.C.

00 S 432.(e)(4) are not applicable to those terms. Therefore, this

Office recommends that the Commission find no probable cause to

believe that PCM has violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(4).
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Ill. GENERAL L CMDATIONS

I. Find probable cause to believe and take no further action
with regard to the violation by the Fund for a Conservative
MajorityaQLIU3TVXS4,C. 59012(f). .... "OU I

2. Take no further action with regard to the alleged violation
by the Fund for a Conservative Majority of 2 U.S.C.
S 441a(a).

3. Find no probable cause to believe that the -u..ru A*
Conservative Majority violated 2 U . S 433- IM,

Date Ch •
General Counsel

Attachments - 20

''



UNITED ST e3 jAiiz3 , .I
-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA TO PRODUCE DOMIMOS" A!WDLMKAT3i kAILS .. '.

AND ORDER TO ANSWER WRITTEN'QUESTIONS

TOs

'V

co

(I,

Furid foraCoeraie iy1022 W p :i- i: va :  :  : . . "" :

Arlington- Virg ink -,, 229

At the instance of the ?& I** Election Commission, pursuant

to 2 U.S.C. SS 437d(a)(1) and (3), the Fund for a Conservative

Majority is hereby ordered to produce for inspection and copying

all documents and materials listed below that are in the possession

or control of the Fund for a Conservative Majority or of its offi-

cers, agents, staff members, volunteers or employees. Production

is to be made at the Office of General Counsel of the Federal

Election Commission at 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

on October 22, 1980, at 10:00 a.m. In addition, the Fund for a

Conservative Majority is hereby ordered to submit responses in

writing and under oath to the interrogatories propounded herein,

to the Federal Election Commission within ten (10) days of its

receipt of this order.



nto Fudor a %;nservative Ma jority)

As used in this subpoena, the terms listed below are defined

as follows:

1. The term "documents and materials" shall mean the original,
all copies, and drafts of writings of any kind, printed,
audio, visual, or electronic materials including but not

limited to correspondence, memoranda, reports, transcripts,
minutes, pamphlets, leaflets, notes, letters, lists, tel-
exes, telegrams, messages (including reports, notes, memor-
anda and any other documentation of telephone conversations
and conferences), calendar and diary entries, contracts,
data, agendas, articles, visual aides, computer print-outs,
account statements, billing forms, receipts, checks and
other negotiable paper, solicitation materials, records and
compilations in the possession, custody or control of the
Fund for a Conservative Majority and/or Citizens for Reagan
in '80. Designated *documents and materials' are to be
taken as including all attachments, enclosures and other
documents that are attached to, relate to, or refer to
such designated "documents and materials."

2. "IdentifyO with respect to individuals shall mean to give
the full name, last known residence address of such indi-
vidual, the last known place of business where such indi-
vidual is or was employed, the title of the job or posi-
tion held with the entity in question , and the dates
of such service.

3. "Fund for a Conservative Majority" or " FCM" shall mean
o its predecessors, affiliates, committees, subcommittees;

divisions, branches, projects, as well as any other bodies
which conduct business on behalf of FCM, and its officers,

o agents, employees, staff, and volunteers.

4. "Citizens for Reagan in 80" shall mean what FCM has de-
scribed as a 'project" of the FCM.

5. Reagan General Election Committee shall mean the principal
campaign committee (see 2 U.S.C. S 431(5)) of Ronald
Reagan, the 1980 Republican nominee for the office of Pres-
ident, the committee's predecessors (including, but not
limited to the Reagan for President Committee), affiliates,
committees, subcommittees, divisions, branches, projects,
as well as any other bodies which conduct business on its
behalf, and its officers, agents, employees, staff and
volunteers.

6. All references to the "FEC" shall mean the Federal Election
Commission, its auditors, attorneys, and other employees.
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7. OFEC Disclosure Reports" shall mean any reports ie*..1
by FCM with the FEC pursuant to the requirements o
2 U.S.C. 55 431-455.

8. "Agent" shall mean any person who has actual, oral bt
written authority, either express or implied, to make or
to authorize the making of expenditures on behalf 6f a
candidate; or any person who has been placed in a position
within the campaign organization where it could reasonably
appear that in the ordinary course of campaign-related
activities he or she may authorize expenditures. Stee
11 C.F.R. S 109.1(b) (5).

9. "Organizer" with reference to a project or group, shall
meah any person who has directly or indirectly partici-
pated in the formation, planning, structure or organiza-
tion of the project or group in question, including, but
not limited to, attendance or participation in any meet-
ings, discussions or communications concerning the project
or group from the period from January 1980 to the group
or project's inception.

10. The term "concerning' with reference to a subject or object r
shall mean mentioning, discussing, or directly or indirectly
regarding, referring, or relating in any way to that sub-
ject or object.

If any document called for herein is withheld under a claim of

privilege or objection, furnish a list identifying each such docu-

C ment for which the privilege or objection is claimed, together with

the following information:
(a) a description of the subject matter;

(b) the date of the document;
(c) the name and title of the author;

cOd) the name and title of the person to whom the document
was addressed;

(e) the name and title of the person to whom the document was
actually sent;

(f) the identity of any other person who read all or part of the
document;

(g) the number of pages;
(h) the paragraph of this subpoena to which the document is

otherwise responsive, and
(i) the nature of the claimed privilege or objection.

Please produce in their entirety the following:

1. All documents and materials concerning meetings, discussions,

correspondence, or other communications between FCM and for Citizens

for Reagan in '80 and any of the following persons or organizations or
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tfii of f i cials, ej ployete, st'af mbr, aipig~~ ILs
or agents which relate in any Way to the effortw' det . NW/or

Clisens for Reagan in '80 or the below listed organiz* or Indi-

vduals with respect to Ronald Reagan's nminatio:' ih n
candidate for President or Ronald Reagan's general election a in

far President in 1980.

Reagan-Bush Committee
Republican National Committee
Reagan for President Committee
Reagan General Election Committee
1980 Republican Presidential Unity Committee
Ruth Jones, Ltd. "
Reagan for President Compliance Fund
Bailey, Deardourff & Associates, Inc.

N, North Carolina Congressional Club
Americans for Reagan
National Conservative Political Action Committee
The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund
Americans for Change
Reagan for President in '80
Americans for an Effective Presidency

CV Anna Chennault
Stuart Spencer
Senator Jesse Helms

o James Lake

,qj.

2. All documents and materials concerning or relatng to the
CO formation, organization, planning, or undertaking of Cit-izns for

Reagan in '80.

3. All documents and materials concerning or reflecting

any FCM or Citizens for Reagan in '80 decisions to expend funds

which would in any way further the election of Ronald Reagan

as the Presidential nominee of the Republican Party or his general

election for President in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of

any other 1980 Presidential candidate.
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4.A . d0cuments 4d .mateorial .cQncernig the I x

,'a ,ropoted by FC?1in FEC disclosure reports: :,- ) rii ri, in =

~MOM

f~q sifed Direct# May 27 and June- 24,#
IZnc. 1980

rt*iind and Associates May 27, 1980 Oantng; Ieagan

Telepost June 24, 1980 ail Reagan
U~,T*~sident

a. Please provide a copy of each item printed i ase by FCM

as consideration for the above listed pa _menxs .

5. All documents and materials concerning the FCMN':e x-,'aditure on

N March 26, 1980, to Arthur Finkelstein and Associati,. the purpose

of which was listed on FCM disclosure reports to the ?EMas for a

0 survey for Ronald Reagan, U.S. President.

a. A copy of any survey results, poll, memoranda, or report

which was transferred to FCM by Arthur Finkelstein and-Associates,

10 its agents, or employees in connection with the above expenditure.

6. All documents and materials relating to the contractual or

professional relationship or any other association from January

1980 to the present, between FCM and/or Citizens for Reagan in '80
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and the following entities, their agents, officers or esplo"soe

undertaken in connection with any efforts on the part of M and/or

citizens for Reagan in '80 which would relate in any wany to the

furtherance of the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential

nominee of the Republican Party, or Ronald Reagan's general election
for President in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of any other

1980 Presidential candidates

Diversified Direct, Inc.
Wiland and Associates
Telepost
Arthur Finkelstein and Associates

0 7. All documents and materials relating to the financing by FCM

and/or Citizens for Reagan in '80 of the dissemination, distribu-

tion, or republication, in whole or in part, of any broadcast orM)
GO any written, graphic or other form of campaign materials prepared

by or for Ronald Reagan, the Reagan for President Committee, the

Reagan General Election Committee, the Reagan-Bush Committee, the

Reagan for President Compliance Fund, the 1980 Republican Presiden-

tial Unity Committee, or the Republican National Committee.
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s. All documents and materials disseminated, distributed or repub-

lished by FPCl and/or Citizens for Reagan in '80 which contain, In

whole or in part, any broadcast or any written, graphic or other
V:1 Z 0 1 f-~ J, ~ 0 f, 1 1) q ~

form of campaign materials prepared or used by Ronald Reagan, the

Reagan for President Comttee, the Reagan General Election Ccmmittee,

the Reagan-Bush Committee, the Reagan for President Copiance Fund,

the 1980 Republican Presidential Unity Committee, or the Republican

National Committee.

- 9. All documents and materials concerning any solicitation or

request for funds for Citizens for Reagan in '80 or by FCN which

relate in any way to the furtherance of the election of Ronald

Reagan as the Presidential nominee of the Republican Party, or the

o general election of Ronald Reagan as President in 1980 or which'

would aid in the defeat of any other 1980 Presidential candidate.

00

10. All telephone bills and/or other records of telephone calls made

or received by FCZ and Citizens for Reagan in '80 since January 1980.

Please answer the following interrogatories:

A. Describe the relationship between Citizens for Reagan

in '80 and FCM, noting specifically:

'OF
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ftV* eight "I~~ ~ i~~~ bazVI 0.1 '4nqdLJB(1) whether the Citizens for Reagan in '80 aft MWh

nI 11 &em nd &Vart' from FO--:,,

(2) whether Citizens for Reagat in, A'V-em a staff

separate and-apart from, that of PO j

(3) whether solicitations or requesta Lo, c1thributio s to

Citizens for Reagan in '80 request that diechcabe made

payable to M or- to Citizens for Reaga4 *n 9.O or to

either FCX or Citizens for -Asagan in. 'A .IO .

(4) whether monies received ftr checks recei-ved by

.CR which were made payable to ICR have been used by Cit-

izens for Reagan in '80,

(5) and in whose name the account is held into which

funds contributed to or received for Cittzes :for Reagan

in '80 are deposited.

0 B. Please identify all officers, directors, employees, staff

members, media time buyers, volunteers, consultants or other agents

of FCM and Citizens for Reagan in '80 from September 1979 to the

present. With respect to each individual identified, please identify,

that person's supervisor.

(1) Please identify which of the above individuals and

any other individuals who have participated in any way,

directly or indirectly, in the oral or written authori-
p

zation (express or implied) of any FCH and/or Citizens for

Reagan in '80 expenditures which may each provide the

1/ In lieu of identifying the supervisor of each individual identi-
fied in interrogatory B, FCM and Citizens for Reagan in '80
may provide the Commission with organizational charts.
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rolat, in any.: way- to- the election- of Ronaldt.,agan as the

Presidential nominee of the Republican Patct.ior his gen-

eal election for Presidentl in" 1980 or which. would aid

in the defeat of. any other 1980 Presidentialcandidate.

(2) Please identity which of the above individuals and

any other individuals who have participated. in any way,

directly or indirectly, in the production,.

conception, drafting, writing, editing, appral, review,

presentation, printing, publication, distribution or dis-

semination of documents and materials produced by either

r%. FCM or Citizens for Reagan in '80 which relate in any way

to the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential nom-

- inee of the Republican Party, or his general-' election for

President in 1980 or which would aid in the defeat of

other 1980 Presidential candidate.

(3) Please identify which of the above individuals and

o any other individuals who have participated in any way,

directly or indirectly, in the planning, organization,

CO and formation of Citizens for Reagan in 80.

C. List the phone. numbers and extensions used by FCM and Citizens

for Reagan in '80 since January, 1980, noting the extensions assigned

to or used by each person identified in response to interrogatory B.

D. List by date and location all fundraisers held by FCM and/

or Citizens for Reagan in '80 since January, 1980 which related

in any way to the election of Ronald Reagan as the Presidential

nominee of the Republican Party, his general election for President

in 1980 or which related in any way to the defeat of any other 1980

Presidential candidate.
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interrogatory B, please note whether that individual has had any past,

6i01  has an peent asasociaiibD, i~y a t'iA , position,

6r i membership with any of-°ihebel" .

'>dompanies. With respet -to- eatt s~d;tniW i o~1ates

during which each such person was so associated with the patilkar

organization, project, oZ company and the position(s) held with

each.

Americans for Change'
Reagan for President in '80
Americans for an Effective Presidency
Fund for a Conservative Majority
Citizens for Reagan in '80
The Republican Party
The Reagan for President Committee
Group '80
1980 Republican Presidential rbt.

Richard A. Viguerie Co., Inc.
Arthur J. Finkelstein & As4titeis'
Ruth Jones, Ltd.
Bruce Eberle Associates, Inc.

o Decision Making Information, Inc.
Bailey, Deardourff & Associates, Inc.
Citizens for the Republic
North Carolina Congressional Club

oD Americans for Reagan
National Conservative Political Action Committee
The Ronald Reagan Victory Fund
Committee for Independent Expenditures for Republicans
Target 80
The Conservative Coalition
The Conservative Caucus
Reagan 80
1980 United Republican Committee
Committment 80

•T~
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COME XiW.! Fund For A Conservative Ma jo-ri( ")
by its Chairm, Robert C. Beckman. and in response to the
writen Interr~ogatories of the Federal Electionm Commsic

to FCM in this matter. answers as follows, in paragraphs

lettered to correspond to the lettered paragraphs of the

Interrogatories :

B. The Charman of FCM is Mr. Robert C. Heckman;

and, the Treasurer of F01 is Mr. Kenneth F, Boehm. The
members of the Board of Directors of FCM are Mr. Robert C.
Heckman, Mr. Kenneth F. Boehm and Mr. Jeffrey D. Katne. The
Executive Director of FM from September, 1979 to January 5.
1981 was Mr. Ralph J. Calliano. The current Executive

Director of FCM4 is Mtr. Paul G. Dietrich. All staff members

of FC24 work under the direction of the Executive Di~rector.

Attached hereto is a list of. to the best of your
alffiant's knowledge, all the people who served an the staff
of FCH as ail employee. consultant or other agent from September.

1979. to the present.

The following three firms were authorized to make
media time buys in behalf of FCM: Thompson and Associates;

Edmunds and Associates; and. H.M.L., Inc.

CXh4%4t &..1

slow

MR 1252

Complainants,

-against-

TW F'OR A COSERVATIVE MAJORITY, it al.

... Defendants.)

-1-
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A variety of volunteers worked in or with 701's

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" project. M maintained no

record of the names of those volunteers.

(1) EEpendLtures by 7M1 could only be authorized

by a vote of the FC Board of Directors or by the express

direction of the FC0 Treasurr and, with his authority, the

7CH Executive Director. Fund raising and time buying consultautt

such as Hr. Hike Thompson, Hr. Tom Edmunds, R.M.L. Inc., and

others, were also authorized to approve expenditures' when

they were working on projects previously authorized by Wet's

Treasurer or Executive Director.

(2) Upon information and belief, the following

individuals participated in the production of documents and

materials by F0 which related to 7C0's "Citizens for Reagan

in '80" project: Hr. Ralph Galliano, Hr. Frank Cannon, Mr.

Ken Boehm. Mr. John CGiasi, Hr. Robert Heckman, J. Curtis

Berge, esq., and Mr. Mike Thompson.

(3) The following individuals participated

in the planning, organization and formation of FC's "Citizens

for Reagan in '80" project: Hr. Robert Heclman, Hr. Kenneth

Boehm, Mr. Jeffrey Kane, Hr. Ralph Galliano, J. Curtis

Berge, Esq.. and Mr. ike Thompson.

C. The current telephone number for FC is (703)

524-4400. No extension numbers were assigned to any individual

person listed in response to Interrogatory B. According to

the records of 7C, the following additional phone numbers

were used by FC: (703) 524-4400, (703) 525-1304. and (615)

521-6216.

D. Between January, 1980 and the present, neither

F0 nor F70's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" project held any

fundraisers or fundraising events.

E. "There is no way for FC to know whebther each

of the individuals identified in Interrogatory B has any

-
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.' F(to these qutso one as
'overbroad and unreasonable in that they request information

-0~oi 'eseeOf the COMISsiones findings of reason to
!believe that 7c hs violated statue" or regulatim over

Pl'&Lch the COmission has Jurisdiction. Moreover, to supply
the information requested would require that F01 conduct a
systematic search of all of its records, and to do so within
the ti e period afforded by the Commission would place an

I.

iundue burden on FME and its personnel. In addition, eTa l
..f the ComssIou'e -requests cannot be anosnred a they

re late. to cntas between M and agents or eqIloygs of

U.

0 !The undersigned. being first duly sworn, on oath
idepos"s nd sa~ys that he has read the above ad foegoing"iswers to ubirnhogator~es b him subscrabrd, know he

oenpos hereof, and says that e anser therein se forth ae

KENNET F. gOEMI

o ,I .

i, SUBSCI3ED and sworn to before me this 14th day of
:October, 1980.

Notary Pu,. (-

y com.dsson expires: .. .

I:
:II

U.

',S -2-
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p Compl2ainants,
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FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MJWORITY. et al.)

Defendants.

£351933 TO MiTERItOGATORIES

COMCS NW, Fund for a Conservative Majority ("701")

'%y its Treasurer, Ieneth 7. Doehm, and in response to the

.writan Interrogatories frm the Federal Election Commission
t

;to FC in this matter, answers as follows:

704

A. 7C is a multi-candidate political coumittee,

.a project of which is "Citizens for Reagan in '80." TheI:

ipurpose of that project is to aid in the election of Ronald

-,Reagan to the office of President of the United States.

With regard to the specific questions raised by

!the Commission concerning the relationship between 7C and

'Citizens for Reagan in '80" (CFR):

1) CFR does not maintain a bank account or an

!accounting of receipts and expenditures separate and apart

from FC.

2) CYR does not employ a staff separate and apart

from that of F0.

3) Solicitations or requests for contributions to

!CFR ask that checks be made payable to FC.6,

4) Monies received from checks received by FC

!:vhich were made payable to FC have been used by CPR.

5) The account into which funds contributed to or

,:received for CFR are deposited in in the name of FCM.

'" d
.! L ... .. ..
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Mottola. Chris
Mullenhoff, Mark F.
Mullins, Kathy M.
Nagurney, Dave M4.
O'Brien," William C.
O'Callaghan. James J...
Pair, Leona
Pans Gakos, Estelle
Parlier, Michele V.
Patton, Charles 0.
Pelott, Robert 0.
Pen&. Costanza
Pencarski, Ed
Paterson, Brad
Phares, Tin
Pittman, Virginia 7ay0
Ranfrow, Jeanne Marie
Richardson, Robert C.
Kiley. Deborah A.
Riley, Sandy
Ringhausen, Kathryn T.
Kodway. Allan C.
Roldan, Carlos E.
Roldan. Hernando J.
Sacharanski. John
Salman, Christopher M.
Sanders, David
Sexton, Lea Ann
shearer, Danny L.
Siemon, Mark A.
Silverfield, Martin B.
Si=on, Ken B.
Si=onsen, William
Smathers, John
Smutko, Joan S.
Stoskus. Paul J.
Streeter, Linda D.
Strolhrek, John Stanley
Supka, Kevin P.
Switky, William R.
Stitky, Ralph
Taylor, t merson
Tocco, Brian
Tuggle, Linda J.
Tyson, David
Valls, Mary
Van Buskirk, Robert C.
Van Gales, Symarion
Vignare, Cristopher
Vignare, Kim
Ward, Robert A.
Wibert, Alta M.
Wolf, Robin
Wood, William
woodbury, Deborah S.
4eavin, Jill R.

N

0

0
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Fitzgerald, Dmniel W.
Fitzgerald, Kevin
Fitzgerald, Megan A.
Gaaserud, Karin
Galliano, Rklph J.
Gavin. Roberta S.
Gnanipour, ilym
Giampetro, Martha T.
Gizzi, John
Grains, Robin L.
Grasso, Kenneth L.
Haines. Lisa Alice
Hansen, Dois P.
Hansen, Martsa
Hansen. Willard
Harding, Hark
Herman, Arthur
Heckman, Robert C.
Heise, Eric
Henderson, Cheryl
Higgin. Vera a..
Hightover. Carol
Hines, Susan
Holcoub, Shannon W.
Horness, Jacqueline
Horovityz. Daryl
oell. David V.
Hughes, Aleighta L.
Hyatt. Susan
Jakaitis, John A.
Jones. Jean P.
Kampolla, Karen M.
Kaplan, William E.
Kalson. Courtney
Keating, Bill
Kelly, Ida
Kelly. John D.
Kelly. Peter B.
Key. Beatrice
Key. Mary A.
Kleiman, Gil
Knight, Willard 0.
Kupersmith, Charles D.
Laniguera. Daniel W.
Lambert, Wayne A.
Lamoi.mtain, Rick
Lampe, Scott A.
Linderman. Phillip
Lodergan. Hope
Londino, Joe
Longyard, William H.
Lopez, James A.
Marishi. Sachie
Mann, Michael
Manzelli, Pdter
McKee, Eileen
Meder, Cecil
Mills, Kim
Miri, Giso

CO

I

0

~qrn

0



ACVEDO. LoA ANN

llo et I , X lV.. -" ,. :7 cl .... ,
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Anderson. Davidp.
ADbason, h.
Bake .31 I . -.
Ballantine. Brian T.

* ~Barnes.*Hm
Barnett, elorence A.

• Caera . a.L.

Bet

Cheam~, iBennet.e ThmIas .' ..SCla, 1m- •'I.

Boynton, lobert A.
Brewer. David
Brill, Wallace 1. Jr.,
Bruce. Jodgl
Burgess. anem E.
Bur ingame., rlecki C.
Canfield, Mark C.
Cannon, Frmai..
Carlson, Juan M.
Carpey, Danria .,
Carter, Helen C.
Cema, Olga, :J.
Chambers, Bill
Champagne. Bernard J.
Cl1ay ., ..
Ciiff, Dian" ,
Coker. David
Cournan, Mary An
Cox, Earl G. Jr.
Crenshaw, Judy
Cross, Carol L.
Curtis. Carla J.
Daugherty, Lloyd
Dawson. Hazel j.
Delaney. Seven& A.
Dickinson, Diana L.
Dickson. Diana L.
Dikeman, Carroll H.
Dolan. Bob
Dudley. Michael R.
Dunlop. James R.
Eggers, ar
Eidlin *Richrard J.
Elmore, Patricia
Evans, Catherine D.
Falkenberg, Elaine K.
Field, Mel H.



relationship (past or present) with the grOUps and association I

listed in Interrogatory E. Such information is not requested

or required upon their employment with CH, and such records

are not kept by FCM, subject, however, to the following:

(1) All mployef of 10C had the opportuni y to

participate in PCX's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" project.

By reason of the fast that "Citizens for Reagan In * S0" was
a proj ct of 7M and was admizatered as such, "Citizens for

Reagan in '80" had no separate Legal identity. therefore the

' officers, directors and employes of 7C were the operational

and administrative mutb€oties of "Citizens for Reaan in 'SO."

(2) So far as knom to the undersigned affiant,

from September, 1979 to November 4., 1980, no individual

identified in Interrogatory 3 had any association with the

Reagan for President Comittee.t

# "(3) Arthur J. Finkeletein and Associates was

coumissioned in the past to do work for FC under the direction-",

CM of Mr. Ralph J. Galliano.

(4) Mr..Ralph J. Galliano is a former eployee of

o the National Conservative Political Action Coitee.

(5) Many of the employees of FCM are registered

Republicans.

0STATE OF VIRGINIA )
COUTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath
deposes and says that he has read the above and foregoing
Answers to Interrogacories by him subscribed, knows the
contents thereof, and that the answers therein set forth
are true.6

ROBERT HECKMAN

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this ,654Lay of
January, 1981.

., 4/w 4e_. _2
t ,ary Public

My comission expires:A 7 ' 0!

-3- PAI
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.Ciizensfor Rec

nIL. .:~in 80!
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A project of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY

Thursdar

Dear Friend:

Reagan as President and a Conservative majority in the
Senate is within our grasp!

National columnist Jack Anderson has referred to this
possibility when he recently wrote:

.. if a conservative Republican should
win the presidency next year, his allies in
the Senate could help him change the political
direction of the country dramatically.

N. With your helo we can nominate and elect Ronald Reagan as
President! And we can control the Senate as well!

*C OCitizens for Reagan in 80' is a special project of the
0 prominent multi-candidate political action committee -- Fund
dr for a Conservative M4ajority. FCM is one of the oldest PAC's in

the country and it's efforts have helped elect many of today's
conservative leaders.

IFOI is working to elect conservative candidates to federal
of fice who will actively work to limit the size# price and control
of government.

'Citizens for Reagan in '80' can be the deciding factor
in nominating Ronald Reagan as President of the United States.

Please join 'Citizens for Reagan in '80' today.
Tens of thousands of dollars in 'independent money' must be

raised if Reagan's campaign for President is to succeed.

The Eastern Establishment Liberals within the Republican
Party are pouring hundreds of thousands of dollars into a 'STOP
Reagan Campaign.'

Thas gMmm"na"lC 0hE "SCifem~s an5 Dow Ist by FusE t a ewlaftathq meajWW wa mshwoh by amy milo"s W

-.am ..aa." ,s ....l-. 5.
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As an independent campaign, 'Citizens for Reagan in '80'
is not bound by the federal law to disband after Ronald Reagan's
nomination. However, the only money Ronald Reagan will have
after his nomination will be that which the Federal Election
Commission gives him.

As an independent effort 'Citizens for Reagan in '80' has
no limit on expenditures before or after the nomination.

Ronald Reagan can win in 1980. But to win he needs your
help today.

.9

I

3

"MA

We must not allow them to succeedl
• .•, ~i W a '~

"Citizens for Reagan in '80' is an independent campaign
working to nominate and elect Ronald Reagan Pres~dent of the
United States.

Citizens for Reagan will encourage our fellov citizens
to vote for Ronald Reagan in 1980.

Citizens for Reagan is campaigning in all t eilportant
primary and convention states. However, the extent to which
we campaign depends directly upon the amount of suppozt
received from patriotic Americans like you.

Citizens for Reagan budgeted a great deal of money
for the important New Hampshire primary on !ebruswy42&, and
has now focussed its efforts on the later primaries ts the South,
in the Midwest and in Texas.

Radio and newspaper advertising, voter mailings, polling
and literature distribution will be carried out by *Citizens
for Reagan in '80'.

The goal is simple: to nominate and elect Ronald Reagan
President of the United States. ..

Ronald Reagan is a strong, articulate and experienced leaderq
He proved he was an effective executive while servingts Governor-
of California.

As a matter of fact, Reagan was the first major spokesman j
calling for a national *taxpayers revolt* by urging.. t citizens
to join him in bringing government under control.

And Ronald Reagan has clearly understood the Soviet threat
and has always called for a superior U.S. military fote.

Once Reagan is nominated at the Republican convention,
we will not stop our campaign -- no indeed. *Citizens for
Reagan in '80" will continue to campaign right up to election
dAA.



Many Republican candidates have entered the Presidential
sweepstakes -- Bush, Baker# Connally# etc.

Why? Because Jimmy Carter can be defeated in, O"00

But the best man to challenac Jimmy Carter Is Ronald Reagan i
You and 1 both know this.

For instance, just imagine the Presidential Debates in thefall of 1980 between Reagan and Carter I Or against.:qd Kennedyif he should take the nomination from President Carter. RonaldReagan will so out-class and out-debate Carter or Kennedy thatthe American people will simply have to vote for our man

Send your maximum contribution today to the Fund~for aConservative Majority and Join "Citizens for Reagan in '80.
Already the campaigns are gearing up and we need operationalmoney to help nominate and elect Conservatives to the UnitedStates Senate and Ronald Reagan as President of the United State$*

And with your garticipation we can also help decide who
Reagan's Vice President will be.

Please Join in the national *Reagan's Running Hat Survey .which is enclosed.

Who should Reagan ask to run with him? You can :help makethis decision by sending us the enclosed survey as sofn as you
complete it.

The results of this survey will be periodically released yto the news media right up to the Republican National Convention.*

Please take these three important steps to help insureRonald Re s nomination and election as President o . the
United States:

(1) Be sure you and your Reagan friends are
registered to vote.

(2) Fill out the enclosed 'Reagan's Running Mate
Survey" and send it to us today.

(3) Please enclose a maximum contribution with
your survey. Make your check payable to Fund
for a Conservative Majority.

Don't let the liberal news media and the Eastern EstablishmentRepublicans keep us from nominating and electing Ronald Reagan!

.--............ .



Join oCitizens for Reagan in '80' today. Send -your max! :p
contribution lust as soon as possible to the Fund for a Con.,. ',.vv
Majority.

on November 4# 1980 Ronald Reagan can bt *141 presUev
of the United States.

On January 20, 1981 Ronald Reagan can be 40 tie

40th President of the United States! A *l

On January 21, 1981 President Reagan Wilk briJ i
government under controlg he will take actL6h tQ e U
the rate of inflationt and he will begin to bOP e t
military defense for our country and our allies.

All this can actually happenl But to make ut dot i
you must first join "Citizens for Reagan in 80 'a.*.

I am anxiously awaiting your reply.

Sincerely#

Robert Heckman, Chairqan
Fund for a Consk#tMtfe V' -rity

P.S. Tens of thousands of dollars must be raised quickie t6
allow "Citizens for Reagan in '80" to continue to
in the key primary states and to promote Ronal'ftigan.

ri at State Republican conventions around the country ,''..

CD . Please join "Citizens for Reagan in '800 today I
Send your completed survey and your contrib:1a1 m ...
to the Fund for a Conservative Majority.

I'

" " " -- I -- iml9
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A*~AMERICA.- 
Nft.9

NEEDS...LEADERSHIP!.

Arwic needs Ronald Reagan as Preidct of r .........
I th Uruted States. At a ti when. Socaror "Citzens for Reagan inW8" '

seem too brig and to~o powcfu1. we rwed a =an Count ne rn ti-e Reagan Team For 1960! 1 am
to bring control of govenwmt back to the =w a o i Cdra o zgr nI
people. mi ad to work to nominate and gle Ronald

S Govercnoct deficit spendkig codne -- Ra&n Presdent f the United States.
osyregulations add S100 bilon each ea to %,"'a IS

teprice of goods and *rvices - -

Soviet military sbuigth is 6"a n- 1~0 -$,0 OI.r mi' sdefense capabilty S= dedinin - ssS
I America cries for a' ftong, national leader. ~

1-Ronald Reagan is the leader Amr need in (Make Cleck to: Fund for a amuetlveI
I . . . . '- . a o iv r A z. . . Ot

i A. APoKd of Fmd For aConwvative Maoftk, l
r JXN O T M FO REAGANJ~ IN *! 4 9= Fiftecth Struet. N.W., Waslareton, D.C. I

Fund for aConservative Majority, one of the -

State 7.

PLEDGE YOUR A.SUPPORT!t _______

.; -; I..: - Occupation
'3' - ~lf-emplyed.7 .

Placeof Bus. .V- Sendi your contribiHon.tbd.ay? L-----------------.--
~ :7~- '*~ z -
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itabliheimde b ~.9hgal nme; two duTrat Inajo atc CAmans

S . , . . . ..- , . , . " . , --,

... a pg, Ci e - win to of the
S •• .F deral .ction .b '- ""U.S. Senat in 1980. M ...a

C- .-lo a~ne %- Dberals who m n st fm the voter nex yea
4~ahyasFMua~Most, ;-a wcy .*lnerabli .I ddeiit Libeal

,.. A~tt- Soernatoenthrs: ifrR~g n80 s

* ""of ft iowntry's qunerraie landers. Men dO ken dcn .ie eog baft Souh
ke Gove r* .Rondz;i sant tte. f- ald Rep;ta ar Pf lodo Johni

,- 
".-. .., . -

John "Towr I JeceHels And i currln C 6Iw Bkrc Bayb gf lhdin
Hath; 9ad ~~gessnlack~ Kemp, - ohn Durin of New amsieand -apRobekiiiiian and Dan Marrio t have 0l -1=: Oteri WI:~**

baited Min their elections b is . Cpnstobe m active_ is t i
atoo ion c ,te, o - pai -,togaia "SenateCon In 'SO."

::i. Se~pr,;tivPoltical Action commitee... okn akypiay tsS ul~

• 'Conservaticc Majority includes -Robert ****,*., r *;

it *ek -bwo also serves as Director of .

State. nd Regional 'Activities for Young
" Americans for Freedom; Kenneth Boe".,- ",zensorReagan*8"isAp am-'

* **.~former Prosecuting Attorney and award* independent. ampaign effort -to help
~Awinning radio personality-, and Jeff Kane, erehenmatoadeetino

~ ~- a successful businessman in the state of Ronald Reagan as Preident ofthe United
-~ ~ Maine. FCM's Executive Dirtor is Ralph -Stae

19i0-'-.. ." n .. " . . .

- Gallianio formerly with the National Con- "Cittizens. far Iteagaz in Y&)99:uwff be
servative Political Action Committee. , working n ey primay states suh as New

__ The Funid for a Conservative Majority is -Hampshire, Florida, North Cafilia 'and
dedicated to the goal of aCiating a canser* Texas, an d at the iprat staite conven.
tative 6ajoity In the Congresand of @1c- tions roa.iiniat South Carolina -and

~g.~wnsrvaivePresident..*.. ~-~ Missouri. Mailings,. newspaper and radio
FCM believes a cos n* ads, billboards and other politcal car!..

the Seat an aConservative Preiden' pg ctivities will b posre y h.
"A na dIn de aigbih;-
.. .- t p . . ..- . .1.99 ..r ,

.so,

-,. . m'. a" esp-lL1 ' ..."+-;:".'' ' ".,--.+ , '; " " f "- ,-' . . . "" E.•": " •
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Pase Sho your Ist ant21d CwtoI0 for theVie p Weno

John
CONNALLY_...

Phil
CRANE -

S

9

Jesse
H#LMS

George
~USH

John
TOWER -

YES, I want to join Citizens For Reagan In '80!
Enclosed is my cont ibution n the amount of:

- 00 - $s,000 . S.0
- $100

od~ $5,000
Odw25

(Make Check to:. Fund for a Conservative Mjoft or FCM)
The Federal low require ftt we ask th fllmwvn quesWas:
Occupabon Sel mpyd?
Place of BusinesA

Corporate corifiricns can be a=ceted They Should be issued to the order Wt The Fund for a Conservative Malt-ty -
Sete fund. These conr.ributons will be ulihzed only in Connection wr.t rate am! local races wonere corpocate contrib'ions
ae De--ed
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Citizens for Reagan In '80
A project of:

Fund for a Conservative Majority
927 Fifteenth Street. NW*
Washington, D.C. 20005
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A project, of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY
Thursday '  :

Dear Business liecutive:

With your help, and that'of tens of thousands of othew omcmnd
and patriotic Americans, Ronald Reagan can be elected President of the
United States!.

To "top off* our victory on election night, as any as: ten r
t yelve Big Spending Liberal Democratic Senators can be replaced withresponsible conservative Republicans! Many powerful Democratic
Congressmen can also be defeated.

The national opinion polls shU this can be done! But the cpegn
has Just started.

Ronald Reagan must be elected. President Carter simply- hs notbeen the strong,,L creative and effective leader our country ani thi Free
World so desperately needs in these difficult times.

.;-0 Jiuy Carter has failed as President.

His domestic policies have produced economic chaos for our' ,ee e

Carter's foreign policy failures have shaken the Free World...;

Carter must be defeated,

As a businessman, I have to met payroll every two weeks* payincreasing social security taxes, try to manage under governmt,created
inflation, and then I try to make a reasonable profit!

But thanks to Jiny Carter uW Job has become much wore difficult.

Today's inflation rate of 121 is frightening. During the firstthree months of this year inflation was soaring ahead at 18%1 This isover three times the inflat'ion rate as when Carter was elected in 1976.

Government spending is projected to be over $615 billion in thenext federal budget! This is almost three times the budget of 1972 andover $200 billion more than President Ford's budget in his last year as
President.

You and I worked until mid-May this year just to pay our taxes!
And taxes take about 40% of the nation's overall earnings;

This "mmunleatonW 4 all OnclOeNM a Paid fo by Pwd for a Ce rentive Maoi t e m m imecluef by My i W ame d s ea
can i4dto' eamfien.
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Mo *f in taxes than for our s1i
clothn% 1W .

And In our international dealings with frl t ;40,il
has also been a terrible, failure.

Ou tly hsteetey deteri orated tunder the gutdaiciof Jili
Carter.

The Russians have brazenly Invaded Afghanistan and suppqe Can
backed revolutions throughout Central America'and-Afrilca. i S
appointments have supported these communist forces as ustabi fllng" ~Influences" I .. ,

President Carter has managed to destroy our politiCal alti1Acle itth
Iran and today our American compatriots remain hostages to fanatic
terrorists in Iran. t

Communist China finally got from JiuW Carter what no othe,
American President would even seriously consider giving it -the '
de-recognition of a loyal ally (The Republic of China on Tawui) and the
help of the U.S. in building up the economlc and military strength,
this communist giant.

And our Free World allies shake their heads in disbeleff as h,
watch Amrica -- only a few short years ago the 'strong leader-.of .
non-communist world -- quickly becoming a second rate world 1-ftuOeenc e
behind the Soviet Union.

~qm But right now you can Join with tens of thousands of, yourfellow
* - Americans to change t e rection of our countr. to re1Ul Our

C) military strength; to begin to dismantle the over-sized federao govern-ment; to give each of us and our businesses a large tax cut; ahd to
bring proven, responsible and strong leadership to the Presidency of the
United States. "

You can join with *Citizens for Reagan In '80" and help e ,,ct j
Ronald Reagan as our next President.

*Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent campaign effort
sponsored by the highly respected and nationally recognized Fund for a
Conservative Majority. It has been working for over a year to elect
Ronald Reagan our next President. FCM is well-known as a cost-efficient ,
and professionally run organization.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" was a key factor in the Governor's
primary victories earlier this year.

FCM is also using its expertise and resources to help elect a
conservative majority in the Senate. Its eConservative Senate Controlu
campaign has already had a significant impact this year and the Liberal
Democrats are scared.

__ __ IL m.
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But FCM knows that Ronald Reagan will be runni a Ip n

S ust J N. Carter this.:1.:; .

Of course, both men will receive their limited capaip et
from the federal goveramtei

But as the tnuhee #,,and, arerwi
federal spending to themiAtmu to trY"'; ' theel ti °tI?. .

ust watch as Carter stages imortant eve c
* lectiodn, wach -eda: PNSV 7

will be made from WW.3 Myrter :f e pa
some sort of internationl sccess,.., Presidentlal ris Q torwnces
and urgent national messages inqutnI full k t* l U;

I: ~suddenly become morefrq*et
1 - The Big Union Bosses WIl opull oat all the st 'tod it Ronald

Reagan. Since the Democratic Congress has given the unions ai
election advantages, you, expt these powerful men to1 i 4i ons
of dollars in 1980 to stop Ronald Reigan from becoming Prest it:r

And the various left-wing, consumer, anti-defense and rartion
gups will D* supporting CaQrter,&ic IMUttCKi R0811h. IflW

doIlars wll be spent by. twoI ZW ofs toe
jobs of their government friends and to the discredited
policies of the Carter Administration.

Finally there is the news media, The men and women wh6 repirii.
the news i I1 try to destroy sovernor Reagan. The reports1will how

o Reagan in the worst possible liht. Tens of ,illions of doJbrla '$
news time" will be spent by the media to stop Ronald:Reag n.ftolh

becoming President.

Only you can help offset these built-in disadvantages faced by
Ronald Reagan. And you can help defeat Jitn/ Carter.

Your support of FC's 'Citizens for Reagan in $80 capaigi ill
directly help elect Ronald Reagan our next President.

0 Because of the way the federal campaign law is written, this
independent effort for Ronal d Reagan can spend as much mone as can be
raised from people like you.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80' hopes to spend at least $3,000,000Ii this fall -- maybe as much as $10,000,000 -- to help elect Ronald Reaganour next President. This critically important money must be raised from
citizens like you.

To help meet this goal, *Citizens for Reagan in '80' has
established a special Honorary Business Advisory Council and plans to
enlist the support of at least 10,000 business leaders. I m honored to
serve on this Honorary Business Advisory Council.

For as little as $25 (the maximum allowed contribution -is $5,000)
you can Join this very important campaign committee. 'Citizens for
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Reagan in '8 hopes to raise between , nd'American business comunity to help elect Ronald Reaqan our ne)President.

The campaign plans are simple: 'to carefully ad 0aldly 1pnas much money as can be raised to reach the American people with god,telpa va polev od,s :rong ,and. 9ffectiye e eleviin. advertising, wit cIv.* Iatfte tadt apd
evspape ads and y sending voter mailings to As mAnYIs ws I t jIible
in key states.

mnx we to citizens for"U 14aa e'8~vi r
of o t Ct n rd L

Your contribution can range up to $,000.

Remember, you will not be able .to contribute to-66bnfor President organization after Ronald Re-agan is a nt.F2fI1w
FRMbiS it,

But you can help elect Ronald Reagan President bY.~~i~yucontribution today to the Fund for a C-onservativelmory. - .

. After receiving your contributon of at least $25 yo* wll-I eiitf abeautifully designed and individually personalized Membership Certificate.You will be proud to hang this document on yourwall.

o You will also be sent timely updates on the election aM. askd firhelp and advice as Election Day draws near.

Please send your contribution today. Help elect Ronald Reagan. President of the United States.
I am counting on you. Reagan's election as President coud well be

J determined by the support you give today..

incerely,

/' effrey Kane
Director
Honorary Business Advisory Couhcil

P.S. Jimmy Carter has simply failed as President. Our economy is in
turmoil and our military strength is dangerously weak.

Help turn our country around! Join "Citizens for Reagan in Isom
today. With your help Ronald Reagan can be elected our next
President.
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CITIZENS FOR REAGAN IN IU
A project of Fund for a Conservative Majority
927 Fifteenth Street. NW
WashinRgon. D.C. 20005

Flundt Opr Renq2  i

Fund fo oje, c nserv#tIve WWI
927 lfJtenth Steet,& i
Wa~dlfton, D.(. 26606
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Mr. 'tlhG&UM

Fvmd, ifor #, Conservative Majority..
12. OWilson Boulevard
A too, Virginia 22209

zear'A"JA:

Enclosed is a mewrand= which is designed to be
ptodid and distributed to your field people. PleasecaI:, mt *fter you read it and let me kno if it is what you

*nd -Bob Iad in mind.

Sincerely.

J. Cu:rtis Herge

enclosure

CM
N:

(
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(



.w. '"Vi, i

JJSeptember 7s 1.979

.4OR.~f' .'. :1 Int .5b I2r1

-TO: The Board of Directors of Fund for a
Conservative Majority

TBDH J. Cutis H~g*

SUBJECT: Guidelines on Tndependent EXps

This memorandum is written a ttp e to your

request for a brief smary -of the- -flevaat .,PvIL4 s of
N

the la on "independent expenditures", wvhch!.uad serve as*

o a guideline for your critical -,field ptseli ho are working

on the Citizens for Reagan in '80 prdjae¢ti ,.'

o Of course, the most critical thing is to provide

you with the def inition of an independent ealpanditure, which

appears in the Federal Election Cupaig A6Ittqf 1971. as

amended.

An independent ependiture: is an- expenditure for
comications mae expressly to. advocate the
election or defeat of- a dearly Siatified candidate
which is not made vith the cooperation or consent
of. or in consultation with or at the request or
suggestion of. any candidate, or any of his or her
agents or authorized committees.

/
/ .. . ' I
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This definition is the keystone for the entire project. It

is suiggested that all personnel be made fam ia with it and

mdarst~and iLt. The important fea"tures of the dafini t±~.

ae: OT

1) The expenditures are being made Independ nt
of Gov. Reagan. his agents antUs damlpaip
c-=sittee. They are being made by Fund for a
Cons'ervative Majority, a multi- cand iat 4."'I -..

O olitical ccnittee. (Citizens for Reagan in
80 is a poj ect of 7 md for a Conservative

Kaj oziy.

2) The expenditures are -those for. ,ociatons.-
expressly to advocate" the noination and

election of Gov. Reaa, Thinsmeas any m-
* =.cation containing-a message which advocates

-,his ntion or election. Included, -
examplie, are expressto such as "vote for,"

i" "elect,". "support," "cast 7 our ballot.:.,-fo '-
and "Reagan for President.

3) To be independent. the expenditures must be
made without the cooperationL of GoV. Rgan.

o. his agents and his csmpaign cimittee. All
personnel must be a_monisbd not to henany
coam~i catio whatsoever with Cov. Reagan0
his. gents or his campaign committee. (Algnt
means any person who has been placed in a -4
position within the cagmp ag organization
where it would reasonably appear that Lu the
ordinary course of campaig-related activities
he or she may authorize cmpaign expenditures.)
These prohibited c immmca tiou are to beavoided. The Federal Election Coumssion
will assume that any contacts, between FCM
personnel and me ers of the proscribed class
of persons, involved a discussion of the
expenditures and/or the plans of the Reagan
Campaign. The burden will then be on F0'1 to
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domonstrate that such discussions did nol.
take place. Any accidental or iadvertan
cmtacts Vith ibers, of th proscibed .

ssof perso should be pr aptly terminated, "e
do~eted (& botM, Le's

and matters discussed) and be r o .tid +ely
to the Executive Director of FCH.

Tn order to be independent, an zpeandiue cannot

be m=de through any person who is or has been authorized. to,_

raise or expend funds for Coy. Reagan or his campaigu cotmte;

-- or, iho is or has been an offier of Ccy. Reagan's L c4amPe

c==i ttee; or. who is or has been receiving any form of

reimbursement or compensation from Gcv. Reagan, his agents.

or comittee. All personnel who are associated with FCH on

this project must meet this test. Therefore, inquiry should

be made of prospective personnel whether or not they fall

CD vithin this defined group. Furthermore. any supplier of'

goods and services to FCH should be asked, when the initial

contact is made. whether or not the supplier falls within

this category.

Another prohibition is that FC{ may not pay to

disseminate or republish any of Gov. Ragan's authorized

campaign material. In other words. FCl may not make an

expenditure to distribute copies of campaign brochures

produced by the Reagan Coittee, or to publish an advertisement
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utU.i ng a text prepared by..his. committee. Therefore. the

contect of any propose ad c atian, pro~y, by TM personnel

- oh4,he aceore as to source c tf the Eecutive

be tro~~of IM before it is"- she- or dkhinated

Disclaimers

Any cimication which isPbihd-r4ss= e

must make it clear that "Citizens for Reagan 1i AS.W. is £.1

project of Pad for a Conservative- ajority., I a .ditin. .

on, the f ace or -front Rate of all Orne atr -ar

bex~irns or end of a broadcast or telecasto the- foloing.

disclaimer must appear:

~q. "Paid for by Fund for a Conservative Ma&oity ad
not authorized by any candidate."

Furthermore, if the co=u ication AOLicits contributionp,

the following additional statement must appear:

"A copy of our report is filed with the Federal,
Election Commission and is available £6 urohaise
from the Federal Election Commission, Was"hingon,
D. C.

Re]ortinz Reguirements

FC must itemize each independent expenditure it

makes exceeding $100 at the end of any reporting period in

which the expenditure is made. Independent expenditures of

$100 or less are also reported as unitemized expenditures.
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Therefo e FM will require its agents to report to itl C"

requieds the ren andaddressof the paon to hom ary

ezpabdtut bWas made ; the each hdateo- au4. u o Zise •

* €z£uoA eCen4 bf mut, b e ut t Maadte epot to d to CI

Irecerpt.

No fuudrais inopactivity s should be O ntde n

behalf of FQ without the prior written authorization -of Fp4a

F01 will prov de instructions on the typ o a info noation.

CV th~at must be secured from each contributor. The required

contributor information must be i=ediately reported to F04

and the contribution delivered to FC4 within fove days after

o receipt.

Conclusion

CO The Federal Election Campaign Act is complex. The

specific rules relating to independent expenditures are par-

ticularly complex. All field personnel should be instructed

to conduct their operations and activities only in compliance

with the procedures developed by FQ(. Questions should be

directed to the Executive. Director of FO'( and all innovative

plans and projects should receive a clearance from FCM before

any funds are expended.



iversifled D iWct, Inc. fxbibit
VOICE

2936 Posperity Avenue • Folelox (Merfflfela), Virginio 22031• (703) 573i6051

Remit to: DIVERSIFIED DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA. VA 2911

qP/l. .. ,.=,..,.m.. 2Ss

Reagon for President
1828 L St., N.W.
Washington, D.'C. 20036
Suite I01,

bMirrIJ IV:

DMS
Waldorf, Md.

j " L 4
CUSTOMER [ATE .... D I -Joe,

MAILED. 1/2M/i6lrSIONAL JOB No. 10246 siK NET-$
ow'IDT UNIT"I

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2-color face and back.

Authors Alterations:
Line shots:
Labor: -sriipping:

TOTA-.L 1N-VOICE:

-~

** \.4h

VS

('(V

29.19/M

.!

10.8$4,
7 ".1

$ .7im~

1. .";!

v:tECCEJ ; AN ~ t.*I"TAN YAA 'L CZC.JT t 11 'G P!N'K-DI C;4;Ni.01

26 b:

C

(

"ONE=

V ,

WHITE-CLEt f G: _EN.- ;E1 '1T7,t.,%.V



I~ PONI~C
2$)~tffS.riAiSSU..FolIlox (MerrifleldS), virRsT 2i . (763)53734605

~~T X, T- x- ' '
~uft~gDIV K1IED bikV0!', INC., rdo U V.3.'Box 19 ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

* Fea"on' or President
1828 L St. N.W.
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RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face and
Nlank back.

Authors Alterations:
Labor: stripping:
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I. '

"*: ~.' ~.
2 e ~
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r. IS- Scott l€cradden j.o

, 702 Fairway Ln.. , ,- . !
C olumbl.a SC 29 210

Nanc7 and I would like you t.Q. hWWe the enclosed
photograph as a token of our appreciation for your past
support of the Republican .at an .osraiv0 ass

The picture vat' taken at :our...hoso in Pacif ic
Palisades, California,

Sith your help we Vill Wi a b hite souse. 1980

w i1I! b e a year of Eepublican victory,

Ili th ta t in mind, reve 1.ist~ed 4 questions whichd like I-our ansfers to."

" Please tzke a =ew =inures Dow .to fill out. your
ar-S'.erS and mail thAem back -t~o .,,e -6oday.

.Tour advice is i-ot--. to me. Add vhat you toe 11

~~r.~ i. Scot %iade Jr.

zD e by your answers will be gn i~l-portant tool. in running a
winning Reagan !or President ci.xign.•

For example, I d like to know whete lwele
Carter, Tenety or Brown tould be the most Iif-fic-lt,. a eif ocrat
candidate, to beat.

cO.Since I have Personally selectse.d you to give theanswers foi 7our areae I really .6i need to hear bak s.1n ou

right away,

If for so e reason ou on't want to answer my
questions, I will nemed to I'v that so I can contact someone
else in your area to takeyour place.

Running for President is an extremely difficult and
long undertakingo Since I beca e th costidiffjust over three
onths -c, I have already visited 18 states an given over 70

,/ speeches.ue ctson04 -,4 oM :At will need tola kco"4 that so I,.w canS01 4v Ls contact WJSoe
else in W your A area 2- to 1 tke4* your plce.-Ic-C



dirix"65

ft vtc kii-*o.ance to ake Aerica
strong and proud again, to enrich the future of our cbjidren,
zake's the rueling days on the road all worthwhile. iLth
y.otVelp, I will win that chance. Let me share some of ay
thoughts with you on a few of the issues of special concern
to ne:

Since 1976 we ha7e seen the Deno~rat'+ - -

give away our canal in Panama to a marxist dictator

- allow I erica to be humiliated by a terrorist
regime in Iran"

- fail to stand up to Coesunist aggression
Afghanistan, Angola, and other trouble spots in
the vorld

-allow the presence of Russian combat troops only
90 miles from our own sho_-es in Communist Cuba

SEEM -ft sign a pio-So7iet SALT !I Treaty vhich would further
1'eakeu our military defenses and watch the RUssians
pull far* ahead of us in the arns race

-destroy our intelligence capability so that "++e
N c-n be hurtiliated and e barassed around the world.

o As President, I'll rebuil&" -.=erica's defensos- eneed* a coherent foreign policy that reasures everything br y
this standard; what is best for the United States of America?
I.st' time we stopped worrying about hether other countries
in the world like us and start worrying about whether they
respect us.

o .America must have strong, new leadership if we are
to stand up t.o the Con-munist attack abraad and restore - pros-
perity -nd opportnnity at home. I want to provide tat
leadership nore than anything I have wanted in my life.

'.ut without the necessary funds, I von't be able
to run a winning campaign or stand up for the American ideals
-which you and I share.

Every respected national and regional poll shows that
I can win. But not without your help.

Our campaign treasurar, Bay Buchanan, tells me we
must raise S3,595,000 in the next two months. we need



S '230,000 just to pay for the rent, telephones, printing, postage,*
buttons,"bumper stickers and other limbediate expenses in
the next tvo reeks.

+ :a" 1 the favokiU* VodlfL i te world Aon't help if

we can't raise this non-"

SWhen you return your answers to :e, perhaps you

'can send a check for S1O, 515, S25 or even $50. Or possibly
you c~n send us as much as 5150 or S250.

Please don't think your contribution won't make a
difference in my campaign because it will. I don't have'alot
of wealthy businesszen'sendig n checks for $1,000 each.

My campaign 'is ostly funded by S25 and S50 contri-
butions or less.

If you could send a large check,- ve ,certainly could
use it. This is -maybe even as such as S250 or $500. But
anything you can send will be deep!T appreciated because it
s.n.ows I have your trust and support.

I plan "to hold a meeting 9f zy top cazpaign advisors
within the next 14 days. I "want to discuss your answers to
the suestions I've enclosed at that :meeting.

N4 So please try to fill out and -ail back the enclosed
:*Div form today so i will know whether 1 can count on your
fi, ancial help and your political ad-vice. Let ce know tshoo y'ou think ":ill be the toughes De-ocrat to beat, and please

sead a check for $15, S25, S35, .50, or even 3100 or more.

Ci in 1980 we can elect a e.epublican President but only
if you and other good people like you do their part now.

M.'-

I'll be anxiously looking forward to hearing froa you.o

Sincerely,

P.S. Again, it's important that I have your ansvers in
the next 14 days. I must .also know uhether I can
count on your support atnd whether you will help
us meet our financial budget projections. Please
let me hear from you today.
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Cuo sbeh Oaks .Coiumbi-a Sc 29210)...

(Please fill out as completely as possible)

Do you consider yourself: 0 Republan.
O Democrat
o Independent

2. Which 3 issues in your opinion should I stress in my campaign?
(Check 3.only) .
O Inflation 0 Big Governnment
0 National Defense C Welfare Fraud
O Energy a Other ."
O Decline in Morality ,

3. Do you consider yourself: C consarvative
O moderate
O liberal

4. VWho do you feet wouid be easier for me to dt'eal?
0Ji:my Ca.".r ..

C Teddy Kennecy
Jerry S.re-wn

S. Governor Reagan, to demonstrate my suppz.r: for you, I am enclosing my check for
0 15 0 25
0 250 *-- 0 500

o 50
o 1000

o ic~
0 Otter

PLEASE MAKE YOUR CIECK PAYABLE TO REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT

I understand the following information is required by federal law:.
Occupation

Place of Business

V

B11

*1

/State

*, ,i tio~cnau-e o Of gq¢,n 09 P&C% FOR P'ESOENT Confem.. HI -Non I Se0 ".4 . Lo Aapos. Cs,, sooS
5-&~.'. 9CO CtfI6c4wv 1 CtU-TPI Lasaqn C?-. F .ON. 24e, SU.NM TNMROMf

£c-:yoT 61* w, ;3Is 1-40. -- o env %'t.. , :ec?.ag it"~ *,% Veo..6i 1 .eoi Czowtsok 4. ~s~mw 0~ OC 1.93
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Rearan for Presidat1821 L St., N.W.

uite" 201•1 Washington, D.C. 20036

I, L Att r: C. SwaiM

!(iplingt
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DIrCRIPTION

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COY2U=U4R FOIRS.

Computer forms, with 2 color face. and back.

Authors Alterations:
Line shots:
Labor: stripping:

TOTAL INVOICE:

/

I I

1 .dw

A;i,

±

cpv

16,793
4B. 88/M 820.84,

2. 70kt
31.50'

$855.04

3/

.L. I(*
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r rExhibit F§

&W ab %j 6 a" & & a e~
o E 6  t

1828 L St.., N.W.
Washing~t.%, D-.C. 201
Suite 201'"

L Attn: C. Swaim

. Kiplinger
036

j L
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C

PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

2 color face and
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Computer forms,, with
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Computer forms, . same
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Line shots:
Labor: stripping:

TOTAL INVOICE:

N

.-4
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same
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~ "";
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GOLDEW400-00I JOB JACKET

370.03
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, Reagan for President
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F Exhibit' Fa7
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Attn: C. Swaim
20036 • Waldor=,
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;38, 6C

+

. 1-........1
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RE: PRINTING SERVICES,
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LETTERS.

with 2 color face and back.
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Rea an for President
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ZxhJ.bit 7-8.
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Apt 502 !5974 Buckingham Pariay -: -

Culv er City, CA 90230..... .- : : +,(
Dear Mr. Buchanan:

This may be the mosi important letterNe ever wrltfeh , 6tz.

By now 'm sure you've heard the results of the Iowa Caucuses.,_

Although the public opinion polls showed on Caucus Day' thatI was favored by more Republican voters than any other candidate, Al- enouh of my supporters didn't turn out for me to win.

Although I'm confident that we are well organized and can win"= in New Hampshire, we can't let this ha:oen azain.

Once arain the polls show that if every ?,ea:-L supporter votesLr" t*e elv primry., we -will win. 2ut if the zer. :ut of our sup-porters is light, we could be defeated. e ,;

I am deeply grateful for your post contiut'zn of $100. Butif we re to wi n New Hampshire, I must ask eyou to send me a checko in the same amount as before or $200 or $300 i. you possibly eOtUld.

Let me explain.

We have the dedicated volunteers in New 1ampshire to call every
Reagan supporter end remind them to vote -but as of today we•don't have the S279,000 which we need to install telephone banks
in our headquarters in New llampshire, Vermont, .%Iassachusetts, Florida
and South Carolina.

The telephone company insists on large depcsits in advance.
Frankly, we must raise this $279,000 in the next two.weeks.

Al the favorable polls in the world won't help if we can't

V"I SVPW-f Oft A Lnaet C.,&G-OOt~ P .S! 4T C20Yi.Y11t, t%41d A.~oGP IP!.. S-de 1SilO Los Afb94.CAI.*tut4

A C @5 Owe .$, :. -. 1t .*4 4.e.It-I !1. a *e+ f*"% l 10 r : I ..: .:, f.
2

.m 0€ ;d&:,



raise this money for telephones today.

Please don't think that your contribution won't make a differ-
once in my campaign because it will.

If you could send a large check today we really could use It.
But anything you can send will be deeply appreciated because It

,shows I still have your trust and support.

I believe we can make this country reat again.

America must have strong, new leadership if we are t sti4
up to the Communist attack abroad and restore opporunit'n os'
perity at home. I want to provide that leadership more than aL_-
thing I've wianted in my life.,A

Your friendship and support have meant so much to MiT dit
past. I really need your help now.

SI'm enclosing one of my favorite sna;shots of Nancy and me that
fD i'd l1ike you to have as a small token of ou- appreciation.

I'm confident that we can win in New Hampshire. Please let me
• V ,e.ha from you today.

II ,

. ,- P.OS .-.LD REA&GAN 1"4

P.S. The telephone company requires pay.nent in advance to -install
our primary day telephones. Please let me hear from you today.
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. JIRJECT: Emergency in New Hampshire

FROM:. --T.-

R 3ay Buchan~an

"01%am Parkway
t CA 90230

902303C1 N974 R . -

A * d~.uw~ .. ;...... * -,

~

, ,, ,, - , .~

Dear Governor Reagan.

YES. Irwant to help %in in New Hampshire. We .must have the telephones
needed to get out every Reagan voter. ..... .

Enc'csed is my. maximum contribution of:

C $100 0$200 0$300 : .0 -... O"er.

I..1
I.
!

!0

c'

I understand the following information is required by Federal law:

Occupation

Pace of Business

CityiState

p(&QA4A al*^.SI%? cms~t@.._*#v %sana. C? sS a ocftafts. ?U@31v'g
£ ? t:. se. t: •a.,6 ~eg .e t. c• e C.:'-. . - CC . .42 m. .. e

(.

towards the S279.000 we must raise imedia. PAS AECCPev.RPNESE AKE YOURCHECK PAYABLE TO REAGAN FOR PRESMIDEN T.

J I I lU . .. . , .. ......... ........ . ...
I

.8.V.U 0\z .:)"I T: BAIC C331RIZABVIC .07 ;Ir

I

!

!
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* RoialctRe

PO Eox 1304

o0angeburg, South Carolina 29115

bear isr. Beach:

Nancy and I vo~uld like you to have the enclosed
photograph as a token of our appreciation totoyour past
support of the Republican Pacty and conervatve causes.

The picture was taken at ou; lhoae in Pacific
Palisades, California.

Gith your help we will win the ,'hite A.ouse. 1980
will be a year of Sepublican victory.

ith that in mind,, I've listed 4 questions which
I'd liee your ansv.ers to.

- Please take a few minutes now to fil out yourC
answers and mail them back to me today.

Your advice is import-nt to =e. And what you tell
-:e by your answers will be an important tool in running a

0 .winning Reagan Zor President ca Paign.

For example, I'd like to know 'hether -ou believe
o Carter, Tennedy or Brown would be the nost difficuit eaocrat

candidate to beat.
Since I have personally selected you to give the

answers for your area, I really do need to hear back from you
right away.

If for sone reason yoa don't vant to answer 2Y
questions, I will need to know that so I can contact someone
else in your area to take your place.

Running.for President is an extremely difficult and
long undertaking. Since I became a candidate just over three
:onths ago, I have already visited 18 states and given over 70
speeches.

1V, 6o-L43!c'^ is on wall V A&6' FOA 9 ,4%7 C 1441 A~ t4 S.0 143 Los An%#*& C&MO8 KDOW
Vt&GA' #-OR PK'SrA(9J CMOMI..-POV %sAMR C'~A-Ats Up &4A Tt@aSwm,

go C^ * or i~ . s 1-:0c GAUN4 &..-& I* lot9.a CIS ww rem fece taeC;'~a~ Wet%W.OMA. OC 0.0.4"



strong and proud again, , enrich the futire of our children,
Makes the grueling '4ays ,on the road all worthwhile. With
You help; I vii1 vin that chance. Let ae share some-of my
thoughts with you on. a few of the issues of special concern

."since 1976 we have ywseen the- Democrats; -

give avay our canal in Panama to a marx"t 8±itator

- allow Imerica to be huiliated by a terrorist'
regime in Iran

- fail to stand up to Communist ag gressioiiun"tnlr
Afghanistan, Angola, and other trouble spots in
the world

allow the presence of Russian combat troops only
90 iriles fron our own shores in conmunist Cuba

- sign a pro-Soviet SALT II Treaty which would further
•:ea?.-en our ilitacy defens.es and watch the lassians
pull fdr ahead of us in the arms race

-destroy our intelligence capability so that' we
can be humiliated and e-barassed around "the "aorld.

o As President, I'll rebuild .:erica's defenses. e ,
-e.d a coherert foreign policy that neasures everything by
.this standard; what is best for the United States of I--erica?

, .t's time we stopped "worrying about .-hether other countries
o in the world like us and start worrying aboit whether tahey

respect us.

0" America zust have strong, new leadership if ,we are
to stand up to the Communist attack abroad and restore pros-
perity and opportunity at home. I want to provft.de that
1-tadlership zore than anything I have --anted in ay life.

But without the necessary funds, I won't be able
to run a winning campaign or stand up for the American ideals
uhich you and I share.

Every respected national and regional poll shows that
( I can win. But not without your help.

Our campaign treasurer, Bay Buchanan, tells me we
must raise S3,595,000 in the next two onths. we need



. . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . ....- /

$230,000 just *to pay for the rant, telephones, printing, postage,
buttons, bumper stickers and other immediate expenses in
the next tvo.weeks.

All the favorable polls in the vorld.mit he-l if
we can't raise this money.

When you return you 4-64o ti, .4,t perhaps yqu
ciu send a check for S10, 515, S25v-0 dfeon $50. or possibly
yodi caA sen (S-as.rnaci as S1%0 ....or .

Please don't think your contribution von't make a
difference L, sy, campign .becauseit vIll. I don't have alot
of wealthy bus nessaen sending me checks for 51,000 each

m7 campaign is mostly fundd by 25: -a S30 Contri-
butions or less.

If you could send a large check, we certainly could
use it. This iS maybe even *s Atch as s250 oe aOr e . iut
anything you can send will be deeply appreciated rbecause it
shows I have your 'Crust and support.

I plan to hold a meeting og my top campaign advisors
within the next 1I* Says. I want to discuss your answers to
the questions I've enclosed at that meeting..,

So please try to fill cat and :ail back the enclosed
reply form today so I will know 'hether I can co.unt on y'our

V fina::cial help and your political advice. Let _e know -Ao
o you think will be the toughest .Oernoctat to beat,' and please"send a check for 515, S25, S35, S50, or even 5100 or more.

In 1980 we can elect a Republican President but only
C if you and other good people like you do their part now.

I'll be anxiously looking forward to hearing froa you.

Sincerel1,

P.S. gain, it's important that I have your ansuers in
the neit 14 days. I must also know whether I can
count on your support and 'whether you will help
us meet our financial budget projections. Please

(let me hear from you today.
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(Please fill out as tom itt as poietble)

14. Do yQ voni© der yourself: 0 Repu. l n
o Democrat
O Independent

2. Which. 3 Issues In your opinion should I stres in
(Check 3 only)
a Inflation 0 Big Government
o National Defense 0 Welfare Fraud
a- Energy 0 Other

.. Decline in Morality .

my campaign?

3. 0o you consier yourself: 0 conservative
0 moderate
O iiberai

4. vi'ho do you feel would be erasier 1;r me to defeat?
. Jimmy Car:er
0 Teddy Kennedy
a Jerry Brown

S. Governor Reagan, to demonstrate my support for you, I Am enclosing my check for

15
O 250

o 25
0 o500

0 50 OL 100

0 1000 0 Other

PLEASE MAKE YOUR CHECK PAYABLE TO REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT

I understand the following information is required by federal law:

Occupation

Place of Business
City/State
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O couxse not.

Theze are many fine czndidates for President this
- b.r, but the:e is only one candidnte the Fussians and
thir uppets cannot afford to see elected, and he. is
.7caldReQaganl.

But you know that since Govexno= T.magan tells"me
you are one oi.his most. tzusted supporters.

That's why I am writing to you today - to ask
you to stand up with me for Ronald Reagan. To stand
up with me for a thorough change of liadership in Wish-
ington.

I Rnow you've been generous before but frankly
the Reagan campaign urgently needs your check fox
s2S.00 or 950.00.

Ue must raise S249,000 in the next two weeks to
keep the Reagan campaign in Wisconsin. Texas. Cali-
.oznia, and all the western states on schedule.

This money is urgently needed for printing, post-
age, rent, telephones and, radio and TV time.

*~~.&..,A ~ . "; $ 4:I~ 4LJCa OXES.,. Ib'I A..pese2@.* S..'e1 1430 LCS £.;9..%. C-8.90" .:A *s
XZLLC&qj rcX. It&If ~ ~aICa:~n . LO3.9A' ft. Te~ICSS.9

41,~~~.. P. ... ' ~*.: %ig t: Fe.tfs. ~C Van' DC ::463

s- TC** TC Z0G~
...... 1 64 W.; |. .. .. MY ..... . G% .... a, ft Is n.... : r: i ...

1. z Morey Z Stearns
1114 Parker.St
Spzingield, 1A 01129

Dea= 1:-. Stearns:

iWould the Russians have brutally savaged Afghalnstan
and poiInted a red dagger towards the oil fieids P the
Middle East. it Ronald Reagan were P:esidenit?'

Would Iranian terrorists have held Ameicans-hoitage
and humiliated our nation in the eyes of the WorldP if
our P:esident were Ronald Reagan?

:ouRd Ponald Reagan have let the United States throw
.uay its military zu'.ariority to the point Where the
Sovi- t Union and its nercenarias are erboldened to invade
ao'int:i.s azound the world?

I
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Toz mani4 do U'W
bnn.*l146 ClIA uZ$~ call e"ie2

t. rsL~'s oeind gjo, but the alit-
ists who .8: responsible fox oux applogetic foreign pol-
icy and second-rate defense remain, in "Washington year
after yea= undermining our nation's security.

I I:

Some absolutely vital questions we should ask about
each of the candidates axe:

what kind of people will he bring- v.t. .him,

Washington?

Will they be the same old cxowd 'ho leei -i sham e
of Americ-a's prosperity and pouez? .

- ill they be. the same old. wishful, thinkers who
believe the Russians axe as. honest andtzustV-_
worthy as we are?

- Will they be the same old proponents o;E, unil teeal

disarmament?

-Will they be the same old appeasers?

My point is this: Unless we bring to VWashi ngton.

genuinely fresh leadership - - all across the board--
.e'ill tragically have missed what is perhaps our

last chance to restore A meican superiority and respect.

N Only zo-;ald Reagan is free of ties to the litist

.i.exal £stablish:ment which has brought our country to

is k;Ieas. Only by electing Ronald R.agan can we be
0 su~e of really changing thingsr

we axe in ve=y serious trouble. As a member of,.

o the United States Senate, I can tell you that matters
axe even worse than the President will admit to the Ame:-
ic.n people' If ever there was a time when America needed.
a courageous and forthzight leader, the time is now.

I f ever there was a time when we needed a Pies: ent

and a government of men and women who are proud of Ame-
icek and wiilling to defend her, the Af-ine. is now. It eve= "-

there was a time to totally teject the pessimism. de-

featism and appeasement of th'e past, the time is now.

I believe had Ronald Reagan been President, the B-1

bomber would have been built. our Xav would still be

the world's mightiest. And, our troops would have the

equipment they desperately need to deter war. Because

- P.onaldP.eagan has aluays advocated a defense strong

enough to command the orld's respect, e aould not have
-felt cec-pelle-d to surrender the Panama Canal and compel-



led to aido *ut oanle~1w~ We40t ht
hAve 'gu *d a z nio
:siuwh tran and AIfihaniu tan are only Y Ce -latest.

I know that you and I share 16id dAtiiiih ision I
of -a strong. proud and reqgpogtoo Amq;4p&. ~Z bqt4kv we
have never shared the defet 64 t)hT~bea ~
Establishment a nF pzhs ala ,g i.s. I

We have the oppotunity to help elect the kind of
& straight-forward President Americans yearn for. A man

-hq wil1, bring to Washington a wholly new team-of men and
-. women with a completely fresh point of view.

I am going o ask ~toiitor 'do 'tu@arp- titThns

Fizst. please use the yellow envelo.pe I have en-
closed for you to send me the largest contribution you
can afford today..

Seco.d. if you can# please- tz.y tosiaile si£iar

amount from three or four of your friends and neighbors.
510. SlS. s2S oz even sSO extra will give Govexno:
A.aagan's campaign a big boost. Please use the blue en-
v elope to send mPe any noney you can raise from your
.riends in the next tuo weeks.

:e must elect .or.,ald P.eagan. I urge you to Send
your largest possible contribution today. LOet's have
nn honest-to-goodness change -n ',.ashington.

ft%h ua:_rast regards. 1

O .in G. Hatch
U.S. Senate

P.S. I am working my hea.t- out to elect Ron.ald Reagan.
I hope -you will holp me by =ending youz answuc ,in
the yellow envelope today..

p.P.S. it you can, remember to send the blue envelope
to me in two weeks.

I
I.
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Dear-Senator Hatch.

Yes. we must have a President who will stand up to the Communist
attack abroead We must elect Ronald Reagan.

Enclosed is rny contribution of:

Cs25.0o 0sso. 0a SSC75. 00 0 Other

towards the S2419.OO we need to raise immediately.- PLEASE i%,IAKE
YOUR CHECK PAYABLE TO REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT.

I understand the following information is required by Federal law:

Occupation

Place of Business

City/State
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Dear Friend and Supporter:

You and I are on a winning streak.

If you have followed it in the news, you know that
thanks to the dedication and support of people like you
our campaign has swept the early primaries.

We have won over 400 delegates, almost one-half
of the number needed to be nominated at the Republican
,ational Convention this strter.

Never before have our chances of electing a con-
- servative Republican President been better.

I am absolutely positive that with your continued
help, we can go on to win the Re-ublican nomination and
.,cat ii; Carter or Teddy Kennedy in :he fall.

There is one -thing that deeply disturbs me. Al-
:hourh te have won every major contest so far our campaign

o • funds have trickled off to alost nothing. I am enclos-
ng a clipping from the Washington Post that details
t this dire situation. Our campaign treasurer, Bay
Buchanan, reports that we currently have less thanI $10,000 on hand. 10

I In the next three weeks we must lay out $199,000
for voter mailings, radio and television time and the
expenses of my travelling -o the middle and late primary
states.

I hate like the dickens to ask you because you
i have been so generous to me in the past.

IT But I would deeply appreciate it if you could
help us raise the $199,000..

Your check- for $10 or $15 or $25 would go a long

i
.4

"



way toward meeting our goal.

Everywhere I go in this country, I feel a spirit
of hope and optimism about AmerLca's future. It is
time to rebuild AmeAica's military strength and reqtore
economic prosperity and opportunity at home.

0 The politicians say it can't be done. But I be-lieve with your help we can balance the budge', we cancut taxes, we can create jobs and we can restore Amer-
ica's strength and prestige abroad.

I'm counting on you. I need your help.

Together'you and " can make this a year of vic-
tory not only for our campaign but also for-the Ameri-.
can people.

Our financial situation is as urgent as I havestated to you. I know you share my dream for the future
of our country. Please don't put this letter aside un-
til you have acted.

With deepest appreciation for your past support.

Sincerely,

ROI'NALD REAGMN

P.S. The Texas and California primaries are right
around the corner. Our opponents are waiting for
us'to run out of money or make a serious campaign
mistake. With your help, we will avoid these pit-
falls and go on to victory. Please let me hear
from you today.

6
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-Dear Gover or tReagan,

Pfto- *vIO4BHDXO98 CIIS

I understand the campaign money situation is urgent. We must win the
Republican nomination and I. am willing to help.

Enclosad is my maximum contribL4,ion of:

D SIO OS15 0 S25 n Other

towards the S1in.000 we need to raise immediately. PLEASE MAKE'
YOUR CHECK PAYABLE TO REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT.

I understand the following information is required by Federal law:

Occupation

Place of Business

City/Slate

'~t-@.~S C -2 G!~ ;is &iG~ti Fr~, A M tf t. - % :t S641 &L.Oi love.. 60.1; 1430 LOS Ar.;c 0% C3-*t I A S

&~~~~S 4~ %.. ~ ; .. tS.. : L#*e~ I~ 24~~4 : ~C24

TO: Governor Ronald Reagan.

'FROM: nz. Chzristian L Bendixen
9f4loss ho lie ~1

a. 0 jP H.io_ **A 9 61.1- - - . •. ..
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lz. P C Davis
PC Box 1063
2uincy, FL 323S1

Deaz ft. Davist

Reagan as President and a Consezvati e flajoiity in
the Senate is truly within ouz gZasp!

Xational columnist Jack Andazson has referred to
this possibility when he Zecently wrote:

... if a conservative Republican should
win the presidency next year, his allies in
the Senate could help him change the political
direction of the country."

with vou; hal. we can soon nominate and elect
Ronald Retain as Pesident! And we can control the
Senate as well!

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" is a special project
of the prominent multi-candidate political action commit-
tee -- 'Fund for a Conservative Majority. FCMI is one of the
oldest PACs in the country and its efforts have helped
elect many of today's consezvative leaders.

rCra is seeking t-edlct de:v -  idate to
federal office who will actively work to limit the size,
price and control of government.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" can be the deciding
factor in electing Ronald Reagan as President of the
United States.

if we are to succeed, we need your help. Please
join with "Citizens for Reagan in '80' today.

A .significant amount of "independent money" has
already been raised to help nominate and elect Reagan
our next President.

This communication and all enclosrvs are peid for by pud lor & Con"lWe MejOVl
46% wc. a6-11:.s by &ay wia':1 at or a' idges, cam.ine~ e.
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g ore. AIM
0 XThbastern Extablishmeit a S~k the liberal riews media

.. t,. denY victory t6 Ronald Reagan.

ia u o 1ojthem-t'o 'tugciled-74 t-11"Caf win!

"Citizens for Reagan in '80-" is an indetendeqt campaign
ak. working to nominate and elect Ro a Id Reagan President of

" the United States.
Citizens for Reagan will encourage our tellow citizens

Sto vote for Ronald Reagan in 19070.b-

C4i

trV

q~V

-1 i- to.

Citizens for Reagan- is campaigning in all the inpoztant*
primary and convention states. oevez, the extent to which
we campaign depends $i:ectly upon the amount of suppozt_-
received from you and other patrIotic Ameitcans.

Citizens for Reagan budgeted a great deal of money for
the important primaries in Met: Hampshixe, the South, Illinois#
CcnnecCicutl Pennsylvania and Texas. How its effo:ts are
focussed on the important final primaries in California.
Ohio and New exsey, on June 3rd.

Radio and ncuspaper adve -tising, voter mailings, polling
and literatuze distribution is being carried out by "Citizens
for R.eagan in '80".

The goal is simrle: to nominate and elect Ronald Reacan
President of the United Slates.

Ronald Reagan is a strong, a=ticulatk and experienced
leader. He pzoved he was an elfect1ive executive while serving
as Governor of California.

As a matter of fact, Reagan was the first major spokes:
man calling for a national'"taxpayers revolt" by urging the
citizens to join him in bringidng government under contzol.

And Ronald Reagan has clearly understood the Soviet threat
and has always called for a superior U.S. military force.

Once Reagan is nominated at the Republican convention, we
will not stop our campaign -- no indeed. "Citizens for Reagan
in '80" will continue to campaign right up to election day.

As an independent campaign, "Citizens for Reagan in '80"
is not bound by the federal law to disband after Ronald Rea-
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June 3 Primares

I' .

Ciforna
168 deletes

C.

w~sppl
22 deleptes

r

Montana
" 0 delegates

New Jersey
66 delegates

P

New Mexico
22 delegates

77 delegates
IL

Rhode Island
13 delegates

.outh Dakota
-22 delegates
ir

West Virpm
,18 delegates

Total delegates at
stake on June 3:

428

flay .

fMr. BRuce R Johnson
340 Z Madison Ave
Wheaton, ZL 60187

Dear Mr. Johnson:

qTm

0

~qrn

0

(

Xov we must secure the final nomination
victory for Ronald Reagan and prove that h. cm
defeat President Carter this fall-

On June 3, nine irportant states hold
Republican Primaries -- for your .utuzr
refeRence. I have noted the list of states oiUi
the margin of this page.

Ronald Reacan must use these elect lons to
build a strong base Of suRoVrt fo= winning in-
the~ fall.

"Citizens fox Reagan in '80" has budgeted a
large amount of money to build a base of suppq
in these iotntstat&es -~a base-Tor
defeating President Carter.

Blue colla: workers, conservative Democf*t~s
and Independents, religious Americans and smal.
businessmen are the "key voters" who will secur,
final victory for Ronald Reagan.

And with your help "Citizens for Reagan in
'80" will reach these voters in the nine
important states which hold primaries on June
3. Five of these nine states -- Mississippi*
Xew Jersey, Ohio# Rhode Island and West Vizgini
went for Carter in 1976.

Blut Reagan'can carry all of theM i 9O
These states can be.the margin of victory Lae
Reagan in the jall.

The June 3 primary elections not only mUS
be won by Reagan -- but he must convince
conservative Democzats and Independents to vote
for him in large numbers. And these new Reagan
voters must then be put to.work campaigning for
Reagan's final victory in Xovember.

This c.Omeunicatlon end all enclosureS are Paid lo by Fund for a Coner ativgo Ma 14 ft
ang not agterlied by any candidate o. CandlGalles Comm|11e. .
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Presi~ent Cartez has admitte tat Goz O2% agan will be
14 -touagh o-.peney~t. The shAtional pivb~ apn.sjvy sh
ataganand Ciarr zun1ln# neck and &e*X.

Zven thM national media now ad**ts that+ 1lpd Reagan 41
bq a strong and; eife'tivea candidate 46' Pztsi4t

1t pat the ic.ing on the cak9". Let"'itin al on

b Un m. all nieIimy states.

With youz help, Reagan can go to the Repu., Convention,
in Dezoit with these impoztant nine states "c ..amp,*.

Support "Citizens 16r: Reagan in .'80" thehl

successful Independent campaign sponsozed by b. a
conservative Majozity. a multi-candidate polrit; A.kjactioh
committee. FC1 is also concentrating its politmli expertise
on gaining "Conservative Senate Control" in 19804..

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" has been an ipio'itant factoz
in the tremendous Reagan campaign-successes this s,;ing. The
official Reagan for President organization is limited by
federal law on how much it can spend. "Citizens Aor. Resan in
'80" has no legal limits on i4s expenditures.

- And the same is tzue this fall. "Citizens. io, Reagan in
'10" will be able to spend as much as it can za iat; o help

Ronald Reagan defeat Jimmy Ca:ter on Movembe: 4.

Send your maximum contribution today. .

Help Ronald Reagan win all nine primaries on -June 3. Help
build the- base of support that will be so necessary for victory
this fall.

I am looking forziazd to you-z support. Only-with youz help
will Ronald Reagan be ouz next President.

Sincerely

Robert C. Heckman* Chairman
Fund f or a Consezvatie Majority

P.S. A Big Reagan win in these nine states on June 3
with large voter support from Democrats and.

Independents -- will prove Governor Reagan can
defeat Pzesident Carter in the fall.

Please help FCM "wrap up the nomination" for Reagan
on June 3P by sending your maximum contribution today.
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ON June 3 P tUares

Caarornia
o 168 6dlejates

t' 'a.

C

Msissippi
22 delegates

Montana
20 delegates

qa.. -,

New Jersey
66 delegates

Dear Bob:
The nomination of Ronald Reagaa" in tight I Now we must prove he
cn defeat President Caner this faL

The national polls show we can win. But ve must use the up-gming
June 3 primaries to build the orgn ization to deful PresidentCarnO,
and elect Ronald Reagan.
Here is my "Final Drive" contribution:

$25 sic*_ _$100 + $2

$500 ___$00 __S5.000O~i
(Make dwck payabe to Fund f4 a Coservaeioy MajoriyOr PM ..

Cotnwate goes an be i6td S.r
They sulwd be imnj to ie oo c e nd 1fr a Comeftive +iSte FUM
Thm oontriiovs will be util& Only wiftNiOn wig =00.6 ir fO r.w W*

corae contribetioiw~hu Owvirtee.

Addres

ChylState/ZIP

Fav low raquhu *at in k:

Naew of EMPloyer? l.min

This cormgniction and aln w~comrs an cold for by Fued fo a Couwvethe Majorty
and rnot by any ordae or merdWseaevvmi.

New Mexico22 ddegate

77 deleates

a,

* Rhode Island
13 dleptes

South Dakota
A deeates

18 delegates

Total delegates at
stake on June 3:

428

in 0

F~nalJUNEVICTORY1Reply'T,1 1 9 8 0

Drive Memorandu
nmIu ummmmmmmmANmmmmmmmm ummmmmm3 'AIEU'I
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SHIPPED
F"

L lk.W*
2Q

, !.C. 20036

..

TO: Exbibi

WTO~ (Y

U

E: "PPUsnvn, ac£S, CbWU" Mis.

0M-uat.er fomns,
With $ Amt.

with 2 w1or face and c _.:

ruter fo ns, i.th sI-re spws. Coded:$ No-

eli-c'

7,.
A

17.25/4

17. 25/M

-L

" 23M

-24.M
396.75

414.00

$810.75

I-,

aj MIJ - Mn q v 0.1 a
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S.,Waigt), .C 2.0L

~,251

CV

0

-I

.vt7o0,
W'ip R 0_1_______Iii____

SHIPPED TO:r

L

ME: C Sf 'S wit , C Wor f MaS.
ca~~~~utar~ ~ ~ f.xs wih2....fce r bdc

_Autors Ateratims:
I abr: stripping:

Exhibit
* wi.s 4 &4 Eov:@, ' I'

• _ ! ,, , ;I

23,. 58/M 1, 041. 25--

18.00

$10,059.25

\ -4

"1'

PiCK-O~I CXWO~C~1~L
w~,S-CIEU Ga! E.-'FE~~flN~E CA~Y.ACCOMJtTING

a
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Y:Cheryl--Swam

Date: Ap10, 2980

Ercl o s ar ths f the sass foltS: *

219 ich dzoaviscHL28 19eL these u5ie.2i2- a

harge by, DiversifBel. All h bewi xuvis~ a four. to be aidinto arums

S1a,2.0es of the 16th mailing area nss I30adi teh a hit ahAlysisfor this mailing is enclosed*

with ni'W iscand=~ -of March le 1980., were sx-.pes. of .the "$1,000 LAal
imit" letters. I have sent ad Itoa SWPes to Judy Muxi~n at her

reqtes will3 deliver them to you.

Thew a S for te week ofexpenses f or this mail-In are as follows:

V REE Vendor D .Address
0$5,710.13 Wiland &Associates ('at2*errprinting of 53,121

219 East Davis H hw t 'letters- aM: 56,622 2-up
CuppeVa. 22701& e~s devices

o Attn: Bob Perrott

$14,238.05 U.S. Poslmaster 12,611 Q .30 each (high dbi
40,510 Q AS5 each
52,122Q1 .084 each

nhank you for your tine.

RECEiVED A'I'07
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Dlvit D/DIRECTS 'INC.*

Tof-

Reagan zor President
c/o ~Iw V .  221-
X)+.. Va. 223:

L_

~.hgp, ~ -. tt1r1fltiDv~
IgQinl@ 22031 i (703) 373-1605 w

d.o U.Y.3. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

SHIPPED
-

A 191

TO:

Wi3+m; Ibsoc.
cuippVa*

L4

L.

.or

28.5 M

27 M

0o

E PRD TQ StS, CMI FCRS.

C tar fosm
w/owa&.

with 2 color face and

CGter fon-as, with swre specs. Co: w $ mt.

4% Va. tax:

~~-T>\
I.9*I ~

*I I~
I-

I

,~1

, dIo

100000'

'0000-

C.- E-CL;E T G: E .' tT ,-. +CE

ses.6.

554. W.,

1,i140.52

20. 55/M

20. 55/M.

49 " 1# 0' 9

.h /

/.A
*"* 'tiP7- /.

"7

-- .. ... i .... a ....... p _
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L tti!T' Cheryl Sw6vaz

SHIPPED TO: --

1~ --- A

1
OR.DEN NO.

DATE
SHIPPED/ 4/2 0/8 0
MAILED.

A DDJ, JOB NO.
001 P.O. NO.'
DIVISIONAL JOB MO.

*UD.M9II'V" -, wPolet

57
t4Q

0

RE.: PRINTING SERVICES,

Computer forms,
2 color back.,

COMPUTER FOM S.

with 2 color face and

Authors Alterations:
Line shots:
Labor: stripping:
Blueline and color

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

j/~

I

I7P'/9 ~

sep.

V

/
/

/ ~.

'i /7

17. 41/z4

.Id .-

rz,7

992.37

44A36;:.

1,0 51.:"

42.07,11

1,093.94

V.r'.!TE-CLENT GEEt~- FEI."TTANCE CAA~Y- :.~c~j ~TI'G ?tIJK-~DI C~C~C3~&L

V0911"TAR 3;NWTJ*3#4FK,1W.? AXA I#C,46, 111NAJoeM. W-WiUAVAran lots

I 0 I _ _ I I I i III I i s I

0'59oS4.

:*** o!T-CLIE NT GzE.- P -1- ., -AN CE CANARY- %0%w w PIN.K-ODt CN' ;C'013'!w,&L

•Apri 22,'
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21t EASTI(AVIr IFI'RET tULOEPER flf;tA2O * EVMI AREAUCDE (703) SiA

Fxhilbit J-.

* O AROCN NUmea ACCOUNT NO. t rCUSTOM(M P.O. OAT wvo9C NO.

23197,23199 16 4hone/Thompson Novembet 21, 1979 24i81
ME ,2,, . ... 6 81P'.%J [

=SOLO TO

Ihompson & Associates
701S Old Keene Mill Road
Biite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attention: Michael Thompson

SHIPPED

Smarr Mailing,,

Alexandria, Virgi

INVOICE
VMM~)aN PU6~ GhMU) * UMT Pffg:k"

-WGU -- kW-&&MMN M mck ----- '&*

:ontinuing Programming
Af.odify existing program to convert
-oreign Files

Programming
SComputer Time for Assembly and Test

.ivert , Sort
Ie-eign Files

and Consolidate Three
(input size)

;Vtit Toreign File by File Type Code
Prodess _nput records

Donors
Process output records

1979
Process output records

Prior

- FCM 1977-

- FCM 1976

0o
?rint Reagan Grams to:

.Reagan Donors
FCM-1977-1979
FCM 1976 + prior

lirginia Sales Tax

TERMS;

.22 hrs.

.09" hrs.

40,150

36,007

2,810

19,710

12,460

2,810
19,710
12,460

NET 30 DAYS

25.00/h
20.00/h

8.13/H

.201M

1.23/M

1.23/M

1.23/M

40.00/M
40.00/M
40,00/M

TOTAL

$ 5.50
10.80

326.42':

43.21

3.46

24.24

112.40 I
788.40 W
498.40 )4

72.47

,900.63

r oUR CH-CC WILL G N/A PAY TillS
'POSTMARKED ON/OR iCTORN _

nia

LATLftba. I i~a*t~i

0

AIOUNT N/A

I~z

T

....... Okl.uCriTT .

too

Ir-I " Aa

15.3 -1
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REAANREAGAN ZN REfGIj
80GRAM 1980

N NOVEMBER 13s 19 9

MRS. RUDY K BREAUX .
103 E HATHAWAY DR
SAN ANTONIO, TX 78209

DEAR MRS. BREAUX•

TONIGHT RONALD REAGAN ANNOUNCED FOR PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES.

AS I KATCHED HIM ON TELEVISION, I BECAME MORE CONVINCED THAN
EVER THAT REAGAN CAN HIN AND THAT HE WILL BE A STRONG LEADER
FOR THE UNITED STATES AND FOR THE FREE WORLD.

REAGAN CAN BE ELECTED PRESIDENT! HIS ELECTION HILL BRING
WITH IT SEVERAL NEW CONSERVATIVE SENATORS AND MANY NEW CON-
GRESSMEN. THE POLITICAL DIRECTION OF OUR NATION'WILL DRA-
MATICALLY CHANGE FOR THE BETTER.

"CITIZENS FOR REAGAN IN '80" IS AN INDEPENDENT EFFORT BY A
HIGHLY RESPECTED POLITICAL ACTION COMMITTEE -- FUND FOR A

C CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY.

NOT BOUND BY"GOVERNMENT RESTRICTIONS WHICH LIMIT REAGAN'S
CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES IN EACH STATE# THE FUND FOR A CONSER-

CID VATIVE MAJORITY CAN RECEIVE INDIVIDUAL CONTRIBUTIONS OF UP
TO *5,000 PER PERSON EACK YEAR.

FCM IS ACTIVELY WORKING FOR THE NOMINATION AND ELECTION OF
RONALD REAGAN AND ALSO HELPING TO CAPTURE CONSERVATIVE CON-
TROL OF THE SENATE IN '80.

YOUR PAST SUPPORT OF FCM HAS HELPED BUILD "CITIZENS FOR
REAGAN IN '80" INTO A POWERFUL POLITICAL VOICE IN THE 198O
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN.

WITH YOUR CONTINUED SUPPORT RONALD REAGAN AND A CONSERVATIVE
SENATE WILL BE ELECTED NEXT YEAR, MRS. BREAUX.

WE CAN ELECT REAGAN AND' ALSO DEFEAT ULTRA-LIBERAL BIG SPEND-
ING SENATORS SUCH AS GEORGE MCGOVERN, FRANK CHURCH, JOHN
CULVER# ALAN CRANSTON, BIRCH BAYN, AND OTHERS.

"pud ic by kr sw e C~rawosuv VAamW ac wo mithmi byv ep amiufti A tuwafs do*a m a wtih Lse Fe~rW Ckae mV.. .*~ *.. . .



'CITIZEKS-PO REAGAI4 11N+N ltAtttOtttPtD A SEttt-ff-ff*s-- ---...
HITTrNG AND CREATIVE NEWSPA PER AND RADIO ADS. VOTER MAILINGS
WILL BE SENTt INTO 64AOWOf TIR qYr ~'P*AY- ;MAYVE*~ w7

IN 1976f FCM RAN RADIO ADS OROA EAANB RE
ZIMBALIST JW. IN EACH STATE WHERE THESE IMPRESSIVE RADIO
SPOTS ,AN. REAGAN WON TNt PRIKARY.

WE MUST RAISE AT LEAST $47,543 BY DECEMBER IST TO BEGIN TO
RESERVE RADIO TIME AND NEWSPAPER ADVERTISING SPACE IN THE
EARLY PRIMARY STATES.

*IF WE DON'T RAISE THIS'MONEY, OUR CAMPAIGN FOR. REAGAN W
HAVE TO BE CUT BACK DRASTICALLY.r

REAGAN CAN WIN IN 1980 IF WE CONTINUE TO RECEIVE YOUR*',;.
NANCIAL SUPPORT, MRS. BREAUX.

TODAY THE AVERAGE 60 SECOND RADIO AD IN KEY PRIMARY STATES
COSTS $16.47 APIECE.

I I AM HOPING YOU WILL SEND FCM AT LEAST *32.94 TO PAY pfet:
TWO OF THESE CRITICALLY IMPORTANT REAGAN RADIO ADS.

IF YOU CAN'T SEND $32.94, PLEASE TRY TO CONTRIBUTE $16..47
TO PAY FOR ONE RADIO AD. WHATEVER YOU-CAN AFFORD--TG-SEND

o WICL BE USED TO NOMINATE AND ELECT RONALD REAGAN IN 198-0.

SREAGAN'S ANNOUNCEMENT TONIGHT TRULY PROVED HE IS CAPABLE
OF NOT ONLY WINNING BUT ALSO OF BEING THE STRONG, STA .....

O PRESIDENT OUR NATION SO BADLY NEEDS AT THIS TIME.

PLEASE SEND YOUR CONTRIBUTION TODAY.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH,

ROBERT HECKMAN
CHAIRMAN

P.S. IT IS BECOMING MORE AND MORE OBVIOUS THAT THE ULTRA-
LIBERAL, BIG SPENDER -- TED KENNEDY -- COULD. WELL BE-
COME THE DEMOCRATS' NOMINEE FOR PRESIDENT.

THIS DANGEROUS FACT MAKES IT ALL THE MORE IMPORTANT
THAT RONALD REAGAN BE NOMINATED AND ELECTED.

WITH YOUR HELP, REAGAN CAN WIN!
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IREAGA REPLY G?-V {S1

Dear Bob Hecane

Senate in 1980.
You cn count on my suppor Weam cloe to victory and I want to 6e an a

part of that success.
I am proud to continue my support of the Fund for a Conservative Majority.

- Enclosed Is my con4butiom_

CI - 16.47 for one 60 second REAGAN RADIO AD

$32.94 for two 60 second REAGAN RADIO AM-

- S50 $100 - 8250 - $500

- $ 1,00) -, $2,500 ,,$5,000 - other .

(Make check pa)-able to: FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY OR CM

G0

NAME
ADDRESS
CITY STATE- ZIP

OCCUPATION sELFEmPLOYED.mi.-
PLACE OF BUSINESS "

(-ai f by Fwd & aww Mhgy ad va mabWWy A O ftWU

cmwm wIew ~ wg Cmwh4'oc
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21.9. EAST DAVIS STREET *CULPEPER, VIRGINI 20 TELEPHONS'AREAC0173 5166

• c.- jw Mg. usTOwFn P.O.

~I 16 1 1415 Ieri iarv 1.i

101S. "l..'d K-o Mil I .. S O 701S... .

4 hompson & AssocJiates .Thoupsor

;7015. 018 Keene Mill. Road 701 02

' suidts.2303 . " --"Sui~te 2(

0Springfield Virginia 22150 Springf
-Attn&tion, Michael Thompson if '4ttqnti

Wq 9,9m~ •____________~_ _ _0 .1_____""_ _.._,__o
Fuds _ __ _ __ ___N_

T- ___________________0=01__I_________

,tinuing Programming
Ubdify existing program to convert FCM
,?i les"

P~' prammi ng
* .Copater Time for Assembly and Test

-(evrt and Sort FCM 1977-1979 $5+ Donors
* Process input records
* prpcess output records

Sert and Sort FCM 1976 and Prior
.* 00+ Donors

Process input records
O Process output records

4ertiand Sort FCM CIT Reagan 1980
krs

Process input records
* Process output records

int 4-up Cheshire labels to:.
$5.00' Donors 1977-1979

°$l0.00+ Donors 1976 and Prior
1980 Reagan Donors

Lrginik Sales Tax

if

TERMS

.50

.13

uwPa

hrso
hrs.

22,528
22,204

14,070
13,912

2 ,585
2,681

22,204
13,912
. 2,681

25.00/-h=.$ 12.50 -R
20.00/h. 15.60(

5.48/M

6.60/M

itp. chg2

2.85/M
3.15/M

tp. chg.I.

o sA

NET 30 DAYS TOTAL

123.45 IS,

-46 ,
do %Lb

92.86

67.50 L

63.28 1
43 82
22:50

17.66 .

if -VfIUw CAiCIK WILL W:
r0.;MAOKLO ON/OR eirorer__________

PAY THIIS Al-1QUNI ~. .3

I
l:~%*,

16 141

I Keene Mill Road.

L3ld 2 . .. .n. . . ..2.2 15
)n: Michael Thompson .

-4

SH.:-.Ir~PPED TM :" :":" .C"i", L

i

m

.......

ft, -11 1L. Iff
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29EAST .0AVIS TREET" CULPEPE:R;VIRFiNfIA 22701 •TELEPHONE AREA COE ('03185

• "" ZExhib it -64

to. u2 m 0&M kulmgR U P.06 I .

.23.9.79 .1 1485 IAr 14, 10 26441
Sow ..PPEOTO

Thompson & Ass6ciates Thompson & Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road 7015 Old Keene Mill- RoadSuite. 203 Suite 2 03. •.

Sprin ield Virginia 22150 Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attention: Michael Tho "son Attentiont Penny Rogers

INVOICE
PMAIBD. Dg.Sc~IP*T~6...~ f*b~.d~L~EIm~i

RtPurae #4 - FMC March 1980 - Texas

es '8.ail File Input (including List
:wersion and Duplicate Identification
srssing)

Mail File Output
Kex Assignments

: (including
and Printing)

and-Harndling to Return Magnetic

.;J1nia Sales

213,906

165,329

9 tapes

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

$3.24/M$

3.00X/

2.50/tp .

693.06

495.99

22.50

47.56

/

/

t

150

w;t"O=

TOTAL 11,259.11

if YG4JR CMCC. WLL BC
PCO.TMAAuCD Cr4ON 6CPORC PAY THIS AIOUNT v

l, S1ns ,

Tax

* .

* .

i

• .. :I_'- .. o IN&."

I N/
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+ FORRE AGAN
PRIMARY DATE.: MAY 3

DELEGATES ; 80

April 15. 1980

Dear Friend of Reagan:'

"REAGAN WINS TEXAS BUSH QJITS RACE.

ii Those headlines could greet us on Sunday morning, May 4, if you
help "Citizens for Reagan in '80" today.

The important Texas primar7 i s held in less than one month -- on
Saturday, ay 3.

Reagan must win this important election by an overwhelming
margin. By doing so, he can prove to the liberal news media, *to
President Carter and to the country that he can indeed win the
Presidency this fall.

In 1976, Governor Reagan defeated President Ford in Texas by
o: winning all the delegates.

This year Reagan can land the "knockout punch" to George Bush by
ca again winning all 80 delegates in the Texas Primary.

Texas Is Bush's adopted homea state. AMt overwhelming Reagan victory
here will go a long way In finally defeating Bush.

And it is here in Texas that Ronald Reagan can prove Just how
strong he wlllbe this fall against J1IyCarter.

Texas is the electoral linchpin to the entire South. If we can win
Texas in the fall then President Carter. will lose *and Reagan will be our
next President.

In the May 3 primary, Ronald Reagan can attract such large numbers
of conservative Texas Democrats and Independents that the "Lone Star
State" will be considered a "Reagan state" this fall. Democrats and
Independents who vote for Reagan on May 3, will be the base from which
to build yet another Reagan victory in Texas this November.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" is taretting Texas with a proposed
budget ofS100OOO for the May 3 primary.



page 2

This independent campaign is sponsored by Fund for a Con-rvative
Majority, the nationally known and highly respected 901Ttical" tion
omittee. FC is also usin, ts-,talent ad *perte to helpwtn

"Conserveti ve Senate Contro" In 190.

FC's "Citizens for Reagan In ' .0 captip habeen very .1success-

ful this year. The enclosed letler from, ltilam Loeb, publishr of the
Manchester Union Leader tIn New Hampshire), shows Jwt how toU nt
this independent campaign has been.

Thanks to tens of thousands of contributors to FCM, Ronald Reagan

is well an his way to winning the Republican nomination for President.

Governor Reagan has proven he is a strong candidate. He can
attract large numbers of conservative Independent and Democratic voters,
as well as the overwhelming majority of Republicans.

But Reagan must continue to attract non-Republicans If he is to win
the Preiidency this year.

First. Reagan must win and win overwhelmingly in Texas on May 3.N Your support of "Citizens for Reagan In '80" will help assure that

victory and help knock Bush out of the race.

o Radio time, voter mailings and newspaper ads have already been
plahned.

Campaigns are expensive but look at the goal -- Reagan as
President! I know you agree that the investnent is well worth it.

Please send your maximum contribution today to Fund for a
Conservative Majority. As a multi-candidate PAC, FCM can accept
contributions up to $5,000 each year per indivtdual.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Heckman, Chairman
Fund for a Conservative Majority

P.S. George Bush considers Texas his home state. He has lived
!K there for 30 years. Help us show him on May 3, that Texas.

is still Reagan Country!
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reaa mswIn Teas. May 3rd! In 1976 he won 100%ofmm Ch e~ar otr.I ?xs Reagn can do it again. He must alsopve that Texas is a state he can carry in November against
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I

Thompson A Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road
Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attention: Michael Thompson

Thompson & Associates-
7015 Old Keene Mill Road
Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attention: Michael Thomoson

INVOICE

ude California Records from CCM
.et File
f ocess input records

rocess output records

t 4-up Cheshire Laser labels to."T!.s California
lop and .Print Vice Presidential

e~s to CCM Less California

LM.ia Sales Tax

* 0

a

76,541

76,541

TERMIS NET 30 DAYS TOTAL

0P VOWU Cai£CK wLL SE
POSTIA, KC ONtOlt BEFOP

'e g ' :: U',- ,

cf"I .5

I

Q

PAY TP, IS A,OUXT N/A
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Thompson & 'Associates
7015 Old Keene Hill Road
Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150

I .I

Thompson
7015 Old
Suite 703
Springfie
14.4.Mvqi 4

gAy

- jul - -

INVOICE
*; V*~~*~* ~*

• e/Purce FCM -V P. ECvetionl

Iss Mail File Input (Including List
,ersion and Duplicate Identification
)ces'sing)

3cess mail File Output (Including.
Irts, Key Assignments and DPG"?

Y."

pping

ovinia

and Handling Charges to Return
TApes

Sales Tax

&

~'vSIANYWY

Ir,-I

391,968

278,514

6 tapes

1.U,

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

& Associates
Keene 4i11 Road

Id, Virginia 22150

2.7

2.50/1

e

TOTAL

1,058.31

668.43 L

. 40.00

69. 07

.o 9

TERM_____ NT_ PA DIY THIS A11OUNT N/

$1,835.81
-. 1

,.I

b

I- - -

| - ,
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June 24, 1980 2i7

Thompson & Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road
Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attentions Michael Thompson

* pa W 'w". i I i

i/Purqe #9/- FCM - Anti-Carte~r

Mail File Input (Including List
irsion and Duplicate Identification
!ning)

inl Mail Fil
;1ents and

e Output
Printing)

5R.; and Handling Charges
i.c Tapifs

.W7~ ,~

Thompson & Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road
Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attentions Penny Rogers

Ft~Z~.i~
1.

INVOICE _______

(Including Key

to Return

:ght Shipping and Handling Charges

.. .a Sales Tax

4b A

\~ /

t;'~:. l~WnW~r•

TOTAL

ir YCUR CNCCI( WILL 99

POSTM.AAKCD OPV01t 5CFORC ___________PYTlSA!U~

-26424 16 1611

D~Tg

r..1.

TERMS: NET 30 OAYS

I

::: mc~ _.N ,m.... 'A.M Nuu'.p. P .'.., w n p.4.

PAY THIS A.120U'37 N /A
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Citizens for g

ea projeci of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE .WJORITYt

Dear Friend of Governor Reagan:

Ronald Reagan can be elected ?res14ent of the United tSftf

But only with your help and that of tens of thousands of otherconcerned and patriotic Americans will President Carter be feated.

To "top off' our victory on electron ni ght, as =ny a$ tIotwelve Big Spending Liberal Democratic Senators can be replaced'With
responsible conservative Republicans! Many powerful DemocraticCongressmen can also be defeated.

All this can happen in just a few short months - on tdvumuer 4th,
National Election Day.

Ronald Reagan must be elected. President Carter Si ply has notbeen the strong, creative and effective leader our Country Znd the FreeWorld so desperately needs in these difficult times. 

Ji=W Carter has failed as President.

His domestic policies have produced economic chaos for our people.

.Carter's foreign policy failures have shaken the Free Varld.*

Carter must be defeated.

Today's inflation rate Is running at over 18% - over three timesthe inflation rate as when Carter was elected in 1976.

Government spending is projected to be over $615 billion in thenext federal budget! This is almost three times the budget of 1972 andover $200 billion more than President Ford's budget in his last year as
President.

You and I worked until mid-May this year Just to pay'our taxes!And taxes take about 40% of the nation's overall earnings.

This year the average American family will pay over $7,000 in
federal taxes!

Most of us pay more in taxes than for our corrbined costs for food,clotbing and shelter.
This SOmffnuiticaon an'd all onclos.eos ae paid for by Fun4 for a a Co.evvt~ae Ulol.otiy and not outherilled by Gnm e9hm aledlie orcaiodate'e COOFm tt.e.
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And in our international dealings wit friends d..
has also been a terrible failure.

Our li tar has severely deteriorated under the ...
Carter.,

The Russians have brazenly invaded Afghanistan and supported Cubanbacked revolutions throughout Central America and Africa.9 Carterlsappointments* have supported these communist forces as sbtllzing
ifluencesaI

President Carter has managed to destroy our political illiance withI . ran and today our American compatriots remain hostages to fanaticterrorists in Iran.. 
P

Communist China finally got from Jriun Carter what no otherAmerican President would even seriously consider giving it thede-recognition of a loyal ally (The Republic of China on TaOwan)and thehelp of the U.S. in building up the economic.and military strength ofthis communist giant..

. And our Free World allies shake their heads in disbelief as theywatch America -- only a few short years ago the strong leader of ftnon-communist world -- quickly becoming a second rate world influencebehind the Soviet Union.

But right now you can join with tens of thousands of your fellowAmericans to change the direction of our countd -- to rebuild ourEi itary strength; to begin to dismantle the over-sized federal govern-ment; to give each of us and our businesses a lar tax cut; and tobring proven, responsible and strong leadership to the Presidency of theUnited States*

You can Join with "Citizens for Reagan-in '80" and help electC £ Ronald Reagan as our next President.
*Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent capaign effort. sponsored by the highly respected and nationally recognized Fund for aConservative Majority.

FCM is also using. its expertise and resources to help elect aconservative maJority in the Senate. Its 'Conservative Senate Control'campaign has already had a significant impact this year and the LiberalDemocrats are scared,

This fall Ronald Reagan will be running against Jimv Carter.Both men will receive their limited campaign budgets from the federal
government.

But FCM -knows that Ronald Reagan will be running against more thanJust Jl,,' Carter.
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The Incument President will use the Wt, e House and fedkr, I
spending to the maximum to try to bw the election.

fust watch as Carter stages Important news events close t pje
election. Large federal programs will be announced.., new po104tents
will be made from "swing states"... Carter will desperately try to force3some sort of international "success'... Presidential press confepnces
and urgent national messages requiring full network coverap wilt
suddenly become uore frequent.

The Big Union Bosses will *pull out all the stops* to defeatiltonal4t
Reagan. Since the Democratic Congress has given the unions special
election advantages, you can expect these powerful men, to spend millionsU. of dollars In 1980 to stop Ronald Reagan from becoming President.

And the various left-wing, consumer, anti-defense and pro-abortion
groups will be supporting Carter and attacking Reagan. Millions of
dollars will be spent by these left-wing organizations to secure the
Jobs of their government friends and to continue the discredited
policies of the Carter Administration.

Finally there is the news media. The. men and women who "repQrt*
the news will try to destroy Governor Reagan. The reports -will show
Reagan in the worst possible light. Tens of millions of dollars in-'news time" will be spent by the media to stop Ronald Reagan fromo . becoming President.

Only you can help offset these built-in disadvantages faced by
C, Ronald Reagan. And you can help defeat Jmwy Carter.

Your support of FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" campaign will
directly help elect Ronald Reagan our next President.

Because of the way thi federal campTaign law is written, this
independent effort for Ronald Reagan can spend as much money as can be
raised from people like you.

"Citizens for*Reagan in '80" hopes to spend at least $3,000,000
this fall to help elect Ronald Reagan and also to electa conservative
Senate to work with Reagan in turning our country around.

But to meet this goal "Citizens for Reagan in '80" must find120,000 people to give at least $25 each to this terribly important
campaign effort.

The campaign plans are simple: to carefully and professionally
spend as much money as ,can be raised to reach the American people withgood, strong and effective television advertising, with creative radioand newspaper ads and by sending voter mailings to as many voters as
possible in key states.

"Citizens for Reagan In '80" has been working for over a year to
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nominate and elect Ronald Reagan. The, -sponsoimg p sptt -cAFction

couymittee -- Fund for a Conservatve Iaorty is wlU.gIw ea
cost-efficient and professionally run organization. =Citizens forReagan in '80" was a key factor in the.GovernorIs primrvirltorles
earlier ihis year. A r 4

The mney_ you give to "Citizens ftr Reagan I& ' = 11V bri-b
effecti e1y a -6dgrofessonaa t iylohi'd , in. "

Send your maximum contribution todAy and join with tens of
thousands of other Americans in support. of "Citizens ftr0Resian in '800.

Your contribution can range up to $5l.00
Remember, you will not be able to contribute to the official Reagan

for President organization after Ronald Reagan is nominated, Federal -
law prohibits it.

But you can help elect Ronald Reagan Presdent by sendnglour

contribution today to the Fund for a Conservative Majority.

After receiving your contributon-of at least $25 Iwill send you a
beautifully designed and individually personalized Certificate 6f,
Appreciation. You will be proud to hang this document on ydutvil.

I will also send you timely updates on the election and ask- yourChelp and advice as Election Day draws near.

Please send your contribution today. Help elect Ronald Regai
President of the United States.

I am counting on you. Reagan's election as President could well be
C o determined by the support you give today* -

Sincerely,

Robert C. Heckman
Chairman

P.S. Jimry Carter has simply failed as President. Our economy isin turmoil and our military strength is dangerously weak-.

Help turn our country around! Join "Citizens for Reagan in
'80" today. *With your help Ronald Reagan can be elected our
next President.



itizens for Rea
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*Dear Frioen4:
I'm oagr and frbt red when Ie_ i rter ft..ip° ay

incrediblel eror. -I'6 tired: of" hufailt g defea a1l Over -bsworld.

A child recently asked me, if the United States were 'goodguys, then why weren't we winning? That IS di fficult W5estion,

...It's harditb eplaili *a7 ea r l d how^qu..k -"Presid4 can
damege a OnCe stroh9 And iotCd -country.a

In _just. four Shortears President Carter has aned . tng.

.chaos: to oureconouV an4 6- our fOreignPoi cy.
We are suffering under an 18% inflation rate Wb Ich .I'S,4 e highestin over!.thirty Years. If tt continues the cost of livt Itl 1?uble in

i less than Syearsl

The average American family will spend over $7,0OO.oust to payfederal taxes this year. In. fact.most 'families ' .. -* 4e spend moreon. taxes than they do 0n food, cloth1ng and s0eltr ei4a. e

Our military strength has been dangerously weakened, uring the four
years of the Carter presidency.

Our friends and allies look to us for leadership -- but all thisAmerican President seems able to do is sit back and watch the world
slide hopelessly into turmoil.

Ji=W Carter has had his chance as President. And he has failed.

Now it's time for a change. It's time to elect Ronald R an!

Vve enclosed a sample Certificate of Appreciation for you in what
could be the most important campaign group you have ever been asked tohelp-- 'Citizens for Reagan in °80.

This is an independent campaign sponsored by one of the oldest andmost respected political action committees in the country,-- the Fundfor a Conservative Majority. FC4 is also working this year to elect a



conservative controlled Senate which will work with. the.Administration to make our country strong again. Ilk
Once Ronald Reagan is nominated you will no!be 'b0 s''"to the" official Reagan for President campaign. Fe w'aV

you from contributing. The federal treasury wtll gt.,.amount of money to spend on his election for President. Jimw Carter
will get the sam amount.

But Carter will have manX additional and very powerful camaiGnforces working for him - these will be worth tens of millions of
.- doll'ars to Carter. Reagan will not have these resources.

First, Carter will have the White House and the poker of thefederal government to campaign for him. News events, internationalcrises and special new federal prograns will be announced- .ivtthCarter's picture on the front pages of our morning papers and on thenightly TV news.

Second, the Unfon Bosses will spend over $10 million dollars tosupport=Mimy Carter. This will happen even as the polls Show almost40% and maybe more of the union members support Ronald ReaganO.7- ,
Many other left-wing groups will also join in support of JimmyCarter. They will spend millions of additional dollars In order :to

defeat Ronald Reagan.

1W Third, and most disturbing, the national news media -wfll:.,tIy todestroy 'nald Reagan. They have already started, and their effdrtswill surely increase.

These important allies of Jim~ Carter -- the White House. powerful
Union-Bosses, left-wing oranizations and the InfluentalJ.:ff-ltowl newsmeda -- must be offset by the support of-Ronald Reagan's friends*

That is why "Citizens for Reagan in '80" began its work over oneyear ago to help nominate and elect Ronald Reagan President. Hundredsof thousands of dollars were effectively and professionally raised andspent in the important 1980 primary elections in support of Ron d
Reagan.

A highly trained and professional campaign staff is guiding FCM's
"Citizens fo Reagan In '80" program. The contributors to FCM can Ifeel c6nfident that their money is being effectively and efficiently
spent in a professional and successful manner,

"Citizens for Reagan In '80" hopes to spend at least $3,000,000this fall to help elect Ronald Reagan our next President. That means itmust raise at least $3,000,000 from citizens like you.

Creative hard hitting television and radio ads are being written.A half-hour television program is being prepared.
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Full page advertising is ready to be se jo ud er n esavers a......:

Yoter.mailings into key states are being preparet :- to
businessmen, union families, farmers, housewivewIarnd veterans.,

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" can, be the differeitie b een Ronald
Reagan winning or losing.

If the fUnds can be raised to eicufte the"professional camp" "a
outlined above then "Citizens for Reagan in '80" can be the effective
and critical difference in Reagan's vc-try ........

If not -- then you and I will be faced with yet anothei four-years--
of Jimmy Carter. That would truly be a disaster.

CN Please join with tens of thousands of other concerned Americiir in
supporting 'Citizens for Reagan In '806.

After receiving your contribution of t.least Z5.l. l.seUtrin.t
beautifully designed and individually personalized Crtificate of

N. Appreciation. You will be proud to hang this document on your wall. Of
course, if you can't send $25, any amount will help in our effortsoW
elect Ronald Reagan our next President,...

. During the next several months Iwill send YOU, important campaign
updates, ask for your advice and for'yor help 'to uke sure we elect
Ronald Reagan our next President.

Please send your contribution today. Donations up to $5,000 can be
accepted.

I-am counting on you to help us elect Ronald Reagan our next IPrest dent. o

Sincerely,

Robert C. Heckman
Chairman

P.S. Jimry Carter has failed in his four years as President. Our
prestige as a nation has never been so low.

Join *Citizens for Reagan In '80' today and become part of the
solution to America's problem -- ihelp elect Ronald keagan our
next President!

i.



Dear Bob:
1 am- most happy to -join you in support of Ronald Reagan -for President In 19M. 'S
firmly committed to the defeat of Jimmy Carner this year.
Ronald Reagan Is 1he buat man to be President!I
EncIfud Is rm, -amutbwtoo. rI 4jndkaw,1ii that ani ofiell"f~~fw tan

aikaeof Aprecation will be sent to everyone who sends in at least S25. .

.$25.$1Q . .25 .j0

"Msm 0APesMS tow i hremuwvMastorPM

7%he aOWUl be www w0 toe Oedq of the Fund ftogw otwive %ftojsh m Fund. 'Tursmnbm "d beutftW d In No osgudoa w~th neuW q IvWe tmwwiuouonbe~ssgu

City/Ciy/Zip

FedwmI 1gw Megulw we uk,.

NeW of En~y?-~qUwee

Th~wnunetOwgn fRw.me &VelM for bi' Fnd foa ConMymVpe btejrft

*.L*r .W *~f *r jrt dim qw ____ 10 ."n--t,7 w ,,W

;, . ,

PAW at*

Z .4;-,.W

* ~ ~~ .6 ., ... * - -,,b. * ' '1.. . -

I ~js~. * zz
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*CWIand&
.' 211 EAST DAVIS STREET e CULPfIR. VIRGINIA 22701 0.TELIPH.NE AREA CODE (7031826-11

Exh;,,tl .:'
- I

I - INvaaeEu&A I ~"WORM " o , MS=S • AC;UtQ , . , - " ... .. .-

26799 1 I 1651 1 ,.uly l.,.o 27453 
_ -. .. . . . .. ,S TO: . :. - .;-.. __-,__.,_•___._, __J _____ .._•_...._ _. _.

1Thompson &Associates, Thompson 4,&-afciates.7015 Old Keene H.ll Road 7015 Old 1ezj Mill Road
l'ISuite 203 Suite 203.._'...Springfield, Virginia 22150 springfio"#, Virginia 22150.iAttention- Michael Thompson "pri""" i t, V 22150

INVOICE
p fW~Tus tCaIFOI~q~D~ O6W,~eI~e. ..~ ~ .*ID...

:e/Purqe #10 - Thompson & Associates -
he White House

xoss Mail File Input (Including List
aversion and Duplicate Identification
ZFessing)

2cess Mail File Output (Including
Lfts, ,Key Assignments and Laser Labels)

(.ing and Handling Charges to Return
t-.ic -Tapes*

yU.Iia Sales Tax

TERMS

938, 803

637,187

8 tapes

41~

$2.46

1.80

2.50

(1

NET 30 DAYS

, TC",I$b4 .1

;2,309. 46

1, 146.

).70.00

,, 30MARAEO O1,,O, * CFOR1C PAY THIS AMOUNT 

i

M.C1M

.el

138.26

Ir~ ZX

or ZQ6I

.9.
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August 15, 1980

. Dear Reagan Supporter: .. . oT

Our campaign to elect Ronald Renat i ' P tanW&ektI8 it
final stage.

:I n 4ust three nhs the election will be over! Either Ronald
Reagan or JiIy Carter will be Pride t,. .

And you can help decide who, wtLwn ftiks fil.

Most political observers expect the Carter camp01W6 be -&
nasty, even vicious, anti-Reagan effort.

Jiumy Carter has the active support of dozens of lqft wing,
ultra-environmental and disamament groups.

The nation's labor czars have alreaV committed .11lftft of
dollars to help re-elect Jimmy Carter.

And the news media wil1 soon aack Ronald :Reaga' inAW effort to
reduce his current and commandirng lead over 31 1b-t~. .

Your help is needed today1

*Citizens for Reagan in '80 s the oldeSt and V"&tff c tve
independent campaign helping to elect Ronald Reagan. our '-xt
President. It is sponsored by the Fund for a Conservative -Majority -
a highly competent and professional political action coiaiftte which
is also working to elect conservatives to the Senate and t eitouse.

4. '

1.!,

5,*.

"Citizens for
plan-to help elect
and it is ready to

Reagan in '80"
Ronald Reagan.
go into effect

has drafted a professional campaign
It is a strong, positive plan--

today I

But your help is needed-if our campaign is to succeed and Jinq
Carter is to be defeated.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" must raise another $275,000 just as
fast as possible.

* Radio ads are prepared.

* TV commercials are complete.

* Newspaper ads are ready to be placed.

* Voter mailings are being written now for special voting blocs.

rhig ommun1C4tlon end &11 W~elogurm ae 1pd for by Fund for 6 COenmskve Mooar"s nd not eathOrlsed by any endlduts Of or edtdetl' SGmmhSie.S

V*.



To buy initial advertising on TV, radio and in newsp rs ad to
begin to contact the key voters in "swing states', $275000 must be

raied 1~h~the emt. -three weeks.

Volunteer efforts are also need to elect Ronald Reagan.

Please send the enclosed post card to Ronald Reagan and pledge
not only your personal support, but also promise to find at least 10
more citizens wb wtll vote for Reagan on election day. Thdes votes
will be absolutely crititcal n electing Ronald Ieagan President of the
Uni ted States.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" needs your active support today.

Send the enclosed post card to Ronald Reagan at his Mational'
Headquarters right outside Washington, D.C. Pledge your vote and also
the votes of 10 other citizens you will personally recruit for Ronald

. Reagan.

With you financial help we can find one millon'people who will
pledge to vote for Ronald Reagan and who wiT a1so pledge to find 10

* more Reagan voters.

If we succeed we can promise to deliver 11 million votes for
.'r Ronal4 Reagan onrel-ection day- a healthy percentage of the total

votes needed to win.

Send Ronald Reagan your voter pledge card and send your maximum
contribution today to FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in '80".

Only with your help can we win!

Itinrai'e v

d
Robert C. Heckman

P.S. Continued support of Ronald Reagan by patriotic Americans
like you is critical, With that help Ronald Reagan will be
elected President in three short mnths -- on November 4th!
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Dear Governor Reagan:

I pledge that I will vote for YoIu Pr $ident on November 4th.
will also find at least 10 mo't who will support you.On election day I will take the're, ns o mak suIr theygo to the polls and vote for you. -

Name

r o .

City/State/Zip

**..Ji . ,p * ... o " :,... . ."_,".- .... -.~ ... . . .
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RECEIVED FEB I~1~8C - -

Reagan ? ~sdn
1828 L StNeeZ. WN.., Suite 291
Washington' DC'20036

Attention: Us CMeryl

"59,059 TELEPOST Letters for RFP and C-T0enerated for mailing February 15,
. o$63,623.60>

names, Groups I.
1980 0 400 each

II and Ill

Pay=ents received:

BALANCE DUE:

$24,386.55'

, M613.45

$30,000.00

(check
(check

$33,623.60

3

.4?
IC, ~rV~.&lI) ->

7d1 £PU2~h.~.~
~*10 :

/ 1 I 4

2. ~ S'

%~*z, ~2

Swaim

~

Co4
no.
0.

372)
373)

' -
~-."4.:.-..-

I'y, 2-1ru
Ad ~'. 0

it: 4&4.,,.~.4

February 15, 1980
Invoice No. 656
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22102
(7031 -21400

February 15, 1980a
Invoice No. 656

Reagan For President
1828 L Street, N.,.,'- Suite 201
Washington, DC 200'304,-: •

Attention: 1.1 Cheryl Siamrn

159,059 TELEPOST Letters for RTP and CFTR names, Groups I, II and 4
generated for-mailing February 15, 1980 @ 40C each
= $63,623.60

Payments received: $24,386.55
5,#13.45

$309000.00
.6.'

(check no.
(check no.

BALANCE DUE: $33,623.60
,I f

9 t.

372)
373)

1/
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TELI35T
February 15, 1980.
Invoice No. 657

.Reagan For President
1828 L Street, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20036

Suite 201
U -~

.

-. Attention: Us. Cheryl
C-.

Swaim •

3,518 Live Postage Group I BRE's. (CFTR & RFPY) 9

..150 each - $527.70

BALANCE DUE: S527.70
i~I~ - . ;, : .,% h.
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February 15, 1980.
Invoice No. 657

Reagan For President
1828 L Street, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20036

W.Attentiont:

Suite 201

Us. Cheryl Swaim

3,518 Live Postage Group I BRE's.

in
-.150 each w $527.70

BAL -NCZ DUE:
* - p g4~ ~

~1~

p.

(CFTR & RFP) C

S527.70
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February 15, 1980
Invoice No. 657

Reagan For President
1828 L Street, N.W.,
Washington, DC 20036

Attention:

Suite 201

Ms. Cheryl Swaim

3,515 Live Postage Group I BRE's. (CFTR & RYP) @

.15. each - $527.70

BAL4MCE DUE: $527.70
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1keJ HAPPS 4' 1. - PRIMARY' LESS T1AI ! &S&~.POLL.S S KV _FR~zEMT

.. cAGw% su EtvarES wUr IiILLjP L 043t Mt RU TC.,A 010 A2 V 41( It O
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83 P'~Z!3I 04R10 STATIONS 0 'A40 CAS- ?4AV1C

11 .RA oI' Co Z-t IkLS HAVE BEER4 T~f &NO @Ai R- r 1 ,4 vAS sBW v EnPC:Y!.xv

sBu ru ~O3o*!"rK2.X WON'T PJT T'JEK' THE AIRt UN 11L THvu 1 14AVCO0f
- AMN t* O UST K&V7' Y CHErCK IN4 THE 14t SC 3 ~AVS

C4 r,~C4C IR 525 WILL HUT Ot10SCONO RADO AD4 ON EOS T OMtC-ATI1004S,

T'4& RCS2'EJIA1S:(.w4q"!dE A 902SENO IF_-YOU C CUL0 aU~MO

o3 YOUR C ME I £? 259 S50OR Ce v ~o OULD -4AKZE-0XFFE?EMC!E 56TWEEN

PLEAS C!~~rK T2U&Y WITH t izS TEL7PO5T L.MSIR IN ENCLOSED UR6'.NT

* ftrmLY £,4VtL60re

.00 RONpALD PrCS&N~t
* ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~**a **see*@*@O**e*.***

UftGr4T RfVPI, T3 GOVERNOR ACAQ;AN:
v: 'USTWfl ~I EW Amosmi4 ~ £CLOSED IS 04Y CONTRIUUTICN' To IM~P

BUY LAST MZLI*UTr RADII ADS If. %lO TO SET rlVZRY REMI6AP3 VOTE A TO THC POLLS.

ENCL~OSED 1S MY CHECK F3R:OhE
- 25 £5S0 to 10 0_________

MAKE CHECK P#*Y%3LZ T0-o REAGAN FOR PRESIDEN'T. 941 AIRPCRT fL'ile,
SUITE 1-:30, LOS ARGELES9 C-1. 9004S

*r I LNrRSTAN0 riir FOLL04INZ PJPORMi4TION IS REQUIRED RY FCEEM LAV:

O CCU PA TIO 1 .. i..n
PLACS Of BUSINESS-
C I TY / S T A T 

AA G

T41S SOLICITION IS ON BEHALF OF REAGANI FOR pqESIOENV CO'MPIT1'EE, 984L

4AI.P3RT RLVO.. SJITE 1430; LOS A4GELES9 CA 90045. REAGAM FOR PRES10uftN1'

COMMITTEE-PAUL LAXALT, CMAIRM &N, SAY 8UCMA'4AN, TRIEAS UAER. A COPY OF

cup :rEpo;T IS #tLrO WITM AND %VAILASLE FCR PURCHASE FJCM TIRE FEDTZAL

ELECTiON Com'4ISS1349 WASHINGTON, 3: 2O463
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Reagan
1828 L
washing

For President
Street, N.W.,
ton, DC 20036

Attention:

bs,-OA W;,h4*)j i%,a:ju?

* ~ -

Suite 201

Ms Cheryl Swaim

/

7o625 Three-page laseriet4ers ith, two inSertion s and
-signature block,!0 @96 eh * $6 2.5

Pwyments received: $3, 992.63 (check tbI'

Z.1 0

0

BALANCE DUE: $2,869.87
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Reaan For President
•3828 L Sreet, N..,.,ashnton, DC 20036

Attent ion:

('

A oj A

Invo a - sz =

Suite 201

Us Cheryl Swaim

7,625 Three-page laser 1 etters .with
signature block 'C' 90e each'-

U)

cSt

~qrn

0
~qrn

Payments received:-

'two insertions and$6,862 .501

$3,992.63

\ .,

BALANCE DUE: $2,869.87 0'
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Mr. Kenneth Boehm
Fund for a Conservative ajority
1022 Wilson Boulevard; Suite 1401
Arlington. VA

-. Y ~

~ ~
~

*( *

n.T-

5,000 TELEPOST Letters g eneztateOd on April 16, 1980 a $1,850.00

Payment Received: $750.00

"TOTAL DUE: $1,100.00

TERMS: Net 10 days
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PENSYLVANIA PRIMARY APRIL 2291D FIRST "HEAD TO HEAD' CONTEST BETWEEN
RC "eINAt REAGAN "tD GEORGE BUSH.

LIBERAL REPUBLICANS HOPE TO SLOW THE REAGAN BAND-WAGON IN PENNSYLVANIA*
, BUSH TO SPEND ONE MILLIOt, DCLLARS.

PCLLS RELEASED TOCAY SHOW A VERY CLOSE RACE*
'AtiTI-REAGAN" FORCES ARE CONCENTRATING ALL RESOURCES IN PENNSYLVANIA

TC EFEAT RONALC REAGAN.

W E IJUST NOT LET THIS HAPPC !

"CITIZENS FOR REAGAN IN o80,v THE INDEPENDEP;T CAMPAIG-N SPONSORED 4Y
Co FL.ND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY WILL SPEND A LAqGE A',OUtNT OF MONEYON THIS PRIMARY. FCM IS ALSO WORKING TO ELECT A CONSERVATIVE SENATE
"IN, 1980.

SEND YOUR ADDITIONAL CONTRIBUTION TODAY.

SINCERELY,

RCSCRT C. HECKMAN, CHAIRMAN
FLND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY

REAGAN MUST WIN IN PENNSYLVANIA!

ENCLOSED IS MY MAXIMUM CONTRI.UTION:

s 10 $500 s1COO $5000 __ OTHER

FCM CAN LEGALLY RECEIVE UP TO Z9000 A YEAR PER INDIVIDUAL.

MAKE CHECK TO: FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE '.AJORITY

I UtDERSTAND THE FOLLOWING INFORrATION IS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL LAW:
OCCUPATION
PLACE OF BUSIN ESS -

CITY/STA T E .......

THIS CG NUICATI-ON AND ALL ENCLOSURES ARE PAID FOR BY fUND FOR
COSEPiATIVE M AJOR!TY Ab: NOT AUTf._IZED BY ANY CA'DIDATE OR
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FROM: mNT oo G O~

DATE: -

USE FOR ALL EXPENSES INCLUDING TRAVEL ****

MZ2E .- IZIZATZTO
AwX Ol

request approval to co=mmt the followig

VENDOR: P {wAjAXfrhA L
fun-ds: .

~LdI7!j A. AJ-nALTAI Q1.~.DA IA-A v 70 _

AMOUNT:
0

0 " .S

DATE TO RE PAID-I .Aw.-'- -#&L *,
PURPOSE:

tature:
(COST CENTER MANAGER)

Signature:
(REQUESTING I

COST CENTER COMMITMENT CONTROL GROUP

/ Approved

Signature:

uWf OFF&Wyvu

Date: /0 0

TREASURER'S OFFICE

_______Approved Disapproved

Signature: Date:

Ct Center No. (.00
Expense Acct No.
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Pfr U3 dILING SERVICES, INC ~ ''
S$.iuth Sterling Blvd.. Sterling. Va. 0-Main Office (703) 471-9000:

8446 Lee Highway. Fairfax. Virginia 22031 (703) 573-0900

F
Reagan-Bush Commitiee
901 So. Highland St.
Arlington, VA

.

L_

-04

lInoleg No. X1903

be*

Job No.

Cult P.O.

,,I

10/31/80

Check Received:

Postage' Cost:
Printing & Mailing Cost:

Refunded to Custome:.

V

Transactions not paid after
finance charge of 1.5% per
rate of 18% per year.

$10,800.

- 6,296.

$ 780.

30 days of invoice date will be subject to a
month. This amounts to an annual interest

, PRINTING 9 MAILING SERVICES * ENVELOPES * ADVERTISING'MARKETING * MAILING LIST 9 PRINTING * MAII
L71 q

I
I

1"0 01 3 ]79
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7ab=z-a7 So 980

Carl.!e Black* 
,

:-.1is s~O1nod SeOva as az i-mv 0 iC a o work !Q.-~e to he 1eaga=

I r.wa, (600 s=a-les) 7 9 00 #

IWA (600s&aesj 1.2/79 .600

Co~~sul~i~g 9~-i3S 30000

CO-Osulzing ' 2/1i-2/29/803,0

'00xe~e 44

?Please zake check payable to F.,. &Associatas f=: $24 9044% 00,

YO%: a::en:=ion to this =attar would be greatly appreciated,

~o~aldI~v,±ikelszaiz



-IOU if I I EJ S th t rling Blvd,. Sterling. Va2 .--"...ln -ffice (703)471.9000
846 Lee Highway. Faidax. Virginia 22031 (703) 573-0900
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Transactions not paid after
financer charge of 1.5% per
rate of 18% per year.

30 days of invoice date will
month. This amounts to an

be subject to a
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arc hA , 1980 .

cxsrrad~u4 .

Ha. Bay Buchanalk
Reagan for President
9841 Airport Boulevard
Suite # 1430 *L-

Los Angeles, CA 90045

Dear Ms. Buchanan; ,. ~ tO

Ths On sdevd asV ad LUio~e~;~L atd for the Reagan
&or ?resident Co~r=ttee:

STUDY I0N~hCOST

.TIM Oki ., . .Iowa (600'- st~~s 12/79 $,0

Consultit' 1 /, 1 3  g3.~ $3000 V00 0-d

Consulting . 2/1-2/29/80 $3,000

Consulting 31/180 $3,000

Expenses - .' 44

Expenses (see attached), 2/2/80. 270.02 ,'.

Please make check payable to A.J.F. & Associates 'for $15,314.02.

Your attention to this matter would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Ronald W. Finkelstein

RWF: emk
REC ; fto ~

1**

C4,

0

d

NIV

A

-1# to
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RW6F: emk

-- efol
0 *~ O*

0 8!

Ms. lay Buchanan-"

Reagan for President
9841 Airport Boulevard
suite # 1430
Los Angeles, CA 90045

Dear Say;
as -'s aA 20

Thank you f or the recet check. k

This should serve as an InvoLce for work conduacted for the

STUDY OS COST

Consultin$ 2/1 - 2/298,Q. -' 3,000.00

Expenses . -44.00

Expenses (eter .3/4/80) 270.02 -

Total-. -- r~

As per our agreement $3,000 -is due' in April' and the balance'
due in May.

Ronald W. Finkelstein

Now



."40

* n lo
rn tl ae~rll~~ To,

mas: Bay Buchanan uo ilo w V$~ 1 QOZIA I(TIV1L

Reaganfo Ld

Suite 11430

Thi shoiqd Lev az an d -

Consulting 2/1- 2/2.9/80 %. cL $3 0d &.

z rnui7R:, ei. L- t' r 44* 0

#j3r
Total

you atteon1ton to thi5 -M 30

Ronald W. Finkelstel -

.S. Thanks for keeping your iOtdtome.

RWP:

-7 ZMREM NVED Ij19(

N

USx
.7,

;401 a .
:;L 4410'

-1 -. 7' ,
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Request fo ,_AW tp "\WXit ton Question

TO: 'Arthur Jo Finkel;~pin
Arthur 7. Finkelstein'and Associates
117 Smith Avenue
Mount Kisco, New York 10549

RE: MDIzo
Arthur J.-Finkelstein ±s asked to- . ou.

writing and pto the interroatoes n ..
to the Federal iection Commission within ten ys.i | ipt ofthis request..

Please answer the follt ng "nerrogttiii6" ? "-o.
ti -s i6n U ate f yout' Wrs as-,a s ant

A. for the Reagan for President Committ:ee betweitWntr, 1979

-and July 15, 1960.

In Describe in detail the specific services g4,at ivities
which yo6u performed in connection with your wok for the
Reaan fO President Committee for. wh4a: , y ~e ved

-m comphsation in February, March and April, 1980. What wawr
the date-of-your final assignment as a consultaht for this
Committee?

Did you maintain contacts with zepresentatiW§.;'of the Reagan
for Ptes ident Committee after completion 0fyour final
assignment and through the remainder of 1"80? If so, with

0' whom did you remain-ie contact?

B. Did you ever serve as a consultant for the Reagan/Bush
CID Committee? if so, please describe your responsibilities in*

this regard.

C. Describe the nature of your work, and thatoU-other
representatives of Arthur J. Finkelstein and Assoiates, for
the Fund for a Conservative Majority ("rCM) in 1979 and
1980?

Did you, or anyone else at your firm, suggest that FCM pay
for an opinion survey in Wisconsin in March, 1980? If your
answer is yes, please describe the circumstances that led to
this suggestion. If your answer is no, please state who
originated the idea for such a survey?

Please describe your role, and the roles of others at
Arthur J. Finkelstein*and Associates, in the formulation of
questions to be asked during the March, 1980 survey in
Wisconsin paid for by FCM?



;] :, -- id you ever inform represe 'atives of 1CM of infomatios

Z"" 
, I

concerning theNI#, * t#ft President Committee's trate,
priorities or concerns which was gleaned as a result oFYour
work as a consultant for the latter committee?

Did you use any such information £ t1hd fbdaulAon-of
SrL questions to be used in the March, 1980 survey In Wisconsin

by FCM? If your answer , t~e
information used.

Please describe your role, or that of other representatives
of Arthur J. FinkeIste in, in the Ot12-U&t1Af by M of

• . information derived from the March, 1980 survey in Wisconsin"
conducted by your firm for 1CM.

%

D. Please describe the nature fyour work, aa hat of other

representatives of Arthur J. Finktelsteitda, d Associates, for
the National Conservative Politioal Action-Cnmmittee
("NCPAC") in.1979 and 1980.
Please summarize the contenft- othe :surVeys undertaken by
Arthur J.. Finkeistein and.s.cates o..AC for which
payments of $2, 000a0were made on May 9, 19dV and

C4 November 13, 1980, respectively..

What were the populations targeted by these surveys?-

Please describe your role, and- the roles -of othbrs at
Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates, in the formulation of

o questions to be asked during these NCPAC surveys.

Did you ever inform representatives of NCPAC of information
concerning the Reagan for President Committee's, or the
Reagan/Bush Committee's, strategy, priorities or. concerns
which was gleaned as a result of your work as a consultant
for an authorized Reagan committee?

Did you use any such information in the formulation of
questions to be used in the voter surveys paid for by NCPAC
on May 9, 1980 and November 13, 1980?

#'

4

4-
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services weret --
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as of ebrua-j-'111A4110" U~3 0~tn th t a: ei 8;' i q +" , : o .. ... si_ :1

conversations concerning strategy Plus pprhaps three 73 :7

orso-daysof vark: One, -in-Wa N~ e~O 0A~ -4 alifornia,

4.. 1 did not. no r di a oe at A.J.F. & Associates., Ic., have
any further. contact y4th 4 , prsen PbE2 4h Ronald
Reagan ,for President Cot tie,

C. Conducted statewide' iscnn survey, M neves. In~ March, 1980
and gxve report...

Woo, I did not nor did anyoe e.lse to y kno-led ts A;J.F. ,Associate
Inc. suggest that the Fund for a Conservative )iajrity pay for an opiui
survey in Wisconsin in March, 1980. Ralph Galliano, former executive
director of F.C.M., came to us vith the idea to "piggy-back" questions
on a survey originally planned for our client Doug Cofrin, United Statt*
candidate for Senate.

0



Federal Ileel
July to 181

,omission .Y

Dat3o
DateI L

Sworn to Notary

Y DION P. t M100NOTARY PUI4sC. Slete e '11
No. 4743224

%rsse * . C.'s

J-4~

Wr

00

0q

In the foTmuation of questions to be asked during the &W ''On,
survey in Wiscondin paid for by F.C.N., ve *rote theL..
Submitted them to F.C.B. in draft formZW: ' :OT
returned the final dz -ottw . .  u, t U(A.

I never informed representati1. bf F.X. odf&__9 gj 1x.I
the Reagan for President Comittee's straew or mx othb er " ta.
NO putf owmawwgio not, usdintei
used4 ~nte3izb 98O.survey-1n WisrSii fill~ Iw 1W

1. nor an-y other representative of Arthur J. FinkelstelL U&t
Inc., played a role in the utilization by F.C.)H. of the &fOIou
,der*, from thbe March, 1980 'survey W WISooM wwf a

D. Tw.unature of work doe by rep* sentat &ee vf b JvAt ltJ. M3een &
Asso'iates, Inc, and melf for the lqationual Coseteaul*4 t £ict
Acioa Committee included survey s for-- whirkour, r e-=ated
and volunt!riy speaking at MA c ampaiga atb=UA Wftboibt atsbia"Mation,

-*e pyment 'of $2,00 on May 9,18Va 4 Q' b Fifth
'IM"86cma:p I a .he~gr i~elt

MisoriCogrssina Dit t. Thi& s2 wy was ~ t rb h
feasibility of defeating Congressmen Rice 4 N Ilin.
The payment of $10,700 on November.13, 19 0 k uda fobr:a stateride
survey of Iowa. This survey was designed to probe the feasibIlity of
defeating Senator John Culver, .'2, .'i

300 interviews and 500 interviews were the sm i&3e , i ,.or th4 5th
Missouri C.D.- and Iowa surveys, respectivqy. Zp4t00 were conducted
randomly within predetermined election units of -registicid voters.

In the formulation of questions to be asked in these ,su*eys paid for by
NCPAC, we wrote the questions. Submitted thems to NCPAC In draft form.
NCPAC made the changes they desired.

I never informed representatives of NCPAC of ifomtlpconce ui the
Reagan for President Commttee's, or the ReaJ 34 ittee strategy,
priorities or concerns. No such infomation ti, used the forwulation
of questions to be used in these surveys. Nor Vas_ 1 .waars,. o;ber than
through normal news channels, of the Reagan or Reagan)0 tei.es.

v:[



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA e
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

REQUEST FOR ANSWERS TO ADDITIONAL WRITTEN QUESTIONH

TO: A.thur . Finkelstein
Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associate-
117 Smith Avenue
'Mount -Y.isco, New York 10549-

* Arthur J. Finkelstein is asked to 7submit reponw8 Ih
writing and undez oath to the interrogatoties propoun diber e
to the Federal Election Commission within ten days of receipt of
this request.

.1. In sub-section A, paragraph 3 of your July I., I,-:t4
to question A of the Commission's Request for Answers to
Written Questions, dated June 5, 1982, you indicated that
between September , 1979 and February 28D 1980, -ydu-ire"
involved in *occasional phone conversations concedr4tig
strategy" in connection with your work for the* Reia for
President Committee for whfch you received compenst~lon in

tn February, March and April, 1982. Please answer thep-- .
following questions with regard to these conversati4;s:

a. With which individual or individuals at the Reagan for
.m President Committee were the conversations coftcted?

b. When did these conversations take place?

C. What particular element(s) of strategy was discussed
during each conversation? 

• sse.

C d. What was the strategy discussed? In particular,, did
the strategy discussed involve campaigns in certain
specific states? If so, which states?

e. To your knowledge, was any action taken as a result of
these strategy discussions? If so, what actIt?

2. In sub-section A, paragraph 5 of your July 1, 1982 response,
you also cite "three or so days of work* for the Reagan for
President Committee in New Hampshire, California and a one
hour speech in Wisconsin. Please answer the following
questions with regard to these assignments.

a. What was the specific nature of your work for the
Reagan for President Committee in New Hampshire?

Who served as your contact(s) within the Reagan for
President Committee regarding this assignment in New
Hampsh i -e?



.0 At~
Pag4
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q~O p~tur ofyurwr

b. What was the sp io u .pVh
Reagan for Presidah ' e in.CalifoniaL

Who served as your contact (s) within the Reagan for
PreSident Committee regarding this assignment 

n

California?

c. Beafoe what or-ganization or group did you W16a
Wisconsin on behalf of the Reagan for Presiaent
Committee?

Wbat' was ,the oi of this .. ." ,b?

3 Supobsectlon C, paragraph S of 1ota W *ioread as
stating that you personally played" a r e {i et
results of the survey.i Wiscoin.... 'Uic yt1;ation
undertook for FC. Is that a cor'rect interret i? If
not, please clarify the meaning of your resonse.

C4

40

i T



FDERAL ELECTION COMO(ISSION M,
July 28, 1982 RE: MUR 1252/1299

la. I was not called often - Ad I can't recall each call, but I reeidved
calls by and large from people with the Comittee who know me frO
previous camp4ps and not necessarily cuqmagu reatdi ?Anfl.
that were related. were calls from ElL#beth Doyle in Nor 1ikaState,
Frank Donatelli, the Mid-West Coordinator, and the Nev Ra . e State

%0 Chairman Senator Gordon Humphrey.

b. During normal business hours.
U, c. Frank Donatelli asked me if I would speak in Wisconsin. Elizibeth Doyle
- asked me if I thought Reagan would -in. Senator Humphrey ask* me what
(4 Ronald Reagan should do after the Iowa loss.

d. I wasn't engaged in strategy with anyone by phone othec than New Hampshire.
In New Hampshire I suggested that Governor Reagan should go on television

oD and speak out strongly on conservative principles.

e. I have no reason to believe any specific action was taken on my advice.

2a. I went to New Hampshire to look at their campaign plan and make suggested
changes. I made none other than they should buy television time for

0 older voters.

I met with Bob Monier and others I don't recall.

b. None. I looked at the Reagan announcement speech before he gave it.
I went to Los Angeles to see. the speech - I read it in my hotel room.
The speech was left in an envelope u-ith a secretary.

c. Reagan volunteers. Topic - Why Reagan would win.

3. I played no role in the utilization of the F.C.M. survey.

Arthur J inkelstein DateDatew

Sworn to Notary
DION P. HOESY

W •Q, .s. sem# f- NW- 69



Mc~e October .6s ZO

Dear Curtisa:

*1 The Fund For A Conservative 0i jcttractedi, tIh Arthur J.

Wisconsin. The survey was cou~'a W A id ROMmo .p i , y send~l'b on ll j t.f ...

Wisconsin survey.

With regard to the Ronald Reagan For President C am. A.J. &
•ssociGUIs Z4"hm-. Iamb . . .of ykese ur. s

conducted in Iowa during December., 1979." The Reazan For President
VFCorn. paid ft- aW M&%K 1

1" ~~In, qxy.v.A tw.,lteJms~-a advsal-ngeithe-r te a1 lo at[m..

the defeat of any candidate existed.

Arthur J. Finkelatein & Associates vas a number of the National
Republican Advs p s j4gonwt h~Cnt~

S...was at best nonexistent. e never went to neetings or got actively

1 hope this win answer all questions that you ma ehave,. If
additional 1nformio is neded please'feel free to call.

Sincerely.

Roiald V. "Itelstain
RWF:dhd

/1
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1, ,. Media Markets

1. wausau - Ie1 2 ner 2, 3e9 a6T , .% auk. 4 .

5 Lacroase4-is C14A 6, JJiaepqik.t ? 4 19
*Ot&AV tnsJ-44a

2. Axe you x-ogfateged PmA W=te4p to 79tek mnt x9veF Z

. Tag 2, NotAll other response -MRAZ

3e If you were -to aIe 9WUs1;&4; u.d79 sm rwi *r-*: fr AI~te %WIOf a

Conservative $.n ~
1. 14heral .M~~~ 3., Gqnsvatiy _.,- 4nA# low

4. In your opinion,, vqhat :LA the *oat iPpOtAnt iUu& faC$Xk the Uua.ted $tates today?

05. In your opinion, vhat is the most Suportant Ussae a;c1w a * m onsln todaol

00
6. What .s the first thkng that oes to mind when you hear the met Ronald Reagan?

I i I I I I _ I I I lit . _. . . . . . . . " I .(, W

7. What i this first ti that comes to mind vren you howst? w smu'J JwW Anderson?

s. What is the first thing that comes to mind when you hear the name, George Bush?

12. Now I am going to read you a list of names. Will you please tell ne if you have a
favorable or unfavorable opinion 'o each? Uf you have no opinion hg -ave never heard
of the person, just say so. No Never

Favorable Unfavorable Opinion leard Of

a. Jimy Carter
e. Ronald Reagan
f. George Bush
g. Gerald Ford
h. John Anderson

(o 0,"



16. Zu yamr opla49n, vbt Sm tha pjat qjptUjiM map.izars
IAT~e~

V~~---

17.

18.

Mhat dO OU 24 3408t About RAmd !"np , . . ..

What do you like least aboui Ronald seagan?
, . : . .. . :: .- :. : : - . .. .. . : .. . . ." ' . ", l.r , ,41:

~,

23. Which sta tt most c =Aate ll lects yor 'viev rJegading gu ceedrl?

clis should-be Ame t*o- r"tle.!li, sh.b=d ,
2., ~~~~ ~htgm Ciizn abitt u e- mo iait

C 3. Citizens should not be allo ed to own gus of any, .knd
4. Don't knov/fused

24. Which statnt ces, ciosest to yur: position on abortion? "' .

4 7 Ib Aiiyow ,.boulA UB ", the X1mft to, an abio at En b ~ v~i c
7. -40otimO s840l& -oly U, pamttted 7 Cet €-., iuch i or if

(V the mther's life 14 $A dopger araf
3. Abortion should neyer be permitted regardless of the situatn4.t.. Don't: mov/Rlused. *.... ". . :;t. +.,

0 25.. Wic, best eflects your 'yiew concerning the possible re t'ilta litaty

1. Both men and women should be drafted, with-equal duties including ombat
2. Both am and women should be drafted, vith only um having to ;WSlVr4n mgibat
3. Only men should be drafted

cc,4a No one shold be drafted
SP D't fkMj/.*.... ,.

26. Do you approve or disapprove of ?ederally funded abortions?

1. Approve 2. Disapprove 3. Don't know/Refused

27. 1 am going to read you a list of qualifications. Choosing from ing Georet Bush,
John Anderson, and Ronald Reagan, who do you feel is best described by each of the
following phrases?

Don't
Bus Anderson Reatan All 142ne- kno

a. Experienced In foreign affairs
b. Will appoint the best men to his

administration
c. -Capable of maintaining a strong

National Defense
d. Able to restore honesty to

goveu~ent /107



44 0, 6.Z.'Ud..aJn5 between J r and Ronald Reaan. who do Jol A.1 40
,,*o~akqo juo

tuo Raa lmotah JOhi D1P"U.

G. cutting gover Sent spending
d. Keepin the united State I..... .

a. Restoring honesty to..............
f. Dringing qua fted to govement

35-. irith bch n o.i para y .affiliate d?

1. Republican 2. Dmcrat 3. Ineednt 4. Other(speeiy

,

36. As you are aware, very few people actually 'vote In the PrIMary for President of the
United Statsa! ,.3 vn w4 p~x.Z m.de-you ittm4 tt -tets,-W I~ tbam, or

1. Republican(GO TO #37, 38,39)

3. Will not vote(GO TO #41).

2. Dewocratic(GO TO, #37, '40)

4.. Don't 1nov//Rofused(GO TO #41)

Nov likely is it tb&&t yow wAll1 te . I& ,the ApruZ lot IWO&Wy? owd-y~ it io
very likely, only eeu -atlikely, ornolt 2liely at. &U-1 t6 t , n-te tairy on
April lst?

1. Very likely 2. Somewhat likely 3. Not, likely at eI .D n', t Isofusd

38. IIF EPU3CAN PYR .-AYVOTR. ASK;- :If -the: .Republican, -r1n' c=tf f *?oesiod t
were held today and the candidates vere John Anderson, Georgo Bush, Phil o A nd 1

Ronald Reagan, for whom would you vote?

1. Anderson 2. Bush 3. Crane 4. Reagan 5. Undecided

CC 40. IF DEDOCRATIC PRIMARY VOTER. ASK - If the Democratic Primary Il ectiO for President"",
were hold today and the candidates ere Jerry Brown, Jimy Carter. aid led Kennedy,
for whom would you vote?

2. Carter 3. Kennedy 4. Undecided

44. U the election for President were held today and the candidates were Ronald ReaM,
the Republican, and Jiumy Carter, the Damocrat, for whom would you vote?

1. Reagan 2. Carter 3. Undecided

45. If the election for President were held today and the candidates were Gerald Ford,
the Republican, and Jimy Carter, the Democrat, fog whom would you vote? I

2. Carter 3. Undecided

46. If the election for President were held today and the candidates were John Anderson,
the Republican, and Jimmy Carter, the Democrat, for whom would you vote?

3. -Undecided

Lft

- 37.

Nv

1. Brown

1. Ford

81

2. Carter1, Anderson



4,.1idor*cion ior iresidenc were hold today and tU cedidA *
the ,epub4eau,, and Jmy Carterp the Democrats, or whem'voul4

1. Bush 2. Carter 3. Uude.t-ed

48. Would you say you always 'vote Democrat, usually vote Democrat, votC ,, .-
Dmcrats as Republicans, usually vote Republican, or always vote epub"$* W

1. Always Democrat 2. Usually Democrat 3. Democrat:/R*sb.ca

4. Usually Republican 5. Always Republican 6. Don't know/1t6s19 d

49. Do you or does any member of.your family who lives in this housaehold w ' s !
riculture or an agricultural related business?

1. Yes 2. No 3. Don't bow/jeIm el

50. What Is your annual family Income- Is it under $8,000, between $8,001 '&$ 009
between $15,001 & $20,000, between $20,001 & $30,000, or over $30,000?

1. Under $8,000 2. Between $8,001 & $15,000

" 3. Between $15,001 & $20,000 4. Between $20,001 & $30,000

5. Over $30,000 6. Don't know/Refused
Ln

511 What is your age?

1. 18-25 2. 26-40 3. 41-55 4. 56-65 5. Over 65 6. Refusd

-T 52. What is your race?

o 1. White 2. Black 3. Other 4. Don't know/Refused

53. Sex?

1. male 2. Female
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THE FUND FOR A.ONcVA1eI

Irom: Ken bob.m

f. Subject: Citizens for Reagas i '810 Str-tU, * -.

4.

- In three oa the l ist five ,prosidata ekec q q . ....d -

1972), the shift If a very smallntmber Qf l~*!fe~l~ll~ C~d

have changed the outcome of those electiOus; - ,  he O eG F fnl Quld

Teasily become a photo finish, eapecially .if ndpo td * csd14 jo "

o: Anderson is able to capture several states. ,The~videl ead ,i.n. ; ,h18,,!,.:

? established by Reagan following the Republican Conventi.Ln h$aacady

co been substantially closed. Even if Reagan kept the 18 &e &4ia.no p.

September, the volatl:ity of such polls is. such 1]Ib.II, !wplwey. wU ..ble to

close twenty points on Nixon in less than six weeks duriS & the 1!968 cam~ain.

The prospect of an extremely close election brings with it the real

possibility that a well-organized independent expenditure campaign could have

a decisive impact on the outcome. Properly targetead, the amount of money

raised by Citizens for Reagan in '8O could be translated into thousands of

votes in states where the popular vote totals of the two major candidates will

be very close.



i

1HT

influence on the election results by carefully focusing Its limit- d WVItes

Mr I J~tituUcie5 and states which of fer the largest potentiA pin

for the least possible outlayO Three Specific steps are involved. first

a sml number of states with a larie numbtofectoral votes, but with

prospects of a close POPular vptS, wat be, .*el.gted, The electoral COlleGe

works to the benefit of the very largest states (those with more than 14

electoral votes) agd the very mlles (those with less than four. votes)

Second, voting constituencies which 
are issue-oriented, open to

persuasion and easily reachable through 
direct mail/mass media-" be.,.

selected for 'etic 'iargathd stathe-"letora pol)Age in rq*# e.t A

influence of aiy Uell-otganized minority group vhich is ca abje Qf, 9q.on#,as

a bloc. Thus, for example, the opposition 
of Jewish leaders t oenRof Ibirch

r Bayh's plan to abolish the electoral 
college Is perfectly ratio l.

Third, the most cost-effective (and 
political 1 e-ffective) vay to reach

the targeted groups must be selected. 
Direct-mail, radio and nevspaperso #re

more ustful in targeting carefully 
defined groups than is televisioni, which

necessitates a more generalized and les& 
issue-oriented appeal. ,,

The four target states of the 
Citizens for Reagan in '80 cappaip 

are

New York, Pennsylvania, Connecticut 
and Florida. A variety of criteria were

used in selecting these four 
but the principal reason for 

their selection was

that all four are states in which 
a concentrated effort by an independent

campaign could effect the outcome. 
Together they represent 93 electoral 

votes,

or more than one-third of the 
270 a candidate needs to be elected 

president.

'I
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Ilectoral Votes (27)

1976 Jesuits Carte: 502

zvans/Movak Lvabjng

7/1/80 Carter.

UMAl Swing State

U;

Lfl

~q

CO

Target

Reagan

Evans oik L tn
8/15/SO Reagan

(41)

Carter 511
htMd 462

6g

*Swing Stai

to cafl

for Rtea

Reagan

Reagan

~IL
COMM

Ford 522

,.qrter 472

, Ianing
Anderson

Swing State

(17)

CaterFord 4-? M

Swiss St~

n for Reagan a&

WZaing LOAM--~

A~n~ ,.Probatbl*
Anderson R&_- &

Having selected four target states, the difficult process 
of dici~dtn$i

how bebt, t6 all6cat statte :r esources mist begn. Some .excellent !qdel$e*

exist. Politic1' tsientist Steven J. Bramn and mathematician Mo on D. Davis

have devised a mtbmatical formala for the allocation of resources for maxinum

effectiveness 2 After a careful study of presidential campaigns 
and the

electoral college system, they decided that larger 
states should receive even

more attention than their proportional 
share of the electoral college. Resources

should be allocated approxidmately in proportion 
to the 3/2s power of the

electoral votes of each state. This figure is calculated by taking the

square root of the number of electoral 
votes and cubing the results. From

there, the percentage of resources can 
be easily calculated.

4.

em*4~ .rr~

6/16/80

8/18/80 ...

Reagan
Strate istS
7/28/S

Carter
Strategists
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PA. (27)'

6.4

a 1104e to ?Me I TRE162t Itates

26 2532

41 lA

2.8 42

If t ~gci~ ~ the Biuwsl- Zd~is formula *W~peepted as zO%. ~z:-

campaign priorities* the next step in formulating the FCM strateg is to

identify thqii proups4 hidch are issu*-ovitsd Open AO POq"qWion, and

reachable through direct mail and mass media. A number of such groups ex a

vithin th, irz"t statii- e-Arter's grwrgaemanaeentgqj:|tlW economy plus

his mishandling of issues important to sepents of the traditional Democrat .

coalition l~~ eagan *An .Opportunity to sa&ke large inroadsA4pto what u140 f~ '

be solid Democratic constituencies.

BLUE COLLAR VOTE'

Politir Lou sarris has stated thalt It s -an n-,;e.,a

who siips beloV 60 percent of the union vote is in,,t trouble, On rT±s

polled union members on which candidate could bea ,handle tbe_ ecooy:

35% said Reagan, 302 said Carter, and 232 favored Anderson. Asked which candidate

could best preserve the value of their money, union members 
Ln the eight largest

states replied: Reagan 382, Anderson 282, and Carter 21%.-

Reagan's primary victories in Democratic crossover states like. 
Ilinois

and Wisconsin show his appeal to blue-collar Democrats. Dr. Don Devine's memo

to the Reagan campaign ("The Devini Memo: A Winning Strategy for .Ronald Reagan,"

10

owrn

C

00,

i
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,. iYents, July 5 1980), argued forcef illy ft O t atii T j

attrating5 the 11BCEC voter" (blue-collar, 'ethnrc . W'l m*

that the BICC vote could represent 3Z1 o alAens

stated, "the real test of the campai is 2,s f... iy't t ........

voter. This will win or lose the a1ct-Ion-.

To win the BCEC vote, Dr. Devine suggestti tfi_ u to ow1abZt5

economy (jobs creation, tax cuts, Inflation, unemployment, the Carter "misery

f*dex"), a strong foreign policy (concern for plight of Eastern Zuroj lL[,;-3L §_

strong defense, an emphasis on Cartear'sinco.paencilCS 
't o iv S314 r

q aggression), the Reagan record in California (tax cuts, welfare -r m,6ri ehe .

size of California) and the right to life issue. ",
• ; ~~~~~. . . . . ". . -. . . . .. . .... . . "- " " - ". . . . ... . ., u- -. ... . .:

I
T E CATHOLIC VOTE' S 

.

o Jimmy Carter received 57Z of the Catholic votein l976.' This,,ytar,:..

'S two issues can cut against Carter with the Catholic-vote: "abortioe:d&XuiW5 n._

C tax credits.

The right to life issue is going to play more of a role thi:s time because.

the major parties have taken clearly opposite stands on it. Unlike Ford,

who downplayed the issue, Reagan has taken an unequivocal stand in fott ofO ,

constitutional amendment to prohibit abortion. 
Since the official ReSn

strategy, as outlined by Wirthlin., is to focus on the economy and foreign.

policy rather than "red-flag" social issues, this issue is perfectly suited for

a large scale independent effort. The Robert Heckman memo of August 5

(Appendix) underscores the importance 
of the right to life vote in New York and

suggests that the major focus of the Citizens 
for Reagan in '80 New York effort

be directed toward winning the right to life 
voters for Reagan.
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a of the AmrCan ~*a
of Tepcheft$n -etl:ois taz creditao: Tis:
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gives Reagi3p ~ 1 ltq ~ i *t"iL sp o of hundreds of tsaa

of Catholic parents ho send their chilr4en ,to ptrochial schools and havng

to pay out b..bM&itiWtIA 4

riEJWI 7 * 4 1i 7
v ' ' £ , v %

In Ec]limv t r e A~4 ~ of ,t"e Jewish vote. Since then a
Co

long serts Qfi--CS%* A404 WISZFti", ai0a aMs (06~ bungled UN vote, Andy

L' Young's coinnts, Billy Carter's Lib .X qelalt:onsh~p. etc.) have seriously

eroded that support. A nuMer of polls give Anderson the lead with the .

Nm Jewish voters. Should the Anderson candidacy collapse s there is a real

possibility-;t R4*gan1 caa 4P~pZi99~ qu jscm strong pro-Israel stands

plus, the antipatby. tqwar ar htouhnstionally Jewish voters are

o approximately 32 of the voting population, in New York, Pennsylvania and :
Florida the perceateseh,.rghe*r.

THE CUSAX VOTE

One constituency wich, J#,- easily targeted and for which there are

excellent issues available is the Cuban comimunity. Dade County has more than

90,000 registeredCubans (out .of 658,000 registered voters). Out of 112,000

Dade County voters with Spanish-surnames, 54,000 are registered Democratic and

45,000 are registered Republican. The registered voter computer tape can be

used to break out the names of Cubans and generate labels.
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There are ieveral Importnt Issues. One rs Ctaer a Inept, oa!!xe ,

0 hstindlin of the refugse.problem. A second is the sovls of Uew

stories detailing Castro's preference for Carter over Reagan. Third, there ,"\

Is the totally ineffectual Carter "threat" to Castro to reIOve Soviet troops ,iz:

from Cuba. r-;

A hardhitting direct mil piece targeted to Cuban voters and.

in both Spanish and English could be an effective tactic for u3u1bY

Reagan vote in Florida. -

o

itt...

0 . . - ._ . - : - .:. : ': . . ' .- - , * ' -
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7/26/79 -11 f I, "sag Xsvo 7S7: '1011s ~k~k

Jeff KAne
Palpkr6a Vt 4ani..E c s v ' 0 9)q 1&n3 d~ A

im: Enclosd ma -Icjzru fran, ~A" Raxgmn al z.,

I .ve enclosed a -.railgran th'at 1 received -estX, fc. .-oald FAgel. T;e
trz~ilgrama repeats the requaest that wvas maeby the ft-en fr= Preside",atoae'
mr. Loren ith, to I. at tney, Oart Herge, this pazt Y iday.

1t*

Ira my discusricnr -with all of you, I hve e le-ning tmaxd cwmsrq the
Citi ans fcor PaLan :in '1.0 ; oj.zt. H ver, .o that A w.ill bave the q -por ty
to diwsi.as tha x~e - d t je Ran .eqezt i "n .=a dotdi!, as ul as tt3sEut
other ra.tL.: h23rss, I am scht&±ing,-!Sr a netirq of! the Mrs Board for this Aixjft.

The neeting will take place at 10:00 p.m. on W .e.ca', August 15, 1979, at th
.rh- .-ricn Hoeel.. Plecsa let me kn,, if this is at all incanriitn.

RECE.V ED
JUL, n 'I

CHAIRMAN * Robert HeCkman * DIRECTORS * Kennet F Soevm. Esa * Jeffrey D. Kane

1022 WILSON BOULEVARD * SUITE 1401 * ARLINGTON. VIPGINA 22209 e (703) 524-4400
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

The above-described material was removed from this fil.e
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom-of
Information Act,, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

_____(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

-(8) Banking Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed

Date

FEC 9-21-77
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1, .,Nedia Markets

1. Wausau -hahelonder 2, Greea Day 3, lyawe 4, dla

5. La CrouseIla Clair 6, JMneapQlAs4t, Paul 7, Apt

2, Are you resiatexed and len4p to yote next XqywIe1

1. Yes 2, No. Al other responses (TIWiATh)

3. If you were to abtel yourself,. Would you uy yen we a6 yiqu #r Nderate, or a
Conservatiye $n your p l t cp1 bel$efs?

2, Nodate

In your opinion, wht iA the

In your opinion what is the

3, Cgnseryatiye 4, Donst b.oy

4ot .tabrn0 t IsPue Xac$Ag the Vtted .ta itn tday?

most $Rprtant $.suie facIAS the state of Wisconsn t

What to the first Whn that comes t9 mind vhen you hear the name Ronald Reagan?

What is the first thing that comes to mind vhen you hear the nam* John Anderson?

What is the first thing that comes to mind when you hear the name, George Bush?

V

12. Now I am going to read you a list of names. Will you please tell me If you have a
favorable or unfavorable opinion of each? If you have no opinion or have never beard
of the person, just say so, No Never

Favorable Unfavorable Opinion Heard Of

a. Jimmy Carter
e. Ronald Reagan
f. George Bush
g. Gerald Ford
h, John Anderson

Cl%

_. 1. Liberal

5.
.7-

6.

,
7.

8.

-- a



15. " Our opinion, what.tu most s0 if$Ant, aCComp3

169

17.

1M.

TA your opWn$A? **'t Ms the wat s1PUlwat, failure of the Carttt M~kIL*StratIoa?-

What do you Jjxm st About Ald R aan?

What do you like least aboui Ronald Rwaan?

In

c~4
q~m

0

~qrn

C

23. Which statement Most accrately reflects your viev regarding gun control?

1. Citizens should be free to own rifles shotguns, and handguns
2. Citizens should be alloed to own rifles and shotguns, but not handguns
3. Citizens should not be aloved to own gins of any. kind
4. Don't know/Refused

24. Which statement comes closest to your position on abortion?

1. Anyone should have the rflht to an abortion at any time
2. Abortion should only be permitted In certain cases, such as rape, incest, or If

the mother's life ia In danger
3. Abortion should neyer be pemitted regardleas of the situation
4. Don't know/Refumed

25. Which best reflects your Aew concerning the possible reInstitution of the military
draft?

1, Both sen and women should be drafted, with .equal duties including combat
2. Both sn and women should be drafted# vLth only men having to serve in combat
3. Only men should be drafted
4. No one should be drafted
5, Don't know/Refused

26. Do you approve or disapprove of Federally funded abortions?

1. Approve 2. Disapprove 3. Don't know/Refused

27. I an going to read you a list of qualifications. Choosing from among George Bush,
John Anderson, and Ronald Reagan, who do you feel is best described by each of the
following phrases?

Don't
Bush Anderson Reagan All None know

a, Experienced in foreign affairs
b. Will appoint the best men to his

administration
c. Capable of maintaining a strong

National Defense
d. Able to restore honesty to

ever t



betwen ta .44 Ronaeld Rag. who $001coua*4
.. t$A *doa 044a1*00Jft

j#' Sn each Q ais a. yw *t" iet?"''....<

Carter Rom Ia l eihe.r.

a* fighting Inflation .
b. Finding new alternative of energy
C. Cutting over t spending
d. Keeping the United States militarily

strong
e. Restoring honesty to govertme
f. Bringing qualified men to government

35. With which political party are you affiliated?

1, Republican 2. Docrat 3. Independent 4. Other(specify) __

5. Don't know/Refused

36. As you are aware, very few people actually-vote in the Primary for President of the
United States. In which primary, if any, do you Intend to vote - the Republican or
Damocratic Primary? If you do not Intend to vote, just say so.

1. Republican(GO TO #37, 38,39) 2. Democratic(GO TO #37, 40)

3. Will not vote(GO TO #41) 4. Don't know/Refused(GO TO #41)

-37. How likely is It that you will vote In the April 1st Primary? Would yu say It Is
very likely, only somewhat likely, or not likely at all to vote in the Primary on
April lst?

1. Very likely 2. Somewhat likely 3. Not likely at all 4. Don't know/Refused

38. IF REPUBLICAN PRIMAY VOTER. ASK - If the Republican Primary Election for President
were held today and the candidates were Jobn Anderson, George Bush, Phil Crane, and
Ronald Reagan, for whom would you vote?

1. Anderson 2. Bush 3. Crane 4. Reagan 5. Undecided

C 40. IF DEOCRATIC PRMARY VOTER. ASK - If the Democratic Primary Election for President
were held today and the candidates were Jerry Brown, Jly Carter, and Ted Kennedy,
for whom would you vote?

1. Brown 2. Carter 3. Kennedy 4. Undecided

44. If the election for President were held today and the candidates were Ronald Reagan,
the Republican, and Jimy Carter, the Democrat, for whom would you vote?

1. Reagan 2. Carter 3. Undecided

45. If the election for President vere held today and the candidates were Gerald Ford,
the Republican, and Jimmy Carter, the Democrat, for whom would you vote?

1. Ford 2. Carter 3. Undecided

46. If the election for President were held today and the candidates were John Anderson,
the Republican, and Jimmy Carter, the Democrat, for whom would you vote?

3. Undecided2. Cart~er1, Anderson



4i# iorLi~e election P &r*eat were held today III, the
th ZPublcaav, and J2 Cat, the Democrat, -for hav4

1, Bush 2. Carter 3. ndec 4..

48. Would you say you always vote Democrat, usually vote Democrat, vote for - rpay
Dmocrats as Republicans, usually vote Republican, or always vote RepublOQ*i?

. Always Democrat 2. Usually Democrat 30 i

4. Usually Republican 5. Always Republican 6. Don't Imo/Refused

49. Do you or does any umber of your family who lives In this household work In
agriculture or an agricultural related business?

1. Yes 2. No 3. Don't know/Refused

50. What Is your annual family income - Is it under $8,000, between $8,001 & $15,000,
between $15,001 & $20,000, between $20,001 & $30,000, or over $30,000?

1. Under $8,000 2. Between $8,001 & $15,000

3. Between $15,001 & $20,000 4. Between $20,001 & $30,000

5. Over $30,000 6. Don't know/Refused

tn
51. What Is your age?

1. 18-25 2. 26-40 3. 41-55 4. 56-65 5. Over 65 6. Refused

52, What is your race?

o 1. White 2. Black 3. Other 4 Don 't know/Refused

V 5 3 . Sex?

1. Male 2. Female

CO
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A1?@RMYO-AT LAW

SU17ftem00 Csom

OLENN J. SEDAM, JR.
J. CURTIS HERGE
RODERT R. SPARKS. JR.
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR
JOHN ROBERT CLARK m
S. ERIC SIVERTSEN

(703) 421-1000

December 21, 1981

WAS"00t41* a. C. 50000
(70* 61-1000

,o TNLX'74.B1. WOB .. w

CABLE'D SiEDAMNINGE~l

Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

-o
-0

Re: Fund For A Conservative
MaJority/MUR 1252/1299

Dear Anne:

This is to advise you that I hold a complete copy of
questions and responses thereto in connection with a survey
conducted by Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates in March, 1981,
in Wisconsin, on behalf of Fund For A Conservative Majority.

* The cost incurred by this firm in reproducing this material
on behalf of our client is $67.00, including the cost of copying
at .20( per page, and clerical time to copy the survey. I look
forward to receipt of the Commission's check in that amount.

Because of its bulk, please call me to let me know how
you wish to have the survey delivered to your offices.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
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0300 GREENS OR L@R|VE[..

me="5~, viRGINI, smog
GLENN J. SEOAM, JR..
J. CURTIS HERGE ( O03 Oue-bOO 100 PENIA wiI . N. W.

ROERT R. SPARKS, JR. WASKI)4N , C. 30000

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER (7Q

KAREN LUSSEN ULAIR
JOHN ROBERT CLARK m1December 14 1981,
B. ERIC SIVERTSEN

Ms. Ann Weissenborn
Federal Election Co-mission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Fund For A Conservative
Maj ority/MU 1252-1299

Dear Ann:

At the deposition of Mr. Heckman, Chairman of Fund
For A Conservative Majority (FC), at your offices on Dec-
ember 3, 1981, there was some confusion about portions of a
Wiland & Associates, Inc. invoice which seemed to indicate that
FCM may have rented certain mailing lists from the Republican
National Conittee (RNC).

I have talked to Mr. Thompson of Thompson & Associates,
Vr Inc. (TAI) about this matter, and he has told me that only the

portion marked "Election #V" relates to FCM's Reagan independent
oD expenditure project. The other items do not bear on that project,

but relate instead to lists, owned by Mr. Thompson and rented by
the RNC, Atlantic List and America Spectator from TAI. These
rentals were mistakenly billed to FC4 by TAI. rather than to
the actual renters (RNC, et al.).

Mr. Thompson has also told me that, if requested, he
can produce documentation to establish what really happened in
these transactions. I know you intend to depose Mr. Thompson on
the general nature of his services to FCM. You may wish to question
him on this matter, as well. In any event, it appears that FCM
did not rent any lists from the RNC.

Please feel free to call me if you have any questions
on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
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FE, RAL ELECTION COMMISSION
SWASHINGTON. DC. 2043

November 18, 1

Robert C. Becdwan, Chai man
Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington, Virginia 22200

RE: MUR 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Heckman:

NOn September 25, 1980, you were notified that the Commission
had found reason to believe that the Fund for a Conservative Majority

S--had violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (4) and 441a(a), provisions of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 26 U.S.C.

W S 9012(f). An investigation of this matter is being conducted
and it has been detemined that additional information from you
is necessary.

Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued
F the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give

O sworn testimony on December 3, 1981, at 10:00 a.m., which will
assist in carrying out its statutory duty of supervising compliance

g with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and
Chapter 95 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
1 ) Coimmission shall be paid $30.00, plus mileage at the rate of
e 22.5 cents per mile. You will be given a check for your witness

fee and mileage at the time of the deppsition.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Anne A.
Weissenborn, the attorney handling this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincere
/'

General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



Robert C. *edman, Chai nan
Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington, Virqinia 2200

R1: MUR 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Ifeckman:

On September 25, 1980, you were notified that the Comission
had found reason to believe that the Fund for a Conservative Majority
had violated 2 U.S.C. 5S 432(e)(4) and 441a(a)# provisions of the

U) Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and 26 U.S.C.
S 9012(f). An investigation of this matter is being conducted
and it has been detewmined that additional information f wm you
is necessary.

Consequently, the Federal Election Comission has issued
the attached subpoena which requires you to appear and give

o sworn testimony on December 3, 1981, at 10:00 a.n., which will
asniqt in carryinq out its statutory duty of supervising cmpliance
with the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and

o Chapter 95 of Title 26, U.!'. Code.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. 5 111.14, a witness sumoned by the
Coniission shall be paid 530.00, plus vileage at the rate of
22.5 cents per mile. You will be niven a check for your witness
fee and mileage at the tire of the deposition.

If you have any questions, please direct them to Anne A.
Weissenborn, the attorney handlinc this riatter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sin cerely,

Chatles t. Steele
General Counsel

Sh bpo~~
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SUBPOENA TO APPEAR FOkR
UPON ORAL EXAMINATI

IZn the Matter of )

'Ronald Reagan )
IReagan for President General )

Election Comittee ) MUR 1252/1299
Republican National Committee )
Americans for Change )
.Fund for a Conservative Majority )
National Conservative Political )
Action Committee

TO:
Robert C. Heckman, Chairman
Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington, Virginia 22200

At the instance of the Federal Election Commissiontpursuant

to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

oral deposition with regard to the Commission's investigation of

N PUR 1252/1299 relating to possible violations of 2 U.S.C.

S 432(e)(4), 441a(a), 441a(f) and 26 U.S.C. SS 9012(b)(1) and

0 9012(f) by the above named respondents.

The deposition shall take place at the Office of General

Counsel, Federal Election Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W.,

SWashington, D.C., on December 3, 1981, at 10:00 a.m.

WHEREAS, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereto set his hand at the Office of the Commission, 1325 K Street,

111.W., Washington, D.C. 20463, thi of /)A4, 1981.

ATTEST:

marjor .'e E mons
Secre a y to the Comission
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Is. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: Hatter Under Review 1252/1299

Dear Anne:

This will confirm our telephone conversation by
which we agreed that the deposition of Mr. Boehm will be
rescheduled for 10:00 a.m., Thursday, October 22, 1981,
at the office of General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,
1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

As subpoenas without warning to clients tend to
upset and excite the recipient, I suggest that in the
future, you contact me in connection with any deposition which
you would like to conduct for either National Conservative
Political Action Committee or Fund for a Conservative Majority
in the referenced matters. If you and I can agree on a time
and place to conduct such deposition, it will be unnecessary
for you to issue a subpoena unless you wish to do so.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Span Jr.

cc: Kenneth Boehm

0

0O



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHRE7 ELE

MARJORIE W. OSJODY CUSTER

SEPTEMBER 23, 1981

SUBPOENAS REGARDING MURs 1252/1299

The attached subpoenas regarding MURs 1252/1299

which were resubmitted for signature have been signed

and sealed this date.

Attachments

N

11)

0

~qrn

0



,SUBPOBNA ~TO APA O E'BT
UPON ORAL EXAMI WATZ(M

In the Matter of ))

Ronald Reagan )
Reagan for President General )

Election Committee )
Republican National Committee ) MUR 1252/1299
Americans for Change )
Congressional Club )
Fund for a Conservative Majority )
National Conservative Political )

Action Committee

TO:

Kenneth Boehm
lb64A Chimney house Road
Reston, Virginia 22090

In At the instance of the Federal Election Commission, pursuant

- to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a),(3), you are hereby subpoenaed to appear for

oral deposition with regard to the Commission's investigation of

MUR 1252/1299 relating to possible violations of 2 U.S.C.
0

ss 432(e)(4)o 441a(a), 441a(f) and 2b U.S.C. SS 9U12(b)(l) and

9012(f) by the above named respondents.

The deposition shall take place at IU:UU a.m., on October 14,

G 19k1, at the Oftice of General Counsel, Federal Election Commission,

1325 K btreet, N.W., Washington, D.C.

WHEREAS, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereto set his hand at the Office of the Commission, 1325 K Street

N.W., washinyton, D.C. 20463, this 3 day of September, 1981.

ATTEST:

Mar)ori * Eriuons
Secretav to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

September 23, 1981

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kenneth Boehm, Treasurer
Fund for a Conservative Majority
1664A Chimney House Road
Reston, Virginia 22090

RE: Matter Under Review 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Boehm:

0 - Enclosed is a subpoena to appear for deposition upon oral
examination in connection with the Federal Election Commission's

tt_ (*Commission's") investigation of Matter Under Review (UR)
1252/1299. In accord with the Commission's regulation found at
11 C.F.R. S 111.14, witness fee checks will be tendered to

N! witnesses at the time and place at which the witness appears
for deposition, as noted in the enclosed subpoena.

If you should have any questions or problems with respect

0D to the enclosed subpoena or proposed schedule for deposition,.

q, please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4175.



CEPTIFIRD !%IL
RETRN ECEPT RNQU $TE

Kenneth Boehm, Treasurer
Fund for a Conservative majority
1664A Chimney House Road
Reston# Virginia 22090

RE: Matter Under Review 1252/1299

Dear Mr. Boehmt

Enclosed is a subpoena to appear for deposition upon oralexamination in connection with the Federal Election Commission's(wComission'sm) investigation of Matter Under Review (MUR)1252/1299. In accord with the Conmission's regulation found at11 C.F.R. S 111.14, witness fee checks will be tendered to'N witnesses at the time and place at which the witness appearsT for deposition, as noted In the enclosed subpoena.

oD If you should have any questions or probleras with respect
to the enclosed subpoena or proposed schedule for deposition,
please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,
CO

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure: Subpoena



Telepost
1700 Old Headow Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

REs Matter Under Review 1252/1299

)ear Sir:

K- enclosed is a subpoena to appear for deposition upon oral
examination in connection with the Federal Election Commission's

th (Commission's0) investigation of Matter Under Review (HUR)
1252/1299. In accord with the Commission's regulation found at
11 C.F.R. 5 111.14, witness fee checks will be tendered to
witnesses at the tine and place at which the witness appears
for deposition, as noted in the enclosed subpoena.

If you should have any questions or problems with respect
o to the enclosed subpoena or proposed schedule for deposition,

please contact Anne A. Weissenborn, the staff attorney assigned
to this matter, at (202) 523-4175.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Pnclosure: Subpoena
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Ms. Anne Weissenborn f
1 •

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252/Fund for a
Conservative Majority

nDear Ms. Weissenborn:

This is in response to Mr. Steele's letter to me,
dated June 24, 1981. By that letter, Mr. Steele raised
questions with respect to certain documents withheld thus
far by Fund for a Conservative Majority (FCM) in response to
the Commission's subpoena in this matter.

q.. Upon the representation in Mr. Steele's letter
that the Commission will bear the reasonable expense of

0 reproduction (including staff time involved in such reproduction),
FCM will produce survey results, polls, memoranda or reports
received by FCM from Arthur Finkelstein and Associates which
relate to the March 26, 1980 expenditure reported to that
firm by FCM.

FCM has also withheld a number of documents under
a claim of attorney-client privilege. The Commission's
objection to the assertion of the privilege, it appears, is
based on a misunderstanding of the identities and the relation-
ships of the individuals and entities involved in this
matter.

Michael Thompson, who is identified in FCM's list
of documents withheld as the recipient, and in some cases
the author, of certain documents, is the President of Thompson
and Associates. Thompson and Associates is a corporation
engaged in the business of direct mail fund solicitation,



Ms. Anne Weissenborn
Page Two
July 21, 1981

including the drafting and preparation of fund-raising
materials, and was retained by FCM for that purpose.

Thompson and Associates (through Mr. Thompson
himself) prepared FCM's fund-raising solicitations and
submitted them to this firm, as counsel for FCM, for review
and approval. Acting in that capacity, this firm passed on
the appropriateness of the documents submitted to us, in
many cases making written notes on the face of the documents
themselves of our comments and objections, if any, to the
text of the documents.

It is important to note that copies of all fund-
raising solicitation materials as actually sent to potential
contributors have been submitted to the Commission in response
to the Commission's request No. 9. The only documents
withheld are early drafts of those materials submitted for
our review and containing our comments thereon.

In the preparation and submission of draft fund-
raising appeals, Thompson and Associates was acting as the
agent, and on behalf, of our client, FCM. It is well-
settled that statements by a client to an agent or representative
of the client's attorney are protected by the attorney-
client privilege. United States v. Kovel, 296 F.2d 918,
920-22 (2nd Cir. 1961). Likewise, communications are privileged
so long as they are between the client or his agent and the
client's attorney. United States v. Threlkeld, 241 F.Supp.
324 (W.D. Tenn., 1965), citing 8 Wigmore, §2317. The attorney-
client privilege rests on the need for counsel to know all
that relates to his client's business so that counsel may
render effective legal representation. Trammel v. United States,
445 U.S. 40 (1980). The privilege exists to profect not
only the giving of professional advice to those who can act
on it, but also to protect the giving of information to an
attorney in order to enable him to give sound and informed
advice. Accordingly, the attorney-client privilege may
validly be asserted not only as to communications directly
between an attorney and his corporate client or those who
manage the client, it may also be asserted as to communications
between counsel and those who are in the employ of the
corporate client, as well. Upjohn Company v. United States,
101 S.Ct. 677 (1981).



Ms. Anne Weissenborn
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Moreover, because the written communications
between Mr. Thompson and this firm which have been withheld
from production contain the written thoughts and comments
thereon of counsel for FGM, such documents constitute the
work-product of counsel and may be withheld under the attorney
work-product doctrine. Such documents are subject to the
strongest protections against discovery. United States v.
Nobles, 422 U.S. 225 (1975); Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
26(b)T3). Although the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure may
not be applicable to the current proceedings before the
Commission, they would be applicable in the event the Commission
attempts to enforce its subpoena in a court proceeding.
Rule 81(a)(3), FRCP; see Donaldson v. United States, 40
U.S. 517 (1971).

So that there is no misunderstanding, we reiterate
that FCM has already produced to the Commission copies of
direct mail fund-raising solicitations which were actually
sent to potential contributors. The only documents withheld
in that connection are drafts of those documents submitted
by FCM's agent to counsel for FCM for review and comment.

The Commission's concern that "unknown persons may
have read certain of the documents withheld" is unfounded.
The Commission's subpoena set forth the format to be used in
itemizing documents withheld pursuant to a claim of privilege.
One of the items required to be included in such itemization
was a statement of the identity of any other person who may
have read any document withheld. As used in our document
production, the word "unknown" is not intended to mean that
unknown persons had actually read those documents. Rather,
by use of the word "unknown," we simply intended to advise
the Commission that if the documents withheld were in fact
read by other persons, their identities were unknown to us.
We are not aware that any of the documents withheld have in
fact been read by any person other than those persons to
whom the documents were addressed.

Other than Mr. Thompson and, except as explained
below, the authors or recipients of the documents withheld
were employees or control persons of FOM, including Messrs.
Heckman, Boehm, Kane, and Galliano. Mrs. Becki Donatelli,
referred to as the recipient of a January 22, 1979 memorandum
from Mr. Herge of this firm, was, at the time of that memorandum,
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Executive Director of FCM. Penny Rogers, the author of a
document dated September 18, 1979, sent to Messrs. Galliano,
Heckman and Herge, was at that time, an employee of Thompson
and Associates. Mr. Seefeldt, the recipient of a December 7,
1979 letter from Mr. Hughes of this firm, was, at that time,
under consideration to perform certain computer services for
FCM in connection with its fund-raising program.

After further review, FCM's claim of attorney-
client privilege is withdrawn as to a memorandum datedNMarch 31, 1980 from Mr. Thompson to Bill Tucker in Senator
Warner's office. I enclose a copy of that memorandum. I

In have been unable to locate copies of the attachments referred
tam to in that memorandum.

mPlease feel free to contact me if you have any
further questions in connection with the documents produced
by FCM, or the privileges claimed with respect to the
documents withheld.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Spar
CO

enclosure



M015RoddOa1..0 Kad Suite203 * Springfield.Virginia 22150

Michael W. Thompson, Piesident (103 416 043
March 31, 1980

CONF IDENTIAL 1EMORANDUA

TO: Bill Tucker /1

FROM4: Mike Tho, )so ~ APR
RE: Senator JoWhn r and

Citizens for Reagan in '80

N As a follow ,i) to our talephone conversations, I an outlining herein how

our client, Fund for a Conservative Majority, would like to work with
Senator John Warner.

FCM is a conservative PAC although not of a "hard-right" coml)lAion. It
N is quickly becoling one of the largest conservative PAC's in t'iis city

in 1980 -- ov.r $400,000 has ben raised since January 1st.

o F04 has two major campaigns for 1980 -- "Conservative Senate Control"
and "Citizens for Reagan in '80". It is with this second campaign that
FC would like to work with Senator Warner.

o Cl) Senator Warir would serve as Honorary Chairman of "Citizens
for Reajan in '30". As an independent campaign effort, the
Senator could not fonally join the official Reagan for

co President canpaign nor coordinate any FCI activities with any
1eajan officials.

Senator ;(arier endorsed Ronald Reagan this past weekend.
As long as he doesn't "officially" join the campaign
orjanization, Senator Warner can serve as FCM's ;4ational
Chairmtan for "Citizens for Reagan in '80".

(2) The Senator would sijn the fund raising letters. The turn
around Li ,i for approval of these letters would have to be
very quick. I have enclosed a complete stim;le of ;,6ilings We
Nave cre.etd and mailed to date.

le -l.i -s-veral ,,ore major "specific issue" maili s before
the co)nvention -- a Texas Primary mailing to 250,000 in mid
April, a :oailinj ai::.ied at California and Ohio, etc. to
300,000 in early :4ay; and 350,000 continiation of the Vice
Presidential survey mailing; 300,030 or :more in iaid June
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ai:ed at the Reagan Convention; and testing of a couple of
new prospecting texts which could be mailed to 200,000 to
400,000 or more people prior to the convention. Other
mailings might be needed.

Large mailings will be sent beginning with the night of the
Reagan nomination (to 500,000 or more) with the final pre-
election mailing sent October 10th to 15th and an election
night mailing on November 4th.

A large telephone bank has been installed for solicitation
purposes also. A tape of the Senator might be used in this effort.

(3) A television progran may be produced to promote Reagan and his
record of achievement. This 30 minute program would be hosted
by Senator Warner.

Other television ads will be produced to expose the weaknesses of

K President Carter and to promote the strengths of Governor Reagan.

m (4) Special fund raising events -- dinners, luncheons, receptions,
etc. -- would be hosted with Senator Warner as the honored guest.
These events would preview FCM's advertising program for Reagan --
newspaper ads, radio spots, TV program, TV spots, etc. There
would be gatherings of "high dollar" donors and potential donors.

Of course, Senator Warner will need to talk with Bob Heckman who chairs
0 FCII. Bob is also Executive Director of Young Americans for Freedom.

Even if Senator Warner does not want the responsibility of serving as
c the official Honorary Chairman of "Citizens for Reagan in '80", he could

still do all the above. Howerver, Honorary Chalruian is the position FCM
would like to fill with Senator Warner. Should the Senator not serve,
Phil Crane will be asked to serve as Honorary Chairman.

Bill, as FCM continues to build itself into a strong responsible
conservative PAC, it would very much like to work closely with Senator
Warner on all of its programs.

I frankly feel that the Senator's close involvement with a creative and
constructive PAC like FC1 could be mutually beneficial.

Please call me after you have read this memo and reviewed the enclosed
material.

Thank you for your help.

MWT/tv

C'c: Bob Heckman, Chairman
Fund for a Conservative Majority

bcc :%Curt Herge
Ralph Galliano
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH IGTOK4 D.C 20463

June 24, 1981

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.
Counsel,. Fund for a

Conservative Majority
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks:

A review of the documents which you have submitted on
behalf of the Fund for a Conservative Majority ("FCM*) in
response to the Commission's subpoena of October 1, 1980,
has revealed two areas of continuing deficiencies.

The first deficiency involves specification number five
C4  which requires production of "a copy of any survey results,-

poll, memoranda, or report" transferred to FCM by Arthur
Finklestein and Associates which was related to the reported
FCM expenditure to that firm dated March 26, 1980. In a
response to this specification, you have stated that the
poll and results are being withheld on grounds of burden-
someness, and you cite the number of pages, time and expense

O involved in production. We cannot agree that production
of the poll and its results would be so burdensome as to
warrant the Commission's dropping of the requirement that
they be produced. Any reasonable expenses involved may be
billed to the Commission. Failure to produce these documents
could lead to a subpoena enforcement action.

The second area of deficiency involves certain claims of
attorney-client privilege contained in your recent response to
specification numbers 2, 3 and 9. While such a claim as to
documents authored by coiUsel for FCM and addressed to an
FCM officer or employee, or vice versa, would apparently
be valid, a challenge is contemplated as to similar claims
regarding documents prepared by or addressed to a third party,
e.g. Michael Thompson. In addition, claims of attorney-client
privilege as to documents which may have been read by an
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ur U " ~5Person raise questions of whether the contro #,
or:c X k thez *of', exerted over such documents has re~st 'in

te-- 4. r of any' claim, of confidentiality. Please pvi"
-w:thirn a week'f your receipt of this letter a more, omV3"et.
response as to the third parties involved with certain .6

he-documrezis for which privilege is cited, and also as
tothie issue of the control exerted by FCM over those documents
which may have been read by *unknown" persons. Otherwiie,

.,these.clai us could be challenged in court.

Sincere

C Arles N. Steele
General Counsel

-~
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Ms. Anne A. Weis swborn
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252/Fund For A
Conservative Maority

Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

In further compliance with the Camission's subpoena
to produce documents in this matter, i enclose those douments,
for which no claim of privilege is made, within the control or
possession of Fund For A Conservative Majority.l/ These docu-
ments are responsive to Commission request nos. 2, 3 and 9.
I also enclose a list of documents withheld under a claim of
privilege, indexed in accordance with the Commission's instruc-
tions contained in its subpoena. Please feel free to call me
if you have any questions about our claims of privilege.

By letter of January 14, 1981, I forwarded to you
documents responsive to Commission request nos. 6, 7 and 10.
By letter of October 22, 1980, I forwarded to Ms. Gentner of
your office documents responsive to request nos. 4 and 5 of
the Commission's subpoena.

In response to request no. 1 of the Commission's
subpoena, please refer to FCM's sworn response to Interroga-
tory E, filed with the Commission on January 15, 1981, and
to the Mailgram to FCM from Ronald Reagan, dated July 24,
1979, attached to the letter dated October 20, 1980 from

I/As used herein, and in previous responses to the Commission's
discovery requests in this matter, Fund For A Conservative
Majority includes its project, Citizens For Reagan in '80.



Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Page Two
May 4, 1981

J. Curtis Herge, Esq. to Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
to the Commission, concerning MUR 1299.2/ No docuents or
materials exist which are responsive to-Coumission request
No. 8. FCM and/or Citizens for Reagan in '80 did not broad-
cast or disseminate any of the materials listed in that
request.

This submission constitutes compliance with the
Commission' s subpoena.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Sparks, Jr.

enclosures

0o

cO

2/On October 15, 1980, the Commission voted to merge the
complaint in MUR 1252 with MUR 1299, and to treat both
as a single investigatory matter. See letter, dated
October 23, 1980, from Charles N. Ste-ele, General Counsel
to the Commission, to J. Curtis Herge, Esq.
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Reagan Wins Major
Youth Endorsement

YAF National Convention delegates demonstrate for Reagn.

R~ld Reagan won a major victory recently when
he as nominated with an overwhelming 78 percent
of the vote at Young Americans for Freedom's
(YAF) mock 1980 presidential nominating conven-
tion held at the Shoreham-Americana Hotel in Wash-
ington, P.C. FCM Chairman Robert C. Heckman
gave the Seconding speech for the Reagan nomina-
tion.

YAF, comprised of 55,000 members across the
country, includes 65 members who were delegates
to the 1976 Rqlublican Convention in Kansas City.

Covered prominently in the Washington Post, Wash-
ington Star, New York Times, and by United Press
International (UPI), YAF's mock convention was

the first major sounding board of conservative presi-
dential preferences for 1980.

The only other candidate receiving measurable sup-
port was Representative Philip M. Crane (R-1ll.),
with 15 percent of the 400 votes. John Connally,
Howard Baker, and George Bush received but a
smattering of votes, with Connally garnering not a
single vote from his native Texas delegation.

FCM was the only political action committee run-
ning a major floor operation at the Convention. Be-
forehand, it lobbied heavily for Governor Reagan,
getting a reliable sounding of the outcome by poll-

(continued on page 3)
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Percentage figures indicate most reccn~t A4mericin Conservative Union (ACU) rting
(I00l - Corservat'L c,•0 - Liberal)

. W One of FCM's two major programs is the "Senate
10 Control in '80" campaign. If successful, it could

alter the course of our country dramatically.

Our study of the 34 Senate seats up in 1980 shows

the following liberals to be most beatable: Durkin

(NH), Stewart (Al), Gravel (Ak), Leahy (Vt),

Long ( La ), Bayh ( In ), Magnuson (Wa ), Church

(Id), McGovern ( SD), Culver ( la ), Nelson (Wi),
Hollings ( SC ), and Cranston ( Ca ). FCM is helping

to recruit and develop viable conservative alterna-

tives to these liberals with contributions of money
and campaign services.

Conservatives need but ten more seats to capture the

United States Senate. If we win them, we'll gain

control of the vital Committee chairmanships which

exercise such influence over America's affairs. At

Judiciary, solid conservative Strom Thurmond

would replace Ted Kennedy; at Armed Services,
Texas' John Tower would succeed John Stennis,

at Labor, Orrin Hatch would replace Harrison Wil-
liams. The list goes on. Conservatives would control
these vital committees and more.

Imagine how different things would be if conserva-
tives had controlled the Senate over the last two
years. We would have retained the Panama Canal;
the D.C. Amendment granting our nation's capital
two liberal U.S. Senators would have been defeated;
and the dangerous SALT II treaty wouldn't have a
chance of passing, as it does now. Our nation would
be more secure militarily and more prosperous at
home.

Though we can't undo the past, we can make cer-
tain that blunders like the ones above don't happen
in the future. A conservative majority in the Senate,
starting in 1980, would help assure a secure and af-
fluent new decade for America. With your help,
FCM can play an integral part in attaining it.

M,

Banking Commit

own



FCM
Launches State Ftidh

The Fund for a Conservative Ma-
jority's Stats Fund, incorporatd
In October 1978, supports conser-
vative ta and local candidates
acros the nation-from guberna-
torl" through state legislative and
mayoral candidates.

On June 3 of this year the board
of directors met in New Orleans
to elect officers and to determine
the organizational structure of the
State Fund.

In 1980, there will be a ten-year
U.S. census, followed by Congres-
sional redistricting in 1981. Since
state legislatures, for the most

part, redraw the boundaries of
their states' Congressional dis-
trt, the 1980 gubernatrial and
State legislative elections will be
crucial to the future composition
of the United Stes Congres. If
onservtives can pin control of
more am legisatures - and
1980 looks like a year they could
go over the top in several - more
U.S. Congressional districts will be
redrawn in ways favorable to con-
servatives. FCM's Stats Fund can
help in this important battle. The
State Fund's accept anc of cor-
porate contributions will be util-
ized in connection with state and
local races where they are permit-

ted. FCM'S State Fund can aweVt
both individual and corporecon-
tributions.

Also, developing effective e-on
servative leaders on the ste ad
local level will pay off when the
sm e as tomorrow's US. Smeotow
and Congressmeni If FCM*$;S
Fund had been in existenem W1e
Jimmy Carter was a Georia ee
legislator, he may never hav been
elected governor - or be PrdMent
of the United States. FCM has
high hopes for its State Fund -
that it will help not only In the fu.
ture but in the elections at hand In
1980 as well.

Reagan Wins Major Youth
Endorsement

(continued from page 1)

ing state delegations through its
network of young leaders from
across the country.

FCM Executive Director Ralph J.
Galliano headed the floor opera-
tion. Galliano's experience as a
political convention operative ex-
tends from activity at the Virginia
GOP's U.S. Senate nominating
convention - the largest ever held
in the country - through county
convention and caucus activity at
other levels.

Reagan's victory at the YAF Con-
vention proves further what polls
across the country have been
demonstrating for some time: that
Ronald Reagan is the overwhelm-

ing favorite for the 1980 Republi-
can presidential nomination and
stands an excellent chance of win-
ning the general election as well.
FCM will continue its ongoing
efforts to nominate and elect
Ronald Reagan President of the
United States.

nuin

FCM Executive Director Ralph J. Galliano
(left) readies for Reagan floor operatIon
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Citizens for Reagan In%80!
FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in
'80" campaign could prove a ma-
jor factor next year in Ronald
Reagan's pursuit of the Presi-
dency.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80"
is FCM's special independent cam-
paign effort to help secure the
nomination and election of Ron-
ald Reagan as President of the
United States.

The Federal Election Commission
(FEC) will restrict the official
Reagan campaign with predeter-
mined spending limits in each
state during the course of the
primary season and all the way up
to the nominating convention in
Detroit next year. At the same

S time, the Reagan campaign is lim-
ited to receiving $1000 per in-

t1 dividual and $5000 per political
action committee. As the high

cost of living has risen, so has the
cost of presidential campaigning,
thus rendering a mere $5000 con-
tribution by FCM nearly meaning-
less. But the 1976 Supreme Court
decision of Buckley v. Valeo
ruled that individuals and poli-
tical action committees like FCM
can support candidates with un-
limited, independent expendi-

tures. So, In states where N~
fae critical early primarleC

FCM will go into important GOP
primary states (in particular Nw
Hampshire, Florida, North alro-
lina) with Reagan literatureo vo-
lunteers, and media spots. :FCM
especially will run Reagan radio
and television campaigns In areas
where the official campaign Is re-
stricted by law.

Already, Reagan literature, bump-
erstrips, and buttons have been de-
veloped and distributed acros the
nation. Much more will be done
when the campaign season swings
into high gear early next year.
FCM's independent efforts are ex-
pected to be the extra boost
Reagan needs to win the Presi-
dency.

FCM& C4 CrL*
" Dear Friend: 5
. The conservative movement has

never had a better chance to affect
the course of American politics

7c than it has in 1980.
If our preparations continue to

go as planned, the Fund for a Con-
servative Majority will be ready
too ... ready to have the most ef-
fective year it has had to date.

Already, we at FCM have begun
to gear up for the races ahead in
the first year of the new decade.
And what an opportunity exists!
Besides the race for the Presidency,
there will be 34 Senate seats up 24 of which are
currently held by liberal Democrats!

In 1979, FCM took a number of steps so that the
opportunity of 1980 would not be wasted. We
launched two major campaigns that we hope will be
huge successes: "Citizens for Reagan in '80" and

j

"Senate Control in '80."
I think that the goals of these two campaigns are

very realistic. Certainly, it is possible to tip the bal-
ance of the United States Senate in 1980; and tip it
so that a coalition of conservatives and Republicans
have control for years to come.

I also am firmly convinced that
Ronald Reagan is the one man
who can capture the spirit of
America and return our country
to the paths of greatness. Ronald
Reagan can and must be nomina-
ted for President, and elected to
that high office, in 1980.

To prepare for this assault on
the Presidency, FCM has hired a
small but highly knowledgeable
staff, headed by our new Execu-
tive Director, Ralph J. Galliano. In
addition, we have cut our over-
head to the bone, so that we
might help as many candidates as

possible get elected.
God willing, and with the continued support of

our friends around the country, we can elect a con-
servative Senate in 1980 - and elect Ronald Reagan
as President. The future of this nation may depend
upon our success.

Sincerely, Ja-.-C4WU.
Robert C. Heckman,
Chairman



FWED r a cOMAJ1o22 Mon Bho, Suf 1401
A&Vkton VA 22209
(703) 524-Moo0
0 YES, I would like to receive the FCM RepQ1 Please send me more information.

Enclosed Is my Contribution of $Conservative Majonty In the Senate.

ADRESS HOME PHONE ( )
CITY
OCCUPATION STATE ZIP
PLACE OFM SSWESS,FWd WWO eg'auons reqOO that we request occpoalon and errvioyr.

Paid for by FUND fora CONSERVATIVE MAJORITV. Not M ftolzd by any canddate. A copy of ots report is fe
with and avoam for ptxchae from the Fr j EICn Cormiu 1 Wasngtor D.C. 20463.

4r ,

0'
0

L

w

0

0.0IvQfr Qi~ 8

I

Q

to help 'CM elect Reagan as President and a

iLgr 
, " 1



March 20, 1980

NCO Mark K1OSI

2325 K movs. .
Washgnton. D.C. 20463

Re: rid for a ,Conservative Mal

Dear Mr. Kli:

On bdaf of Fud for a Conservative Majority, we
are writing In resoe to your four letters, each dated

Arch 5, 1980. in h you requested explanations of the
W following:

1. The entries on Schedule A. Line 14(a). entitled
"Reagn in 80 File", of the November Monthly
Repot (10-1-79 to 10-31-79). the December

nr 6 ohly Report (11-1-79 to 11-30-79) and the
Tear 2nd Report (12-1-79 to 12-31-79).

0

2. The entry on Schedule E, *Lne 23, to Pyramid
Video "Recording Reagan Speech" 1-4-80
$62.,40. In the February Monthly Report (1-1-~80 to 1-31-80).

3. The listed expenditures to Lloyd Daughrty
for $343.00 and $198.00 respectively In the
February monthly Report (1-180 to 1-31-80).

With reference to the entries on Schedule A. idne
14(a) of hOe subJect repots filed by Fimd for a Conservative
Majority, ou have inquired whether the referenced contrib-
ution. were eazsrked y reason of the fact that the entries
on Schedule A were captioned "P Reagan in 80 File". The
referenced contributions were not earmarked, as that term is
defined in the Federal Election Campagn Act of 1971, as
inided, and 11 CPR 110.6. Fumd for a Conservative Majority



Mark Kleinman
31r0180 .. * i

has neither solicited nor accepted contributions on behf.
of the for President comittee, or which are In -
WAY a or oth e directed to Governor Reagan's

Fumd for a Conservative Majority has establid d
and is administerLng a programs onlst 1 of making Iuds
pendent enditeur advocating the elction of 0 o 1 rA,
Reagan as President. This program is one portion of dw
activities of Fund for a CMosrvltive Majority, whih to a
MltioamdLidate anttee i(I Is not as ingle candida e
comittee), and it is advertised as "Citisens for 2104m in
180, project of Fiad for a Conservative Majority" O a
non-authrisation uotLee, as required by 11 Cfl 109.4, whic
reads "Paid for by ftnd for a Conservative Majority med ot
autborised by my andidate or candidate's comlittee. n,

tn7 1.all solicitations for ointributionu to Fud for a Conrv.ilve
Majority, it is made clear that contributions will be

-- in counection wkth its independent ezpenditure progrm an
also in connection other Federal c ps. The coantribtor
is directed to sake his or her checks payable to Pind for a
Conservative Majority or F!.

o: The caption "7CM Raagwi in 80 File" onchdule
A. refers to the nm 4f a list of contributors wh oni ed
to Fud for a Conservative Majority In response to direct
mail solicitations captioned, "Citisens for Reagan In '60 a
projset of Fund for a Conservative Majority". and which
otherwise contain the statsnsnts referred to above.

As a result of the forego ng. Fund for a Conservative
Majority cannot be termad a cndui t or interumdiary. In
order to avoid any confusion In the future, howver a the
caption will not appear on future reports.

With reference to the entry on Schedule I* Line
23, regarn an expenditure to PKmLd Video, for recording
a spoch by Governor Reagan, you have inqured whether the
expenditure is subject to the provisions of 11 CYR 109.1
(d). The epnditure was incurred In connection with the
independent expenditure program of Fund for a Conservative
Majority In support of the election of Governor Rega as
President. The recording was made of a speech uade by
Governor Reagan which was not made with the cooperation or
with the prior *onsent of, or In consultation with. or at
the request or suggestion of, Governor Reagan or any

i . 4



Mark IOLenr
Pass 3
3/20/80

agent or authorixed coittee of Governor Reagan. Tbh
recording fe paid to Pyramid Video did not constitute "t6e
dissemination, distribution, or republication, whole ot.
in part, of any broadcast or any written, Sraphic, or . M
form of camai4an materials prepared by the oandidate, h .
campaL committees or their authorized agens.... See UL
C.R O0. 1.(d).

With refeace to the listed expenditures to
Daughert, w are advised that the sun of $343.00 wsooai*
to 3. augherft to reWN-ws his for travel epne 90
end telephone cha;ges ($54.a00) iaurreCd by him =n behalf oif
Fund for a Conservative Majorityl and, that the sum of
$198.00 was paid to 3.ODaUhet o- reimburse him fo
travel e ns ($110.00) and tle charges ($88.00)
also incurred by him on behalf of Fund for a Conservative
Kajority.

Sund for a Conservative MaJority will aend the
applicable reports to reflect the expe_ dture made to
Pyrauid Video as a* operating expense on Schedule I d to
provide the explMsnation for the eums paid to Mr. Uel ty.

Sincerely yours,

J. Curtis Berge

bcc: Mr. Ralph Galliano
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FCM Goes to De troit!
LI

Despite the certainty of its candi-
date's nomination for President,
FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in
'80" program is far from over.
Just as "CFR" was as visible and
active (if not more so) than some
of the official candidates at
Orlando last November, Detroit
will be a beehive of activity for
the independent Reagan effort.
"We'll be working the national
convention night and day,"
according to FCM Special
Projects Director, Ken Boehm.

Located at 461 Congress and
First Street, the FCM "Citizens

for Reagan in '80" headquarters
is one block from Cobo Hall, site
of the 1980 Republican National
Convention. Two areas will aug-
ment the FCM convention oper-
ation-visibility and press.
Regarding the former, Boehm
estimates that the convention
team will hand out 4000 "CFR"
balloons, 2000 information kits,
(one for each delegate), and
enough buttons, ballons, and
paraphenalia for delegates as well
as guests.

At the same time, FCM will man
a "round the clock" hospitality

suite, serving coffee, doughnuts,
and soft drinks. The press end of
the convention operation is also
elaborate; according to Ken
Boehm, a press release a day will
go out and the convention
operation intends to be in close
contact with the lion's share of
media correspondents.

Such a well-planned and expen-
sive operation is even more im-
pressive when one considers that
nine months ago, FCM/CFR was
a one-man operation in one
room. It has gone from there to
being the largest single indepen-
dent expenditure on Governor
Reagan's behalf. At the same
time, FCM has a special program

devoted to achieving conservative
control of the Senate in 1980.
And that's still not all;in Execu-
tive Director Ralph 1. Galliano's
words, "we're doing more things
in more House races than I ever
imagined possible."

For FCM, the "icing on the
cake" will be "Project Detroit."



The Big 5n .0 RE ftd WHO?
The names and the odds on Convention eve..
FCM plays oddsmaker in the "Veepstakes."

[,- £ 0CO1

treaties in 1978. Criticism
rises with every mention of
his name and his veepshi
chances grow dimmer by the
day. 5-1

George Bush-S6, the all-pur-
pose appointee of the Nixon-
Ford Administration, who
waged a strong-but4odng
primary fight against Ronald
Reagan. His selection would
mean the first selection of a
nominee's chief rival for vic
president since JFK tapped
Lyndon Johnson in 1960.
Bush's selection would not
anger conservatives as much
as Baker's ... currently the
favorite of the press and of
convention delegates. 3-S

Richard Lugar-48, the lead
name in the ABB (Anybody
But Baker) winterbook. Solid
credentials as ex-mayor of
Indianapolis and pro-defense,
anti-Communist U.S. Senator.
Georgraphically, Lugar comes
from the area (Midwest)
recent surveys show Reagan
weakest. However, the one-
time Rhodes scholar may
have blundered in backing
aid for Nicaragua. His star is
still rising, though.

Even Money

Howard Baker-55, the
perennial Number Two man
on any GOP ticket. Might
have been an ideal choice,
acceptable to all sides had he
not backed Panama Canal

Jack Kemp-44, Many Rea-
gan watchers say that one-
time Reagan-aide and five-
term congressman Kemp is
the governor's personal
choice to share the ticket and
eventually pick up the mantle
of Reaganism. But the Kemp-
Roth bill's co-author has ties
to Laffer-esque econmics
which might frighten more
moderate GOP-ers. 6-1

William Simon-53, a genuine
cult hero to conservatives, ex-
Treasury Secretary Simon is
lionized for his championship
of free market economics, his
dry wit, and his best-selling
treatise A Time for Truth,
Like Kemp, however, Simon's
economic philosophy makes
him a media target. Nearly
out of the "veepstakes,"
Simon is good money to be in
a Reagan Cabinet. 10-1

Paul Laxalt-58, Reagan's
closest political friend and
one of the best-liked Senators
on either side of the aisle;

solid conservative, informed
on all issues, and has excel-
lent credentials as a former
district attorney and governor
of Nevada. Hampered by geo-
graphy (from Nevada) and
closeness to Reagan. A
"dream running mate" but
more likely to wind up
Senate Republican Leader. 15.1

Phil Crane-49, the conserva-
tive's conservative, Phil
Crane's stature is second only
to that of Ronald Reagan in
the hearts and minds of con-
servatives. One of a handful
of office-holders to stump
vigorously for Reagan in '76,
Crane is natural for a spot on
a national ticket, but prob-
ably not this year. 25-1

Pete Domenlci-48, A long-
shot, but an intriguing poss-
ibility. The son of Italian im-
migrants, Domenici is fluent
in Spanish and has close ties
with his state's Indian com-
munity. A strong conserva-
tive, Domenici has an excel-
lent background as mayor of
Albuquerque and issue-
oriented U.S. Senator for
eight years. Like Laxalt,
Domenici voted right on Pan-
ama Canal and favors the
Human Life Amendment.
Also hampered by geography
(New Mexico), Domenici
offers attraction to tradition-
al Northeast-Midwest Demo-
cratic blue-collar vote. Long Shot

ri)



The Story of Citizens for Reagan in '80

From O.rlando t-o Detroit
I truly believe FCM was respon-
sible for five to ten of the per-
centage points in Governor
Reagan's big win in New Hamp-
shire," said FCM Executive Dir-
ector, Ralph J. Galliano. He was
speaking to one of the ten
Republican candidates for the
U.S. Senate nomination in New
Hampshire shortly after the
Reagan victory in the Scenic
State's first-in-the-nation Presi-
dential primary. Like many a

S Hampshireman, the Senate candi-
date was eager to discuss FCM's
work in what Galliano called
"the most intensive and well-
executed independent political

S campaign New Hampshire has
ever seen."

0: While FCM's New Hampshire
project has been well-publicized,

'" its independent program on
behalf of Governor Reagan-the
largest such independent expend-

M" iture for Reagan in the U.S.-has
been operating smoothly and

Ssuccessfully before and after
New Hampshire. "Citizens for
Reagan in '80" received its poli-
tical "baptism of fire" last
November in Orlando, Florida-
site of the Presidential "straw
vote" at the Republican State
Convention.

Three FCM volunteers manned a
table to greet and solicit dele-
gates at the convention. With its
popular buttons featuring both
Governor and Mrs. Reagan, the
FCM table at times attracted
more visitors than those of the
official campaigns of other candi-
dates. Nearly one thousand
Florida Republicans signed cards
to receive the FCM Report and,
according to State Sen. Vince

Fechtel, Jr. (R-Tavares), "those
Ronnie-and-Nancy buttons
became hot items!" Even John
Connally campaign chief Eddie
Mahe and Marvin Bush (son of
George) stood in line to acquire
"collector's items."

Then came New Hampshire-a
"must" situation for the "Citi-
zens for Reagan" following
George Bush's surge in Iowa. The
New Hampshire operation invol-
ved sending bus caravans of
young volunteers to the state
whereupon a detailed strategy of
newspaper advertising, radio
spots, and door-to-door canvas-
sing was executed. The rest is
history-Reagan steamrollered
his five GOP foes with 51 per
cent of the primary vote and
Manchester Union Leader pub-
lisher William Loeb has said
"Fund for a Conservative Major-
ity helped a great deal."

Belting out the differences on
issues between Reagan and his
chief GOP rivals, FCM's creative
radio spots hit the air in Illinois,
where Reagan romped to a big
win with blue-collar. Democrats
crossing over to back him. The
same spots aided Reagan in
another big win, Alabama. In
South Carolina, radio commer-
cials as well as carloads of FCM
volunteers led by Dave Sanders
helped catapult Governor Reagan
into one of his most crucial prim-
ary wins-one in which he forced
John Connally to the sidelines.
"And here in Connecticut,
Reagan lost the state but carried
three of the six congressional dis-
tricts," according to the New
Britain Republican Town Chair-
man. "FCM's radio was a big
help."

But the most extensive post-NeW
Hampshire effort by "CFR r-
faced in Texas. Nearly $80,000,
was spent on mail, radio, and..
newspaper ads, including an ex-
tensive and much-publicized lay.
out in the Southwest edition of
the Wall Street Jourml. In a state
where Ronald Reagan only
narrowly staved off a push from
former Houston Congressman
Bush with 52 per cent of the
vote, the impact of FCM involve-
ment cannot be measured accur-
ately.

One of the best-organized opera-
tions was in Tennessee, where a
CFR team under the aegis of
Lloyd Daugherty had long plan-
ned an all-out Reagan effort no
matter what the Volunteer
State's own Howard Baker did.
"I was supervising literature
drops and making four and five
speeches a day," said Daugherty.
"After some of the Republican
functions we had canvassed, in-
formal polls actually showed
Reagan leading Baker!" With no
other candidate having an organ-
ization in place, the withdrawal
of Senator Baker paved the way
for a Reagan sweep of the
primary, with record vote totals
being registered in areas where
theTennessee Citizens for Reagan
had done their early spadework.

Having spent nearly $600,000
thus far, "Citizens for Reagan in
'80" is now gearing up for the
post-primary independent effort,
which should cost over $3
million. "We've done an awful
lot so far," says Special Projects
Director Ken Boehm. "And you
ain't seen nothing yet!"



FCM QpzChal4rCan

The First Amendment is Not a Loophole

When Independent expenditures
on behalf of a particular candi-
date are successful, some people
are bound to be angry. In this
case, the successful independent
effort Is FCM's "Citizens for
Reagan in '80" and the outraged
party is Common Cause, the
liberal lobby, and the Carter-
Mondale re-election committee.

They see something wrong,
K something "fishy" in the un-

limited spending which indepen-
dent efforts are legally allowed-

t a result of the historic 1976
Supreme Court decision, Buckley
n Valeo. To them, such limit-
less expenditures are the end

cm product of some legal "loop-
hole" in the Buckley decision.
Having read and re-read Buckley

0 vs. Valeo, I say simply that the
decision speaks for itself-if one
will let it. "These (expenditure)

C provisions," Buckley reads,
"place substantial and direct

T"O restrictions on the ability of can-
didates, citizens, and associations
to engage in protected political
expression, restrictions that the
First Amendment cannot
tolerate."

That's it in a nutshell: Common
Cause's alleged "loophole" is
none other than the First
Amendment, the constitutional
guarantee to all Americans of
their right of free speech and
peaceful political advocacy with-
out obstruction by the federal
government. Had the court im-
posed a ceiling on independent
and unafiliated political expen-
ditures, it would in essence be
giving the "green light" to an
obstruction of political expres-
sion-a fundamental part of the
First Amendment.

For the record: under this legal
definition, independent efforts
like "Citizens for Reagan in '80"
might well be the last means of
free and unlimited political ex-
pression, as candidates and pol-
itical parties now operate under
the strict restraints of the Fed-
eral Elections Commission
(FEC). And the FEC is the out-
growth of the 1974 campaign
"reform" law, conceived and
created by Common Cause.

A Word on the
Second Spot ...

FCM vigorously joins with the
legions of conservatives through-
out the nation in urging Gover-
nor Reagan to select a fellow
conservative as his running mate
in Detroit this week.

In primary after primary, the
Governor demonstrated that his
appeal vastly transcended party
labels-that his strong stands on
fiscal and such social issues as
abortion struck Democratic
heartstrings as well as those of
conservative Republicans.

An ideological balance, then, is
not what is required on the Re-
publican ticket. What is required

m

is a vice-president who, In Gov-
ernor Reagan's own words* Is
"philosophically compatibl,"i

There are a number of excellnt
conservative Republicans wh
share both the Reagan philoo-
phy and his blue-collar appeal.
Among them, for example, are
Reps. Phil Crane (R-Illinois) and
Jack Kemp (R-New York). A
Dynamic and scholarly man of
principle, Phil's eloquence and
total mastery of issues can mobil-
ize and inspire GOP partisans.
Onetime Buffalo Bills quarter-
back Jack Kemp's tax cut
"play" has breathed new life into
the Grand Old Party.

As Governor Reagan prepares to
select his vice-president and
ready himself for his "rendez.
vous with destiny," we at FCM
thank you for all you have done
to make the Reagan story a true
success.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Heckman
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Mr. Brue Eberle
8330 Old Court omue Rd.
Via=, Virginia

Dear Bruce:

I un wrviting to Yon toda to 4ess w diqi1 wi v i : wt-
son's omcellation of 0t's 30y,14 bowg of (ga's "Ct.-as for
Reagan in '76' Ust. 1 wiwsta thi is a i t -d--t4V
106,000 ns wicd " has S -Y rent f o ul othdr ooinlicm.

- You, I'm certain, as b as awolm els in the direct mW uI aoes
W' appi cate un ut mm to xx of its imm izqmxmt uau n'tn

o Oct. Modingly, I find it difflalt to believe ad Sm SM
dificut o r t Ins sorne that he dgible thoe rental

of this list both to 101 and to 3me heim's 1=I116 ac
which just so hqem to be mil-in this list for a ai i am -

o ~ ~ ~ 4ytitie Pagan i anut ep iture of their am& eull'ad mr
for wg. Pt~Ver, given Rertonn's actioms in this case a the
fact that the On e1iixal I Club just haPW to be your client, I
believe pose smn serio s ethical quesiou.

I have seen RIertson's list-zamri-tlog bY virbu of Ohga's pest m.e of
R1 4's list for debt paymnwt prpomes and I CXtAM that it is virtUally

spoible fwor him to dmble-bo* a list client. 2th eMe that He6m
booked the '76 Lgan list in Xbrch I findi rather strained sire Hels

was rot maili- his i AAen Rit Reagan project at that time.

I should alo point out the dbvioim significane of the L.i A mail
date curntly in dispiute. 101 in t to drop this maii at the
tie of the epkblican Cxnvention. I'm vertain Helm inters to do
the sate. 7he fact that OQega has bjq.d 101 at this particular time
will no doubt be costly to P01 insofar as evelqpin aM e s uli e r
and revenue lost is onerd. his camot be ignOred.

-9ore-

CHAIRMAN * Robert Hecknen * DIRECTORS 9 Kenneth F. Boehm. Esq. * Jeffrey D. Kane

1022 WILSON BOULEVARD e SUITE 1401 9 ARUNGTON. VIRGINIA 22209 (703) 124-4400
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7o; !CK Board and tacts

Frc Bb Hedu

pe: Citizens for pegan in '80

I have encloeed an article fr= the August 4, 1979 edition of Congressional

(uarterl which gives an in-depth analysis of the Prliary pr~7T-BmIk
..... fthe infomatin in the article will be eXtrUtly useful as W get closer
and closer to the point were Citizens for Reagan in '80 will be - f tng

in these events,

I hae also e e .ao of the M-WLah* Star' s corverage of the udcr,1 rK ng

portion of YArIs National convation. - d Reagan s fine showing there is due

principally to the fine ouk &ane by Rlph GalLia and the F04 team of volunteers

and staff workers. A~s you can see, Fa4 is given credit for Reagan's victory-

CHAIRMAN e Robert Heckman e DIRECTORS 9 Kenneth F. Boehm, Esq. Jeffrey D. Kane

1022 WILSON BOULEVARD * SUITE 1401 0 ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 * (703) 524-4400
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Politics

Presidential Primaries Reach Record ~lakio~

With the political calendar for the 1980 presidential
nominating process nearly complete, it is clear that the
current crop of candidates will have to endure more pri-
mary elections than any previous group of White House
apirants.

As of early August, a record 35 preidential primaries
had been scheduled for 1900 - an increm of five from the
previous high of 30 that were held in 1976. Next year's
primaries will be held in 33 states and in the District of
Columbia and Puerto Rico.

Republican leaden in Mississippi and South Carolina
also have expressed interest in holding presidential prima-
ries. But a final decision by either state party may not be
made for several months.

States and territories without primaries will elect their
delegates through the multi-tier caucus procms, which

ell usually begins with open, but often lightly attended, meet-
ings at the precinct level and concludes with the election of

ff national convention delegates weeks later at district and
state conventions.

Primary Growth
The growth in primaries has been made at the expense

of the caucuses. And the recent increase in primaries has
been dramatic - from 17 in 1968, to 23 in 1972, to 30 in
1976. Only about 40 percent of the delegates were elected

0 from primaries to the Democratic and Republican conven-
tions in 1968. About three-quarters of the delegates next
year will be the product of primary elections.

The proliftration of primaries in the last decade has
been principally the outgrowth of Democratic reform rules,

C written and rewritten since the party's tumultuous 1968
convention to increase gras-roots participation in the dele-
gate selection process. (Delegate selection background, 1975
Weekly Report p. 1807)

OHowever, many party leaders are beginning to feel the
growth in primaries has gone too far, creating a nominating
system that emphasizes candidates' personal campaign
organizations and media advertising while relegating the
national, state and local party leadership to a back seat.

The party's most recent rules review commission,
headed by Michigan state Chairman Morley Winograd,
recommended in January 1978 two major rules designed to
curb the future growth of primaries and increase the
influence of the party hierarchy. The Democratic National
Committee (DNC) adopted those rules in June 1978.

The Winograd Commission proposed that the delegate
selection season be shortened from about six months to
three months (a period known as the "window") with all
primaries and the first stage of the caucus process to be
held between March 11 and June 10, 1980. The commission
believed that the importance of individual primaries would
be diminished if the elections were clustered together.

But the "window" rule is not expected to effectively
shorten the process until 1984. Early states like New
Hampshire (which has scheduled its primary Feb. 26) and

-By Rhodes Cook

Iowa (which will hold precinct caucuses Jan. 21) are seeking
exemptions from the rule next year.

The commission also recommended the expansion of
each state delegation by 10 percent to accommodate state
party and elected officials. The "automatic" delegates m
to be elected by either a state convention or the previously-
selected national convention delegates with priority consid-
eration given to Democratic governors, the state party
chairman and vice chairman, other Democratic National
Committee members, U.S. senators and representatives.
The "automatic" delegates must reflect for one ballot the
presidential preferences of the national convention dele.
gates chosen earlier in caucuses and primaries. (1M
Democratic rules, 1978 Weekly Report p. 1571)

Political Impact
The complexion of the 1976 Democratic nominating

campaign was determined in the early primary and caucus
contests last year, and some believe that pattern will be
repeated in 1980.

Officials in President Carter's re-election campaign are
expecting the Democratic race to be settled quickly again
next year. "If anyone wants to take us on they have got to

"If anyone wants
to take us on they
have got to beat us
early."

-Evan Dobelle,
Carter-Mondale

campaign chairman

/ '
•

" '," i

• .I°
L. o

beat us early," Evan Dobelle, the Carter-Mondale cam-
paign chairman, said.

A late-starting campaign like that of Democratic Gov.
Edmund G. Brown Jr. three years ago could be handi-
capped by the reality of the political calendar. In 1960 that
could affect Sen. Edward M. Kennedy, D.Mass., who is
seen by some political observers as a possible late entrant.

By the time of the Jan. 21 Iowa caucuses next year, the
filing deadlines in five states already would have passed,
including Illinois, New Hampshire and Massachusetts (if it
does not change its March 4 primary date).

By Feb. 26, the day of the New Hampshire primary, a
total of 15 primary filing deadlines would have passed, with
access to the ballot closed in Florida, Pennsylvania, New

COPW1g01? so CommUs3OaL Ou"Rey 811 sC
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York (for its current primary date) and, for Republica!. in

Texas. a ceue nAa
By March 11, when primaries are s cheduled in Ala-

bama and Florida, filing deadlines would have passed for
five more primaries, including Indiana and Wisosin. By
the end of March, a newly announced candidate would be

able to get on the primary ballot in just seen states, none
of apparent importance except for New Jersey.

Regional Contests
There will be sevea small regional prims - on

March 4 in New England (Massachusetts and Vermont), on
March 11 in the Southeast (Alabama and Florida with
Georgi a possibility), on May 6 in the South (North

Carolina, Tennessee with Gorgi again a posibility), and

on May 27 in the South (Arkansas and Kentucky) and the
West (Idaho and Nevada).

The eight primarie on June 3 will include states in
three mpons - three primaries in the East, three in the

West and two in the Midwest.
For the most part, candidates will be forced to criss-

cross the country next year in their search for delegates.
0 Critics have described the system as institutioalized

chaos."
€ According to Republican Sen. Bob Packwood of Or-

egon, the sponsor of legislation to mandate regional prima-
r ies, the present system "now resembles more a enowball

racing downhill than a rational, humane method designed
- to choose our leader."

"No decision of this magnitude is made with so little
C logic," Packwood noted.

Attempts to establish a federal solution to the hdge-

podge of delegate selection events have goe nwoere. Over
250 bills have been introduced in Congress snce 1911 to,

o federalize the presidential nominating system. The most
popular approach in recent yeas has been to establish a

'- national primary or a series of regional primaries. But none
of the proposals has come close to passag and only three

bills have even reached the floor - the last in 1952.
One of the main problems for Supporters of federal

action is the absence of any sense of urgency. "Unfortu-
nately there is not enough time to chenge the method
before the election and too much time after it," explains
Democratic Rep. Douglas Applegate of Ohio, a promoter of
a national primary.

Another problem is the resistance of the major parties
to federal action. The 1976 Democratic convention went on
record declaring the delegate selection process to be a party

matter. Republicans traditionally have believed primary

and caucus details should be determined by the individual

States.
In its final report published in 1978, the Winograd

Commission concluded that the present system was better
than either a national primary or a series of regional

primaries. Perhaps the basic strength of the current pro-

cess, noted the commission report, "is that it allows the

voters to study a field of candidates in many different

settings. It also allows a little known candidate to emerge as

the nominee."

Largest Democratic Convention
The 1980 Democratic convention will be the largest in

the party's history. There will be a total of 3,331 delegate
votes, 323 more than 1976. The 10 percent expansion for

party and elected officials is responsible for nearly the

entire increase.
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1980 Delegate Selection:
major Party Differences

* Democrats require states to hol thei pimaries or the fis stag Mftercui
between March 11 and June 1%& -O a h ted earlier In 197 capl
ae"n .... R do not restrict delepte selection deM.an e em ptio n Republicans 3 o " d y e o t *

SDemocrats require primary states to set their flin deadlineS N to 9 days beore the

elcti Republicas have no restidion.

Democrats require proportional representation on the bas of residential prfe ce.

Republicans do not and permit .nnerake-

* he Democratic Party allows only Democrats to partdpate In its primaries and caucu".

Republicans allow crossovers wher state law permits. o nomfe tu

* Demcratsrequire delegates to declare presdtia prefeec o nomitdtts9 emocatsgv

Republican delgteS are not required to declare p r.do

Democratic delgates are bound for one ballot. Republicans require delega bondo a

candidate by state law in primary states to vote for t candidate-

0 Democrats require states to elect an equal number of men and women delegat

Republicans request states to elect an equal number.

. .. . ;, last presidential electii n 1976, nearly ai the stus bad

The largest gains we made by.in U tate de -

'Vap 26 votes and by Texas, which gins 22. (State delegate

t, box, p. 1612)
ith the 10 percent bonus, every state and territory

except Vermont gained at least one delegate. But the

linclusion of the "automatic" delegates in the count, ob-

Scures the fact that most states lost elected delegates. Only

c8 states increased their total of elected delegates from

1976, and 12 of them were in the South.
Democratic delegates are allocated to the states by a

formula that gives equal weight to population and the

Democratic vote in the last three presidential elections.

Carter's strength in his home region in the 1976 election

enabled the South to show a larger gain in delegates than

any other region. (Regional delegate count, box, p. 1613)
Democratic rules require that 75 percent of the elected

delegates be chosen in units no larger than a congressional

district. Delegates are apportioned to districts within a

state through formulas that stress Democratic voting

strength.
The remaining 25 percent are to be elected at-large by

the state convention, the state committee or the delegates

elected at the district level. States are encouraged to use

their at-large delegates to meet requirements for affirma-

tive action for minorities and for equal division of delegates

between men and women.
In contrast to the Democrats, the 1980 Republican

convention will he much smaller than its 1976 counterpart.

The reason is the Republican allocation formula which

awards bonus votes to states that went Republican in the

b eauis votes as the resm v 'N um ,- .---- -earlier. m teWbou
But following the 1976 election, many states lost bonus

delegates for 1980. Carter's near sweep of the South made

that region the biggest casualty. But every other region also

lost delegates.
Among the states, New Yok was the biggest lose?,

dropping 31 delegates. But severalother large satoe als
lost influence. Ohio, PennsylvaniaanTenaclot2
delegates while Florida declined by 1..

The Republican delegate count is nearly final, but will

reflect the outcome of this year's gubernatorial races. Under

the party's system of bonus votes, Kenucky Louisiana and

Mississippi each could gain one mor delegate if the GOP

wins its state's governorshiP this fall.

Four votes also may be allocated to a Republicans

Abroad category, but the 1980 convention first would have

tovotd pproval. In any cas.e the upcoming Republican

convention will have no more than 2,000 delegates, down

from 2,259 in 1976.

Republican rules encourage the state parties to elect

three delegates par congressional district and the remaining

delegates at-large.

Selection Uncertainties
With barely five months remaining until the Iowa

caucuses launch the 1960 delegate selection process most

states have completed the mundane but important task of

COWqUGI gig9 COUMIS40M ak"*Ik*'S
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Democts Abroad
TOTAL

F-e10 waft 76 Vefe
4S 35 + 10

11 10 + 1
29 25 + 4
33 26 + 7

3020 +26
40 35 + 5
54 51 + 3
14 12 + 2
19 17 + 2

100 I + 19
63 s0 + 13
19 17 + 2
17 16 + I

179 169 + t0
s0 75 + 5
s0 47 + 3
37 34 + 3
5o 46 + 4
51 41 + 10
22 20 + 2
99 53 + 6

111 104 + 7
141 133 + 8
75 65 + 10
32 24 + I
77 71 + 6
19 17 + 2
24 23 + 1
12 11 + 1
19 17 + 2

113 100 + 5
20 16 + 2

282 74 +6
69 61 + a
14 13 + 1

161 152 + 9
42 37 + 5
39 34 + 5

165 178 + 7
23 22 + 1
37 31 + 6
19 17 + 2
55 46 + 9

152 130 + 22
20 16 + 2
12 12 0
64 54 + 10
56 53 + 5
35 33 + 2
75 66 + 7
11 10 + 1
41 22 + 19

4 3 + 1
4 3 + I

4
4

3,331

3
3

3,00

+I
+1

+323

I. v v,
27 37-0
19 19 0
28 29 -119 27 - SI

16 167 + 1
31 31 0
35 35 0
12 17 - S
14 14 0
51 66 - is
36 48 - 12
14 19 - 5
21 21 0

102 101 + 1
54 54 0
37 36 + 1
32 34 - 2
27 37 - 10
30 41 - 11
21 20 + 1
30 43 - 13
42 43 - 1
62 64 -2
34 42 - 8
22 30 - I
37 49 - 12
20 20 0
25 25 0
17 16 - 1
22 21 + I
66 67 - 1
22 21 + 1

123 154 - 31
40 54 - 14
17 16 - I
77 97 -20
34 36 - 2
29 30 - 1
83 103 - 20
13 19 - 6
25 36 - 11
22 20 + 2
32 43 -11
so 100 -20
21 20 + 1
19 16 + I
51 51 0
37 38 - 1
16 26 -10
34 45 -11
19 17 + 2
14 a + 6
4 4 0
4 4 0

1993 2.259 -26
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sting the format and dats. of their delegate selection
events. But several key states remain unsettled, and their
decisions could have a major impact on the Democratic and
Republican nominating campaigns.

Most of the remaining uncertainty is due to the Demo-
cratic Party requirement that state delegate selection plans
be reviewed and approved by the Democratic National
Committee's Compliance Review Commission (CRC). The
25-member commission, headed by DNC Treasurer Peter
Kelly of Connecticut, must act on all plans by Sept. 15.
Meeting monthly since May, the commission has con-
ducted an initial review of 35 plans but has only given final
approval to one - Michigan's.

Unlike the Democrats, Republican have neither a
compliance review commission nor detailed requirements
to which states must adhere. The result is that the mechan.
ice of establishing the Democratic delegate selection proce-
dures have pined more attention.

Three Democratic rules are giving some states signifi-
cant problems:

SThe "window" rule which requires delegate selection to
begin between March 11 and June 10.

e The rule limiting all delegate selection events to Demo.
crats only (outlawing croesovers by Republican and inde.-
pant voters).

e0he requirement that delegates be elected by propor.
paal representation - the allocation of delegates to presi-
fitial candidates in proportion to their popular support in

primaries or at caucuses.
For 1960 the party has banned primaries that prevent

proportional representation - the district level winner.
Ue-all primaries (known as "loophole" primaries) and
Lgate selection primaries within single-member districts.
T were permitted in 1976.

The new Democratic rule establishes a flexible thresh-
* for determining when a candidate is guaranteed at least
one delegate under proportional representation. In caucus
d~tes and for the election of at-large and "automatic"
delegates, state parties may set a threshold no lower than
Wpercent nor higher than 20 percent of the vote.

For the election of delegates at the district level in
hnary states, the threshold can be no higher than 25

percent.

te Shifts
The Democratic "window" rule is a particular problem
Aassachusetts, which presently has a March 4 primary.

Several other states - Georgia, New York and I, -
may shift their primary dates voluntarily.

uetts Battle lines ta
sachusetts between the Democrati
parties. The state party has been warned by DC
man John C. White that its March 4 primary is out....
"window" and that if it is not moved at least one e
later, the Massachusetts delegation could be banned' &athe 1960 convention.

The Democratic state committee reluctantly. is -
porting a bill in the state legislature to hold the
April 15. But both state Chairman Chester Atkinsadw.,
Edward M. Kennedy favor keeping the primary Maf- 4.
Atkins has promised a lawsuit against the DNC if it 'seothrough with its threat to ban the Massachusetts
delegation.

Supporters of the early date in Maachusetts
that New Hampshire has made no effort to move its fit.
in-the-nation primary inside the "window" and that a
March 4 primary assures Massachusetts national influence
in the nominating process. They add that the DNC is
pressing for a date change because Carter could fare poorly
in the Massachusetts primary. He finished a distant fourth
in 1976, his worst showing in any primary state that he
entered.

Legislative support for a change is unlikely, which
would place responsibility for a final decision in the hands
of the CRC. Democratic rules require that before applying
for an exemption state parties take positive steps to comply
with national regulations, such as drafting corrective legis-
lation and lobbying their state legislatures.

But in spite of Massachusetts' technical compliance
with the rule, it is unlikely that the CRC would grant an
exemption for Massachusetts as quickly as it would for New
Hampshire or Iowa. The latter two states -have a Republi-
can governor or legislature, which are regarded by the CRC
as realistic barriers to change. Massachusetts has both a
Democratic governor and a Democratic legislature.

The consequence is that if the Massachusetts primary
is not moved later, the state party could be forced to adopt
a caucus plan for delegate selection or the DNC could
impose one.

Georgia. There is no conflict in Georgia with the DNC
because it has been proposed to move its primary, tenta-
tively set for May 6, to the beginning of the "window" -
March 11. Proponents of the change claim that it would

Vote Apportionment by Regions in 1976 and 1980
The chart below compares the total number of

Democratic and Republican delegates allocated to states
and the territories in each region in 1960 with the total in

1976. The 1980 Democratic total includes elected dele-
gates and the new 10 percent add-on for party and
public officials.

DEMOCRATS
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Deb.
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901
662
867
544
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3.00

30.0
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28.6
18.1
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23.8
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18.0
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enhance the importance of the primary while likely provid.
ing an early boost for Georgian Jimmy Cater.

The proepects for a March 1 primary are good because
Democratic Gov. George Busbee. a Carter supporter, is an
influential member of the l1-member committee that is
authorized by state law to set the primary date. The White
House has told Busbee of its interest in an early primary,
and the governor has expressed support for the March date
as part of an early regional primary with Alabama and
Florida.

An early Carter win in Georgia could help offset
negative publicity from poor showings by the president in
Iowa and New England. A final decision on the Georgia
primary date is expected by early September.

Teams. A date change is less likely in Texas, where
opponents of a March primary stopped passage of legisla-
tion to shift the primary date during the reglar sion of
the legislature. If they choose, the two parties may hold
primaries on May 3 - the same date as primary elections
for state and local office. Democrats now are likely to use
caucuses to choose their delegates, while Republicans are
expected to hold a primary.

... Opponents qf shifting the authorized primary date
contend that a separate presidential primary in March
would not only be costly, but would benefit only one

'? candidate - former Texas Gov. John Connally. It is
speculated that his longtime conservative Democratic sup-

'0 porters would be free to cross over and vote for him in
March in the GOP primary, but would be reluctant to do so
in May with state and local Democratic nominations at
stake.

0- The fight produced an interesting coalition when the
Republican state committee and supporters of GOP candi-

7 dates George Bush and Ronald Reagan joined the Demo-
cratit state committee and many liberal Democrats in

o opposition to any primary date change.
A feisty group of Democratic state senators, known as

q'r "the killer bees," successfully stopped legislative consider-
ation of the date change this spring by going into hiding for

Cm several days. Their action has forced the measure's sup-
porters, which include the Democratic lieutenant governor,
to seek support for a special legislative session to consider a
March primary date. But Republican Gov. William

7 Clements, who has been quiet on the plan, is unlikely to
call a special session before next January. That would
probably be too late to establish a March primary.

Regardless of the final outcome, it appears likely that
only the Republicans will hold a binding presidential
primary. Texas Democrats have drafted a delegate selec-
tion plan calling for a return to the caucus system. The
party may decide early next year to schedule a non-binding
primary if a serious contest develope for the Democratic
nomination.

Crossover Voting
For Michigan and Wisconsin, the issue is not a date

change but compliance with the Democratic rule limiting
participation in" the delegate selection process to Democrats
only. Both states traditionally have allowed crossover vot-
ing in their primaries.

The DNC granted exemptions for the Michigan and
Wisconsin primaries in 1976. But the party has made it
clear there will be no exemptions to the rule next year. If
the Michigan and Wisconsin legislatures do not act to close
their primaries, Democrats in both states could be forced to
elect their delegates in caucuses rather than primaries.
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Republican delegates in both states would be elected I t
primaries regardless of any Demo~t , -*from J.

Michigan Democrats submitr w 'Imgso"
plans to the CRC - one calling for a primary and he ,

a caucus. In the event the legislature does not act Welop
the primary by Oct. 1, the caucus plan will be used With
Democrats beginning the process with county me....p
April 26.

No legislative action an take place before midNip.
tember, when the legislature returns from its recess.A
to the final outcome will be Republican Gov. W111 4 .
Milliken, who has opposed efforts to prohibit e eoever
voting.

The situation is not so clear in Wisconsin. Tht CtC
already has rejected Wisconsin's open primary plow yet
state law requires delegates to be elected in the primry.
Although the state committee has submitted a bill to teelo
the primary, the legislature is not expected to pass It.

At this point, it is likely that either the state Pa will
formulate a caucus plan or the DNC will impose one. But
this could be thwarted by the state attorney general, who is
threatening a lawsuit if the Democrats move to a caucus
system of delegate selection.

Loophole Primaries
The Democratic rule requiring proportional representa-

tion has created problems for other states. The controver-
sial "loophole" primary was used by six of the 10 largest
states in 1976 - Illinois, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania and Texas.

Four of these states have been able to chanse esily.
New Jersey, Ohio and Pennsylvania shifted to proportional
representation primaries without legislative action, while
Texas Democrats have decided to elect their dslgatls
through the caucus process.

But the rule has created difficulty for Illinois and New
York. The Illinois legislature has balked at adopting pro-
portional representation and the state's Democrats are
seeking an exemption that would allow them to retain their
"loophole" primary in 1980.

New York Democrats have drawn up a plan for a
proportional representation primary, which for the first
time in the state's history would list presidential candi-
dates on the ballot. Previously, only the names of delegates
had appeared on the primary ballot and it was not until
1976 that the presidential preference of Democratic dele-
gate candidates was included.

Legislative action this fall will be needed to approve
proportional representation and select a new date. The
existing state statute sets the primary for April 1, which
next year is during the Jewish Passover. Republicans prefer
a March 25 primary; the Democrats, April 29.

New York Republican leaders do not plan to join the
Democrats in holding a presidential preference primary.
Instead, as in the past, GOP leaders intend to run a slate of
party-backed delegates that would be officially
uncommitted.

That is also the plan of the Illinois Republican hierar-
chy, which earlier this year won legislative approval for a
bill which permits them to list candidates for delegate on
the primary ballot without their presidential preference.
Both Democrats and Republicans will continue to have
non-binding presidential preference primaries in Illinois.

The change was lambasted by the state Reagan leader,
who claimed that it was a maneuver by Republican Gov.
James R. Thompson and his allies to control the delegation
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women. In 1976, their share was 34
percent. Republican Rules

When the rules committee W " - "
voted that the party should pro- W e th ed with elct-

mote equal division rather than re- , ing its member s nation d on-

quire it, some Democratic women ,44  jq sngism besantoalc-

threatened to fight the proposal on vention delegates, the rules it must

the convention floor. That was Scheckelhoff, a former Democratic deal with are not as complicated as

avoided when activist women were National Committee (DNC) staff the Democratic requirements.

satisfied that Jimmy Carter would member, said. There is no Republican mandate

support energetically the Equal "Women have more clout than for equal division.

Rights Amendment (ERA) to the we did ton years ago." GOP task force leaders stated

U.S. Constitution and appoint That clout was not enough to in 1976 that they considered such a

more women to federal office. get a recommendation for equal di- requirement to be an "illegal

Although required equal divi- vision from the party's Winograd quota," and they have not changed

sion lost, the 1976 action gave mo- Commission when it recommended their minds. Susan McLane, the

mentum to the drive. The first vic- 1978 convention rules to the DNC current leader of the task force, said

tory for mandatory equal division in January 1978. However, the "our first priority is to keep support

was won when the Democratic rules DNC adopted the mandatory 50-50 of the ERA in the platform."

required that one man and one requirement in December 1978. Republican rules state that

woman be elected from each con- Ann Campbell, a former head "each state shall endeavor to have

gressional district for the 1978 of the Democratic State Chair's As. equal representation of men and

midterm convention in Memphis. sociation, said the DNC was per- women in its delegation."

"It was a reflection of women's suaded that a party requirement for One GOP presidential aspi-

increased influence," Mary equal division relieved individual rant, John Connally, has said that

presidential candidates from being he wants his delegations equally

-By Jo Freeman presured by women's groups to im- divided between women and men.

Cp~O.~ ,' cooIH~' uiaU~ si Au. 4 199-PGE 61

-wwwa poi t9 WM6 V.a-l 0~ bw e-I 090"

0 1*0

(

4

I

I.

Women Map Delegate Selection Plano.
mthke National Women'$ pos suhaT4

Caucus (NWPC) held its 7_ l delegate slates and hu
Sconvention in prominent male supporters.

md-July, its DeCincin- -. at The battle for women delegates
mid-July its Democratic plott-at the Democratic conventtI5ON
lican task forces p o "% C. over as the arena of confli

lpet women as delegates to shifted from the candidates' ndi-
presidential conventin - vidual political camps to th rI.

igies for electing women - , reiap The DNC c m r

ar W Cmembers - as,. ~*, review commission Must

trly NWPC 
aeers ar ll state delegate selection

Sto nest ' p n- '" :" " ensure they conform to p a

will be different because of The NWPC's Democratic task

party rules. Democrats re-. 
'i, force plans to monitor closely the

ste delegations to be di- - "- . delegate selection process.
lually between men and / v Others are getting into the act.

Republican rules suggest ,w
o quire' Democratic women members of

Io not aee beten Congress have invited 4.000 Demo-
om ien. crtic women officeholders to an

I women. ur. L4 October conference in Washington
i,,k.., " to discuss delegate selection strat-

:ratio Roots i ey. Right-to-life groups are 9du-

idea of equal divison of cating their members about del*-

sbetweena men and womengaeslcinpodus fr
least to the days of Eleanor '.$ w 3 both parties - in the states where
It. The most recent push for \4 they believe they are strongest.

division began at the Demo- The fight for the Democatic
at rins committee Ineet- '% " women's delegate spots could re-
t he woen' us of. ate conflict between anti-abotion

and the women's caucus Of . groups and their opponents And in
areas with strong party control bat-

that the 1976 convention tia es could emerge between women

have fewer women delegates w 4 ho are the wives of state and party

e 1972 conclave, when 40 0 '' '-officials and insurgent women's

t of the delegates were - . ups.
h kILNgous
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for Connaly. Pony leades he dei the abarge, con-
tending that a large uncommitted bloc %of delegtes would
give the Illinois delegation larg bargalnfn power next
year.

The Reagan forces also ar upset by an attempt by
conservative Republicans in the Californi legislature to
alter the GOP's winner-take-all primsary, the lat statewide
winner-take-all primary in the nation. In 1976 aM a won
his home state easily and captured the larp bloc of
California delegates.

But state Sen. John Schmitz is prmotin a bill that
would establish proportional representation in the Republi-
can primary if one candidate does not win a majority of the
vote. Schmitz was the American Party prdt candi-
date in 1972 and is sympathetic to Conally.

The Republican state chairman and a lis majority of
the state committee members oppoe the Schmitz measure.
But the Republican caucus in the state Senate favors it.
The party is expected to take a formal position on the bill
at its state convention next month.

Party Differences
%G The debate in California illustrates the attitude of the

Republican National Committee (RNC) to delegate selec-
0) ticn - leave all but the most essential aspects of the

presidential nominating procese to the states.
'0 Except for basic guidelines, nearly all important deci-

sions are left to the state parties or to state law. State
-- delegate selection plans do not have to be reviewed by the

RNC.
The Republicans' hands-off approach contrasts with

the Democrats' increasing natioalisation of the nominat-

Ir ing process.
. Democratic rules shortening the delegate selection sea-

o son, limiting the process to Democrats only and mandating
proportional representation are only a small part of the
differences between the two parties in delegate selection.
(Party differences, boz, p. 1611)

C Women Delegates

A major distinction between the parties concerns fe-
male representation on state delegations. The Democrats

Co require that state delegations be divided equally between
men and women. Republican rules only suggest there be
equal division. (Women delegates, p. 1615)

The equal division mandate presents a potentially
thorny problem for the Democratic Party in the handful of
primary states where delegate candidatis are listed on the
ballot. For example, if four males ran ahead in a district
electing four delegates, two might have to be "bumped" in
favor of the top two female vote-getters.

To the dissatisfactior of the National Women's Politi-
cal Caucus, the CRC has tried to skirt the problem by
urging states to try for equal division at all levels of
national delegate selection but to recognize that serious
political, legal and affirmative action ramifications
supercede a perfect sexual balance. The CRC opposes the
bumping of elected delegates to achieve equal division,
arguing that delegations can be sexually balanced when at-
large delegates are chosen after the primary. (CRC Equal
Division debate, Weekly Report p. 1172)

One of the major objectives of the Democrat's
Winograd Commission was not only to curb the growth of
primaries, but to decrease media and candidate emphasis
on the early events.
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In 1976, stories abou" re pri a _w
dominated early media coverage of the presiden cam-
paign. Political scientists Michael Robinson and Kiren
MacPhearson reported that in the three months bO th
New Hampshire primary, more than half of theprint
stories and broadcast time devoted to the presidentil race
involved the New Hampshire contest.

While all states including New Hampshire may even-
tually be forced inside the three-month "window" by 1964,
this has not lessened the importance of the early states in
1980. Ironically, their impact may be increased nt "a.

If the CRC approves selective exemption .oe states
like Iowa and New Hampshire, their influence would e
enhanced. They would stand alone at the beginning ofthe
1980 nominating process while other states are forced to
cluster together on later dates.

The desirability of an early date has created some
competition for Iowa and New Hampshire. Puwto Rico
tried unsuccessfully to schedule a primary on Feb. 17 -
nine days before New Hampshire. But it was rebuffed when
the CRC ruled them out of compliance. Puerto Rico has
rescheduled its primary for Sunday, March 16.

Other states have tried more innovative techniques to
achieve "fusts" in the delegate selection process. The
Arkansas Republican Party has abandoned the state's May
27 primary and decided to elect 12 delegates at congres-
sional district meetings Feb. 2 and the remaining seven at.
large delegates at a state committee meeting Feb. 16.

Although those events will follow the Iowa precinct
caucuses by several weeks, Arkansas Republicans advertise
that they will have the first actual election of national
convention delegates in 1980.

Fall Straw Votes
Party leaders in Massachusetts and Florida have not

moved up their delegate selection dates, but they have done
what they think is the next best thing - scheduling non-
binding presidential preference conventions this fall.

Massachusetts Republicans will hold their convention
in Hyannis on Oct. 26 and 27 and expect most of the GOP
presidential candidates to attend. It will be open to any
registered Republican who pays the registration fee.

Two presidential preference polls will be taken, the
first by mail before the convention begins and the second at
the end of the convention.

Both parties will hold preference conventions in Flor-
ida the weekend of Nov. 17. Republicans will have a one-
day event in Orlando attended by 1,357 delegates - a
combination of party officials and activists and of regis-
tered Republicans selected by lot at county caucuses. The
delegates will register their first and second choices for
president on voting machines.

Although lining up delegates has diverted thousands of
dollars from candidate coffers that might have been used in
the primary campaign, party leaders feel that the conven-
tion has been worthwhile in gaining attention for the state.

A total of 1,717 delegates will attend the three-day
Democratic convention in St. Petersburg. About three-
fifths will be elected in county caucuses in October, while
the rest will be either state party or elected officials, or
selections of the state chairman. Delegates will indicate
only their first choice and votes will be publicly announced
by county.

Carter won a similar convention in the fall of 1975 that
served as a launching pad for his successful primary cam-
paig. :i Florida the following year. I
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The Young Americans for Free-
dom, reputed to be the young Ingies
of American conservatism, cut up
like Saturday night at the frat house
yesterday at their 1980 mock presi-
dential convention. They had a ball
as they overwhelmingly backed old.
timer Ronald Reagan, 68, over Rep.
Phil Crane. 48, the Republicans'
sweet bird of youth in the 1980 race.

Between the horseplay at the
Shoreham Americana. the delegates
to YAF's 10th national convention
gave Reagan 308 of 391 first-ballot
votes, or 78 percent, to only 69 votes
or 17 percent for Crane, the only
other candidate whose supporters
worked the weekend's political ver-
sion of Animal House.

Seven other candidates, including
former President Richard Nixon,
split the remaining 5 percent. Sen.
Bob Dole got 4 votes. Sen. Howard
Baker 3. former CIA Director George
Bush and former New llampshi:e
Go. Meldrim Thomson 2 each, and
- amid cheers and boos - Nixcn.
former President Gerald Ford and
former Sen. James Buckley one
apiece.

In the balloting for the vice presi-
dential nomination - highlighted
by the day's most spirited floor
demonstration, for the late Sen. Jo-
seph R. McCarthy of Wiscensin and

0.

McCarthyisn - Rep. Jack Kemp.Of
New Yorl, won with 13I votes f. 3*
cast.or 41 percent. State Rep. Clay
Smothers of Tex.s was seco6d with
56 votes. Crane got 3.. Sen. Richard
Schweiker of Pennsylvania 31, for.
mer Secretary of the Treasury Wil.
1iam Simon 30 and a whole mess of
others - including McCarthy,
Nixon. Spiro T. Agnew, Philadelphia
Mayor Frank Rizzo. and even silent
screen star Ben Turpin - the ret.

By this tne. however, the YAP
convention was taking on a close
resemblance to Romper Room. The
Wisconsin chairman reported six
votes for McCarthy, "a man who
truly believes it's better to be dead
than Red." Whereupon another dele.
gate inquired fr,:m the floor: "We
know it's lcgal for dead people to
vote for live ~o~ple. but is it legal for
live people to vote for dead people?"
YAF National Chairman James V.

Lacy, presidi.,. replied: "Only in
Cook County. Illinois."

That was the kind of afternoon it
was as the YAr-'rs concluded the
business portloi: of their four-day
mctting here. Last night. their main
man. Vvigan, spoke to the delegates
via tape reco:ding at their windup
dinner. Reagar commended them
for, among oth.r things, their Stop
SALT 11 campaign "to brini; about
the defeat of the administration's

See YAF, A-4
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RONALD REAGAN JOSEPH deCadtChoice of YAF delegates 4Better to be dead han Red'

YAF Delegates Have Fun
As Rea-an Wins in a Whi
Continued From A-I

dangerous SALT II treaty,"
He alerted them, too, that "next

year, YAF has an even more impor-
tant role to fill, because next year
you can make the difference in the
philosophy of leadership America
chooses." Reagan did not mention
his own candidacy, for which an
"exploratory" committee has been
established, but it is as much as-
sumed by this crowd as the divinity
of Chang Kai-shek. (In the floor
demonstration for Reagan in the
afternoon, one delegate waved a
Taiwanese flag).

Reagan in his taped remarks hit
President Carter in all the places it
hurts most before a YAF audience.
"Three years of the Carter presi-
dency," he said, "has brought us the
fall of Afghanistan. the give-away of
the Panama Canal, the sellout of Tai-
wan and the collapse of Iran."

And in another slap at SALT Il, he
added: "As icing on the cake, we now
face the prospect of a SALT II treaty
negotiated by the Carter administra-
tion which would virtually assure
permanent Soviet nuclear superior-
ity over the United States. But we're
not going to let that hapien."

The litmus-test issues with con-
servatives were much in evidence
during the mock convention. When
a Tennessee delegate rose to put
Baker's name in nomination, cries
went up of "Remember Panama!"
and "Save the Canal!" And when
Tennessee's votes were announced
the state chairman reported "no
votes, on principle, for Panama llow.
ard Bakr" - a reminder o! Baker's
votes for the Panma Canal frealies.

Former Texas Gov. John Cw.,o1'i
nally, a Democrat when many oi T:
delegates were in their chronol e
cal adolescence, got short shrilt '.
Several state chairmen pointet..
noted there were no votes for hi.
their delegations, and Texas c!lV
man Steve Munisteri said his st"
shut Connally out "because we'v
been following him and his reco,
for years."

-Representatives of the ReagL.'::
Crane, Connally, Dole and Bu::
campaigns all had addressed I-
YAF convention Friday. but on.-
Reagan and Crane supporters we-:,
active campaigns for votes. The Pc..
gan lobbying was handled by ,'-
independent committee that calls
self the Fund for a Conservativ-
Majority, and Crane's by YAF su,
porters, not Crane's national cari,
paign.
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Current Financial Position

The Fund for a Conservative Majority's 
current

financial position is extremely good. 
As of Thursday,

September 4 our cash on hand was 
$116,364.50. The curtr",

accounts payable total approximately 
$100,000. most of or

accounts payable are in the 
30 day range with some at 45 

4ays

and none over 60.

FCM has picked up a considerable number 
of new donors,

so much so that Anagram is backed 
up in keypunching them.

New donors picked up on earlier 
Reagan mailings are respond"

ing very well to our phonebank 
appeals. The high dollar

appeals, though below earlier 
projections in income and a

little behind schedule, are now 
shaping up. Quality full

OD color reproductions of our Don Dyan 
print will be mailed

to our own high dollar donors 
and offered as a premium to

high dollar prospects.

Financial Growth Summary

The tremendous growth of the Fund 
for a Conservative

Majority is best illustrated by 
the following figures taken

from the monthly FEC reports.

Month

January
February
March
April
May
June
July

Cash on hand

$ 27,545.
34,507.
1,798.

88,293.
53,884.
22,164.
39,318.

$ 82,822.
111,284.
297,688.
172,263.
216,396.
190,660.
489,256.

Debts
$ 86,934.
128,854.
104,913.
117,523.
122,800.
215,249.
104,567.

TREASURER' S REPORT



Cit51 for Maan in '80

T ne lpenldent exper t~*ot9~ o 'R t~t~
FEC re~t: continues to bethe bet b6 t to! ou
CitigenS ;for Reagan in '80 proj*. f

Our monthly Reagan expenditures for the year e as

follows:

January
February
march
April
may
June
July

$ 44,342,110,643.
122,187.
126,235.
143,879.
109,179.
319,770.

.. Post Election Financial Concerns

From the beginning of FCM's recent 
financial upturn,

a primary consideration has 
been: what can be done to

avoid the traditional post-election 
downturn from turning

Now& into a financial disaster. 
The nightmare scenario we have

to avoid could start off with 
FCX having $100,000 cash on 

hand

the day after elections against 
$50,000 in debts. The decline

in political interest following 
the elections precipitates

two or three house mailings 
in a row which lose money.

Overhead,, though cut back 
sharply following the elections,

is higher than the severely 
reduced income can support. 

FC4

has very little in real assets 
with which to buffer the

income decline. As our accounts payable lengthen 
to 90 days

S or more, the cost and availability 
of vendor's goods and

services becomes a factor in 
getting out mailings.

The Toronto board meeting 
Treasurer's Report suggested

four approaches to insuring that 
the financial disaster never

occurs: 1). building equity in real estate 
(as YAF and ASC have

done) giving a financial cushion 
to offset any severe down 

turn;

2). following a policy of keeping 
all debts extremely low and

very current; 3). a careful plan scheduling 
prepayment of

post-election expenses (rent, 
equipment, printing, etc.) and

a detailed plan to cut back 
overhead; 4). increased emphasis

on building institutional loyalty 
of donors through newsletters#

membership cards, and public 
relations.
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THEFUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY
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To: Fund for a Conservative Majority Directors

From: Ken Boehm

Subject: Citizens for Reagan in '80 Strategy

ELECTORAL VOTE STRATEGY

In three of the last five presidential elections 
(1960, 1968 and

1972), the shift of a very small number of votes in a feW key 
states could

C4
have changed the outcome of those elections.

1 The 1980 election could

o} easily become a photo finish, especially if independent candidate 
John

qW' Anderson is able to capture several states. The wide lead in the polls

o established by Reagan following the Republican Convention 
has already

been substantially closed. Even if Reagan kept the large lead into

September, the volatility of such polls is such that Humphrey 
was able to

close twenty points on Nixon in less than six weeks during 
the 1968 campaign.

The prospect of an extremely close election brings with 
it the real

possibility that a well-organized independent 
expenditure campaign could have

a decisive impact on the outcome. Properly targeted, the amount of money

raised by Citizens for Reagan in '80 could be translated into thousands of

votes in states where the popular vote totals of 
the two major candidates will

4

be very close.
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Strategically, an independent expenditure 
campaign can maxtu

&XV-4 e6 *

influence on the election results by 
carefully focusing its limited resources

on those constituencies and states 
which offer the largest potenti4al 

n

for the least possible outlay. Three specific steps are involved. 
First,

a small number of states with 
a large number of electoral 

votes, but with

prospects of a close popular vote, 
must be selected. The electoral 

college

works to the benefit of the very 
largest states (those with more 

than 14

electoral votes) and the very smallest 
(those with less than four votes).

Second, voting constituencies 
which are issue-oriented, 

open to

persuasion and easily reachable 
through direct mail/mass media 

must be

selected for each targeted state. 
The electoral college increases 

the

influence of any well-organlized 
minority group which is capable 

of voting as

a bloc. Thus, for example, the opposition 
of Jewish leaders to Senator 

Birch

o Bayh's plan to abolish the electoral 
college is perfectly rational.

Third, the most cost-effective 
(and politically effective) way 

to reach

t~ the targeted groups must be selected. 
Direct mail, radio and newspapers 

are

more useful in targeting carefully 
defined groups than is television 

which

necessitates a more generalized 
and less issue-oriented appeal.

The four target states of the 
Citizens for Reagan in '80 campaign are

New York, Pennsylvania, Connecticut 
and Florida. A variety of criteria were

used in selecting these four 
but the principal reason for 

their selection was

that all four are states in 
which a concentrated effort 

by an independent

campaign could effect the outcome. 
Together they represent 93 

electoral votes,

or more than one-third of the 
270 a candidate needs to be 

elected president.



Electoral Votes

1976 Results

rvans/Novak
7/1/80

USN&WR
6/16/0

overors
Prediction
8/18/80

Reagan
Strategists
7/28/80

Carter
strategists
8/25/80

Evans/Novak
8/15/80

PA.

(27)

Cter.., 50Z
Ford 482g

Leaning
Carter

Swing State

Reagan

Reagan Key
Target

Leaning
Reagan

Leaning
Reagan

N.Y.
(41)

Carter 512
Ford 46Z

Leaning

Swing State

Too Close
to call

Long Shot
for Reagan

Leaning
Reagan

Leaning
Reagan

CO
(

Ford 5

Carter

Leanil

Anders

Swing

No Res

Long!
for 14

Leani
Carte

Leani
Ander

Having selected four target states, 
the difficult process of deciding

how best to allocate scarce resources 
must begin. Some excellent guidelines

exist. Political scientist Steven J. Brams 
and mathematician Morton D. Davis

have devised a mathematical formula 
for the allocation of resources for 

maximum

effectiveness. 2 After a careful study of presidential 
campaigns and the

electoral college system, they 
decided that larger states should 

receive even

more attention than their proportional 
share of the electoral college. 

Resources

should be allocated approximately 
in proportion to the 3/2s power 

of the

electoral votes of each state. 
This figure is calculated by taking 

the

square root of the number of electoral 
votes and cubing the results. 

From

there, the percentage of resources 
can be easily calculated.

gom
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The Sa. Davis Forula Applied to FOE's Target State 0O0'

Square Root Cube %of Ti

N.Y. (41) 6.4 262 53%

PA. (27) 5.2 140 28Z

FLA. (17) 4.1 69 131

CON. ( 8) 2.8 22 4Z

If the target states and the Braims - Davis formula are accepted as our

campaign priorities, the next step in formulating 
the FCM strategy is to

identify those groups which are issue-oriented, 
open to persuasion, and

reachable through direct mail and mass media. 
A number of such groups exist

within the target states. Carter's gross mismanagement of the economy plus

his mishandling of issues important to 
segments of the traditional Democratic

coalition gives Reagan an opportunity to 
make large inroads into what used to

be solid Democratic constituencies.

BLUE COLLAR VOTE

Pollster Lou Harris has stated that it is an iron rule that any Democrat

who slips below 60 percent of the union 
vote is in trouble. In May, Harris

polled union members on which candidate 
could best handle the economy:

35% said Reagan, 30% said Carter, 
and 23% favored Anderson. Asked which candidati

could best preserve the value of 
their money, union members in the 

eight largest

states replied: Reagan 38%, Anderson 28%, and Carter 
21%.

Reagan's primary victories in Democratic 
crossover states like Illinois

and Wisconsin show his appeal to blue-collar 
Democrats. Dr. Don Devine's memo

to the Reagan campaign ("The Devine Memo: A Winning Strategy for Ronald Reagan,"

D



iutma EventS,* July 5, 1980), argued 
forcefully for a strategy aimed .

attracting the "BCEC voter" 
(blue-collar, ethnic and Catholic). He calS01tt""

that the BCEC vote could represent 
35Z of Reagan's majority coalition 

pid

stated, "The real test of the 
campaign is its ability to attract 

the BIC

voter. This will win or lose the 
election."

To win the BCEC vote, Dr. Devine 
suggests the use of four issues: 

the

economy (jobs creation, tax 
cuts, inflation, unemployment, 

the Carter "misery

index"), a strong foreign policy 
(concern for plight of Eastern 

Europeans, a

strong defense, an emphasis 
on Carter's incompetence in 

the face of Soviet

aggression), the Reagan record in California 
(tax cuts, welfare reform, the

size of California) and the 
right to life issue.

C%1 THE CATHOLIC VOTE

Jimmy Carter received 57Z of 
the Catholic vote in 1976. 

This year

0 two issues can cut against Carter 
with the Catholic vote: abortion and tuition

tax credits.

The right to life issue is going 
to play more of a role this 

time because

|CO the major parties have 
taken clearly opposite 

stands on it. Unlike Ford,

who downplayed the issue, Reagan 
has taken an unequivocal stand 

in favor of a

constitutional amendment to 
prohibit abortion. Since the official Reagan

strategy, as outlined by Wirthlin, 
is to focus on the economy 

and foreign

policy rather than "red-flag" 
social issues, this issue 

is perfectly suited for

a large scale independent 
effort. The Robert Heckman memo of 

August 5

(Appendix) underscores the 
importance of the right to life vote in New York and

suggests that the major focus 
of the Citizens for Reagan 

in '80 New York effort

be directed toward winning 
the right to life voters for 

Reagan.
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tax credits. Catt?, in pursuit of the support of the American Feder I ti n

of Teachers, has taken ahardline stand against tuition 
tax credits. This

gives Reagan a real opportunity to 
wIn the support of hundreds of 

thousands

of Catholic parents who send their children to 
parochial schools and having

to pay out both tuition and school taxes.

THE JEWISH VOTE

In 1976 Jimy Carter received 72Z of the 
Jewish vote. Since then a

OS long series of Carter administration mistakes (the bungled UN vote, 
Andy

I Young's comments, Billy Carter's Libyan relationship, etc.) have seriously

NO eroded that support. A number of polls give Anderson the lead with the

O Jewish voters. Should the Anderson candidacy collapse, there is a real

'- possibility that Reagan can capitalize 
on his own strong pro-Israel stands

0 plus the antipathy toward Carter. 
Although nationally Jewish voters 

are

VF approximately 3Z of the voting population, in New York, 
Pennsylvania and

0
Florida the percentage is higher.

THE CUBAN VOTE

One constituency which is easily 
targeted and for which there are

excellent issues available is 
the Cuban community. Dade County has more than

90,000 registered Cubans (out 
of 658,000 registered voters). 

Out of 112,000

Dade County voters with Spanish 
surnames, 54,000 are registered 

Democratic and

45,000 are registered Republican. 
The registered voter computer tape 

can be

used to break out the names of 
Cubans and generate labels.
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off-again handling of the*e, 4 problm 'A econd 191 th series Of now

stories detailing Castr° -  preforenCe for Carter over t.n. Thi rd, there

is the totally ineffectual Casrta? "threat" to Cstro to rmove $eVi trps

from Cuba.

A hardhitting direct mail piece targeted to 
Cuban voters and written

in both Spanish and English could be an effective tactic for maxinizing the

Reagan vote in Florida.
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The 10 C xKn began FwiSrai sing for wir Citien for Reagan ProJ)Ot

on June 28, 1980. Ow Senate Control project cease its f aising

July 31, 1980.

As of our second quarterly report eibing Jue 30, $132,346.50 wes raised

on Senate Cmtrol swing a net irxce of $28,450.78 fr a profit of

21%. Ftcn Jwe 30 to July 31, an additional $30,093 was raised fo i

the end of the second quarter. In addition, from July 31 to Septatber 4,

$26,546 has been raised on the Senate Control project without any

tee at all. This is a result of the system we have esti to

follc-up on iriaid pledges. The norey is expected to ontinae to ccw in

M at the rate of $2,500 per week until e 4.

Senate Control has raised a total of $188,985.50 as of Septarber 4
0

for an average contrib-tion of $23.89.

Citizens for Reagan has brought in $140,169.92 in appromately a two nith

period fron June 28 to Septarber 4. Our average contribution is $36.24

with a 27% respose rate.

Both Senate Control and Citizens for Reagan have raised a total of $329,154.92

as of Septeot 4:

n$329,154.92

Cost 171,216.47 52%

Net $157,938.45 48%



Based on past peyrc nm ft QM be amso~ tht the: Citlaj no tZ

Megan I~!Wk will redi od-ifty 15 0,00- 14g66 n t906c

tw months umitanx anaeqcnrbutio of $36.24. Mdingly

we can expect to raise:

$135v900 25% return

163,080 30% return

190,260 35% return

Senate Control can be epce to avraq $2500per wee or 00 000

N ~by wov-iew 4. Basing average costs for the next. two ths on July/

0 Augut osts, of $67,320,, we should realize a uwt in~m of:

$48,580 25% return

1050760 30% return
ir

!!I2T940 35% return



THE FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY
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Be:

Kn Bodm, ob Hedmnan, al Gallia-o
Sfga CBum
Stuxknts for peagan - Eeiss Budget

I have it-mdzsed below the arcscinate budget
p~ign youth effort*

for The fcr

In general, my cost eawere cos ted as fol1 s:

$20OAmek for eight weeks
$12/day flat rate for each day on the road
the cost of a rented car for 2 vianth; plus
$60/mek for gas and tolls
a 20% addi tion to other , es, to cover xez .ng,
lrinplper ads, etc.

These staff related -aees total

Advance w r k es total

Total materials cost

Total project cost

$27,321.20

3,203.90

9,433.00

39,958.10

Ftllowin is the total cost broken dan by area of ep lture:

Advance Work

Jchn Abenethy
Food
lodging
Transportation
Salary

CHAIRMAN e Robert Heckman e DIRECTORS e Kenneth F. Boehm, Esq. e Jeffrey D. Kane
1022 WILSON BOULEVARD e SUITE 1401 9 ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209 9 (703) 524-4400

--salary:
-food:
-travel:

--misc.:
N

~q.

180.00
32.90
86.50

520.00
819.40



Trn tiatiofl

Food

Tk uiportation,

IMazupotaticr

LI~ging
Transportatimf

Trans;ortatimf

STraining Session

o Confrei~Roan rental
Lurch during *session
YAF mmaa]B

40 YAF Carter-Watch broCpChures

Off. Pental fr.cOFu YAF
(11 raw/days @$30/day)

1"4.00

32.00

24.00

32.90

M
93.60

400.00

24.00
32.90
77.40

24.00
100.80

52.00
43.00
10.00
5.00

11I.0

330.00

3,203.90AM=NC WD SUB70IAL



"",000 butt
60 banns

500 pcstes
10,000 bumpr sticwMI
50,000 brod-cre
50,000 flyers10,000 pice of st:atiswxy
5,000 uwelsoes

5,000 shets of
reloew pper

3 youth ism flyers
(75,000 total)

graphics

Maeal *oa

42.00
880.100

95,00

2,511.00

350.00

9,433.00

Staff-related epges:

Jdm AbernetIy

salary
1.lging (8 night)
Food (35 days)
Rented car
Gas & tolls
Misc.

O Frank Canrn

0r
salary
Lo~dging

Phil -i rlermuan
Salary
tcdgig (30 nigts)
Food (56 days)
Piented car
Gas & tolls
misc.

Bred Peterso
Salary
Iodging (10 nights)
Food (10 days)
Travel (500 mi. @18)
Misc.

1,600.00
240.00
420.00

1,300.00
480.00
808.00

4r848.00

1,600.00
300.00

1,900.00

l,600.00
900.00
672.00
703.20
480.00
871.00

5,226.20

00.00
300.00
120.00
90.00

101.00
611.00



03

tollvs

L (o nights)
raned ..z
Ga volls
NLBC.

DaM Tysm
salary
Ila8ging (25 nights)
1bod (56 days)
Ited car
Gas & tolls
Misc.

1,600,00
589.00
900M0
480.00
833.60

1,600.00
750.00
672.00
816.00
480.00

Staff-relatel scpme sibktotal
0

V Tota oost i m S s for M

Loddng over the abome figures,
co at $1,900.00 is a real bargain.

27,321.20

$39,958.10

I can't help but noi1w13 that Frank Canmn
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M[MORAND P

TO: soard of Directors

Fund for a Conservative Majority

* FROM: Michael Thompson

RE: Review of Summer Fund Raising Program
Pr1ection for the Fall Campaign onths

Since June 1 the direct mul fund reising program for FCM has contined to
O be successful, but to a lesser degree than we have anticipated based on

spring returns.

CThe reasons for this smaller income, smaller margin of profit and less
percentage return could be a comination of these factors:

(1) The downright rotten econo.

(2) The incredible amount of ail generated by the three Helm's Reagan
projects: mericans for Reagan, Conservatives for Reagan and the
Congressional Club.

(3) The incredible margin of victory" indicated for Reagan over Carter
during much of the summer.

Since June 1st, the following income figures have been raised by FCM:

Monthly Income Year-to-date Total

June $137,023.45 $ 914,123.19
July 411,640.49 1,325,763.68
August 89,751.39 1,415,515.07

(additional corporate funds raised should be added to these figures.

This amount should be over $100,000 for 1980)
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By specific milings, the income and cost figures
figures not available at the June meeting):

QUANTITY I E
(0 tun r o)to

May "Final Drive"

May Vice Presidential

June Anti-Carter

June Pre Convention
July Convention

Sub-Total June/July

August Business

August Election #1

August Election #2

Mailed In August:

243,601
(3331-1.41)

386,790(7215-1.91)

552,532
(6133-1.1%)

795,968
(11,090-1.4)

1,507,286
(17,223-1.11)

30,164

$77,07.63

139,1S9.39

160,972.25

307,J95.00

468,167.25

(not available)

170,000 (not available)

264,422 (not available)

464,586

have ben (includint

COST

$81,251.64

110,546.52

11S,841.46

244,763.88

360,605.34

9,305.05

-32,093.65

NET. m

($335401)

28,6!2,87

45,130.79

62,431.12

107,561.91

It should be noted that during the summer the return dropped to 1.11 (from a
spring return of 2.11 but that average donation increased from a spring
amount of $23.88 to a summer figure of $27.18.

Scheduled to be mailed in September and October of 1980:

September Anti-Carter
September Election #3
September Election #4
October Election #5
October Election #6

Total for Sept./Oct.

360,000
330,000
3009000

1,100,000
150,000

2,240,000

With the obvious "tight election" which is shaping up at this point, I would
hope that the percent return on the scheduled mailings would again reach the
spring total of 2% to 2.21 and that the average contribution would be at a
$22.00 level.

If these fegures are realized, then a total income from the Sept/Oct.
mailings will be $985,600 at an approximate cost of $672,000 or a projected
profit of $313,600.

I . . . .
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If similar percent returns and dollars averages are realized from the Au'ast
mailings (returns coming in now) then additional income will be $191,400 ,t
a cost of $130,500; and net income of $60,900.

Thus if projections are accurate, FCM will raise an additional income of
$1,177,000 at a cost of $802,500 and have available hard income of S374,O0.

If the election really gets exciting and the returns increase to 3% and an
average dollar return of $20 is realized, then a profit of $802,500 will be
available.

Should the summer average of $27 per return continue, then total income will
be $2,166,750 at a cost of S*02,500 for a hard dollar profit of $1,364,250.

HIGH DOLLAR PROSPECTUS:

The initial mailing of the High Dollar Prospectus made. a profit but no where
close to what we had expected.

Total income: $20,000.00 (our estimate)

Cl Total cost: $14,675.56

Profit: $ 5,324.44

0:: The missing ingredient was the telephone follow-up calls (see attached meo)
but I would have thought three or four times as much money would have been
generated from the mails.

The following program is suggested, in order to continue this project:

O A follow up letter from Bob be sent to all 2,500 original recipients -- I
would suggest a personal letter like the attached Election #4 but asking for
an investment of $1,000 right at the beginning.

Also, all $100 and over "Citizens for Reagan in '80" Donors are to receive a
special letter from Bob with the color Reagan picture thanking them for past
support and asking for another contribution. A prospectus will be included
in this special package.

Ken and I have talked about sending the full prospectus to the 12,000 to
14,000 remaining high dollar donors we have at our office. Direction is
awaited from this Board Meeting.

NON-REAGAN PROJECTS:

FCM's efforts over the summer to open up new avenues of fund raising, the
Senate Control and Stop John Anderson projects, were not successful.
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Senate Control mailed 133,000 pieces at a cost of $27,912.66 ($209/N) for an
income of only $15,301.26 -- a loss of $12,611.40.

Stop John Anderson miled 48,000 packages at a cost of $13,606 ($283/N) for
an income of only $11,506 to date --a loss of $2,100. More money is stil
coming in and hopefully will cover the outstanding costs.

POST ELECTION:

Reagan Wins: (rirst, we sober up by November 6th)

If Reagan wins, an immediate mailing is planned to 200,000 hailing the
victory and urging them to Join a special Honorary Inaugural Comtittee,
A medallion of Reagan will be offered for $25.

A special Inaugural Event by FCM should be sponsored along with a Brunch
on January 21, after Reagan is President.

"P Then we need to think hard about the future.
Reagan Loses: (First, we sober up by November 6th)

If Reagan loses, it means the FCM future without Reagan hits us
w immediately.

o) FCM should carve out a significant and unique position as has NCPAC In
its negative campaign field.

0 FCM Offices:

Depending on some plans I am working on, if Reagan wins a new0O organization might be interested in taking over some of te space and
keeping the present operation together.

MWT/tv
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IEVICTORY POU

Dear Friend:

America needs leadership. America needs Ronald Reagan!

And in just a few months Reagan can be nominated for President of the
United States. This fall he can be elected!

In 1976 Ronald Reagan almost won the Republican nomination. His big
turnaround came with a series of stunning victories in key southern primaries.

Today Ronald R ans faced with exactly the sa situation! He must win
in South Carolina on larch 8, and In Florida, Georgia and Alabm on Nrch 11,
in order to firmly secure the "front runner" status in the Republican
nominating process.

It is absolutely necessary for *Citizens for Reagan in 'SOW to plW a
major role in these critical primries. If Reagan loses in these states, It

S1will be much more difficult for him to secure the nomination prior to the
q.n Republican Convention in Detroit this summer.

C "Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an Independent effort by the highly
respected Fund for a Conservative Majority. This special campaign on behalf of

1Reagan can mke the difference between victory and defeat.

Primary victories in these four southern states will make Reagan the

undisputed front runner for the Republican nomination.

With your assistance "Citizens for Reagan in '80" will achieve:

* victory in South Carolina over John Connally who must win this
state to revitalize his sagging campaign;

*vctr in Florida where George Bush has one of his strongest
organizations;

* i to serve notice that even the President's own
itate is reaq for a true conservative;

• victo! in Alabama which will prove conclusively that the Deep
South is united behind Ronald Reagan!

The Fund for a Conservative ajority, through its special project,
OCltlzens for Reagan in '80", has effectively used its funds to promote Ronald
Reagan throughout these winter months.

This cwnunlMlon n d all AidosuUs we peid for by Fund fora Corvves
wd not wthortnd by any cwnlim or cewndids comiti.
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Once again, your help is urgently needed so that we can continue these
activities Into the fast approaching Southern primaries.

Your imediate contribution will allow us to flood these critically
Important states with radio and newspaper ads, syecial mailings, and
FCM-sponsored vonlunteer workers. We simply can t do It without your support.

Reagan's opponents are doubling their efforts because they need to defeat
Reagan in the South. These opponents and their allies in the liberal news
media clearly know the significance of these four Southern primary elections.
They realize that Reagan must be stopped early -- or not at all. That is Why
officers of the Liberal Republican Ripon Society have urged their members to
vote for George Bush -- in order to stop Reagan.

With your help we won't let this happen.

In order for Reagan to win the presidency on November 4, 1980, he must
'0 first win the Important Southern primaries in early March.

Ronald Reagan Is the most qualified Republican candidate running for
President. He is the only Republican candidate who has run a government. He
was Governor of California for eight years and he brought It under control.

*Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent campaign and can accept
0 contributions totalling as much as $5,000 from aiw one individual.

Remember, the upcoming primaries in South Carolina, Florida, Georgia, and
Alabama are vitally important to the Reagan campaign.

Your maximum contribution right now today -- will help secure Reagan
victories in Dixie in early March.

co
Your check for as much as possible -- whether $25, $100, $1,000 or

$5,000 -- will be put to immediate and effective use.

Only with your help can we win the Southern primaries for Ronald Reagan.

Thank you.

Sincerel

Robert Heckman
Chairman

P.S. We can wake up March 9, and again on March 12, and read about Ronald
Reagan's important victories in the South. I'd like to know that you were
a part of that victory. Please send your contribution today.
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A project of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY

Thursday

Dear Friend:

Reagan as President and a Conservative majority in the
Senate is within our grasp!

C National columnist Jack Anderson has referred to this
possibility when he recently wrote:

... if a conservative Republican should
win the presidency next year, his allies in
the Senate could help him change the political
direction of the country dramatically.0

With your help we can nominate and elect Ronald Reagan as
President! And we can control the Senate as well!

"Citizens for Reagan in 800 is a special project of the
prominent multi-candidate political action committee -- Fund
for a Conservative Majority. FCM is one of the oldest PAC's in
the country and it's efforts have helped elect many of today's
conservative leaders.

FCM is working to elect conservative candidates to federal
office who will actively work to limit the size, price and control
of government.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80' can be the deciding factor
in nominating Ronald Reagan as President of the United States.

Please join 'Citizens for Reagan in '80' today.

Tens of thousands of dollars in "independent money' must be
raised if Reagan's campaign for President is to succeed.

The Eastern Establishment Liberals within the Republican
Party are pouring hundreds of thousands of dollars into a "STOP

U Reagan Campaign."

This communication and lil enclcs are Paid for by Fund for a Conservative Majority and 0o1 authorized by any Candidate or
candidate's commit lee.



We must not allow them to succeedl

*Citizens for Reagan in '800 is an independent oapaign 
working to nominate and elect Ronald 

Reagan Presidentof the.

United States.

Citizens for Reagan viii encourage our fellow citizens
to vote for Ronald Reagan in 1980.

Citizens for Reagan is campaigning in all the important
primary and convention states. However, the extent to which
we campaign depends directly upon the amount of support
received from patriotic Americans like you.

Citizens for Reagan budgeted a great deal of money
for the important New Hampshire primary on February 26, and
has now focussed its efforts on the later primaries in the South,
in the Midwest and in Texas.

Radio and newspaper advertising, voter mailings, polling
and literature distribution will be carried out by "Citizens
for Reagan in '801.

The goal is simple: to nominate and elect Ronald Reagan
President of the United States.

Ronald Reagan is a strong, articulate and experienced leader.
He proved he was an effective executive while serving as Governor
of California.

As a matter of fact, Reagan was the first major spokesman
calling for a national "taxpayers revolt" by urging the citizens
to join him in bringing government under control.

And Ronald Reagan has clearly understood the Soviet threat
and has always called for a superior U.S. military force.

Once Reagan is nominated at the Republican convention,
we will not stop our campaign -- no indeed. "Citizens for
Reagan in '80" will continue to campaign right up to election
day.

As an independent campaign, "Citizens for Reagan in '800
is not bound by the federal law to disband after Ronald Reagan's
nomination. However, the only money Ronald Reagan will have
after his nomination will be that which the Federal Election
Commission gives him.

As an independent effort *Citizens for Reagan in '80" has
no limit on expenditures before or after the nomination.

Ronald Reagan can win in 1980. But to win he needs your
help today.
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Many Republican candidates have entered the Presidetttali

sweepstakes -- Bush, Baker, Connally, etc.

Why? Because Jimmy Carter can be defeated in 1980.

But the best man to challenge Jimmy Carter is RonaipAaa--n.
YoU" and I both know this.

For instance, just imagine the Presidential Debates In the
fall of 1980 between Reagan and Carterl Or against Ted tnnedy
if he should take the nomination from President Carter. Uuald
Reagan will so out-class and out-debate Carter or Kennedy that
the American people will simply have to vote for our mant,

Send your maximum contribution today to the Fund for a
Conservative Majority and join "Citizens for Reagan in '800. A
Already the campaigns are gearing up and we need operational
money to help nominate and elect Conservatives to the United
States Senate and Ronald Reagan as President of the United States.

And with your participation we can also help decide who
Reagan's Vice President will be.

Please join in the national OReagan's Running Mate Survey*
which is enclosed.

Who should Reagan ask to run with him? You can help make
this decision by sending us the enclosed survey as soon as you
complete it.

The results of this survey will be periodically released
to the news media right up to the Republican National Convention.

Please take these three important steps to help insure
Ronald Reagan's nomination and election as President of the
United States:

(1) Be sure you and your Reagan friends are
registered to vote.

(2) Fill out the enclosed "Reagan's Running Mate
Survey" and send it to us today.

(3) Please enclose a maximum contribution with
your survey. Make your check payable to Fund
for a Conservative Majority.

Don't let the liberal news media and the Eastern Establishment
Republicans keep us from nominating and electing Ronald Reagan1

. .4. . . e 0004



Join "Citizens for Reagan in '80, today. Send your 0 .3

On November 4, 1980 Ronald Reagan can be elected Ptesi- '
of the United States.

On January 20, 1981 Ronald Reagan can be sworn in as ti"

40th President of the United Statest

On January 21, 1981 President Reagan will begin to bri,.

government under control; he will take action to decrease
the rate of inflation; and he will begin to build an effect'

, military defense for our country and our allies.

All this can actually happen! But to make sure it doer

X . you must first join OCitizens for Reagan in '80" today.

I am anxiously awaiting your reply.

Sincerely,

Robert Beckman, Chairman
o Fund for a Conservative Y .rity

P.S. Tens of thousands of dollars must be raised quickly to

allow "Citizens for Reagan in 180" to continue to orga- "

in the key primary states and to promote Ronald Reagan

at State Republican conventions around the country.

* Please join "Citizens for Reagan in '800 todayl
Send your completed survey and your contribution
to the Fund for a Conservative Majority.
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Citizens for
"n...9.........80!

A project of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY
Thursday

Dear Business Executive:

ith your help, and that of tens of thousands of other concerned
and patriotic Americans, Ronald Reagan can be elected President of the
United States I

To "top off" our victory on election night, as many as ten or
twelve Big Spending Liberal Democratic Senators can be replaced with
responsible conservative Republicans! Many powerful Democratic
Congressmen can also be defeated.

The national opinion polls show this can be done! But the campaign
has just started.

Ronald Reagan must be elected. President Carter simply has not
been the strong, creative and effective leader our country and the Free
orld so desperately needs in these difficult times.

Jimmy Carter has failed as President.

His domestic policies have produced economic chaos for our people.

Carter's foreign policy failures have shaken the Free World.

Carter must be defeated.

As a businessman, I have to meet payroll every two weeks, pay
increasing social securily taxes, try to manage under government-created
inflation, and then I try to make a reasonable profit!

But thanks to Jimmy Carter ov job has become much more difficult.

Today's inflation rate of 12% is frightening. During the first
three months of this year i nflation was soaring ahead at 18%! This is
over three times the inflation rate as when Carter was elected in 1976.

Government spending is projected to be over $615 billion in the
next federal budget! This is almost three times the budget of 1972 and
over $200 billion more than President Ford's budget in his last year as
President.

You and I worked until mid-May this year just to pay our taxes!
And taxes take about 40% of the nation's overall earnings.

Thi ommunitalwo mmd oil enclos mum rad I tor by Fund Ift & CMO IMVSU Meorty and ret endwdd by Wia wm fet w
canddIGe'S emmanme.



* page! 9 i

This year the average American family will pay over $7,000 in
federal taxesI

ost of us pay more in taxes than for our combined costs for food*
clothing and shelter.

And in our international dealings with friends and nemlies, Carter
has also been a terrible failure.

Our military has severely deteriorated under the guidance 6f Jtllm
Carter.

The Russians have brazenly Invaded Afghanistan and supported Cuban
backed revolutions throughout Central America and Africa. Carter's
appointments have supported these comunist forces as "stabilizing
influencesl

President Carter has managed to destrW our political alliance with
Iran and today our American compatriots remain hostages to fanatic
terrorists in Iran.

Comunist China finally got from Jim Carter what no other
American President would even seriously consider giving it -- the
de-recognition of a loyal ally (The Republic of China on Taiwan) and the
help of the U.S. in building up the economic and military strength of
this comunist giant.

And our Free World allies shake their heads in disbelief as they
watch Amrica -- only a few short years ago the strong leader of the

o non-communist world -- quickly becoming a second rate world influence
behind the Soviet Union.

But right now you can Join with tens of thousands of your fellow
Americans to change the direction or our country -- to rebuild our
military strength; -to begin to dismantle the over-sized federal govern-
ment; to giveeach of us and our businesses a large tax cut; and to

aW bring proven, responsible and strong leadership to the Presidency of the
United States.

You can Join with "Citizens for Reagan in '80" and help elect
Ronald Reagan as our next President.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent campaign effort
., sponsored by the highly respected and nationally recognized Fund for a

Conservative Majority. It has been working for over a year to elect
Ronald Reagan our next President. FC is wel1-known as a cost-efficient
and professionally run organization.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" was a key factor in the Governor's
primary victories earlier this year.

F04 is also using its expertise and resources to help elect a
conservative majority in the Senate. Its "Conservative Senate Control"
campaign has alrea4y had a significant impact this year and the Liberal
Democrats are scared.
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But FC4 knows that Ronald Reagan will be running against Oro "a
just JimW Carter this fall.

Of course, both men will receive their limited campaign bu.et
from the federal government.

But as the incumbent President, Carter will use the hite HNS and
federal spending to the maximum to try to buy the election.

Just watch as Carter stages important news events close to 1ie
election. Large federal programs W1tI be aNnounceo... nom app1* ts
will be made from swlng states%.. Carter will desperately try1 e

some sort of international success%... Presidential press conferences

and urgent national messages requiring full network coverage will
suddenly become more frequent.

The Big Union Bosses will *pull out all the stops' to defeat Ronald
Reagan. since the Democratic Congress has given the unions specl
eIct .on advantages, you can expect these powerful men to spend millions
of dollars in 1980 to stop Ronald Reagan from becoming President.

And the various left-wing, consumer, anti-defense and pro-ftion
groups will be supporting carter and attackino Reagan. Milli ons-
dollars will be spent by these left-wing organizations to secure the
Jobs of their government friends and to continue the discredited
policies of the Carter Adetnistration.

Finall there is the news media. The men and women who *reprt'
the news will try to destroy Governor Reagan. The reports will show

_- Reagan in the worst possible light. Tens of millions of dollars in
anews time" will be spent by the media to stop Ronald Reagan from

C) becoming President.

Only you can help offset these built-in disadvantages faced by

Ronald Reagan. And you can elp defeat gimi Carter.

Your support of FC's 'Citizens for Reagan in '80W campaign will
directly help elect Ronald Reagan our next President.

Because of the way the federal campaign law is written, this
independent effort for Ronald Reagan can spend as much money as can be
raised from people like you.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" hopes to spend at least $3,000,000
this fall -- maybe as much as $10,000,000 -- to help elect Ronald Reagan
our next President. This critically important money must be raised from
citizens like you.

To help meet this goal, 'Citizens for Reagan in '80' has
established a special Honorary Business Advisory Council and plans to
enlist the support of at least 10,000 business leaders. I am honored to
serve on this Honorary Business Advisory Council.

For as little as $25 (the maximum allowed contribution Is $S5,000)
you can Join this very Important campaign committee. "Citizens for
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Reagan in 1800 hopes to raise between $1,000,000 and $3,000,000 fr .
LAmerican business comunity to help elect Ronald Reagan our next Pis* t.

The campaign plans are simple: to carefully and professionally ....
as much money as can be raised to reach the American people with gon",
strong and effective television advertising, with creative radio aSW
newspaper ads and by sending voter matlings to as maq voters as posibe
In key states.

The money you give to "Citizens for Reagan in '80" will be spent
effectively and professionally to help elect Ronald Reagan.

Send your maximum contribution today and join with tens of thousands
of other Americans in support of *Citizens for Reagan in 'V.

Your contribution can range up to $5,000.
S0t Remember, you will not be able to contribute to the official Rean

for President organization after Ronald Reagan is nominated. Federal law
prohibits it.

q 4But you can help elect Ronald Reagan President by sending your
contribution today to the Fund for a Conservative Majority.

~' After receiving your contributon of at least $25 you will be sent a
beautifully designed and individually personalized Membership Certificate.
You will be proud to hang this document on your wall.

You will also be sent timely updates on the election and asked for
help and advice as Election Day draws near.

Please send your contribution today. Help elect Ronald Reagan
President of the United Stares.

I am counting on you. Reagan's election as President could well be
determined by the support you give today.

incerely,

*)effrey KaneDi rector
. ,Honorary Business Advisory Council

P.S. Jimy Carter has simply failed as President. Our economy is inturmoil and our military strength is dangerously weak.

Help turn our country around! Join "Citizens for Reagan in '80"
today. With your help Ronald Reagan can be elected our next
President.
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August 15. 1W

Dear Reegan Supporter:

Our camaign to elect Ronald Reagan President has Imtt i
fina ste

In Just three months the election will be overl Eih 1onld
Reagan or JIW Carter will be President.

And you can help decide who will win this fall.
Nost political observers expect the Carter comptg to be a

! nasy, even vicious, anti-Reagan effort.

jtMW Carter has the active support of dozens of left wings

ultra-environmental and disamament groups.

The nation's labor czars have alr9ady COlittsd Million Of
.' dollars to help re-elect JINEy Carte

And the news media will soon attack Ronald Reagan in an effort to
-!reduce his current and comanding lead over jimW Carter.

,. ,. Your help t s needed tdy

". "Citizens for Reagan in 80" is the oldest and most effective
independent campaign helping to elect Ronald Reagan our next
President. It is sponsored by the Fund for a Conservativ Mjority -

a highly competent and professional political action comitte which
is also working to elect conservatives to the Senate and the House.

planCitizens for Reagan In 1800 has drafted a professional campaign
plan to help elect Ronald Reagan. It is a strong, positive plan -

o and.. it is ready to go Into effect todeyl

But your help is needed if our campaign Is to succeed and MlW
Carter is to be defeated.

Citizens for Reagan in 'BOO must raise another $276.000 Just as

fast as possible.

* Radio ads are prepared.

TV comercials are complete.

* Newspaper ads are ready to be placed.

* Voter mailings are being written now for special voting blocs.

- emmuniefi end OW 0n1lsm w pld fW by PU Were CeN 11gr

lend nt eute~1Md by eny eendUde er en041m0eOem MS"L

L



To buy initial advertising on TV, radio and In nwspapers and to
begin to contact the k voters in swing states, $276000 must be
raised within the next three weks.

Volunteer efforts are also need to elect Ronld Reaan.

Please end the enclosed post card to Ronald Rea.n and pledge
not only your personal support, but also proIise to find at least 10
more citizens Wo will vote for Reagan an election day. These votes

will be absolutely critical in electing Ronald Reagan President of the

Uni ted States.

"Citizens for Reagan in 80" needs your active support today.

Send the enclosed post card to Ronald Reagan at his National
Headquarters right outside Washington, D.C. Pledge your vote and also

the votes of 10 other citizens you will personally recruit for Ronald
Reagan.

With you financial help ve can find one milllon Nole who will

pledge to vote for Ronald-Reagan and Who ifWi also iNIto find 10

more Reagan voters.

If we succeed we can r ise to deliver 11 million votes for

Ronald Megn On election dAY- a MeAli prcentaege 067051tta
votes neend to in.

Send Ronald Reagan your voter pledge card and send your maxia

contribution today to FCN's Citizens for Reagan In '80.

Only with your help can we win!

Since" Ily,

Robert C. Heckman

P.S. Continued support of Ronald Reagan by patriotic Americans
like you is critical. With that help Ronald Reagan will be
elected President in three short months -- on Novefber 4th!
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Dar Govemor Rean:

I pldga ta will vote fo. you for Pesdeton Joveme 4th.

1 Will also SWn at leSt 10 im voter who wiill support you.On election day I will ak the rmOnbllityeo me sure ytIo to the Polk l vote for you.
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A project of FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJ 0TY 1
• WquMst 2S. low'.

(74ays to 00l0tiSan)

Dear Friend of Governor Reagan:

Ronald Reagan can be elected President of the United Stats!

ut only with your help and that of tens of thousands of other
concerned and patriotic Americans will President Carter be defeated.

To Otop off* our victory on election night, as mai as tn or
twelve Big Spending Liberal Democratic Senators can be epltd with
responsible conservative Republicansi NarW powerful Democratic
Congressmen can also be defeted.

All this can happen in just a few short months -- on Novier 4th,
National Election Day.

Ronald Reagan mst be elected. President Carter simply has not
been Vie strong, creative and effective leader our country and the Free
orld so desperately needs In these difficult times.

SJi Carter has failed as President.

His domestic policies have produced economic chaos for our people.

Carter's foreign policy failures have shaken the Free Vorld.

Carter must be defeated.

Today's Inflation rate is running at over 18S -- over three tims
the inflation rate as dhen Carter was elected In 1976.

Government spending is projected to be over $615 billion In the
next federal budgetl This is almost three times the budget of 1972 and
over $200 billion more than President Ford's budget in his last year as
Presidents

You and I worked until mid-fa this year just to PaW our taxesl
And taxes take about 40% of the nation's overall earnings.

This year the average Amrican family will pay over $7,000 in
federal taxes!

This cmm Iguhn mnd ll anclomiS m paid toW an Fund by • ConwW v fIa Majo rt d Ot au erd by M eand4de or
candideta's ceminlta.
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Nost of ms pay more in taxes than for our combined costs for fond.
clothing and shelter.

And in our international dealings vith friends and enemies, Cekrtr
has also been a terrible failure.

our militaly has severely deteriorated under the guidance. of Jiow
Carter.

The Russians have brazenly tvaded Afgaistan and su Cuban
backed revolutions throughout Central America and Africa. Carter°s

appointments have supported these comunist forces as *stabilizing
influences" I

President Carter has managed to destrw our political alliance with
Iran and tody our American coptriots remain hostages to fanatic
terrorists in Irano

Cogmunist China finally got from Jilr Carter what no other American
President would even uriously consider giving It -- the de-recogntion

2 of a loyal ally (The Republic of China on Taiwan) and the help of the
U.S. in building up the economic end mlitary strOngth Of this Cimist
giant.

And our Free orld allies shake their heads In disbelief as ON
watch Amrica -- only a few short years ago the strong leader of so

o non-comunist world -- quickly becoming a second rate world Influence
behind the Soviet Union.

But rit now you can jin with tens of thousands of your fllow
Americans to change the direction or our country -- t rebuild our
Military strength; to begin to dismantie use over-sized federal
government; to give each of us and our businesses a large tax cut; and to
bring proven, responsible and strong leadership to the Presidency of the
United States.

You can Join with "Citizens for Reagan in °80" and help elect Ronald,
Reagan as our next President.

*Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent campaign effort
sponsored by the highly respected and nationally recognized Fund for a

j" Conservative Majority.

FCM is also using its expertise and resources to help elect a
conservative majority in the Senate. Its Conservative Senate Control*
campaign has already had a significant impact this year and the Liberal
Democrats are scared.

This fall Ronald Reagan will be running against JiNW Carter. Both
men will receive their limited campaign budgets from the federal
government.
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But FCI knows that Ronald Reagan will be running Against more ai
Just Jimm Carter.

The Incumbent President will use the White House and federal
spending to the mxirma to try to bW the election.

Just watch as Carter stages Iortant news events close to-
electton. Lare federal programs--- ann.u..... Wi- n.ew "
wil um made from Nswing states'... Carter will desperately try t e
some sort of international success... Presidential press confarencs
and urgent national messages requiring full network coverage will
suddenly become ore frequent.

The Big Union Bosses will pull out all the stops to defea. Ronald
Reagan. since the Democratic Congress has given ahe unions special
iecon advantages, you can expect these powerful amn to spend millions
of dollars in 1980 to stop Ronald Reagan from becoming President.

And the various left-wing. consumr. anti-defense and pro-abortionSgroups Will be supporting Carter and attacking Reagan. Mllons or
dllars will be spent by these left-wing organizations to secure the
jobs of their government friends and to continue the discredited
policies of the Carter Administration.

Finally there is the news media. The men and wmen who "report"
the news w11 try to destroy Governor Reagan. The reports vill show
Reagan in the worst possible light. Tens of millions of dollars in

news time" will be spent by the media to stop Ronald Reagan from
becoming President.

only you can help offset these built-in disadvantages faced by
Ronald Reagan. And you can help defeat 31my Carter.

Your support of FC's "Citizens for Reagan In '80" campaign willdirectly help elect Ronald Reagan our next President.

Because of the way the federal campaign law is written, this
independent effort for Ronald Reagan can spend as much money as can be
raised from people like you.

*Citizens for Reagan In '800 hopes to spend at least $3,000,000
this fall to help elect Ronald Reagan and also to elect a conservative
Senate to work with Reagan in turning our country around.

But to meet this goal "Citizens for Reagan in '80 mast find
120,000 people to give at least $25 each to this terribly important
campaign effort.

The campaign plans are simple: to carefully and professionally
spend as much money as can be raised to reach the merican people with
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good, strong and effective television advertising, with c"w* v1,ioand newspaper ads and by sending voter mailings to as wtw aspossible in key states. O e

"Citizens for Reagan in o80m has been working for over a r tonominate and elect Ronald Reagan. The sponsoring politica ttocomittee -- Fund forea Conservative Mjority mmIs wll-bugs # _4Cost-efficient and Professionally rn organization. *Citig ns ftReagan in '80" was a key factor in the Governor's prImry victeiearlier this year.

The money you give to Citizens for Reagan in '8 'will be seeutoffectieiy ano professionally to help eect RonaldIRagn
!" Send your maximum contribution tod#y and Join with tens ofthousands of other Americans in support of "Citizens for Reagan In '0,

Your contribution can range up to $S,000.

eb .ou are not able to contribute to the -ffical ReaMga-President ognzaton wthat Ronald Reagan is '. no Inee. FR rallaW probt .
But you can help elect Ronald Reagan President by sending yourcontribution today to the Fund for a Conservative Majority.

Your contributon of at least $25 could well be the most iprtmnto donation you make in your lifetime. It can truly help elect RMnldReagan -- a victory which can change the future of our country and theFree World.

Please send your contribution today, Help elect Ronald ReaganPresiden of the united States.
I am counting on you. Reagan's election as President could well bedetermined by the support you give today.

Sncerely,

Robert C. Heckman
Chairman

PoS. Jimy Carter has simply failed as President. Our econow is
in turmoil and our military strength is dangerously weak.
Help turn our country around! Support "Citizens for Reagan In'80' today. With your help Ronald Reaan can be elected ournext Presidet.
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Dear Friend:

* Our country can no longer afford Ji=W Carter and his destructive
Liberal policies.

We must elect Ronald Reagan President of the United Statesl

In less than 4 years, Carter has done more to harm the security of our
country and to destrW our standard of living than arv president In history.

Just look at the results of the Carter Presidency:

(1) A weakening of our military strength leaving us vulnerable
and almost helpless as the Russians continue to strengthen
their own military.

(2) A gutless American foreign policy.

(3) Double digit inflation and double digit interest rates --
robbing our people of their savings and making investments
for the future impossible.

(4) Unemployment at an incredibly high 8 million people.

(5) Huge federal budget deficits which will lead to even higher
inflation.

(6) A federal budget for the fiscal year beginning October 1,
that will be 33% higher than last fiscal year.

(7) A business climate that is one of the worst In years.

And of course, JimW Carter is now trying to deW this sorry history of
failure. He hopes that we Americans will somehow forget and re-elect him to
continue four more years of these same disastrous policies.

Carter knows he can't run on his record. So he and his political
allies are viciously attacking Ronald Reagan.

Carter's Secretary of Health and Human Resources (formerly HEW),
- ;Patricia Harris, attacked Ronald Reagan's Republican platform as being

similar to one which could be written by the Ku Klux Klan.

Secretary of State Ed Muskie (the former ultra-liberal, anti-defense
Senator) has used that non-political post as a forum to attlck Goverjor
Reagan's realistic anti-comunist foreign policy as being dangerous .

M& - Wu -u, du'dlmmmp~ Isby vfma Cuvawamomy mdife hslIby ywawcawammn
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Jim Carter has attacked ReaganIs call for across the board tax cut$

for all mericans as "sugar-coated poison*.

Carter is counting on his friendly Big Union Bosses to force their
asmbers into line. A huge and very expensive anti-Reagan campaign has
alreat been launched by Big Labor In order to cut Reagan's vast support
among the blue collar voters.

And the liberal new media has joined forces with Carter in triinMto
rtray o winni.

All of this negative, anti-Reagan campaigning must be countered by you

and me - the friends of Ronald Reagan.

If we don't all Join in this important campaign to elect Ronald Reagan

our next President, ve could be faced with another disastrous four years of
JimW Carter.

mCitizens for Reagan in 800 is the most successful independent
campaign effort for Ronald Reagan.

"Citizens for Reagan in 'l0", sponsored by the highly respected Fund

for a Conservative Majority, was Instrumental in several of Reagan's primary
victories last spring. The plans for this fall ae creative and
sophisticated.

"Citizens for Reagano has targeted four ke states for the fall --

these states will elect Ronald Reagan our next resi t.

Florida: This important southern state must be won bj Governor
Reagan If he is to be our next President. Citizens for
Reagan in '80' will concentrate on the anti -cmunst
Cuban-Aericans in iami, the heavily conservative
oriented voters in central Florid. and the large retired
comunity in this crucial state.

New York:

Pennsylvania:

Connecticut:

Ronald Reagan can carry New York if the blue collar
workers and the right to life believers vote for
Reagan. "Citizens for Reagan in '80* will campaign
these votes throughout New York.

for

Ronald Reagan will carry this key industrial state If
the blue collar voters and those with Eastern European
backgrounds vote our way. *Citizens for Reagan In '80'
has planned a professional campaign aimed at these
particular voters.

This small important key state is the one state which
could vote for John Anderson and thus, In a close
election, throw the selection of President into the

Democrat controlled House of Representatives. "Citizens

for Reagan in '80" has designed a campaig to stop John
Anderson and carry Connecticut for Ronal Reagan.
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And the Fund for a Conservative MaJority, the sponsor of *CitizOns for
Reagan in '800, is also campaigning hard to elect at least 10 more'
Republican Senators this fall.

"Citizens for Reagan has voter mailings designed. Newspaper ads are
prepared. Radio spots are re to be placed.

The professional campaign Is rea* to go. sCitizens for Rea in0
can be Instrumental in these four extremely important states for Roald
Reagan.

These states total 94 electoral votes out of the needed 270 -- rfull
35% of thue needd total for onal Reagan to win this alIl.

But this program is expensive and a great deal of money must be retsed
and raised in a hurry if we are to successfully execute this Important

campaign plane

The Bosses of Big Labor will spend between $10 to $20 million dollars
to defeat Ronald Reagan.

Lane Kirkland, successor to George Nearq at the powerful AFL-CIO, has
flatly said that Big Labor will do all it can, and will spend huge amts
of money, to re-elect Jitm Carter. To do this a well-funded nationwide
campaign has already begun to mear Ronald Reagan.

The various radical, liberal, fanatic environmentalist and womens lib

.0 groups will spend additional millions to attack Reagan and elect Carter.

The liberal new media will play up Carter and attack Reagan every
chance it gets. This is already becoming obvious.

Only Tou can help Ronald Reagan. Only you can help eCitizens for
Reagan in 80" raise the money necessary to counter the anti-Reagan

campaign which promises to be the most vicious since the anti-Goldwater
campaign of 1964.

I " Citizens for Reagan in '800 must raise $2 million dollars before
& telection day to finance a pro-Reagan/ant-Cartr campaign in these four key

states: Florida, Now York, Pennsylvania and Connecticut.

This is a lot of money but only a fraction of what Ronald Reagan's
enemies will spend in their efforts to keep him out of the White House.

Your contribution to "Citizens for Reagan In '80' could be your most

important political contribution in T your lifetime.
That's right. With your help, this year could mark a dramatic turn-

around in America's political history -- a turn away from Big Government and
weak foreign policy toward individual freedom and a strong, realistic
national defense.
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Your contribution to this appeal Could make the difference e n
Ronald Reagan winning or losing, Just as your vote on election dy t
extremely important, so Is your individual contribution.

Send your maximo donation today to *Citizens for Reagan in '0'.

Over 50,000 Americans have already contributed to this national
crusade.

If you've already contributed, please try to send another doation.

Ronald Reagan needs as such help as he can get from friends like you*

We can help elect Ronald Reagan our next President if the campaign
tfunds can be raised.

If possible, please send at least $25 or $50 today. I know this Is a
large sum of money. But imagine the consequences if Ronald Reagan loses and

J3iV Carter is re-elected.

Our country simply cannot afford another four years of JMW Carter.

our country desperately needs Ronald Reagan.

Please send your maxim contribution today.

Thank you for supporting Ronald Reagan.

*1 Sincerely,

Robert Heckman, Chairman

Fund for a Conservative 1Wjorty

P.S. The anti-Reagan forces will spend over $30 million to defeat our

candidate. Big Labor alone will spend between $10 and $20 million
to destroy Ronald Reagan in the eyes of America's workers.

Citizens for Reagan in '80" must count on you to join our
efforts to elect Ronald Reagan our next President.
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September 25, 1980
(Only 40 days before the election)

Dear Friend:

Won't you invest $25 to help elect Ronald Reagan our next President?

That is what it will take from you and many other Americans in the next
four weeks to defeat ji=W Carter and elect Ronald Regan.

Already thousands of concerned and patriotic Americans have contributed to
*Citizens for Reagan in 1800. We need your imediate support if we are to
succeed in countering the "anti-Reagan campaign* being waged by the Carter
White House, the Labor Bosses and the Liberal news media.

By now you are fully aware of the problems Maw Carter has brought to our
country:

* Double digit inflation eating away at our salaries.

* Double digit interest rates stopping our ability to improve our
lives.

o * A huge federal bureaucracy.

* Unemployment reaching 8 million people.

* A deep recession (indeed, to 8 million unemployed, a Carter
depression) hanging over all our futures.

4O * A weakened national defense and an even weaker foreign policy.

Jium Carter must be defeated!

But Ronald Reagan's election or defeat could well be decided by your
response to thS letter.

I've Just returned from an Executive Campaign meeting of "Citizens for
Reagan' and we have made the decision to immediately "pull out all the stops"
for Ronald Reagan. We will significantly increase our already aggressive
independent campaign to help elect Ronald Reagan and defeat 3i1w Carter.

We are counting on you for support.

Everyday Carter's campaign is becoming more and more vicious. And Ronald
Reagan needs all our help if he is to be elected our next President.

'Citizens for Reagan in '80" must raise an additional $2 million in the
next month if Ronald Reagan is to be elected President.

This communication and all emclotires are paid for by Fund for a Conwrvative Malrioty an not authorind by any canddate or ca*didates canifuttw.
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This wey will be used for targeted mailings to blue COUaP W.$:
to life believers and ati-comunist mericans from Eastern Europe and th ..

countries now under coMiunist dmination.

it is these Americans -- former Democratic voters who are fed up witk, Ot
Carter -- who must vote for Ronald Reagan if he is to win. Newspaper ad rt0 -

ads are ready to run in key areas to reach these critical voters.

These voters hold the key to Reagan's election. And you hold the k#Y 1t%
these voters.

Your contribution of at least $25 will help a great deal. If you can
possibly afford $50, $100 or more it will be effectively and efficiently used to
help elect Ronald Reagan.

Maybe you can't send the full mount I am asking, but please try to send as
much as you possibly can.

I know this is a lot to ask. But the election of Ronald Reagan deserves
I i our financial support and sacrifice.

Reagan's election will mean a stronger and more sound econoqW. Our dollars

No- will be worth more and our taxes will be less.

With Reagan as President, the current double digit inflation rate and

N double digit interest rates will end.

And America will again stand tall and proud in world affairs. Our military
will be rebuilt to become the best in the world.

If you don't send a maor contribution. Ji Carter could well be re-
elected. And that would indeed be a tragedy for our country.

o"Citizens for Reagan in '80" is sponsored by the highly respected Fund for

a Conservative MaJority. FCM is also working to help elect Senators and
Congressmen.

o
Jimpy Carter, his friends in Big Labor and in various left-wing groups are

spending tens of millions of dollars in an unprecedented ganti-Reagan campaign.

Your help to "Citizens for Reagan in '80" can make the ference between
Reagan winning and losing.

Please send your contribution today.

We must defeat JimY Carter.

We need Ronald Reagan in the White House!

Chairman

P.S. Your contribution today of at least $25 can truly make the difference
between Reagan winning or losing this fall. I am counting on you.
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CITZENB FOR REAGAN

September 24, 1

TO: Ralph Galliano 10
Executive Director
Citizens for Reagan I

FROM: forkan Chairman$~~ft e ne for Reagan OPOO S

As a follow up to yesterday's ExecutiveCampaign meeting, I am instructing you to:
(1) Cut all office overhead expense by 25%effective immediately.

(2) Increase the campaign budget
immediately by 40% -- to $2 millions.

We have an obligation to our country and toour contributors to do all we can to defeatJimmy Carter and elect Ronald ReaganPresident of the United States.

Our campaign plan is professional and itcan make the difference in this criticallyimportant election.

I am absolutely confident that our friendswill send us the necessary funds to electRonald Reagan President.
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i Want to ielp Elect Roneld Reagan!
Encowd Is my contribution to help elect Ronald Reagn our next Preident.
Jimmy Crter nwst be esa. Four more yeus of his Administration would be nationald yl

My contribution to Fund for a Conservative Majority is:

a so5 . .. __.....S0 _ . 000 -_ *5,o00 .,.,.$,. other

13 I have ant at least $100 and would like to be listed as a member of the "Citizem for Ream
In '80" Honorary National Finance Committee.

(Make chck payable to Fund for a Conswvativ Mjority or FCM)

Canxrau cotlbutlin' be soaspwd.
They dmuld be Weod to die a l rof ir Fund for a Conservmi Ma ltv-4l Fund. Thm monlmfotn wl be

utilid only in conaetion wih suo w a lear - n ceiPosaw contrubutions am att

Name

Addres

City/statszip
Fedard low maluirs that a ask:

Occupation

Name of Employer? Self-Employed?

This communication and all enclosures wee paid for by Fund for a Conservative Majority
and not by any candidate or candidate's committee.

-2-
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October 10, 1980
(25 days before the election)

Dear Fellow American:

America is at a crossroads.

In just 3 1/2 weeks we will know if Ronald Reagan or Jim Carter will be

our next President.

Will we continue to rely on Big Government to solve our problems or will
we begin to once again trust the American people to solve their own problems?

Will government-inspired inflation continue to destroy our futures?

Will we continue a foreign policy based on appeasement, conciliation and

(N retreat or will we rebuild America's honor and military strength?

These are the questions facing of us when we vote on Novemer 4.

0 The polls show a close race and no one knows what the outcome 
will be.

You and I know that Ronald Reagan must win if America's militar an
C3 economic strength are to U reult.

We also know that America simply can't afford another four years of Jim

Carter's Administration.

Jim Carter has proven to each and every one of us that he can't handle

the Job of President.

Our econouW is being destroyed.

Our allies and the rest of the world shake their heads over 
Carter'sC weakness in dealing with the Russians.

Our military strength has dangerously declined under the guidance of Jimy

Carter.

Our purchasing power has decreased by at least 10% since Carter 
became

Presi dent.

Each of us knows that we are worse off economically than 
we were Just four

short years ago.

This year we simply must elect Ronald Reagan.

Ub OWmmW04 onM 00 N' SoSoM w IWby NM Oa C°mmeOM Mo No

ow Wo VAMMMhby Wowwfmt M *omb esull.



-pape 2

"Citizens for Reagan in '80 has cmpaigned long and ha4 ld

Reagan.

This independent campaign is sponsored by the highly respected F nd for a
Conservative Majority. FCM4 is also working to elect new Senatorsand
Congressmen who will help Ronald Reagan turn this country aw frai disaster.

Your immediate help is needed If Ronald Reagan is to defeat Jo Crter.

I need you to do two things o

(1) Mark your calendar so you won't forget to vote on November 4,
and line up at least 10 friends to call on election dBy.
Remind them to vote also.

(2) Send your maximum contribution to "Citizens for Reagan" today.
Much more needs to be done to help Ronald Reagan. Try to send

;$25. Send more if you can afford it.

Whatever you send will be of great help to us.

.Citizens for Reagan in '80" is concentrating its television and radio ads
-+- - fi-New York, Pennsylvania, Florida and Connecticut -- important and critical

states that Reagan must carry if he is to defeat JimW Carter.

Newspaper ads are running in key cities urging Americans to vote for

Ronald Reagan.

€5 Voter appeals have been mailed and hundreds of thousands of additional

1 voter mailings are ready to go if the basic costs can be raised.

0Please help *Citizens for Reagan in '80 in this last big campaign push

to elect Ronald Reagan the next President of the United States.

Send your maximum contribution today. There is still time to help defeat

J.ii Carter and elect Ronald Reagan.

We must hear from you soon. Don't delay.

Your campaign contribution is absolutely crucial to our chances for

v i c t o r y *S i n c e r e l y

Rober C. Heckman
Chairman

P.S. Ronald Reagan can defeat JiuW Carter. These closing days of

the campaign are critical if we are to win.

Please send your contribution today.
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Dear Bob:

I a9ree that America Is at a croms roads.
The 1980 Presidential election win determine If America will be rebuilt Into thestrongest country - conomically and militarily - In the world.
My maximum contribution is enclowd:

as - 00 -- ISw Se tnA0

-000
(Mae 'W" Petbb f PI f a C-es gave l .... or F mM)

Now

Addunp

I WANT TO HELP DEFEAT JIMMY CARTER!"Ab r o a n , 1 " o nemm mal, eu b m m m inmm ..
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REAGAN WINS! CARTER RE-ELECTED!
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Oc o0. US
(2 days before the election)

Dear Fellow American:
America is at a crossroads.

In Just 3 1/2 weeks we will know If Roald Reagan or JitV Carter will be
our next Prosident.

Will we continue to rely on Big Government to solve our problem or will
we begin to once again trust the American people to solve their own problem?

I Will government-inspired Inflation continue to destroy our futures?

Vill we continue a foreign policy based on appeasemnt, conciliation and
retreat or will we rebuild America's honor and military strength?

These are the questions facing of us whn we vote on Roveeber 4.

The polls show a close race and no one knows what the outcome will be.

You and I know that Ronald Reagan must win If Americas military and
economic strength are to we reult.

tie also know that America simply can't afford another four years of JimW
Carter's Administration.

Jim Carter has proven to each and evevy one of us that he can't handle

the Job of President.

Our econoW is being destroyed.

Our allies and the rest of the world shake their heads over Carter's
weakness in dealing with the Russians.

Our military strength has dangerously declined under the guidance of Jim
Carter.

Our purchasing power has decreased by at least 10% since Carter became
President.

Each of us knows that we are worse off economically than we were Just four
short years ago.

This year we simply must elect Ronald Reagan.

orm esufig bumuewn e aea m SMMON.



"Citizens for Reagan in 80" has campaigned long and hard ,e hep Rnald
Reagan.

This independent Campaign Is sponsored by the highly rgpetd ed for,~
conservative Majority* FCM is also Working to elect new 300A Is414
Congressmen who will help Ronald Reagan turn this country S SWam dis a

Your imediate hoe is needed if Ronald Reagan is to

I need you to do two things o

(1) Mark your calendar so you won't forget to vote on Moveer 4*
and line up at least 10 friends to call on election day.
Remind them to vote also.

(2) Send your maximum contribution to "Citizens for Mum*a today.
Much more needs to be done to help Ronald Reagan. r to and
$25. Send more if you can afford it. 

Whatever you send will be of great help to us.

Citizens for Reagan in '80" is concentrating its television and redio a"
In New York, Pennsylvania, Florida and Connecticut -- Important and critical '.,

states that Reagan must carry if he is to defeat Jim. Carter. vtf
IV Newspaper ads are running in key cities urging Amricans to vote for i

0 Ronald Reagan* 
!

Voter appeals have been miled and hundreds of thousands of additional
voter maiIings are ready to go if the basic costs can be raised.

Please help "Citizens for Reagan in '80" in this last big campaign push -m
to elect Ronald Reagan the next President of the United States.

Send your maximum contribution today. There is still tim to help defeat
Jismy Carter and elect Ronald Reagan.

We must hear from you soon. Don't delay.

Your campaign contribution is absolutely crucial to our chances for
victory.

Sincerely

Robert C. Heckman
Chairman

P.S. Ronald Reagan can defeat JimW Carter. These closing days of
the campaign are critical if we are to win.

Please send your contribution today.

A" . 100000-i* I I 1 11
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Dear Bob:
I agree hat #Ameic Is at a cross roads..

TheI F 190Peidenta election willdeterftmn Imawllberebuilt oi
strongest country - economically and militarily - In the world.

My maximum contribution is eclo:s

~.-.ms ~ssI O .------ -.J5 m

Add -

I WANT TO HELP DEFEAT JIMMY CARTER!

Go

El

i:, .. . ..... /
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October 15S IM

Mr. Gene Barth, President
Bonitfide Oil Copany

LA 11789 Natural Bridge Road
St. Louis, Mssourl

ow.
Dear r. Barth:

we're down to the last mnth of te Presidential compolga and the
no" pressure Is building..

1Because of your dedication and that of other patriotic mericans,
Ronald Reagan has a real dhance to be elected our next Presidet.

o The Carter forces are cared. Th know they could lose. And the
decision has been ade in te ite House -- by th President himself -- to
attack Ronald Reagan In the most vicious, dirty cipalgn this nation has
seen In at least sixteen Years,

Ronald Reagan is up against the Big Lie. And this Big Lie is coming
from the Carter-londale cmpaign, the Carter Administration political

o appointments, the AFL-CIO and the maur liberal, radical and welfare rights
type groups Wich are supporting JM Carter.

And Ronald Reagan is counting on his good friends to support him.

But frankly this won't be enough. This is Wy *Citlzens for Reagan In
'80" is sponsoring a multi-media campaign to help elect Ronald Reagan.

Full page newspaper ads along with radio and television 6spots" have
been produced. This professionally produced Regan Nedia Progm can mike
the difference between victory and defeat on Novemer 4.

I have enclosed for you a set of the newspaper adswe have produced for
the Reagan Nedia Project. These ads will make a significant impact on those
voters who are st111 unlicded or who ore todiy only mildly supporting JitW
Carter.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80". sponsored by the highly respected Fund
for a Conservative Najority, is the original most successful independent

TIr aammum ls a4 mg eo aa m nel hW %W Pwm 1W a CWasW M8 -Im1 mie ra iimw d by my emmildef o
mNidef'S GemmiNAW
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expenditure campaign helping to elect Ronald Reamn. FM is also wvkingelect creative and responsible conservative canddatea to the Sna and
House.

Your mximm contribution Is needed today if "Citizens for Ran" isto raise the needed budget to fully utilize the professional R n dis.
Proram.

Please send at least $19000 to FCN's "Citizens for Reagan In 0"project. Our records indicate you have alra4y invested at lust tat muchIn this campaip. Federal law limits individual contributions to our
efforts to $5000.

If you Will send at lust $1,000 toda to sCitizens for Reagan" you canhelp Ronald Reagan defet JiW Carter and become our next Presidentl

Your continued help at this particular time is critically Important.

Thank you for your past support and for your continued help in Ronald
Reagan's election.

Sincerely,

o) Robert C. Heckman
Chairman

P.S. JiNW Carter would have been defeated In 1976 with a change of only
20,000 votes in three key states.

This year's election could be that close again.00
We must not leave any stone unturned in our efforts to defeat Jim
Carter this year.
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"OGIUIEtR WE CAN RENEW
THE GREATNESS OF AMERICA"

The Fund foc a Conservative MaortV Is one
of Ronald Reag-n's oldest allies.

Since the first day of e eagn's preskdentlal
candidacy I -M's s cial project. "Citizen's
for Peogan In "," has been working hard
on his bohalf

Under the federal campaign Iow. Ronald
Reagan Is not permitted to receive in-
dMdual contributions to his campaign now
that he Is nominated But Independent
campaign efforts such as "Citizens for
Reagan In '81" allow Individuals to con-
tribute to the candidate of their choice.

"Citizens for Pergan in '80" was the first and
only maK Independent effort working on
Reagan's behalf throughout the primaries.
Their efforts in the key states of New Hamp-
shire. Florida. South Carolina. Connecticut.
Illinois. Pennsylvania. Texas. Tennessee.
Ohlo. California. and New Jersey played an
Important role in Reagan's nomination.

"Cltizens for Reagan In "60" plans to con-
tinue Its effective multi-media ad cam-
paign to the final election day. November
4. They can do so only with your help.

Fund for a Conservative Majority
(FCM) Is one of the oldest conserva-
tive political action committees In
the country. It was established under
the original name Young Americans
Campaign Committee several
years before the Federal Election
Commission came Into existence.

Over the years FCM has supported
most of the country's conservative
leaders. Men like Governor Ronald
Reagan Senators John lower, Jesse
Helms and Orrin Hatch and Con-
gressmen Jack Kemp. Robert
Dornan and Dan Manloft have all
been assisted In their elections by
this Important political action com-
mittee.

The Board of Directors of the Fund
for a Conservative Majority Includes
Rober Heckman who also serves as
Director of State and Regional Activ-
ities for Young Americans for Free-
dom Kenneth Boehm, Legislative
Director of Howard Jarvls' Ardcan
Tax Reduction Movement, and Jeff
Kane. a successful businessman In
the state of Maine. FCM's Executive
Director Is Ralph Golliano formerly
with the National Conservative Poli-
tical Action Conmittee

The Fund for a Conservative Major-
Ity Is dedicated to the goal of creat-
Ing a conservative majority In the
Congress and of electing a con-
servative President.

THE BUCK STOPS HERE

• • ' I 'm -* , .p ..w.D, me

Ronald Reagan
L 00adrshi or a chan

REAGAN
MEDIA

PROGRAM
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Dear Bob Heckman:

I agree that Citizens for Reagan in '80 and its Reagan Media Program will

be a key element in the ultimate victory of Ronald Reagan.

Enclosed is my maximum contribution to the critically important Reagan

Media Program.
15,000-------S2,500 _ SI .000__ S500 S_ 100 _Other

(Make check payable to Fj,)c for a Corse r a t've Majority

Corporate contriJttonS can be acce;led

They should be issued to the order of te Fund for a Cose' vatve Maco',tv-State Fund These contributions will be

utilized only in conneci.of' *,tr state and ioa races were corporate contributio
n s are permitted

Name

Address 
R5___FIR_"

City/State/Zip

Federal law requires inat we asK

Occupatio- ___"_-

Name of Employer 
Romald ReaWU

Self.Employed

Th commun t O' arna ai'i -e'los'" are paid to' by lund Olt' a Coftfiv. twe M*Prtty

aOW fol by anp eandboat@ Of C41ndidtO I COm la6

U
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Citizens for Reapn In '80
A prolect ot

Fund for a Cnsrvatve Majority
927 Fte Sbelt NW
WoshngtOn, D.C. 20005
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DO NOT BEND

Official and Confidential Correspondence
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October 17t 1900
(2 1/2 weks before the election)

Dear Reagan Supporter:

This is your final chance to help elect Ronald Reagan!
Please don't let Reagan lose this electioni

In just two reeB the voters will decide between Jimy
Carter and h1s poici es of failure or the nW creative
leadership of Sonald Reagan.

Sponsored by Fund for a Conservative Majority, *Citizens
for Reagan in '80" is the first and mst successful
independent campaign for Ronald Reagan.

I have written you before about this essential campaign
effort to help Governor Reagan. Thanks to you and thousands
of other supporters, we have the unique opportunity to turn
this country around: To elect Ronald Reagan and to defeat
many of the ultra-liberal leaders in the Senate and the
House.

*Citizens for Reagan" can still buy advertising time on
TV and radio. Newspaper ads can still be run. Voter
mailings can still be mailed.

I have enclosed a brochure fully outlining for you the
Reagan Media Program.

There is still time to execute this important campaign
project if you send a contribution todayl

Voters must be convinced that Reagan is the best choice
for Presidentl

Send one last contribution today. And make it as large
as 22ssible I
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page 2

This to the big one. We have but one chance t ,- tRonald Reagan -- and that chance is only two weeks aWs17..
Your response to this letter can make the differace

between victory and defeat.
J -_arter and Le Wne isahn OU vn,

respon to this rina reso.

But I know you support itonald Reagan and I
will respond. -AM

Your final investment in this campaign will be paidback many times over if Ronald Reagan wins.

God bless you for your help.

Sincerely,

Robert C. Beckman
Chairman

P.S. Jimmy Carter won in 1976 by less than 20,000votes in 3 key states. Your final contributon
today to "Citizens for Reagan in °800 will help
make sure that doesn't happen again.

I14P4

I'



URGENT MEMORANDUM! VERY IMPORTANT!

I have just reviewed new public opinion surveys and Ronald Reagan can winn

But Regan's lead over Jimmy Carter in 6maor states is so slim - so tenuous- that Cartesnegativecampaign

t Reagan could change the outcome.

New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Florida, Illinois and Texas are too close to call.

Reagan's victory or defet will be decided in these major sMIS.

Your contribution today to "Citizens for Reagan in '80" can help Ronald Reagan win thaw key states and become

our next Presidanti

I am counting on you. So is Ronald Reagan. . //n*

Robert C. Heckman

Chairman/

.. ..

4.4 . ,w ________
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RONALD REAGAN MUST DEFEAT
JIMMY CARTER!

Here are a fw reasons to vot for Ronamld

Reagan. Please use the to convince 10friends. associates and relativ to vote forRonald Pmgn.

1) Inflation is running at an annual rate of
13%. When Cae becam reldent W.
fistion was at only 4.6%.

2) House mortgage rates are at 14% to
15%. When Carter becme Prsident
these mortgage ra we mat % to 9%.

3) Unemployment is running ataknostg%.
4) The Federal Budget has gone up byover $200 Billion since Carr becamePresident.
5) U.S. military strength hasdawcl do-

dined under Jimmy Carer.
6) Jimmy Carter simply is not a strongPresident.
Ronald Reagan will bring togoveMmen
advisors and leaders who have Proven theirability to bring government nd inflationunder control and who can rebuild our mill-ary strength.

-. k.

5
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"IOGEIHER Wt (AN IlINIW
THE GREATNESS OF AMERICA"

The Fund for a Conservative Majority Is one
of Ronald Reagan's oldest allies.

Since the first day of Reagan's presidential
candidacy FCM's special project. "Citizen's
for Reagan in '80". has been working hard
on his behalf.

Under the federal campaign law. Ronald
Reagan is not permitted to receive In-
dividual contributions to his campaign now
that he is nominated But independent
campaign efforts such as "'Citizens for
Reagan in '80" allow individuals to con-
tribute to the candidate of their choice

' "Citizens for Reagan In '80" was the first and
only major Independent effort working on
Reagan's behalf throughout the primaries.
Their efforts in the key states of New Hamp-
shire, Florida. Sotjth Carolina, Connecticut,
Illinois. Pennsylvania. Texas. Tennessee,
Ohio. California, and New Jersey played an
Important role In Reagan's nomination.

"Citizens for Reagan In '80" plans to con-
tinue its effective multi-media ad cam-
paign to the final election day. November
A T&-&, ~%41% ePL ,dnu rA h wm w haln.

Fund for a Conservative MaJority
(FCM) Is one of the oldest conserva-
tive political action committees In
the country. It was established under
the original name Young Americans
Campaign Committee several
years before the Federal Election
Commission came Into existence.

Over the years FCM has supported
most of the country's conservative
leaders. Men like Governor Ronald
Reagan; Senators John Tower, Jesse
Helms and OCln Hatch: and Con-
gressmen Jack Kemp, Robert
Doman and Dan Marfltt have all
been assisted In their elections by
this Important political action com-
iTfttee.

he Bowd of Directors of the Fund
for a Conservative Majority Includes
Robert Heckman who also serves as
Director of State and Regional Activ-
Itles for Young Americans for Free-
dom; Kenneth Boehm. Legislative
Director of Howard JaMs" American
Tax Reduction Movement; and Jeff
Kane. a successful businessman in
the state of Maine. FCM's Executive
Director Is Ralph Gaillano formerly
with the National Conservative Poli-
tical Action Committee

The Fund for a Conservative Major-
Ity Is dedicated to the goal of creat-
Ing a conservative majority in the
Congress and of electing a con-
servative President.
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RONALD REAGAN
VICTORY REPLY

A'l

Dear Mr. Heckman:

Ronald Reagan must defeat Jimmy Carter?

Our country needs the strong and effective leadership of Ronald Reagan.

Enclosed is my final and maximum contribution to"Citizens for Reagan In W. PleUlst
to help finance the creative Reagan Media Program.

_ $25 $.- -t...____0SIO .- .. 1..8I00 . ,
(Make check payable to Fund for a Conservative Majority or FCM)

c 11R s s011ubsa m I bem..
They 0ould oe ued to t" uWWt of 0 Fund 1ta Ca W -go MW m goae FWn. Thus seses o in

Umized only in wan with sine N wsl rn '5 SOmene SMriIiSIUm w e imUs,

Name

Address

City/State/Zip

Federal law requires that we ask:

Occupation

Name of Employer

Self-Employed

Thb osimmesmsm A O snslsmo u Paid 1o W unPd OW a Censsrvu UMIWe
WAn o b tsy mSOON Nr smmit Snnte.
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THE FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY

Dear Frien:

On October 27, I left an important meeting of political experts who
had gathered for ane 1i1al stretep meeting before the uational
elections.

At that ti few really believed that the Republicans cold take
control of te Senate ths year. But I did.

Two years ago tie Fund for a Consrvative IJorty linched tts
eConservative Seato Control In 'S progem. Ve kNw comervativ
control was possible if the resources wore available and If the"conservative tides ran strong In 1960.

With enm week to p before the election I made an agonzting but
critical decison. I decided FCN should give last mdnute help to several
ky Senatorial candidates.

I knew FCN could count on Ito friends to help pW for these
victories, but I didn't have time to ask you for additional financial
help.

So w postponed paying other bills in order to help such candidats
as Paula HeIkns -- our ew conservative Senator frm Florida; Mosn East
-- our new conservative Senator from North Carolina; Dan Nichols -- our
new conservative Senator fro Oklahome.

These races wre very close and these candidates neded our support
If they were to have the chance to win.

And on election night FCN's two year cmpaign for *Conservative
Senate Contrl in ,'o bcam reali t.

Fund for a Conservative Majority e 927 Fifteenth Street, NW * Washington, D.C. 20005

"Vy K*Wft 0h Pwo W 0 CueuuWo Maio fseUl. A a py OW0 ui VU o 0WImgm, eum hum Ur PIwgl0 EIsgag Cgmbdsoson, Woawimgm D.C. UGI"

F.M
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F04 Was victorious in 8 of the 10 Senate races In Which It h
participated. FCN helped these Winners:

Paul& Hawkins In Florida Steve Syms In Idaho
Nack Nattingly In Georgia John East in North CtllTwa
Dan Nichols In Oklahoma Chuck ressley in t
Jim Abnor in South Dakota Al D'Aato In New Y

And may of the new conservative epubllcan Congressmen elected on
November 4 were also helped by the expertise and resources of the Fuio
for a Conservative Najority.

This year, FCM also sponsored the highly successful Indemenlen
campaign -Citizens for Reagan in 'ouw.

This national grassroots effort was Instrumental in helping to
secure the Republican nomination for Ronald Reagan.

And the fall campaign by "Citizens for Reagan in '80 was especially
successful in the key astern states of Pennsylvania, New York and
Connecticut.

oDuring the last tw weeks of the election, "Citizens for Regan In
'80" poured thousands of dollars Into Its campaign efforts. 0over0or
Reagan needed help, and we all knew It.

o Thanks to you and thousands of other patriotic mericans, FUW pleed
an instrumental part in electing Ronald Reagan our new President and In
bringing about conservative control" In the Senate.

o I felt, in the closing days of the cmpaign, that the polls were
simply too close in the Presidential race and In many of the Senate reces
not to make one final push toward victory.

I knew FCl could make the critical difference in swing states. And
we did.

As I said earlier, I decided on October 27 to increase our efforts
even though we would have to go into debt.

I believe it was worth it. We won.

I pray you will agree with m decision.

* Our victory on November 4 was overwhelming. And we all can take
some credit for participating in this exciting and historic election.
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But now FOl Is In debt. We simply must raise $500,00 to cler the
slate and begin our efforts to Ofirm upo our 1960 successes. 1W.AW,
prepare earl to support Ronald Reagan and to defeat the l1 abrls Opin
in the i i-rnt 192 national elections.

Please snd as large a contribution as possible -- at least $25 If
you can -- to the Fund fora Conservative ItJority.

Your support for OCitizens for Reagan in '80* and the "Conservative
Senate Control In 80" certainly helped ake the difference. And I
sincerely thank you.

Because of support from people like you we have seen the beginning
of a apolitical revolution' in this country. But It's only the
beg inni ng.

The Fund for a Conservative NaJority needs your contribution to get
back on its feet and to continue its successful programs of candidate
recruitment and campaign services. Our future victories depend on your
loyal and generous support.

Please don't let us down now.

1 know I can count on you.

Sincerely,

Bob Heckmn
Chairman

P.S. The Liberals hope we will now ego to sleep', ending our
efforts to bring about a truly conservative re-direction of
our government at the national and state levels.

tVe must not stop now! Please continue your support for theFund for a Conservative ajority.

Our victory this year will be only the beginning if we
continue to work together.
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CITIZENS FOR REAGAN IN '80

FOM is one of Ronald Reagan's oldest
allies It's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" project
was the first independent expenditure effort
to work on behalf of Reagan's candidacy

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" began working
a year and a half before the national elections,
even before Reagan had officially an-
nounced.

"Citizens for Reagan in '60" raised over $2 .5
million from Americans who shared in a
strong belief in the Reagan message These
contributions made possible FCM's adveris-
Ing campaign in key primary and general
election states.

WHEN OTHERS WERE SAYING REAGAN
COULD NEVER EVEN GET PAST THE PRI-
MARIES, FCM WAS WORKING TO ACHIEVE
SUCCESS.

S N [P
CONSERVATIVE SENATE

CONTROL IN '80

FCM began ts "Conservative Senate
Control in '80" project nearly two years ago.
At the time, FCM was virtually alone in the
belief that a conservative Senate could be
achieved through targeted backing of
several crucial races

Many scoffed when FCM suggested that
the conservative Strom Thurmond could re-
place the liberal Ted Kennedy as head of the
Senate Judiciary Committee. Or that com-
servatives could defeat such powerhouse
liberals as Frank Church. George Mc-
Govern, or Birch Bayh.

The contributions raised by FCM pro-
vided critical financial support in ten key
races, resulting in 8 important conservative
victories Conservative Senate control is
now a reality

The expens said that conservative control
by 1980 was impossible, but FCM worked to
achieve victory

in-~
f- rL w iF

FCM AND THE CONSERVATIVE
ERA

The hopes and dreams for America are
well-founded in the victones of Ronald
Reagan and the new conservative Senate.
FCM shares these hopes.

BUT THERE IS MUCH WORK LEFT TOM
DONE.

FCM believes that conservative control Of
the House of Representatives is poesible by
1982 A national project will soon be Initiated
to achieve this goal

FCM knows that the defeated Liberals will
try to regain control of the government by
1984 The work to maintain the current ct-
servative strength must continue FCM will be
there to do it.

YOUR HELP IS NEEDED IF THE SIUC-
CESSES OF 1960 ARE TO TURN NTO A
"NEW CONSERVATIVE ERA" FOR
AMERICA.

HELP FCM TURN A YEAR INTO AN ERA!
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HELPING US
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Fund for a Conservative Majority
927 Fifteenth Street. NW
Washington. D.C. 20005
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KJKJ Dear Mr. Heckman:I am glad FCM worked hard to bring about our 1980 victories. It was well
. " worth the effort!

" FCM's two projects, "Conservative Senate Control In 80" and "Citizens
for Reagan In '80," were both a great success.

- Now it is time to pay off the debts and work to turn the successes of 190
into a "new Conservative Era" for America.

_ I Our victory this year is only the beginning. We must secure our 190
Ssuccesses and prepare for the important 1982 national elections.4C[ You can count on me. Enclosed is my contribution of:

bL I-m_$U -s - 100 o -M -iV10o _W - omr
.,(Mako chock psyft* to FuW for a Co ooasm ft Maof orM),

Gpnf 00, o UNM o Nen o 10 888UPldN.
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V Federal low requires that we ask:

Occupation

Name of Employer

Self-Employed

Sy wfto lu o wW 1wd a Ceruruulv Mejrhy A eof@ out GP iuse wale Wift OWd emmlle
for putchee *aom the Fedealleso Commleseon. Waehnwlei D.C nW -



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.L D.C. 20463

February 3, 19*1

Robert R. Sparks# Jr., Esquire
Counsel, Fund for a Conservative

Majority and National Conservative
Political Action Comuittee

Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks:

Your letter of January 14, 1981, concerning the effect
of the Commission's merger of MUR's 1252 and 1299 has been
received.

- The merger of the above two matters, which this Office
recommended to the Commission at your request, was carried
out in order to avoid duplicative efforts on the parts of
both the Commission and the respondents. It is important to
note that once a complaint has been filed, any investigation

oD of possible violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 197]., as amended, and/or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code, is controlled by the Commission and not by the
complaint which triggered such an investigation. In the

oD present instance, a single investigation is being carried

out with regard to two complaints which involve the same
respondents, the same allegations of fact, and the same
evidence.

Your attention is drawn to the letter from this Office
to Mr. Curtis Herge dated December 19, 1980, which dealt
with this same issue.

Since, Counse

e neral Counsel
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GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.
J. CURTIS HERGE

ROSNT R. SPARKS, JR.

MICHAEL C. HUGHES
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER
KAREN LUSSN SLAIR
JOHN ROBERT CLARK Mn

J. -STANLEY PAYNE. JR.

McR8A, fl Z .33102

(7041) SO3-1000

January 15, 1981

1"0 PSNNStioNIAV A VUE, N.W.
WAGOMINOt61% MQ. aooo

(303) -3,O3-784

TWX/TLI[c IO-041-0606

CAI.SE9ItoAMMIESI

Ms. Anne A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

0Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: UR 2M/Fund For A
Conservative Mai ority

Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

I enclose the sworn Answers to Interrogatories

in the referenced matter of Robert C. Heckman, Chairman of
Fund for a Conservative Majority, in accordance with the
Commission's order of December 19, 1980 in this matter.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
questions in this matter.

Sincerely,

enclosure

~723
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

CARTER-MONDALE REELECTION COMMITTEE, )
INC., et al., ))

Complainants, )ft )
-against- ) MUR 1252I )

FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY, et al.)
____)

Defendants.

ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW, Fund For A Conservative Majority ("FCH"),

by its Chairman, Robert C. Heckman, and in response to the

written Interrogatories of the Federal Election Commission

to FCM in this matter, answers as follows, in paragraphs

lettered to correspond to the lettered paragraphs of the

Interrogatories:

B. The Chairman of FCM is Mr. Robert C. Heckman;

and, the Treasurer of FCM is Mr. Kenneth F. Boehm. The

members of the Board of Directors of FCM are Mr. Robert C.

Heckman, Mr. Kenneth F. Boehm and Mr. Jeffrey D. Kane. The

Executive Director of FCM from September, 1979 to January 5,

1981 was Mr. Ralph J. Galliano. The current Executive

Director of FCM is Mr. Paul G. Dietrich. All staff members

of FCM work under the direction of the Executive Director.

Attached hereto is a list of, to the best of your

affiant's knowledge, all the people who served on the staff

of FCM as an employee, consultant or other agent from September,

1979, to the present.

The following three firms were authorized to make

media time buys in behalf of FCM: Thompson and Associates;
Edmunds and Associates; and, H.M.L., Inc.

-1-
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i

A variety of volunteers worked in or with FCM's

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" project. FCM maintained no

record of the names of those volunteers.

(1) Expenditures by FCM could only be authorized

by a vote of the FCM Board of Directors or by the express

direction of the FCM Treasurer and, with his authority, the

FCM Executive Director. Fund raising and time buying consultants,

such as Mr. Mike Thompson, Mr. Tom Edmunds, H.M.L. Inc., and

i others, were also authorized to approve expenditures when

they were working on projects previously authorized by FCM's

Treasurer or Executive Director.

(2) Upon information and belief, the following

individuals participated in the production of documents and

materials by FCM which related to FCM's "Citizens for Reagan

in '80" project: Mr. Ralph Galliano, Mr. Frank Cannon, Mr.

Ken Boehm, Mr. John Gizzi, Mr. Robert Heckman, J. Curtis

Herge, esq., and Mr. Mike Thompson.

(3) The following individuals participated

in the planning, organization and formation of FCM's "Citizens

for Reagan in '80" project: Mr. Robert Heckman, Mr. Kenneth

Boehm, Mr. Jeffrey Kane, Mr. Ralph Galliano, J. Curtis

Herge, Esq., and Mr. Mike Thompson.

C. The current telephone number for FCM is (703)

524-4400. No extension numbers were assigned to any individual

person listed in response to Interrogatory B. According to

the records of FCM, the following additional phone numbers

were used by FCM: (703) 524-4400, (703) 525-1304, and (615)

521-6216.

D. Between January, 1980 and the present, neither

FCM nor FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" project held any
ifundraisers or fundraising events.

IIE. There is no way for FOCM to know whether each

!of the individuals identified in Interrogatory B has any

i! -2-

ii
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relationship (past or present) with the groups and associations

!'listed in Interrogatory E. Such information is not requested

I or required upon their employment with FCM, and such records

1 are not kept by FCM, subject, however, to the following:

(1) All employees of FCM had the opportunity to

,,participate in FCM's "Citizens for Reagan in '80" project.

By reason of the fact that "Citizens for Reagan in '80" was

a project of FCM and was administered as such, "Citizens for

Reagan in '80" had no separate legal identity. Therefore, the

officers, directors and employees of FCM were the operational

and administrative authorities of "Citizens for Reagan in '80."

(2) So far as known to the undersigned affiant,

from September, 1979 to November 4, 1980, no individual

identified in Interrogatory B had any association with the

Reagan for President Committee.

(3) Arthur J. Finkelstein and Associates was

commissioned in the past to do work for FCM under the direction

of Mr. Ralph J. Galliano.

(4) Mr. Ralph J. Galliano is a former employee of

the National Conservative Political Action Committee.

(5) Many of the employees of FCM are registered

Republicans.

STATE OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath
deposes and says that he has read the above and foregoing
Answers to Interrogatories by him subscribed, knows the
contents thereof, and that the answers therein set forth

are true.

ROBERT HECKMAN

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this 4ay of

, January, 1981. .

My commission expires : /

ii -"3-



ABEKNETHY, JOHN J.
ACEVEDO, LISA ANN
Allen, Edward H.
Amburgey, Clavin T.
Amundson, Steve Bruce
Anderson, David P.
Anglari, Maroverite N..
Athanson, Deborah J.
Bake, Maroaret L.
Ballentine, Brian T.
Barnes, Mindy
Barnett, Florence A.
Baxter, Bruce E.
Beaty, Kyle B.
Beeler, Richard
Bennett, Thomas D.
Boehm, Ken
Boynton, Robert A.
Brewer, Gregory J.
Brill, Wallace J. Jr.

. Bruce, Jodell
Burgess, James E.
Burlingame, Becki C.
Canfield, Mark C.
Cannon, Francis P.
Carlson, Juan M.
Carpey, Daniel M.

o Carter, Helen C.
Cerna, Olga J.
Chambers, Bill

C Champagne, Bernard J.
Clay, M.1.
Cliff, Dianee
Coker, David
Cournan, Mary Ann
Cox, Earl G. Jr.
Crenshaw, Judy
Cross, Carol L.
Curtis, Carla J.
Daugherty, Lloyd
Dawson, Hazel J.
Delaney, Serena A.
Dickinson, Diana L.
Dickson, Diana L.
Dikeman, Carroll H.
Dolan, Bob
Dudley, Michael R.
Dunlop, James R.
Eggers, Mary
Eidlin, Richard J.
Elmore, Patricia
Evans, Catherine D.
Falkenberg, Elaine K.
Field, Mel H.



Fitzgerald, D*E1O W.
Fitzgerald, n
Fitzgerald, l4 n A.
Gaaserud, Kar i
Galliano, RAlph J.
Gavin, Roberta S.
Gkianipour, Mary n
Giampietro, Martha T.
Gizzi, John
Graine, Robin L.
Grasso, Kenneth L.
Haines, Lisa Alice
Hansen, Doris P.
Hansen, Marta
Hansen, Willard
Harding, Mark
Harmon, Arthur
Heckman, Robert C.
Heise, Eric
Henderson, Cheryl
Higgins, Vera Clay
Hightower, Carol
Hines, Susan

N Holcomb, Shannon W.
Horness, Jacqueline

-- Horowityz. Daryl
Howell, David V.
Hughes, Aleighta L.

•r - Hyatt, Susan
Jakaitis, John A.

o Jones, Jean P.
Kampolla, Karen M.
Kaplan, William E.
Karlson, Courtney
Keating, Bill
Kelly, Ida
Kelly, John B.
Kelly, Peter B.
Key, Beatrice
Key, Mary A.
Kleiman, Gil
Knight, Willard 0.
Kupersmith, Charles D.
Laniguera, Daniel W.
Lambert, Wayne A.
Lamountain, Rick
Lampe, Scott A.
Linderman, Phillip
Lodergan, Hope
Londino, Joe
Longyard, William H.
Lopaz, James A.
Marishi, Sachie
Mann, Michael
Manzelli, Pdter
McKee, Eileen
Meder, Cecil
Mills, Kim
Miri, Giso



Mottola, Chris
Mullenhoff, Mark F.
Mullins, Kathy M.
Nagurney, Dave M.
O'Brien, William C.
O'Callaghan, James J.
Pair, Leona
Pana Gakos, Estelle
Parlier, Michele W.
Patton, Charles 0.
Pelott, Robert 0.
Pena, Costanza
Pencarski, Ed
Peterson, Brad
Phares, Tim
Pittman, Virginia Faye
Renfrow, Jeanne Marie
Richardson, Robert C.
Riley, Deborah A.
Riley, Sandy
Ringhausen, Kathryn Y.
Rodway, Allan C.

N Roldan, Carlos E.
Roldan, Hernando J.
Sacharanski, John
Salman, Christopher M.
Sanders, David
Sexton, Lea Ann
shearer, Danny L.

0~Siemon, Mark A.
Silverfield, Martin B.
Simon, Ken B.
Simonsen, William
Smathers, John
Smutko, Joan S.
Stoskus, Paul J.
Streeter, Linda D.
Strolhrek, John Stanley
Supka, Kevin P.
Switky, William R.
Stitky, Ralph
Taylor, Emerson
Tocco, Brian
Tuggle, Linda J.
Tyson, David
Valls, Mary
Van Buskirk, Robert C.
Van Gales, Symarion
Vignare, Christopher
Vignare, Kim
Ward, Robert A.
Wibert, Alta M.
Wolf, Robin
Wood, William
Woodbury, Deborah S.
zeavin, Jill R.
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KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR

JOHN RODENT CLARK M
J. STANLEY PAYNIL, JR.

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. -. T
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: HUR 1252 '

N Dear Mr. Steele:

=-IND By letter dated December 12, 1980, you ner' v,
the undersigned that the Federal Election Commisto 'ad
voted to deny the motions of National Conservative Political

YT Action Committee (NCPAC) and Fund For A Conservative Majority
(FCM) to rescind the Commission's decision to merge Matterso Under Review 1252 and 1299. The purpose of this letter is
to raise certain questions concerning the effect of the
Commission's merger of those Matters.

Section 437g(a)(8)(A) of the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971 (the Act) permits a party aggrieved by
an order of the Commission dismissing a complaint filed by
such party, or by a failure of the Commission to act on such
complaint during a specified period, to petition the United
States District Court for the District of Columbia for
relief from the action of the Commission. Section 437g(a)(2)
of the Act and the regulations of the Commission require
that, upon receipt of a complaint, the Commission must make
a finding of reason to believe that a violation of a statute
cognizable by the Commission has occurred or is about to
occur, or it must dismiss the complaint. In the case of MUR
1299, the Commission has taken neither course of action
mandated by statute and regulation. Has the Commission
therefore failed to "act" on the complaint such that the
complainant, Com on Cause . may, after the 120-day period
prescribed Ly Sef* 63VN (8 A), petition a Federal
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Kr. Charles N. Steele
Page Two
January 14, 1981

court for relief? If not, what action, which is permitted
by statute or regulation, has the Commission taken on NUR
1299?

As general counsel to the Commission, is it your
opinion that MUR 1299 is an extant complaint? If not, has
it been dismissed and has Common Cause been notified of that

Cl action? If it has not been dismissed, it must be assumed
that the Commission has found reason to believe as to the
complaint, since that is the only other action which the
Commission can take on the complaint under the Act and
regulations. The implicit suggestion of your letter is that

- such a finding has been made ii MR 1299, since you state
that MUR 1299 has been "merged into one investigative
endeavor" with MUR 1252, a matter in which reason to believe
has been found. If that is the case, NCPAC and FCM have not
been notified of such finding, as required by the Act.

In short, are NCPAC and FCM defending against two
similar complaints, or only one complaint?

C I look forward to your response.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Spat 3, Jr. *
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POlSERT P. SPARKS, JR. 
Y (i/OI'.) -9.S114 *

ICAEL 0. HUGHES January 14, 1981A. . ARK CHSTO PH RCA 
L: EMH R

KARN LU'N SLAIN

JOHN POSI'q1 p, ARKmD STANLEY PAYN , JP.

Ms. Anne A. Weissenbo
Federal Election Conuiission1325 K Strfeet, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR l252/Fund For A
KI BConservative 

Hal oriy
Dear Ms. Wessenborn:
edue EIn complisance with he Co sson's supoena to

' produc d ocuments, I enclos, those documents- within_ the_
conrol n of our client, Fndr Aorti

Majority (FCM), responsive to lh CoFndFor A Coqervative
6, 7 and 10. FOH has previously produced those documentsrequested at Nos. 4 and 5 of the Coumission's subpoena.FCM is continuing its search of its records in aneffort to locate and produce those other documents requestedbut not yet Produced to the Commission under its subpoena.Those documents will be produced to the Commission as soonas practicable as and when they are located.

Please feel free to contact me should you have anyquestions in this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R.

enclosure

8 ? : Zd Ij WNVl' IL
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6)

(7)

_7Y(8)

(9)

Personal privacy

Investigatory
files

Banking Information

Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed

Date

FEC 9-21-77

N

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION',
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ST RA VI$ STREET CLEPR '7SI 7 ~J~JAAWp p

F 123l99 16 4hone/Th msonj~v.~2.~1261

Atta~ton Mihae Tompon _______________________

INVOICE
ruu.~.ivj~ P~AIj1kM~&~- i~awa rao~

%oniwing Programming
. ify existing program to convert
Foreign Files

Programming
Computer Time for Assembly and Test

Cqvert, Sort and Consolidate Three
w peign Files (input size)

r t Foreign File by File Type Code
Process input records
Process output records - Reagan

Donors
Process output records - FCM 1977-

1979
Process output records - FCM 1976 +

Prior

Print Reagan Grams to:
Reagan Donors
FCM 1977-4979
PCM 1976 + prior

Virginia Sales Tax

'6." 1"& MW ' Wearuh" inA- .~. I

.22 hrs.e 25.00/bk $ 5.50

.09 hrs. 20.00/hr. 10.80

40,150

36,007

2,810

19,710

12,460

2,810
19,710
12,460

8.13/N

1.20/N

1.23/N

1.23/M

1.23/N

40.00/H
40.00/N
40.00/N

326.421

4J*213

24.24

15.33 1

112.40
788.401
498.40

72.47

____________________________________ I____________________ I t

TERMS NET 30 DAYS TOTAL l,9O0.631

F YOUR CHECK WILL BE N/A
POSTMARKED ON/OR BEFORE___________ PAY THIS AMOUNT N/A

ORIGINAL INVOICE

m
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K ~ ~ 1P IA~r P04" STREET q1 CULPEP? I PI ?1 IL~ R
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2 4017' 16 1321 ! jan.ay 98 1980

Tbmson & AssociatesThmsn&A ocae
7 015U Old, Soeno Mill Road 7015 Old Keen* Mill Road

~4te203 uite 203
r~ingfielde 'Virginia 22150 , Srnfed igna 34
Antion, Michael Thomp son - tentlon INichel

~ I NVOICA9
-' " It .. ~ l ! 11 A, . AN AEW UKW

I MAMIE=

MereA~ge 1 -January FCH/CIT

Process input records - Mail Files
Prpcess input records - Suppression

Proessoutput records - Cheshire

Viini Sales Tax

TERMS NET 30 DA

IF YOUik CHIECK WILL UkE N/A
POSTMARIMED ON/OI UEFORE ___________

84v887

40,991

73o677

/
,/

C-

min. chgf
ni n. chg

sini. chg

p

$ 700.'

150.

300.0

5160

*~ (j)

I _ _ _ _ _I __ _ I I

XS AL $1121.001

PAY THIS AMUNT -t-

(JiUGINAL INVOIC i

SW'' fA~

T. , =76=--,%\
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lAIN

P ~ ~ 11. IAT PV$STREET *CULPEPER, VIRSIS 22k t n?" 0 Ok
it,

op.,. NA" . .-COUN NO CuSTOMF14 P.O.

t2$309 ~ 16 1415ro

[4 b~mpson , Associqtes
-Y4 5 old Keene Ni14 Road

I'J B te 203
gq0pingtieold, Virginiia 22150

nit~OLtfh Noasi Thompson

Thompson & 4Qawates
7015 Old 1.4$ il Road ,

ute 203
SPrngf V t1 iwgina 322150

m64.1Yhimmu0n

•rjnuing Programming
.l ify existing program to convert FC4

N%- Prog ramming
Computer Time for Assembly and Test

qn4emrt and Sort FCN 1977-1979 $5+ Donors
Process input records

S.Prpcess output records

Snvert and Sort FC4 1976 and Prior
10,0 0+ Donors

Process input records
o Process output records

Mnvert and Sort FCM CIT Reagan 1980
Donors

Process input records
Process output records

Print 4-up Cheshire labels to:
$5.00, Donors 1977-1979
$10.00+ Donors 1976 and Prior
1980 Reagan Donors

I
virginid Sales Tax

-J --------------- J -- - - I

.50 hrs.

.13 hrs.

22,528
22,204

14,070
13,912

2,685
2,681

22,204
13,912
2,681

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

25.00/h
.20.00/h

5.48/N

6.60/H

itp. chg.

2.85/M
3.15/M

1tp. chg.

TOTAL

it: V"UR L. rLiL.' VVILL UL

euw rMAH WL ON. OH bLI OkL ...
PAY THIS AMOUNT v' N/A

44 7.~~* .. -~ -

___________EP - .wof VOM'CE UNI Pa" j £XUa AC"C'TON

12.50
15.60

123.45

92.86

67.50 k

63.28
43.82
22. 50

17.66 :-__

$459.17

)

p . -II E
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AGOWO 49A 1424 March 12.980 1~8O12

kttanttan2 Kichael Thom~pson Attention: Michael Thompson

IN VOICE__
VU#4CT*N POWO6AMD- M6fU*1rW - I

MUge/Purge #3 - 7CM

hfkcess Mail File Input (including List
44pmersion and Duplicate identification
Processing)

Process Mail File Output (including
b1its, Key Assignment and Printing)

iRrginia Sales Tax

K
L__ _

289,020-

223,185

TERM&~ NET 30 DAYS

tow M
r

$2, 70/14$

2. 10/b,

780.,35:

468 .69'

49.,96

C

TOTAL $1,299.00

If OURCHEK 'WIL BEN/A
Pu: TMAN,%LCU OC/O BEFORE __________

PAY THIS AMOUNT N/

ORIGINAL INVOICE

EITDOS4 I OW
I

QUAW"v

6 a
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. ' S' MT DAV-S STREET e CULPEPER.V111P
i .

I~wMOOws 10WUIT No. CUSTOdARP.@. K. I - .

4410 1 6 A .. . . TO; S"OPIM TOW . .. .. . .,

unopon & Associates Thompson & Associates
7015 0ld seene Hill Road 7015 Old Keen* Mill Road; 3uit 203 Suite 203
5i Fngfield, Virginia 22150 Bpringfield, Virginia 24450

tentions Michael Thompson Attentons et

v1~,

/Purg #4 - FMC March 1980 Texas

tOoMss Mail File Input (including List
Conversion and Duplicate Identification
m eoessing)

Roces Mail File Output (including
%lits, Key Assignments and Printing)

Wipping and Handling to Return Magnetic
Tapes

Virginia Sales Tax

& - - - _- Iv A

213,906

165,329

9 tapes

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

$3.24/M

3.00/M

2. 50/tb.

TOTAL 0

-A- I Ac

693.06

495.99

22050

47.56
./

/

/

$1,259.11

IF YOUR CILHCK .WILL BE

Qi"OTMAHiK.ED ONiON & ILOH. ___ PAY THIS AMOUNT ~jjN/A

INVOICE
i_
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~*SAPPAVI8STREEeUPER

1477,6107,92,419 1 I May 19, 190

7015 Old Keene Mill Road 715 01d eene Mil Rca
suits 203 Suite 203
Spingfield,# Virginia 22150 Spingfield, Virginia 22150
Attentions Michael Thompson Attention: Michael Thopson

INVOICE
w, ivk * V-4 w k o I

- ...- ~ -~ ---- ~---, --.- I--., -.

3xlude California Records from CCM
Master File
NProcess input records

Process output records

Pl4t 4-up Cheshire Laser labels to
CCX Less California

Delop and Print Vice Presidential
Utters to CCM Less California

vifginia Sales Tax
0,

94,305
76,541

76,541

76,541

$ .75/H
160/0

2.33/N

15.00/H

70.73
45.92

178.34.

1,148.12

57.72

F~4 __ I
TERMS: NET 30 DAYS TOTAL 0 1,500.831

IF YOUR CHECK WILL BE
POSTMAkKED ON/OR I3CFORE PAY THIS A11OUNTN/

ORIGINAL TNVOTCR

* inxi~qp. ~I'-~

AA

16 I

"6
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INVOICE ::

ARZO afte i5 PM mai 1980 VP ?Rift
* ' _- a -tiona

IL .Itput ( IIn c Lu -t L41i
jaad ez..,uplicat Idetifl o -

'J" 'If " " ." •- -?z1 kz~ai F ile uajpt (Mmavdisq
Wag Uwia and Dupicate xdnttc*a-

rail Mie Cotpt (nldn
_" V . . Pr"ii . - "

A OPur Mf6 -F-CHL~ 1.980 Final DCive

PZw&G" NALi We1 input (I lu4Lng Ui"t
_- ,-- OW D. -p icata . --nti: -,-

I- (Iaoludg "-

pvs. -- agutea rai

IM4M-4tima gd H .,5 i CLage to So

t V i c n I esu •I.t - TG Lt 2

I ~C.2 I

- .

I.o.

1,95,,.!

b+- -Is

15 .00I

2oSO/t

r

I-'- j

r : -. ,

. . . , ,

1s~ L;

ThW WET 30 A
. ___ __1813

St. --

~JAL~NVOIC~.'
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F m
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askip#5 Sbel. 3t'
" zga. uzS 05 Lal Set S.& -

-xwm*/.La*wi SOW lft 7. ---.
ftge/lwu" #5 .aelm et. 5--

ntce/ft4g 05 Label Aet. W

.g/hw _*, L abel * .t-1
~xg/1zj5i rabel go*t 11

rge!!~ 05 tL ,be- Set 2.
MexgItzge #I5 Zabel St* 3)

-. , o ,

M~xve~.rw#6 Label) Set S
i~~e/1ru 0l4 lbel Set 2

rge/?ui 0 6, Laber Set 5

nrge/toz _ #( Lae :set S

v3XV nm pLUsUI

,3,035.-

,18 .432!

.:4,--5'.:47.14

82,76
13r .911

11r ,732
5,701..

#3,4 .3,214
- 6, 491
9,968.#

. Ykv CKQitC W" & K.
PftrnIrL3Qt.a qof wCFAJS _ 'l

1.
4.

*1.
~1

1s~;~u
15.U
l5.U
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LtLints Anti"Carter
RO* Lat 'Involved

lie xalz File Proassaing
(Conertr sort and Print)

0"ias Wenek

b oaqvtive Business COMtIDbIL-A--

JI~ntio

V~ginia

* .~ 4-

and andling C), rgoo to ftuzu

SasTax

- .~'. -

GIV900

3. tae

I ..- I ~

.ist

3.00ji

U 1i*~i MET 30 DAYS
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20.00
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9 EAT D~iSSTREET . CULPEPERe VII AS5A ~

1570: "M~23 June 220 27055
,/,+.3 ,+M-+-+ 7 +V. ; +.... ;+ , .+ +,"_.. + .,, .

~: LU

Thopson"& Associates
7015- OldKeene Hill Road
uite . 203

Springfield* Virginia 22150
a4.4. an 4 2 nnt M hI Thnmn nn

3%

Thompson a Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road
Suite 203
Springfield# Virginia 22150
h--4iw-4 M4 nlh&1 Tlmnmrln

INVOICE
IV IEnwvI ~I -

~w*-. - ~ - I. ~-~I t

.pure Je 7 - TAI-FC4 Senate Control
4

P oss Nail File Input (Including List-
Coversion and Duplicate Identification
Processng)

P=cess Hail File Output (Including
sits iCey Assignments and Printing
L4fer Labe l s)

8htpping and Handling to Return Magnetic

V4jginia Sales Tax
cc +

155,489 1

132,798

,1 tapes

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

tin.chg.

2.70/M

2.50/tp.

700 00

358.55

27. 50

42.34

TOTAL $1,128.39

IF YOUR CMiLCK WILL BE
PO ;TMAHKLO ON/O1 BEFORE

PAY THIS AMOUNT _

ORIGINAL INVOICE

7777

I i

+,:, •.

:'+"* lldlm11' - : ' I "i511111"11PIII ll i I llill!illl " I



* ~*". *WIN

I"1 AAc} .: :, - . . . 7"7 i' " : .. " ,

" " :" " ' ' '' ' " " i

1~

b) 6) 02 o/

- ~;~j*-~y~

-.~4)4Lz~s ~Z~4J

I'

NQT NEGQT1ARL5~

OVA= - am=mtv v..OS.BOLI -III 3P?,,I h II

(// le

~ A ~ /., , 4c;-,

vm fmA 

. -

C4 1 /,Fj r. 4r/



DA i

:'m" IAIT naal!TIRT 9 CUtPEPlER, V1N .I -a T

"IZII7~~~~ I "Q
I It

qWIo ... T "

I Iiln
- I

I lnn 2A. 1*30 I ie feh I

associates Thompson & Associates
7015 0d Keene Mill Road 7015 Old Keene Hill Road

Suis I0 Suite 703
Springfieldl Virginia 22150 Springfield# Virginia 22150

-i~nipt Mit~hA&]T hni~m nn Atn*02Rn o

INVOICE
! '~ ~r~ .2~1< __ 9.T~oI(3 fl.~7~Sc~Walk. 4 - t,.~ uTV esrpc

Nrae/Purge #l1- FCM - V. P. Convention

#%oess mail File Input (Including List
Qnaversion and Duplicate Identification

Process Mail File Output (Including
Allits, Key Assignments and losa?

*ipping and Handling Charges to Return

Magnetic Tapes

Y rginia Sales Tax

391,968

278,514

6 tapes

$2.70/M

2.40/H

2. 50/ti.

61,058.31 L

668.43 1

40.00

69.07

_____________ ________________________ ~ I I

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

if 'OUR CH L'CK W LL U L PAYPOSTMARKED ON/OH UEFORE

TOTAL 1,358

THIS AMOUNT jN

ORIGINAL INVOICE

tt, 'U

*PWO~E A
A~.. b. ~.

16 A
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,1S.i.r PIAV! .STRIET 0 CULPEPER. VIRIA"471 * TILE.. . .. . ' . . .a' . , , -* ,, .. . ... *,,

u No.1 CUSTOMER ~. -~ I

.44 16 1611 Jui2e 242 1980 !P qz.

7, • ,. --..'T. ...tI.tW . .

Thmpson & Associates Thompson & Associates
.015 Old Keene Mill Road 7015 Old Keene Mil Road
Butte 203 Suite 203
Springfield, Virginia 22150 Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attentions Michael Thompson Attentions Penn Rogers

INVOICE
'.<. .:aq/. #UK= . • ,..:. Y

Merae/Purge 9(/- FCM - Anti-Carter2

. fA. \,, ~- - - -
Proe"ss Mail File Input (Including List
ConV.gi on and Duplicate Identification
Pr ssing)

PrdbQss Mail File Output (Including Key
AI ts nts and Printing)

iing and Handling Charges to
itic Tapes

irfreight Shipping and Handling Charges
0

irp.nia Sales Tax

235,501

222,658

2 tapes

unwinm.

$3. 60/4

3.00/M

2. 50/t ).

I a

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS TOTAL

x.o Ix I .. I Tr. cow

847.80

667.97 .i

105. 00]

46.92

60.63

;1,728.32J

If YOUR CNLCCK Mt L bE
,P-votiMAK_ __.,__ LL PAYPOSTMAHlKLUONiON U IeONH ______ THIS AMOUNT N/A

(r 1T l FILTh AT 11klv .

Return

umpam,
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I
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, I PAV! STREET 0 CULPIPIR. VIw', .. ,

[ 26799 16

I..
~If5TQM~ P4' I PATS

1651 I July 1 .1900

Thompson & Associates Thompson & Associates
7015 Old Keene Mill Road 7015 Old %e~ne 'ill RoadS uite 203 Suite 203

Ppringfield, Virginia 22150 Springfield, Virginia 22150
Attentn Michael Thompson INVOICE n

P.. , , q eo.. e lwcu BMW Gpwr ,a .I. . -I-.. .. y

r * Pur e 10 - Thorson & Associates -
a. White House

floOess Mail File Input (Including List
Conversion and Duplicate IdentificationP posng )

IocessMail File Output (Including
Sq.its,,Key Assignments and Laser Labels)

ippng and Handling Charges to Return
Ma4 netic Tapes

Vrginia Sales Tax

Iv)

938,803

637,187

8 tapes

TERMS: NET 30 DA

it YOUR CHIECK WILL bE
IU%1j MARKLD ON/OR ULEFORE

U.
lady u'mua. "TIINI .- I

$2.46/t 2,309.46 2

1.80/K

2. 50/tt

a .-. ~-----

It 146, 9A

'70.00

138.26

YS T TAL Ip 3,664.66

PAY THIS AMOUNT iI N/A J

ORIGINAL INVOICE

~W5A

I 274~3>
" , - " w -

I
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.ThOpson & Associates
7015 Old oon* Hill Road
sU4te 203
8prLngfLolde Virginia 22151
Attentions ichael Thompson

Thompson & Associates
7015 Old Keene 34±11 Road
Suite 203
Springfieldv Virginia 22151

oeplre Proof

Letter

cii --

and Camera Copy of
(Later Cancelled)

C

S

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

If YQWN CHECK WaLL BE

POULPMAHKLU ONOH Ulk.OVL
PAY THIS AMOUNT N/jI A~II

ORI 6GINAL INVOICE

~t *.4,t

$60.00

TOTAL t



W%~d&A
E# AJEE~ISIgA W t iLp O Is

W W14,d'

+ fblsn& Associates Springfield, Vir~l -
suite 203 to I6 iWashington, D. C,;. !++S~ig+Lido Virginia 22150 1A9 tlantic. List O.'h +  .4httentiona Michael Thompson 

t1670 merio o

INVOICE
1660 - Nerge/Purge Late Lists-. t s

Sa st.Conversion
,Mail file Processing (Convert, Sortand Print)

*A" CPR '76

Firgclkia Sales Tax
6675. Mag'Tape Output Of 1514 Merged"Cm dlected Sco 's

669V- Nag tape output of Net ALEC
rosect Mater Pile
670," Iey0oded Cheshire label output of4 Republican High Donors

cp osi tob*euddwe ae
1pe deposit to be refunded when tapes
.e returned.6
ipping and Handling Charges /

06,060

15,000

62, 20 7

,3,009 m

/
? tapes

15.0/
ii

3. O/!

4,3./

2.55/m

n. c:ha.

0.00/-

0.o01t]

wm-

$15.00

158.63

30. 00

1.47

LI

TERMS NET30 DAYS TOTAL d $640.51

IF OUR CI.ICK WILL dE PAY NiA AU/i4

ORGINAL Trfrir

.31i.IS

I

40.00



olr

. . . .

A . '. d

) -.

Imp-' .Ig.. .,

* <~~-

-t

'I..'-)
~i0I NOTNE-GOTIABLE

-'5

cloll I-MUM W,, %%a

2&-2,
I

#47.7~

5,4

-t

ii

#

Ll 'Stt.,



A -ll

,., AV

~Yt t~~amn.o~ 'I '~amw~ma. - .. ~

Aifoct16 970'

S.Thompson & Associates |
S7015 Old Xeene Mill Road
B uite 203 i
S prtngfield, Virginia 22150
:ktAentiont Michael Thomoson

I.)

Charges for

Mbndling of

Iayoic. #

-I,27262,.

Airfreight Shipping and
the following:

Invoice
Date

6/24/80

Work Order #

26424

TERMS: NET 30 DAYS

IF YOUR CHECK WILL BE
IOSTMARKED ON/OR BEFORE PAY THIS AMOUNT 0UIN/IA

01IGINAL INVOICE

$47.73

TOTAL

m

~INVOICE

• ,.

Q "6
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INVOICE

2,232 TELUPOST Ltersgenerated on Februwy2?, 1980
with BilE insertloiwO 410 each $937.44

Cecfor postae e, W $334.80

TOTAL DUE: $602.64

TERMS: Net 10 days

('i/C

4'

• ,

S0'

-0

Z41%

Mr. J. Londino
Thompson & Associates, in
7015 Old Keene MiU Rod Suite tR
Springfield, VA 221W8

!
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Sr. Kennetb loebm
F d ftor -Conserytive Majorlty

j 102wWilson 916ulevard' Sult, 1401
Artington, VAI

INVOICE

'a,

5,000 TELEPOST Letters generated o April 16, 1980 - $1,850.00
1%l

Payment Received: $750.00

TOTAL DUE: $1,100.00

TERMS: Net 10 days

C3

I . . tz

4
~

~ .;7W
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AWnu * FQoufox Virginia 220310 (70$) 67*400

DIRECT, INC., do U.V.B. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIAt VA 22314

1"und for a Conservative

Major ity
, C/o Thompson & Associates

7015 Keene Mill Road
L Springfield, Va. 22151

HIPPED TO:- F
71

Wiland & Assoc.

I L
1 R DATE 0I JOS NO.
UNO. SHIPPED/4/24/80 0I P.O. NO. 1693 T6~~MAILED. MINL N. 10 5 99 SE

QUANTITY EIRITO UNIT PI9 AMOUNT

N

N
205 1

0r
0D

4

I

RE: PRINTING SERVICES, COMPUTER FORMS.

Computer forms, with 3 color face and 1
color back.

Authors Alterations:
Halftones reshot:
Line shots:
Labor: stripping:

4% Va. tbx:

TOTAL INVOICE: i.v

13,69/M 2,806.45

26.70
5.40

36.00

114.98

$2,989.53

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-DDI JOB JACKET
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293.,@s Nmtv ' •fa(M kd VBrglno 2203 (703)5734605

DMWMUSIED DIRECT, INC.. do u.v.s. Box .7l, ALEXANDRIA, VA 2314

.SHIPPED TO:

;tmd for a Conservative ajority
'4/o Tompson & Assoc. Bond
7015 Meene Mill Road

fj5pringfield# Va. 22151.A , , ...

01

, .

D-cRIpv3@w

RE:

-I
ffice Supply

UNlm PIce

t I

PRII!IG SERVICES ETT .

Letters, with 1 color face and .2 color
back.

4% Va. tax:

TOTAL INVOICE:

7.22/K

4
TERMS

NET-M

AMOUNT

2960.20

118.40.

$3078.60

WHITE-CLIENT GREEN-REMITTANCE CANARY-ACCOUNTING PINK-DDI CHRONOLOGICAL

GOLDENROD-.DDI JO JACKET

i
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INVOICE
September 22, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
Treasurer
Fund for a Conservative Majority
,1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Creative/Service Fee
One-half of the Creative/Service Fee for
production of the Citizens for Reagan in 180
television and radio commercials per contract
signed 9/19/80.

Television Commercial Production, EA-18-80
One-half of the estimated production costs
for series of 30 second anti-Carter ('76
campaign) television spots per broadcast
production estimate dated 9/19/80.

Total This Invoice

(I TO
01238thl

or

9f22fr~I-u.

$ 1,250

3,900Q

W , -5

PAIV (040 Olt e., In



- C ~ 0'4 233261

ARUNGON .VCWLL 192200

,jF~r~:u~ q'~) ~5 __ UASz

, r . Oe

NOT NEGOTIABLE

DMAIW m wr-sVl

/
Kdfk~rn~.d

I. ~ ~(7~g
4, /

J

S A

cU



. A (4.. C4.3h&'4~0e

AZ~flroLOK. Y~OC1U22g!ou 2-

ou1 i
Igloo

6L4k/4~J'.~~ ,~~'Ia"e* '1C.

NOT NE iAB ,.

91*2 rO2 A

LZL '? - Uc ---3 V-2

rt: Z f

6 Ote 1 le

SOctober 28,1980

Mr. Ken Boehm, Treasurer
Fund For A Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, Virginia 22209

MEDIA9:

WRCB-Television, Chattanooga,
thirty second spots.

WTVC-Television, Chattanooga,
thirty second spots.

TN--seven
$ 550.00

TN- two

sub-total media

70QQ

$ 620.00

MISCELLANEOUS:

Two Federal Express envelopes to the stations
listed above and long distance telephone charges
to Chattanooga, TN

TOTAL THIS INVOICE

EI)MONDS SSRXJATE S, INC.
611 £4IEk*XN sE

(790) K-f~

'a

'tie -. - LA~LJ.Ah~t $.. ~

I.''

3

$ 668.00

." . i;,'
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October 27, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

Dear Ken:

Thanks again for the Citizens for Reagan in '80 business.

Enclosed is a final statement and invoice excluding Tennssee.
It should be self-explanatory, but if you have .any questions'
please give me a call.

Stay in touch.

Sincerely,

'Thdmas N. Edmonds
President

A TNE/lep

Enclosures

EDMONDS ASmaATEs, INC.
ALEXANDRW, INA

(703) 6$3-M4
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S'ATEMENT

October 27, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

September 22, 1980 Invoice
Credit Check received 9/22/80
September 25, 1980 Invoice
October 6, 1980 Invoice
Media per attached
Credit against commission per

contract 9/19/80 at ratio
one dollar to each three
earned (15% commission on
$14,435 equals $2,165.25;
1/3 of $2,165.25 equals
$721.75)

Less: Check dated 10/7/80
Production (dubs) per attached

Final Due

$ 4,250.00
(3,000.00)
4, 023'621.. ,400.00

. 4435.00"

(721.75)
(19,023.62)

4740,81

EDMOND~S ASS0C&fES,. INC.
1AWAM AOIW

(7013) ( 6 06R

LI

V

(i [
I-
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INVOICE

October 27, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
Citizens for Reagan in '80
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

Media: Television

WTAE-TV (Pittsburgh)
10/21/80 through 11/3/80
12 30-second spots per attached

WDKA-TV (Pittsburgh)
10/21/80 through 11/3/80
4 30-second spots per attached

WCKT-TV (Miami)
10/21/80 through 11/3/80
7 30-second spots per attached

$ 6,100.00

3,400.00

4,935.00

Total Media 4

EI)M0NDS ASSOUTES, INC.
611 CMEOMnn~lIE
ALLWMUNIA; ~N1

RZ314
(703) 6046W

0 I)



Edmonds Associata- Mf.
611 Canoeron Street 0 Alexanria, VWIrgna 22314 8 35 0 40A8

(703) 6634446

,;ertiser F%2nd for a Conservative MaJori duct Anti-Carter ai,. __,,
(CBS):iket Pi tt"shuirh Station .. )K -'KArV- . Representative roh KM -n h

(212) 8s3-61oo/4c /to
ring Date_10.1/80/ Ending Date 1-!Z!348 No. Weeks _ Rate Information

t-et Audience Rating Source

3AV tIME A JA C C..C ..TLM~ L.AHOW5 1Q04

Agency Is acting only as agent for the advrtsor

0 Thi Repace IsanaSu-r0,1or
Contract Mo._ ____ '-
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INVOICE

October 27, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
Citizens for Reagan in '80
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

Production: Additional tapes ordered

10/8/80
10/14/80
10/14/80

," 10/17/80

4 High bands; I cassette
3 cassettes at $25 each
1 High band
3/4" of Total Carter

$ 131.00
75.00
50.00

16.7

Major delivery charges:

10/8/80
10/8/80
10/8/80
10/10/80
10/16/80
.10/16/80

Express
Express
Express
Express
Express
Federal

Mail Pittsburgh
Mail Pittsburgh
Mail New York City
Mail New York City
Mail Miami
Express Florida

Total Production

EDMONDS ASSoCIATES,INC.
6 11 CkMimWN STR1LT
AIMII4EI hUN

M1H
(704) 6934"4

7.90
7.90
7.90
7.90
6.45

19.0
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October 29, 1980

Mr. Ken Boehzm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

New York TV Media

6 spots
10/31 through 11/2
(per attached)

1 spot David Susskind
11/2
(per attached)

(New York City and
on cable to 48 states)
2 spots 11/2
(per attached)

Total Media

13,759, 99

250;00

1. 100.00

$15,lOO.00

Less: Rebate 1/3 media commission
per contract (755.00)

Three Federal Express deliveries 0 $19 each

Net Due $ 14,402.00

EDMONDS & " T , INC.
011 CAMERON STREEr
.,LLU NIRIA. \'iR(;INL%

2231-1
(70)3) 083-6

E T

4-

~'. K~ A

WNBC

WNEW

Vqr

0
WOR

u

-'9

I N,M A
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October 31, 1980

Mr. Ken Boebm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington* VA 22209

Balance Forward Per October 27 ipvq*O

Current Due per enclosed invoice

1R$ 081

Total Now Due

EDMONDS SSOCIATES., INC.
() I I CA\ME!(. .,RoN .£
.AlMANDIRI\, \'IRI.NL.

("03.) 68- ti

K E 1'

-4.~'~v;

*i

I Nh i A



October 31, 1980

Mr. Ken Doehm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

KnoxVille Televisiq

WTVK-TV
Three spots 11/1 through 11/3

IT" per enclosed

WATE-TV
Two spots 11/3 and 11/4

per enclosed

Total Media

$20.00

$ 580.00

Less: Rebate 1/3 media commission per
contract

One Federal Express Delivery

Net Due

(29.00)

19.00

$ 570.00

EDMONDS AQSOCIATES, INC.
(, I CAMERON lREi'f
ML NI)XR& VIRGINIA

2231-1
(703) (M-0 -16

A K K Ii 'I' I NI INA H
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MEMORANDUM

TO: KEN BOEHM, FCM
FROM: TOM EDMONDS
RE: SCHEDULE ON WOR-TV, NEW YORK, NEW YORK
DATE: OCTOBER 30, 1980V

LI

C,

THE MAILGRAM SHOULD BE SENT TO THE ATTENTION OF:
MR. JOE VIELE, WOR-TV. RKO GENERAL, 1440 BROADWAY, NEW
YORK, NEW YORK 10018.

THEIR LAWYERS HAVE ASKED FOR THIS DOCUMENTATION FROM YOU
TO ALLEVIATE THE POSSIBILITY OF A POSSIBLE LAWSUIT. WE

'ASSURED HIM THAT YOU WOULD GET IT OUT TO THE STATION
o IMMEDIATELY.

EI)MONDS ASOIATES. INC.
(11 (ANERON SREM
\I.fX )Rl.. \'IRGINLA

2231

l A 1<

WOR-TV NEW YORK HAS REQUESTED THAT YOU SEND THEM A MAILQW :

TOUIGHT STATING THAT F.C.M. DOES, INDEED, OWN THE RIGETV -

ALL THE MATERIALS USED IN OUR COMMERCIALS. THE COII4ERdXA4.
SHOULD BE MENTIONED BY NAME, UNEMPLOYMENT "A" REVISED,
UNEMPLOYMENT "B", REVISED. INFLATION, REVISED. AND BIG
GOVERNMENT, REVISED.

v

K;
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November 5. 1980

Mr. Ken Boehm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 1401
Arlington, VA 22209

Dear Ken:

We neglected to include in ou 'f~1 trVOiV %0 Tihe Fund
for a ConservativeMajority t,.Q . at."i '4 a -

for using the commercials n!?tq_ $ *i. ,ThRV
small invoice is enclosed at our '

I want to again thank you, RalPh, 4p JoT, and ev cyo
o for allowing us to be a part of yQur 1980 'teau. 

'

It is more than just rhetoric when I say I hope we have'.
the opportunity to work together on other campaigns. Please

o contact me when everything settles down.

41om's -Ai. Edmonds
President

TNE/lep

Enclosure

EDMONDS ASOCIATES. INC.
b1 CAMERON STRET
ALLX NI \, VIRGINL

(703) 083-0-. 6-

C11-1
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November 5, 1980

Mr. Ken Zohm
Treasurer
The Fund for a Conservative Majority
1022 Wilson Boulevard'
Suite 1401:
Arlington, VA 22209

Union Talent Fees to add Pittsburgh
and Miami to schedule $ 82.SQ (01t)

Total Due

EDMONDS ASSc"I A S, INC.
6 11 CAMERON "I'REI"

(UNI3) 1 \IRG;INIA

('0.3) (6.3-(0i-(,

K F . 1 TN

$ 82.5,0

i

N1 A I N
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h~srahym ashion a Television a Radio a Fature 6 Indus*I Ffts a CohVlsa Conventon Services
,Suite 804 1000 Connectkcut Avenue, N.W., Washington,'D.C. 20006 (202) 6598272

, October 29# 1980

STATEMENT

Sevices of following Modeb/Tiet

Gus Travers - Upgrade of 2 units (from 3
to 5) @ $7.15 per unit for Miami and
Pittsburg usage.

4 Spots Upgraded * $14.30/spot
FICA
DCUC
Fed UC
P&W
Central Casting
Bookkeeping
Work Comp

Payment due 11/10/80
Thank you very much!

AGENCY SERVICE CHARGE 1096. ANY OVI11TIME, OR ADDITIONAL
PEES WILL aE ADDED TO BILL AT COMPLErION OF JO. PAYMENT
RLQUESTED WDIIN EIGHrT DAYS.

PLEASE IirAIN OGIGINAL 10= YOU PLE

S.bTml
I

$57a
3.
1.
I.

5.
5.
5.
1.

20
51
54

i5
72
7271

" ' "0 'l'"~e**

PLEASE RETURN DUPLICATE COPY TO CENTRAL CASTING
WITH REMITTANCE

THE UNDERSIGNED ACKNOWLEDGES AND ACCEPTS THIS ORDER

UPON THE TERMS SPECIFIED BY CENTRAL CASTING.

Edmonds Associates

ADDR5 611 Car ron St.

Alexandria Ire An S r L

AUTMORI Attn : Sherry LewisSIGNATUi'

DAT

cT,-,- Va • 22314

9/19/80

.$82

qcIT V



e4L~L

I 1.
is /

is"

rum UU A
to.MMATM &mAsWU

S 0 NOT NEGOTIABLE

OLLUt 0 AWiN WV.. V-.2

JISTdi2W t

S-S- 3 -01 /
.Sa

~-b 3~

/

*2

I

,/6rn. /

AMOUNT

mow

~24

. x -

.t _

'dl

VA 
_ _

co -7910 dz,&

€

o,; .



GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.
J. CURTIS MERGE

ROSRT ft. SPARKS, JR.
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER
KAREN LUSSEN SL.AI

JOH4N ROSNRT CLARK M
J. STANLY PAYNE

i
, JR.

7000 OLDSIfout RoA

NOMA* *i*0202A 00

(703) ill-1000

January 7, 1981

1700 PNNSYLVA^NA AVMINU*r, N.W. -
WA*00TOWI.0C. go***

(1SS) 303-7184

TWX/CiX: PO-681- @06

CAOLZ SCOAMWERSE

Ms. Anna A. Weissenborn
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Ms. Weissenborn:

This will confirm your agreement today by telephone
to extend until January 14, 1981 the date by which Fu$ For
A Conservative Majority (FCO) may comply with the letter
request of the General Counsel of the Commission to produce
previously-requested documents in the control or possession
of FCM.

This will also confirm that as counsel for both
FCM and National Conservative Political Action Committee
(NCPAC) in the referenced matter, this firm did not receive
the Commission's Order directing production of documents by
FCM and NCPAC until December 31, 1980.

Sincerely,

Robert R. &arks,

0 "

M
-o., f; '

-- "S.

4%.

% T



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

URN ' - ." STBD

Mr. Curtis Merge, Rsquire
SEDAM & HBEME
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. ferge:

The Commission has received the Motions to Rescind the Commis-
sion's decision to merge Matters Under Review (MORs) 1252 and 1299
filed by you on behalf of your clients, Fund for a Conservative
Majority (PCM") and the National Conservative Political Action Com-
mittee (ONCPACO). The Comission reviewed and considered the papers

4* submitted on October 27, and 28, 1980 and on December 9, 1980, voted
to deny FCR's and NCPAC's motions.

For the record, two points should be noted; 1) the Commission
4 merger of these two matters was initially suggested by counsel for

F7N and NCPAC, Robert Sparks, at a meeting in early October with
Commission staff, and 2) as you were notified by letter dated

o) September 25, 1980, the Comission found reason to believe, based
on a complaint filed by the Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee,
Inc., that yout clients 7CM and NCPAC had violated certain provi-
sions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

o ("the Act") and Chapter 95, Title 26 U.S. Code ("the Fund Act").

As your associate, Mr. Robert Sparks, has been told in the

o course of numerous conversations with the staff assigned to this
case, the Commission did not make any additional finding of reason
to believe with respect to your clients in connection with the com-
plaint filed subsequently by Common Cause. A finding of reason
to believe is a triggering mechanism for the initiation of an
investigation of alleged violations of the law by the Federal Elec-
tion Commission, a non-adjudicatory, investigatory agency. As Mr.
Sparks was also informed, insofar as the complaint filed-by Common
Cause alleged the same violations of the Act, and Fund Act contri-
bution and expenditure limitations by virtue of expenditures made
by the same named respondents and relied upon virtually the same
allegations of fact and pointed to the same evidence in support
of their identical claims, the two matters were merged into one
investigative endeavor, thus avoiding duplicative efforts on the
part of both the Commission and the respondents.



Letter to Curtis Berge
Page two

As you are aware, PCM and NCPAC were provided an opportU~iwt
to demonstrate that no action should have been taken by the
sion ptior to the Commission's finding of reason to believe.
over, you are of course free at anytime to bring forth whatovet
information you may deem relevant to the Comission's investtoltion
of the alleged violations of the statute by your 

clients. 1n*i,4F

tion, should the General Counsel ultimately recommend to the.0.is
sion that it proceed to a consideration of a finding of p._b.Ib')e
cause to believe FCM and/or NCPAC violated the law, you will *t
course receive a copy of the General Counsel's brief and be able,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(3), to submit a brief stating the
position of your client(s) on the legal and factual issues of the
case and reply to the brief of the General Counsel.

I hope that this eliminates any questions you might have had
regarding the Commission's merger of these two matters. However,
should you have any additional questions or problems, please con-

0,) tact Ms. Marsha Gentner, the attorney assigned to this case at
(202) 523-5071.

Sincerely,
CO

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

0

0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY/opl%4oo

DATE: DECEMBER 19, 1980

SUBJECT: ORDERS IN RELATIONS TO MUR 1252

The attached orders in relation to MUR 1252 have been

signed and sealed this date.

ATTACHMENTS:
Orders (2)
Americans for Change0 0

cy.

q.um

0r



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Americans for Change, et al.
MUR 1252

COMMISSION ORDER

The Fund for a Conservative Majority is required to answer

all written questions submitted by the Commission on October

1, 1980. The staff of the Office of General Counsel is directed

to take all necessary and proper steps to insure compliance

with the requests contained in the Order.

Date

Federal Election Commission

Attest:

MarjorAe W.Emmons
Secriyary to the Commission

0

Go
oq



BER WE3 EDRA&L WfQICCU3T

In the Matter of )
)

kricens for dirige, ) M 1252
et al.

u&WPATQ4

I, Marjorie W. Bmkms, Secretary to the Federal Election

ommission, do hereby certify that on Decater 15, 1980, the

Ommnission decided by a vote of 4-1 to take the fo ingactions

-h in the above-captioned matter:

co ~1. Deny in all respe39cts the motion, to quash and the
motion to modify the Cmnissi on subpoena ude by

mw frespondent Fund for a Conservative Majority.

N 2. Iagaire %dent to answer all written questions
~subuitted.

o 3. Direct the Office of General Counsel to advise
Fund for a Conservative Majority of the above
action and redirect the re-pnnt to appear in
ocmpliance with the subpoena and to file the written
ansers not yet provided.

4. Authorize the Office of General Counsel to institute
(a civil action pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437d(b) should

the Fund for a Conservative Majority fail to ouply
fully with the suboena and the order to subuit written
answers.

Connissioners Harris, McGarry, Reiche, and Tiernan voted affirmatively

for the above decision; OCmuissioner Friedersdorf dissented. Cmnissioners

Aikens abstained on the vote.

Attest:

Date



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MZMOMtNDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMONS/MARGARET CHANEY

DATE.: Im2CDMR 9, 1980

SUBJECT: lUR 1252 - General Counsel's IRport in (os to to ticxh
of the Em4 to Quash and modify Suoekas and in Rupmnse to
Cbjections to Certain Witten etions, dated 12-4-80

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 2:00 on Decemrer 5, 1980.

Commissioner friedersdorf filed an objection at 12:01 p.m.

on Decefter 9, 1980.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

Agenda for December 16, 1980.

P%

0



CS.embsz 5* 3130

INDMDI0 M TO: Marjorie W. ms

FROS I lissa T. G mr

SUMTECTL MR 1252

Please have the attached GOneral Counsel's Report

(on 7CM) distributed to the Comission on a 48 hour

tally bAsis. Thankyyou.co

0

ftr

0

CO



EFO07 1M XM3RL STZO COhtSO

in the Matter of)
) UR 1252

Americans for Change, ) MR22
et al.OOE A()3j,t; z. )80 u/Oc 3S

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT IN
OPPOSITION TO MOTION OF THE
FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY
TO QUASH AND MODIFY SUBPOENAS
AND IN RESPONSE TO OBJECTIONS
TO CERTAIN WRITTEN QUESTIONS

I. Summary of Proceedings

On October 1, 1980, the Federal Election Commission mailed

a subpoena to produce documents and materials and an order to ans-

wer written questions to counsel for the Fund for a Conservative

Majority (NFCMN). The subpoena and order seek to ascertain facts

concerning the relationship between FCM and Ronald Reagan and his

authorized committees for purposes of determining whether FCM's

0 expenditures on behalf of Mr. Reagan's candidacy for the office

V of President are independent of the candidate and his authorized

o committees. In addition, the subpoena and order seek information

concerning the relationship between FCM and "Citizens for Reagan in
0D '80" in order to ascertain whether the latter is an unauthorized

committee using the name of the candidate in its name.

On October 14, 1980, FCM moved to quash or modify the subpoena

and objected to certain of the written questions to which answers

had been ordered. (See Attachments I and II). FCM's motion to

quash or modify the subpoena and its objections to certain questions

are based upon several arguments. First, FCM states that the

subpoena and interrogatories are overbroad and inconsistent with

the terms of the Commission's notification of reason to believe.

1/ NCPAC has submitted written answers to Section A of the inter-
rogatories and has produced documents referred to in requests
4 and 5 (and not 5a) of the Commission's subpoena.



aNMI

it isasserted that pu rsuant to the requirements of 11 C, 0 .

111,9(a) the Commission is required to notify the respondent 
of,

the section of the statute or regulations allegedly violated

and of the factual basis allegedly supporting the finding# 
and that

any inquiry pursued as a result of such finding is limited 
to the,

associations and activities constituting the facts vhich 
suppor~ted

the Commission's determination. Respondent asserts that "the Com-

mission may not inquire into others absent a finding 
of reason to

believe that those activities or associations exist 
and that they

violate statutes or regulations within the Commission's 
purview.'

(Motion to Quash, p. 3). In keeping with this position FCM has

agreed to furnish documents which relate to the specific 
activities

0D
and associations set forth in the notification, but 

moves to quash

or modify the remaining requests because "they are 
unsupported by

Oe any articulated finding of reason to believe 
that the questioned

o relationships or activities exist or, it they do exist, 
that they

constitute a violation of any statute or regulation 
over which the

0 Commission has jurisdiction". (Motion to Quash, p. 3).

Secondly, FCM argues that, even if some or all of the 
other

relationships or activities included in the subpoena 
exist, the

scope of questions is unreasonable. This alleged unreasonableness

based upon the claim that the document search required would be

unduly burdensome because "FCM would be compelled to review all of

its records in order to produce those requested," 
and upon the deter-

mination that the time period granted by the Commission 
is unrea-

sonable. Burdensomeness is also cited as a reason for objecting 
to

certain interrogatories.



Thi rdly, ICR argues that. the Commission, is, barred.b 0t

sion in Comuuon Cause, et al. V. Sctmitt~ e''t -al 8060 d"*0

1754 (consolidated)(D.D.C. September 30, 1980), from enforcing the

provisions of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)).

For the reasons set forth below the Office of General Counsel

believes that the above arguments are without merit and recommends

that FCH's motion to quash or to modify the subpoena be denied and

that the respondent be required to answer all interrogatories.

II. Analysis

1. The Commission's Subpoena and Order are Consistent with
the Notification of Reason to Believe, Are Reasonably
Related to Its Investigation, and Are Not Unduly Burden-
some.,

0FCM's assertion that the subpoena and order are overbroad and

inconsistent with the Commission's notification of reason to believe

C4
demonstrates a misunderstanding of the relationship between the facts

0 presented as the basis for a finding of reason 
to believe a violation

1 has occurred and that finding itself. The Commission finds reason

o to believe that a violation has taken place, not that particular

facts exist. Allegations of fact are required as bases for a finding

of reason to believe and the opening of an investigation, but those

facts do not define the parameters of the investigation. They serve

as a starting point, not as the sole focus. Therefore, no future

reason to believe findings are necessary as new facts are revealed

which are relevant to a previous finding with regard to a particular

portion of the statute or regulations. The statement in the notific-

cation sent to FCM to the effect that the Office of General Counsel

had limited the basis of its recommendation of a finding of reason to

believe to those facts deemed relevant was meant to convey that this
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The statement was not intended to preclude future additions ttie

information initially used which support the find ing of an aPP enA

violation.

FCM also argues that the subpoena and order are unreasonable

because they are "unduly burdensome". According to counsel, the

subpoena would require FCM to review all of its records before it

could produce the records requested. However, in FTC v. Tcxaco,
555 F.2d 862, 882 (D.C. Cir., 1977), the court stated that '[s ] ome

burden on subpoenaed parties is to be expected and is necessary in

furtherance of the agency's legitimate inquiry and public interest."

The subpoenaed party must show that the request is unreasonable.

0O Otherwise, it is the duty of a subpoenaed party to undertake whatever

search is necessary to produce documents required.

Nq In the present instance the Commission has the authority to

determine the independence or non-independence of political commit-
0 tees. The subpoena is designed to help the Commission obtain facts

which would reveal the relationship between FCM and Ronald Reagan and0
his authorized committees, if any, as well as provide a foundation for

00 examination of witnesses upon oral deposition. As such, the contents

of the subpoena and order are reasonably relevant to the objective

of the investigation and therefore should not be quashed. See United

States v. Morton Salt Co., 338 U.S. 632 (1950); Pederal Trade Commis-

sion v. Texaco, 555 F.2d 862, 877 (D.C. Cir., 1977)(wide range of

investigation is necessary and appropriate where numerous factual

allegations in support of legal contention have been made); FEC v.

2/ This explanation was given to FCM counsel at the meeting
cited in counsel's letter; however, the misunderstanding
apparently persists.



-5

FNC v. Machinists Non-Partisan Political League, Misc. Actin oi

79-0291, (D.D.C., January 28, 1980)(findings of fact and conclusions

of law); FEC v. Wisconsin Democrats for Change in 1980, Not 80*Cl24,

Opinion and Order at 5 (W.D. Wisc., April 24, 1980).

FCM's allegation that the time period granted by the Comission

for production of documents is unreasonable is not supported by any

statements explaining why FCM found itself unable to assemble the

necessary documents within the stated period. FCM is an estab-

lished committee with a professional staff and therefore, absent any

1-4 showing to the contrary, should be able to gather the materials

without undue effort.

FCM also asserts that the Commission is barred from enforcing

26 U.S.C. S 9012(f) by the recent decision of the three-judge Dis-

1 trict Court panel in Common Cause, et al. v. Schmitt, et al., that

o the provision is unconstitutional. The Commission is appealing the

court's decision and therefore should not rescind or revoke its finding

0 of reason to believe that S 9012(f) has been violated, but rather

should take no further action regarding this violation at this time.

CO

III Recommendation

Both the motion to quash and the motion to modify the Commission

subpoena made by respondent Fund for a Conservative Majority

should be denied in all respects. In addition, respondent should

be required to answer all written questions submitted. Staff

would so advise FCM and redirect the respondent to appear in com-

pliance with the subpoena and to file the written answers not yet

provided.
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General Counsel
Federal Election CoImission
1325 K Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252/Motion To Quash
or Modify Subpoena

INDear Sir:

Pursuant-to Federal Election Commission Regulations,
11 C.F.R. 6111.15(a), Fund for a Conservative Majority
(FC), by counsel, hereby moves to quash or modify the

- subpoena duces tecum issued by the Federal Election Commission '

("the Commission") in this matter on September 29, 1980, on
M the ground that such subpoena is overbroad and inconsistent
q. with the terms of the Commission's Notification and Reason

To Believe Finding that FCM has violated certain provisions
o of the Federal Election Campaign Act (2 U.S.C. 5431, et

seq.) and the Presidential Election Campaign Fund Act-26
UTS.C. 19001, et seq.) ("the Acts").

0 By Notification dated September 25, 1980, the

Commission informed FC that it had found reason to believe
that FCH had violated certain provisions of the Acts having 4

0 to do with limitations on contributions and expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan, and with respect to the use of Mr.
Reagan's name in the title of its project, "Citizens for
Reagan in '80." The Commission's Regulations, 11 C.F.R.
5111.9(a), require that in the event the Commission determines
that there is reason to believe that a respondent has violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has juris-
diction, it shall:

£1:d

.te:,t ..b,
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...notify such respondent of the Commissions9
finding by letter, setting forth the sections of iii
the statute or regulations alleged to have b _ *
violated and the alleged factual basis supp0r na
the finding -(ephasis addeai...

Pursuant to that requirement, the Commission set
forth in its Notification:

..only that evidence which the General Counsel's
Office has found relevant to a determination of 4
whether there is reason to believe that .the ex-
penditures by FCM are not "independent" expendi-

'0 tures, but rather in-kind contributions to Mr.
N Reagan.. [Notification, at 3.]

The Commission then questioned certain specific activities
with respect to expenditures made by FCM to certain vendors
and others deemed to be "agents" of Ronald Reagan by virtue
of their earlier use or employment by the Reagan Committee.
In addition, the Commission noted that FCM may have violated
2 U.S.C. 5432(e)(4) by using the name of a candidate in the
title of its project, "Citizens for Reagan in '80." Notifi-

o cation at 4.

The Commission therefore found reason to believe
that:

1. FCM had violated 2 U.S.C. 1441a(a) and
26 U.S.C. §9012(f) by making exceqsive In-kind
contributions and expenditures on behalf of Ronald
Reagan.

2. That FCM had violated 26 U.S.C. 19012(f)
by making excessive independent expenditures on
behalf of Ronald Reagan.

3. That FCM had violated 2 U.S.C. S432(e)(4).
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As to the Commission's first finding, it is the
position of FCM that the scope of the Commission's inqu x
is limited by those activities and associations referred in
Part A of the Notification. Having raised questions with
regard to those activities and associations in support of
its "reason to believe finding," the Commission may not
inquire into others absent a finding of reason to believe
that those activities or associations exist, and that thei
may violate statutes or regulations within the Commission s
purview. In short, it is FCMK's position that the Commission's
regulation, which requires the Commission to particularize
its findings and the factual basis in support of those
findings, thereby necessarily limits the scope of its inquiry
as to those findings.

Accordingly, in response to the Commission' s
* subpoena, FCM will produce on or before the date specified

therein those documents referred to in the requests numbered
- 4, 5, and 11. FCM hereby moves to quash or modify the
04 subpoena as to the remaining requests on the ground that

they are unsupported by any articulated finding of reason to
believe that the questioned relationships or activities
exist or, if they do exist, that they consititute a violation

o of any statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction.

Even if the Commission determines from evidence
before it that there exist some or all of the other questioned.
relationships or activities, it is the position of FCM that
even then the scope of questions relating tiereto must be

00 reasonable. As the document requests are now framed, they
are unduly burdensome since, to comply with the Commission's
requests, FCM would be compelled to review all of its
records in order to produce those requested. Moreover, the
short time period granted by the Commission in which to
produce the volume and nature of the documents requested
makes the Commission's request unreasonable.

As to the Commission's second finding, FCM asserts
that the decision of the three-judge District Court
for the District of Columbia in Common Cause. et al. v.
Schmidt, et al., (80-1609 and 80-1754 (consolidated),

* *.*~* ~ - .+
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September 30, 1980), to which both the Commission and VC0K
were parties, bars any attempt by the Commission to enforoe
26 U.S.C. §9012(f) as it is written, or to inquire into
expenditures by FCM on behalf of Ronald Reagan irrespe t ."-
of the independence of FC4 from Reagan or his authorized.::;.
committees. Absent any finding by the Commission of reasn
to believe that FCM is not independent of Ronald Reagan or
his authorized committees, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as a
vehicle for investigation or inquiry by the Commission.

At a meeting conducted at the offices of Lawrence
M. Noble, Assistant General Counsel to the Commission. Mr.

0Noble informed the undersigned counsel that after a review

of the Carter-Mondale/Democratic National Committee complaint
which generated this action, only those items set out in theco Notification were deemed worthy of consideration by the

Commission. Thus, any future 'reason to believe finding" by
the Commission must be supported either by another, different
complaint, or must be based upon an internally-generated
recommendation.

Wherefore, FCM moves the Commission to quash or A,
O modify its subpoena as to the requests numbered 1-3, and 6-

10 therein.

oD Sincerely,

00 Robert R. S ks,a r.

J. urtis Herge

Counsel for Fund for a
Conservative Maj ority
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Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, L.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Steele:

0 Submitted herewith are the sworn written answers
of Mr. Kenneth F. Boebm, Treasurer of Fund for a Conservative
Majority (FCM) to written Interrogatories' propounded by the

N Commission to FCM on September 29, 1980, transmitted by the
Commission to counsel for FCM on October 1, 1980, and received
by counsel on October 2, 1980. Included therein are objections
to certain of the Commission's questions, together with

0 reasons in support of those objections.

Also enclosed is FCM's motion to quash or modify
o the subpoena duces tecum issued by the Commission, transmitted,

and received with the Commission's Interrogatories. Reference
is made to the letter of October 9, 1980,from Lawrence M.
Noble, Assistant General Counsel, to counsellfor FCM with
respect to the timeliness of the filing of the motion to
quash.

It is understood that this motion to quash or
modify the Commission's subpoena will be submitted to the
Commission for its determination and that counsel for FCM
will be notified of the Commission's decision. Counsel has
been informed that where the Commission denies an application
to quash or modify a subpoena the office of general counsel
customarily affords a respondent further opportunity to
comply before seeking any enforcement remedies.

Aw 

..

b*1..8
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! took forward
decision in s matter.

to notification of the -Cou iSsion' a

Sincerely,

Robert R. tarks

enclosures

m

04

0vr
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FCM

A. FCM is a multi-candidate political committee,

a project of which is "Citizens for Reagan in '80." The

purpose of that project is to aid in the election of Ronald

Reagan to the office of President of the United States.

I With regard to the specific questions raised by

,,the Commission concerning the relationship between FCM and
!1"Citizensfor Reagan in '80" (CFR):

1) CFR does not maintain a bank account or an

liaccounting of receipts and expenditures separate and apart

Ifrom FCM.

2) CFR does not employ a staff separate and apart

from that of FCM.

3) Solicitations or requests for contributions to

, CFR ask that checks be made payable to FCQ.
;I

4) Monies received from checks received by FCM

which were made payable to FCM have been used by CFR.

5) The account into which funds contributed to or

11received for CFR are deposited in in the name of FCM.

id .

c ; 0 4 0 4.2 i.4 1:_'
ATTACHMENT 3

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION

CARTER-MONDALE REELECTION COMMITTEE,

INC., et'al., )

i! Complainants,

-against- ) MUR 1252)
FUND FOR A CONSERVATIVE MAJORITY, et al.)

Defendants. )

ANSWERS TO INTERROGATORIES

COMES NOW, Fund for a Conservative Majority ("FCM"),

by its Treasurer, Kenneth F. Boehm, and in response to the

written Interrogatories from the Federal Election Commission

to FCM in this matter, answers as follows:



B-E. FCM objects to these questions as being

overbroad and unreasonable in that they request information

beyond the scope of the Commission's findings of reason to

believe Ehat FCM has violated statutes or regulations over

which the Commission has jurisdiction. Moreover, to supply
' : I

the information requested would require that FCQ conduct a

systematic search of all of its records, and to do so within

the time period afforded by the Commission would place an

undue burden on FCM and its personnel. In addition, certain

of the Commission's requests cannot be answered as they

various entities, which parties are unknown to FCM.

STATE OF VIRGINIA )
COUNTY OF ARLINGTON ) SS:

The undersigned, being first duly sworn, on oath
deposes and says that he has read the above and foregoing
Answers to Interrogatories by him subscribed, knows the
:contents thereof, and that the answers therein set forth are
::true. ___

I'KENETH F. RORM
II

SUBSCRIBED and sworn to before me this 14th day of
October, 1980.

_,00.

otay,,,

.I

I'I

'I

iii
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION CO.kISS XO

In the Matter of

Americans for Change, et al.
MUR 1252

COMMISSION ORDER

The Fund for a Conservative Majority is required to answer

all written questions submitted by the Commission on October

1, 1980. The staff of the Office of General Counsel is directed

to take all necessary and proper steps to insure compliance

with the requests contained in the Order.

Max Friedersdorf, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

Attest:

Date

mo

0

cc

oq

Marge W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

DENIAL OF MOTION TO QUASH
OR MODIFY THE COMMISSION'S

SUBPOENA AND ORDER

The Federal Election Commission hereby denies the Motion

of the Fund for a Conservative Majority to Quash or Modify the

Commission's Order to Produce Documents and Materials and to

Answer Questions.

Max Friedersdorf
Chairman

Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Joan D. Aikens
Commiss ioner

Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner

Robert 0. Tiernan
Commiss ioner

"T

0

Vqr
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REQUIREMENT TO ANSWER
WRITTEN INTERROGATORIES

The Federal Election Commission hereby requires the Fund

for a Conservative Majority to answer all written interrogatories.

01- Max Friedersdorf
Chairman

Thomas E. Harris
Commissioner

Frank P. Reiche
Commissioner

John W. McGarry
Vice Chairman

Joan D. Aikens
Commissioner

Robert 0. Tiernan
Commissioner

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463A



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

C RZrflD ,NAIL
O.TED

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esquire
J, Curtis Berge, Esquire
Sedam and Berge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252

Dear Mr. Sparks and Mr. Berge:

The Commission has received the Motion to Quash or Modify
Subpoena filed by you on behalf of the Fund for a Conservative
Majority ("FCM") and also sworn written answers by Mr. Kenneth

o F. Boehm to certain interrogatories, together with objections
.. to other particular questions. The Commission has reviewed and

considered the motion and the answers and objections to the
04 written interrogatories, and on November , 1980, voted to

deny FCM's motion and to require answers to all written questions
N submitted.

0D Accordingly, FCM is requested to produce for inspection

and copying the documents previously described in the Commis-
sion's October 1, 1980, subpoena, and not yet produced, at Room

o 706, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., on November , 1980,
and all subsequent business days thereafter required to complete
inspection. Answers not yet provided to all written questions
propounded by the Commission subpoena must be sukmitted to the
above address within ten (10) days of your receipt of this letter.

With respect to compliance with the Commission's previously
issued subpoena and order, we direct your attention to the speci-
fic directions for proper compliance set out in the paragraph
preceeding the document requests on page three of the subpoena
sent to FCM.
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S incerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
Commission Orders

0

'" N

q• .
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The Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Marsha Gentner, Esq.

Re: NUR 1299

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written in reply to your letter toFund for a Conservative Majority, 1022 Wilson Boulevard,
Arlington, Virginia 22209, dated October 2, 1980, in which
you reported that Common Cause had filed a complaint with
the Federal Election Commission (hereinafter referred to as"the Commission"), alleging that Fund for a ConservativeoD Majority, together with certain other named Respondents, may
have violated certain sections of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (hereinafter referred to as

0"the Act") and Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26 of the UnitedStates Code. The Commission has numbered this matter MUR1299.

Fund for a Conservative Majority (hereinafter
referred to as "FCM") appreciates this opportunity, pursuant
to 2 U.S.C. 437g(a) (1) and 11 CFR 111.6, to demonstrate that
no action should be taken against FCM on the basis of the
complaint and that the complaint should be dismissed as toFCM. In fact, we assert that the complaint fails to meet
the technical requirements of 11 CFR 111.4, in that it fails
to contain a clear and concise recitation of facts, or other
evidence, which describe a violation by FCM of a statute or
regulation over which the Commission has jurisdiction. See,
11 CFR 111.4(d) (3).
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As part of its activities, FCM makes independent
expenditures expressly advocating the election of Governor
Reagan to the office of President of the United States. As
reported in paragraph 11 of the complaint, FCM's program in
this regard is conducted under the name "Citizens for Reagan
in '80, a project of Fund for a Conservative Majority."
This program is conducted pursuant to, and in accordance
with, the provisions of Section 431(17) of the Act and Part
109 of 11 CFR. The complaint filed by Common Cause fails to
provide a modicum of creditable evidence to support a finding
to the contrary.

In that portion of the complaint entitled "Respon-

Wdents' Violations", Common Cause fails to provide the
Commission with any facts, or other evidence, which would

-- substantiate a finding of reason to believe that FCM may
have violated a statute or regulation over which the Commis-
sion has jurisdiction. This failure is evident from a
paragraph by paragraph analyses of the complainant's alleged
violations.

Paragraph 14. Common Cause alleges that FCM is
now violaiaIng 26 U.S.C. 9012(f)(1), whether or not FCM
is independent of the official Reagan campaign. The

oD allegation is a statement of a legal conclusion which,
in fact, is inaccurate and misleading.

FCM asserts that the decision of the three-judge
District Court for the District of Columbia in Comwon
Cause et al. v. Schmidt, et al., (80-1609 and 80-17T
(consoridated), September 30, 1980), to which the
Commission was a party, bars any attempt by the Couluiis-
sion to enforce 26 U.S.C. 9012(f) as it is written, or
to inquire into expenditures by FCM on behalf of
Ronald Reagan, irrespective of the independence of FCM
from Reagan or his authorized committees. Absent any
finding by the Commission of reason to believe that FCM
is not independent of Ronald Reagan or his authorized
committees, Section 9012(f) cannot serve as a vehicle
for investigation or inquiry by the Commission.
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Paragraph 15. This paragraph fails to allegO
factsr or other, evidence, which describe a violation by
FC of a statute or regulation over which the Comis-
sion has jurisdiction. To the contrary, the paragraph
is a statement of a legal conclusion and 4o denies
that it is not independent of the official Reagan
campaign.

Paragraph 16. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which describe a violation by

O FCM of a statute or regulation over which the Comiis-
sion has jurisdiction. To the contrary, the paragraph
is a statement of a legal conclusion.

SParagraph 17. This paragraph is argumentative and
it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed
before the Commission.

Paragraph 18. This paragraph is argumentative and
a statement of legal conclusions.

Subparagraph (a) of paragraph 18 makes no ref-
V erence to FCM, its current personnel, or activities.

o Subparagraph (b) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to FCM, its current personnel, or activities.

Subparagraph (c) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to FCM, its current personnel, or activities.

Subparagraph (d) of paragraph 18 makes no reference
to FCM, its current personnel, or activities.

The allegation in subparagraph (e) of paragraph
18, as it relates to FCM, is that Arthur J. Finkelstein
and Associates "assisted" FCM and the official Reagan
campaign. Attached is a copy of a letter from Arthur J.
Finkelstein & Associates, which explains the nature of
the services rendered by that firm to FCM. The engagement
by FCM of Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates under the
circumstances does not constitute a violation of the
Act. (See, Answer 3 in AO 1979-80.)
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The allegation in subparagraph (f) of paragraph 18
makes no reference to FCM, its current personnel, or
activities.

The allegation in subparagraph (g) of paragraph 18
is without merit. It fails to allege that the conduct
of PC violates applicable law. Instead, it suggests
that Gov. Reagan or his staff have some duty, which
does not exist in the law, to direct PCM not to use
Gov. Reagan's name in its independent expenditure

"No activities. If such a direction had been given and
followed, such conduct would undoubtedly have been

_. determined to have been improper coordination of
activities. In any event, Gov. Reagan did request that
FCM terminate its independent activities on his behalf.
(See attached copy of a Mailgram to PCM from Ronald
Reagan dated July 24, 1979.) PCM did not comply with
Gov. Reagan's request and had no other communication
with Gov. Reagan or his agents.

The allegation in subparagraph (h) of paragraph 18
fails to allege facts, or other evidence, which would
substantiate a finding of reason to believe that PCM
may have violated a statute or regulation over whichOD the Commission has jurisdiction. Upon information and
believe, the mailing list was rented through a list
broker. In any event, the rental of a mailing list is
not a proscribed activity. (See, Answer 6 in AO 1979-
80.)

Paragraph 19. This paragraph is argumentative, it
makes no reference to FCM, its personnel, or activities,
and it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed
before the Commission.

Paragraph 20. This paragraph is argumentative, it
makes no reference to FCM, its personnel, or activities,
and it is not based on facts, or other evidence, placed
before the Commission.

Paragraph 21. This paragraph is not applicable to
FCM.
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in consultation with, or at the request or suggestim
of Gov. Reagan or any agent or authorized coimitee of
Gov. Reagan. Furthermore, FCM's activities in this
regard have not been based upon information about the
candidate's plans, projects, or needs provided to CM
by the candidate or his agents. FCH's knowledge of the
Reagan campaign strategy is derived solely from public
newspaper articles, as alleged by the complainant.

Paragraph 30. This paragraph repeats the allegation
made in subparagraph (h) of paragraph 18, previously
shown to be without merit. Furthermore, the balance of
the paragraph fails to contain a clear and concise
recitation of facts which describe a violation of a
statute or regulation.0

Paragraph 31.

Paragraph 32.

Paragraph 33.

Paragraph 34.

Paragraph 35.

Paragraph 36.

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

This paragraph is not applicable to

Paragraph 37. This paragraph is argumentative and
FCM denies that the allegations "provide ample reason
to believe that [FCM is] not independent of the official
Reagan campaign ..." Subparagraphs a., b., c. and d.
of paragraph 37 simply allege violations which are not
supportable in fact.

~q.

0

N)

FCM.

FCM.

FCM.

FCM.

FCM.

FCM.
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Paragraph 22. This paragraph is not applicable to
FCM.

Paragraph 23. This paragraph is not applicable to
FCM.

Paragraph 24. This paragraph is not applicable to
FCM.

P2 This paragraph fails to allege
or oter evidence, which would substantiate a

finding of reason to believe that F04 may have violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has

* jurisdiction.

"o Paragraph 26. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that FCX may have violated
a statute or regulation over which the Couission has
jurisdiction.

Paragrp 27. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that FCM may have violated0D a statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction.

00Pararaph 28. This paragraph is argumentative in
that the quoted solicitation does not "more explicitly
suggest" unlawful coordination between FCM and the
official Reagan campaign, as alleged. In fact, the
alleged facts, or evidence, fails to substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that FCM may have violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction.

Paragraph 29. This paragraph fails to allege
facts, or other evidence, which would substantiate a
finding of reason to believe that FCM may have violated
a statute or regulation over which the Commission has
jurisdiction. FCM has a campaign strategy, but that
strategy was not developed, based upon, or implemented
with the cooperation or with the prior consent of, or
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Thus, with the possible exception of the allega-
tion contained in subparagraph (e) of paragraph 18, an
allegation which has been adequately addressed in this
letter, the complaint fails to contain a clear and concise
recitation of facts, or other evidence, which describe a
violation by FCM of a statute or regulation over which the
Commission has jurisdiction. Argumentative assertions and
legal conclusions do not provide a foundation upon which the
Commission may find reason to believe that a statute or
regulation over which it has jurisdiction has been violated.

V" Accordingly, it is submitted that the complaint should be
dismissed as to FCM.

CD Sinc lY,

CM 6J. Curtis Her

Counsel to Fund for a
Conservative Majority

Attachment

IV.



October 16, 1980

Mr. Curtis Herg.
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Rd.
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Curtis:

"T The Fund For A Conservative Majority contracted with Arthur J.
Finkelstein & Associates to do a statewide survey in the State of

0 Wisconsin. The survey was conducted on March 15, and March 16, 1980.

The Fund For A Conservative Majority paid for and saw only the
Wisconsin survey.

With regard to the Ronald Reagan For President Cm., A.J.F. &
Associates did two surveys for them. Both of these surveys were
conducted in Iowa during December, 1979. The Reagan For President
Comm. paid for and saw only its surveys.

qr

In every instance, no statements advocating either the election or
C the defeat of any candidate existed.

Arthur J. Finkelstein & Associates was a member of the National
Republican Advisory Committee. His participation with this Comittee
was at best non-existent. He never went to meetings or got actively
involved with other Advisory members concerning the Coittee's business.

I hope this will answer all questions that you may have. If
additional information is needed, please feel free to call.

Sincerely,

Ronald W. Finkelstein
RWF:dhd
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW
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GLENN J. SEOAM, JR. (703) *81-1000 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUC, N.W.
J. CURTIS HERGE WASHINGTON D.C. @00G

~(201) 303-7124

ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR. -

MICHAEL 0. HUGHES October 27, 1980 TWX/TE,9L 710-31-06

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER €t 860.Om
KAREN LUSSEN .AIRAL
JOHN ROBERT CLARK MIl

J1. STANLEY PAYNE. JR. Ca1"

"0
Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Chairman, Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. r

Washington, D. C. 20463

Re: XUR 1252 and MUR 1299

Dear Mr. Friedersdorf:

-- On September 25, 1980, the Federal Election Coinission
("the Commission") notified the undersigned counsel for Fund
For A Conservative Majority ("FOI") that with respect to that
certain complaint filed with the Comnision on July 2, 1980
by the Carter-Mondale Reelection Comittee, Inc. (U 1252),

oD the Commission had found reason to believe that FCM had
violated certain provisions of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), and Chapter 95, Title

26, U.S. Code.

By letter dated October 2, 1980, Mr. Charles N.
Steele, General Counsel to the Commission, notified FCM that

0Common Cause had also filed a complaint with the Commission,
denominated MUR 1299 by the Commission, alleging that FCM,
together with other named respondents, may have violated
certain provisions of the Act, and Chapters 95 and 96 of
Title 26, U.S. Code. On October 20, 1980, counsel for FCM
filed with the Commission, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(1)
and 11 C.F.R. 111.6, FCM's response to the Common Cause
complaint. In its response, FCM asserted that no action
should be taken against FCM on the basis of the complaint,
and that the complaint should be dismissed as to FCM, on the
ground that the complaint failed to meet the technical
requirements of 11 C.F.R. 111.4, in that it did not contain
a clear and concise recitation of facts which describe a
violation of a statute or regulation over which the Commission
has jurisdiction.



Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
Page Two
October 27, 1980

FCM has not been notified of any action by the
Commission with respect to FCM's response to the Commn
Cause complaint. However, counsel for FCM has been notified
by Mr. Steele, by letter dated October 23, 1980, that on
October 15, 1980, the Commission voted to merge the complaint
filed by Common Cause (MUR 1299) with the complaint of the
Carter-Mondale Reelection Committee (MUR 1252), and to treat
both as a single investigatory matter. From that decision
FCM appeals, moves the Commission to reconsider its action

all and rescind its decision merging both complaints, and to
consider each complaint on its own merits.

cWhen it voted to merge MUR 1252 and MUR 1299, the
Commission acted without having considered FCM's response to

-- the Common Cause complaint and, in point of fact, before FCO
had even responded to that complaint. The Commission's
purported merger of the complaints is not only untimely and

0prejudicial to FCM, but is also beyond the scope of its
authority. Further, it is FCM's position that the effect of

o the merger is to accelerate the investigatory process as to
MUR 1299 to the same stage as MUR 1252. In short, by failing
to consider FCM's response to the Common Cause complaint,
and by merging the complaints, the Commission has omitted a
step in the investigatory scheme set by Congress, and has
instead taken a step unauthorized and unrecognized by either
Congressional statute or Commission regulation.

Section 437g(a)(1) of the Act provides in part:

Before the Commission conducts any vote on the
complaint, other than a vote to dismiss, any
person so notified [of the filing of a complaint]
shall have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, to the Commission within 15 days after
notification that no action should be taken against
such person on the basis of the complaint.
[Emphasis supplied.]

The Commission's regulations provide:

The Commission shall not taken any action, or make
any finding, against a respondent other than
action dismissing the complaint, unless it has



Honorable Max L. Friedersdorf
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October 27, 1980

considered such response or unless no such response
has been served upon the Commission within the
fifteen (15) day period specified in 11 C.F.R.
111.6(a). [11 C.F.R. lll.6'(b)Emphasis supplied.]

The Commission could not take the action which it
did in MUR 1299, because, on October 15, 1980, when it
purported to merge MUR 1252 and MUR 1299, FCM had not yet
been afforded the opportunity granted it by statute and

C.") regulation to respond to the Common Cause complaint. The
Commission acted before the period within which FC was

rll required to respond, and before it had in fact responded to

D the complaint. The Commission was therefore absolutely
barred by statute and its own regulation from taking
action when it did, other than action dismissing the cmplaint.

CV The Commission's purported merger of MUR 1299 with
MUR 1252 is tantamount to a determination by the Commission
of reason to believe that as to the Common Cause complaint

oD (MUR 1299), FCM has violated a statute or regulation cognizable
by the Commission. The merger has effectively accelerated
the investigatory process as to MUR 1299, for the Commission
has already found reason to believe as to MUR 1252. Therefore,

C the Commission's action in merging the complaints is to the

detriment of respondent FCM; it is "action taken against a
respondent," 11 C.F.R. 111.6(b), and is expressly prohibited

CD by regulation. Even if the Commission does not agree that
it has accelerated the investigatory process to the detriment
of FCM, it has clearly violated the plain wording of 5437g(a) (1)
of the Act, which prohibits any vote on a complaint, other
than a vote to dismiss, during the pendency of the period of
response to that complaint.

Not only is the Commission's action untimely, but
the action itself is unsanctioned, either by statute or
regulation. There is no authorization for the Commission to
merge one complaint with another, particularly in the
absence of a request for such a merger from the complainant
or any of the respondents. The procedure to be followed by
the Commission in reviewing and investigating complaints,
voting to take action thereon, dismissing complaints, making
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findings thereon, or seeking judicial relief with respect to
any violation of any statute or regulation cognizable by the
Commission, is expressly set out in the regulations of the
Commission. The Commission's authority is a creature of
statute and regulation and it cannot be expanded by custom,
practice, or expediency. There is no statutory or regulatory
provision which permits the Commission to merge one complaint
with another, and its purported merger is therefore beyond
its authority and without effect.

For the reasons advanced above, FCM contends that
the Commission's purported merger of MUR 1252 and MUR 1299
is not permitted by law and operates to the detriment of
respondent FCM. Accordingly, FCM requests the Commission to
rescind its "merger" of the complaints, to consider each on
its own merits, and to dismiss MUR 1299 as to FCM for the
reasons stated in FCM's response thereto, filed with the
Commission on October 20, 1980.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any
o questions on this matter.

Since y,

co J-urtis Her
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 0463

October 23, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1252 and MUR 1299

Dear Mr. Herge:

'9 On September 25, 1980 you were notified of the Commission's
findings concerning your client, Fund for a Conservative Majority

o (FCM), with respect to the complaint filed by the Carter-Mondale
Reelection Committee and captioned MUR 1252. On September 29, 1980

-- the Commission received a complaint filed by Common Cause against
N your client, and a copy of that complaint was mailed to FCM. This

letter is to further notify you that on October 15, 1980, the
Commission voted to merge the complaint in MUR 1299 with MUR 1252,
and to treat it as a single investigatory matter.0

If you have any questions with respect to this or any other
Commission action, please call Marsha G. Gentner, Anne A. Weissenborn,

o3 or Patricia F. Bak at (202) 523-5071.

Sin e
ccI
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Ms. Marsha G. Gentner
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MU. 1252

Dear Ms. Gentner:

In accordance with your instructions to us by
telephone this date, as counsel for Fund for a Conservative
Majority (FCM), I deliver herewith those documents, or their
equivalent, and explanations thereof, requested at numbers 4
and 5 (but not 5a) of the Coumission's subpoena duces tecum
issued in this matter on September 29, 1980. This will also
confirm the assurance of Ms. Anne Weissenborn to me that
delivery in this manner by close of business, October 22,

O 1980, will constitute compliance with the Counission's
subpoena, except as to those requests as to which FCM has
already filed a motion to quash or modify the subpoena.

There is enclosed the following:

1. Copies of FCM checks to Diversified Direct,
Inc., dated May 27 and June 24, 1980, invoices of Diversified
and samples of materials printed thereby for FCM by Diversi-
fied. Also enclosed are: (a) copies of the purchase orders
of Thompson & Associates, FCM's agent, to Diversified,
reflecting that art work for the printed materials was
supplied to Diversified by Mr. Thompson and not produced by
Diversified; and (b) a letter from Thompson in further
explanation thereof.

2. Copies of FCM's check dated May 27, 1980 to
Wiland & Associates, and the invoice of Wiland reflecting
that with respect to the questioned expenditure, Wiland
performed certain mailing list maintenance or purging
services for FCM.



Ms. Marsha G. Gentner
Page Two
October 22, 1980

3. Copies of FCM's check dated June 24, 1980 to
Telepost, Telepost's invoice and description of printing
services rendered, and a sample of the printed materials
produced on Telepost's letterhead, with text prepared by
Thompson and FCM.

4. Copies of FCM's check dated March 26, 1980,
to Arthur Finkelstein & Associates, Finkelstein's statement
for services rendered, and Finkelstein's further explana-
tions of the polling services rendered to FCM, indicating
that neither the poll nor its results inured to the benit
of Mr. Reagan, and were not "accepted" by him. The poll
and the results thereof are withheld on the ground that

ctheir production would unduly burden FCM, as the poll itself
runs to several hundred pages and would involve undue time

gum and expense to produce herewith.

I trust you will find the documents produced by
FCM herewith responsive to the Commission's needs. Please
feel free to contact me if you have any questions on this

0 matter.

Sincerely,

Q K
Robert R. Spa , Jr.

Enclosures
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Ru"* NSIVRSIFIED DIRECT, INC., d/o U.V.S. BOX 179, ALEXANDRIA, VA 22314

TO;

Fund for a Conservative
Majority
c/o Thompson & Assoc.
7015 Keene Mill Road

I Springfield, Va. 22151

SHIPPED TO:7 F
04,

Wiland & Assoc.

I L
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3 color face and

4 % Va. tax:
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may 16, 1980

mt. P C Davis
PO Box 1063
2uincy, FL 32351

4-..3..

t.
I-

4....

O.~1i(
~ ~

Dear Mr. Davis'

Reagan as President and a Conservative MaJozity in
the Senate is truly within our gZasp!

National columnist Jack Anderson has zefezzed to

this possibility when he zecently wrote:

0... it a conservetve Republican should

win the presidency next years his allies in
the Senate could help him change the political
dizection of the country.'

Hith your hel we can soon nominate and elect
Ronald laaan as Pzesident! And we can acontrl the
Senate as well!

"Citizens for Reagan in '800 is a special project
of the prominent multi-candidate political action commit-
tee -- Fund for a Conservative Majority. FCH is one of the
oldest PACs in the country and its efforts have helped
elect many of today's consezvative leaders.

FCM is seeking to-elect coniavativ, candidates to
federal office who will actively wozk to limit the size,
price and control of government.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80' can be the deciding
factor in electing Ronald Reagan as President of the
United States.

if we are to succeeds we need your help. Please
join with "Citizens for Reagan in '80' today.

A significant amount of "independent money" has
already been raised to help nominate and elect Reagan
our next President.

This communication and all oeclosuvs re paid for by Fund for a Conservatlvs Majority
and not authorzed by any candkdaet or candldtes committee.

AL



pag* 2

But more, much mazoe, needs to be done.
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The Eastern Establishment and the liberal news mei
hope to deny victory to Ronald Reagan.

We must not allow then to succeed! Reagan can ain!

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" is an independent campaignworking to nominate and elect Ronald Reagan President of 7
the United States.

Citizens for Reagan will encouxage our fellow citizens
to vote for Ronald Reagan in 1980.

Citizens for Reagan is campaigning in all the important'lleprimary and convention states. However, the extent to whichwe campaign depends directly upon the amount of support
received from you and other patriotic Americans.

Citizens for Reagan budgeted a great deal of money forthe important primaries in He, Hampshire, the South, Illinois.,.
Connecticut, Pennsylvania and Texas. How its efforts arefocussed on the important final primaries in California,
Ohio and Hew Jersey, on June 3zd.

Radio and newspaper advertising, voter mailings, polling,,,,and literature distribution is being carried out by "Citizens
for Reagan in '80".

The goal is simple: to nominate and eect Ronald Reacan
President of the United States.

Ronald Reagan is a strong, articulate and experiencedleader. He proved he was an effective executive while serving
as Governor of California.

As a matter of fact, Reagan was the first major spokes-man calling for a national'"taxpayezs revolt" by urging thecitizens to join him in bringing government under control.

And Ronald Reagan has clearly understood the Soviet threatand has always called for a superior U.S. military force.

Once Reagan is nominated at the Republican convention, wewill not stop our campaign -- no indeed. "Citizens for Reaganin '80" will continue to campaign right up to election day.

As an independent campaign, "Citizens for Reagan in '80"is not bound by the federal law to disband after Ronald Rea-

"T
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June 3 Prkmaries

fay 15,19*0

"ifomi
168 dee

22 ddeptes

I Montanad0deeates

New Jersey
66 ddeptes

New Mexico
22 delegates

77 ddeates

Rhode Island
13 delegates

iSouth Dakota
22 delegates

Wet Virina
**8 delegates

Total delegates at
stake on June 3:

428

Mr. Bruce R Johnson
340 X Madison Ave
Wheaton, IL 60187

Dear Mr. Johnson:

Now we must secure the final nomination
victory for Rnnald Reagan and prove that he a
defeat President Carter this fall!

On June 3v nine important states hold
Republican Primaries -- for your future
reference, I have noted the list of states on.:
the margin of this page.

Ronald Roaaan must Use these electiona_
build a strong base of support for winning in

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" has budgetedI
large amount of money to build a base of supoPZ
in these important states -- a base for
defeating President Carter.

Blue collar workers& conservative Democrati
and Independents, religious Americans and small
businessmen are the 'key voters' who will seou
final victory for Ronald Reagan.

And with your help "Citizens for Reagan i*
'80" will reach these voters in the nine
important states which hold primaries on June
3. Five of these nine states -- Hississippi,
New Jersey, Ohio, Rhode Island and Nest Vizginii
went for Carter in 1976.

But Reaaan can carry all of them in 19801
These states can be the marain of victory to
Reagan in the fall.

The June 3 primary elections not only must
be won by Reagan -- but he must convince
conservative Democrats and Independents to vote
for him in large numbers. And these new Reagan
voters must then be put to work campaigning fo2
Reagan's final victory in November.

Tfls communiction and all encloure are paid for by Fund foa Cowisrvatliv MaJifty
and not authorized by any candite or candIdates committee.

Nr
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It is now clear: President Jimay Carter can be dhieatd
this fall by Ronald Reagan!

President Carter has admitted that Goveznor Reagan Will be-
a tough opponent. The national public opinion surveys show
Reagan and Carter running neck and neck.

Even the national media now admits that Ronald Reagan ii
be a strong and effective candidate for President.

Let's put the "icing on the cake". Let's win 310 on
June 3@ in all nine Primary states.

With your help# Reagan can go to the Republican Convention
in Detroit with these important nine states 'in his camp'.

Suppoxt "Citizens for Reagan in '80" the highly
successful independent campaign sponsored by Fund for a
Conservative Majority. a multi-candidate political action
committee. FCH is also concentrating its political expertise
on gaining 'Conservative Senate Control' in 1986.

"Citizens for Reagan in '80" has been an important factor
in the tremendous Reagan campaign successes this spring. The

An ow official Reagan for President organization is limited by
federal law on how much it can spend. 'Citizens for Reagan in-
'80" has no legal limits on its expenditures.

- And the same is true this fall. "Citizens for Reagan in
'80' will be able to spend as much as it can raise to help
Ronald Reagan defeat Jimmy Carter on November a.

Fr Send your maximum contribution today.

Help Ronald Reagan win all nine primaries on June 3. Help
build the base of support that will be so necessary fox victory
this fall.

I am looking forward to your support. Only with your help
will Ronald Reagan be our next President.

Sincerely.

Robert C. Heckuan, Chairman
Fund for a Consezvative Majority

P.S. A Big Reagan win in these nine states on June 3 --
with large voter support from Democzats and
Independents -- will prove Governor Reagan can
defeat President Carter in the fall.

Please help FCH 'wrap up the nomination' for Reagan
on June 3P by sending your maximum contribution today.


