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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

Internal Documents

Signed

date

FEC 9-21-77

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking
Information

Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)
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' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASNGTON.0C. 003 . 0

August 7, 1981

The Honorable James Mattox
1111 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: MUR 1288
Dear Congressman Mattox:

On August 5, 1981, the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of
2 U.S.C. § 4414, a provision of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed
in this matter, and it will become a part of the public record
within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits
any information derived in connection with any conciliation
attempt from becoming public without the written consent of the
respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
information to become part of the public record, please advise
us in writing. 7

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel //2?27
BY: Kehneth A, Gross 7 /'-4-44

Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement
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The Honorable James lhttox AT &
1111 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

RE: MUR 1288

Dear COngressman Mattox

Oon August , 1981. the Commission accepted the conciliation
agreement signed by you in settlement of a violation of ARy
M2 U.S.C. § 4414, a provision of the Federal Election Canpaign ,

‘OAct of 1971, as amended. Accordingly, the file has been closed
r\within thirty days. However, 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits
any information derived in connection with any conciliation
wattempt from becoming public without the written.consent of the

respondent and the Commission. Should you wish any such
C information to become part of the public record, please advise
~sU8 in writing.

Enclosed you will find a fully executed copy of the final .
conciliation agreement for your files.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement

in this matter, and it will become a part of the public record



'CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter having been initiated by a signed, Qﬁuﬁnfig& 
notarized complaint by Mr. Royal Massett, an investigatioh.hav1ng
been conducted, and probable cause to believe having been found
that Jim Mattox Finance Committee ("Respondent") violated
2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 for failing to state in
a clear and conspicuous manner that two political advertisements
were paid for by their committee.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Federal Election Commission (hereinafter
"Commission®) and Resg?ndent, having duly entered into conciliation
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4) do hereby agrée as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondent
and the subject matter of this proceeding.

I1. Respondefit has had a reasonable opportunity to
demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.
III. Respondent enters voluntarily into this Agreement with
the Commission.
IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:
l. Respondent, the Jim Mattox Finance Committee, is
the principal campaign committee for Congressman
Jim Mattox who was re-elected to the United States House
of Representatives from the 5th District of Texas in

November, 1980.




2. During August, 1980, two advertisements

“‘-the defeat of Tom Paﬁf:en, 'llitt’ox‘ opponent sﬁl he
1980 election, appeared in the Mesquite __1;1 !!!; tnd
The Shopping News. Both advertisements, as thny w!tu
reprinted in and by the aforementioned newspapers, Iacked
the disclaimer statement required by 2 U.S5.C. § 4414 and
11 C.F.R. § 110.11.
3. Responses from the Respondent revealed that the
advertisements were paid for by the Respondent; however,
the disclaimer was placed by the Respondent on the original
artwork given to the newspapers.
4. Examination of the original artwork wﬁich was given
to the newspapers revealed that the disclaimer appeared
in small, light type outside the body of the advertisements.
5. Shortly after the advertisements were published, both
newspapers printed corrections in which they acknowledged
that the.disclaimer was lost in the process of printing
the newspapers. However, both newspapers pointed out
that the disclaimer was in small, light type.

WHEREFORE, Respondent agrees:

V. Respondent's advertisement, as it was reprinted in and by

the Mesquite Daily News and The Shopping News, lacked the disclaimer

statement required by 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 in

violation of such provision.
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ueapomnt's originn aﬂ:work- of the advert

containnd thq aisclaiuav requitad by 2 U.s Cs s 4414

11 C.F.R. 110.11 but said original artwork was printed t
small, light type such that it failed to appear when 1 ;IIl< -
reprinted in and by the Mesquite Daily News and The S gg gg gg

VII. In the future, Respondent agrees to obtain verification
from any publication in which Respondent wishes to place poiitical
advertising, that the disclaimer required by 2 U.S.C. § 441d and
11 C.F.R. 110.11 will, in fact, appear when reprinted in and
by any such publication.

VIII. Respondent agrees that it shall not undertake any
activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended;, 2 U.S.C. § 431, et seq.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

IX. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint
under 2 U.S.C. § {?7g(a)(l) concerning the matters at issue
herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with thi;
Agreement. If the Commission believes that this Agreement or
any requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute
a civil action for relief in the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia.

X. It is mutually agreed that this Agreement shall become
effective as of the date that all parties hereto have executed

same and the Commission has approved the entire Agreement.




d that Respondent sﬁﬁii have no |

‘the date this Agreement becomes
1ﬁplenent the requirement contained in

Agreement and to so

S/22/81

Date

[




ted affimtively :ln th:lé natter, Comissioner nazti‘l dl
not cast a vote.

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 8-3-81, 11:24
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 8-3-81, 4:00







MEMORANDUM

TO The Commission

FROM Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Couns

SUBJECT: MUR 1288 Conciliation Agreement

Attached is a conciliation agreement which has been signed
by Congressman James Mattox.

The attached agreement contains no changes from the agreement
approved by the Commission on July 21, 1981.

The Office of General Counsel recommends the acceptance of
this agreement and the closing of the file.

Attachment
Conciliation Agreement - One

Notification letter
(6 total pages)




In the Matter of | G L e
dUis R TR e '~ MUR 1288
. Jim Mattox Finance Committee ° s
GENERAL COUNSEL'S BRIEF

l. Statement of the Case

In a complaint dated September 2, 1980, M. Royal Massett
alleged that the Jim Mattox Finance Committee authorized advértise-
menh;i advocating the defeat of Tom Pauken, which appeared iﬂ two
newspapers during August, 1980. Boﬁh advertisemehts lacked the
disclaimer statement required by 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.11.

IXI. legal Analysis

Congressman Mattox explained, in his response dated September
23, 1980, that the disclaimer statement was on the original copy
given to the two newspapers; and their failure to appear in publi-
cation was due tc the fact that deéail is lost in the process of
pridling the néwspapers.

The Commission, on October 20, 1980, found reason to believe
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that the Jim Mattox Finance Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and
11 C.F.R. § 110.11, and requested further information from the
Respondent. The Commission believed that the inconspigious nature
and size of the disclaimer and the fact that the disclaimer appeared
outside the body of the advertisement on the original copy were
contributing factors in the-failure of the disclaimer to appear in

the newspapers.




original artwork. In the first response from congressman Mattoxo

a few days after the advertisement was published. The cotrection
stated that some detail is lost in the process of printing the paper;
however, the article did state that the disclaimer was in small,
light-type.. In the latest response from Congressmén Mattox, he

included a copy of a correction printed by The Shopping News shortly

after the advertisement was published. That correction states that

"The disclaimer was so small and light that it did not reptoducea"
In response to specific questions posed by the Commission,

Congressman Mattox sggted that the two advert?sements cost his

Committee $263.60. He also stated that the Mesquite Daily News

is a daily newspaper with an approximate circulation of 32,000 on

Wednesdays and 6,000 on the other days of the week. The Shopping.

News is a weekly newspaper that comes out on Wednesdays with an
approximate circulation of 84,000. Approximately 140,000 people
voted in this Congressional race in 1980. -,

. It appears that the Mattox Committee did not comply with
2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 which require that-the dis-
claimer appear in a clear and conspicuous'manner. Therefore, it
is recommended that the Commission proceed further with this matter.
This recommendation is based on the inconspicuous size, type, and

location of the disclaimer on the original copy of the advertise-

ment. Even though both newspapers printed corrections shortly after




‘. 1's_Recommendations i
: 1. Find ptobablc cause to believe~that the Jim uatto: f’l‘:lnanco
Committee violated 2 U.8.C.” § 441d and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11. i
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'The Honorable Janus A» Hattox

1127 Longworth House foice Building
wWashington, D.C. :

| Re: MUR 1288
Dear Congressman Mattox:

Based on a complaint filed with the co-nissan on ssptcaber
2, 1980, and information supplied by you, the Commission deter-
mined on October 20, 1980, that there was reason to believe that
your committee may have violated sections 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and
11 C.P.R. § 110.11 of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, and instituted an investigation ot—this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission,
the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to recommend that the
Commission find probable cause to believe that a violation has
occurred. ,

Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies) stating
your position on the issues and replying to the brief of the General
Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should also be forwarded to
the Office of General Counsel.) The General Counsel's brief and
any brief which you may submit will be considered by the Commission
before proceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation
has occurred.




',n' 1nety days to settle this nng
. This does not preclude settl

ieve, if you so desire.

] 'éhould'you have any questions, please contact Susan Donaldson
at (202) 523-4039.

Enclosure
Brief
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
wasuincTonoc 20063 - Bl JANIE P4

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steelw
General Counsel

SUBJECT: MUR § 1288

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief statingg
the position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual
issues of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this brief
and a letter notifying the respondent of the General Counsel's
intent to recommend to the Commission a finding of probable
cause to believe was mailed on January 16 , 1980. Following
receipt of the Respondent's reply to this notice, this Office
will make a further report to the Commission.

Attachments

1. Brief
2. Letter to Respondent
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: szm _COUNSEL'S BRIEF

l. Statement of the Case

In a complaint dated September 2, 1980, Mr. Royal Méssett
alleged that the Jim Mattox Finance Committee authorized advertise-
men:g; advocating the defeat of Tom Pauken, which appeared in two
newspapers during August, 1980. Both advertisements lacked the
disclaimer statement required by 2 U.S.C. § 441d and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.11.

II. Legal Analysis

Congressman Mattox explained, in his response dated September
23, 1980, that the disclaimer statement was on the original copy
given to the two newspapers; and their failure to appear in publi-
cation was due to the fact that detail is lost in the process of
printing the néﬁspapers.

The Commission, on October 20, 1980, found reason to believe

that the Jim Mattox Finance Committee violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and
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11 C.F.R. § 110.11, and requested further information from the
Respondent. The Commission believed that the inconspicious nature
and size of the disclaimer and the fact that the disclaimer appeared
outside the body of the advertisement on the original copy were
contributing factors in the failure of the disclaimer to appear in

the newspapers.
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a few days after the advertisenént was published. The cortection
stated that some detail is lost in the process of printing the paper;
however, the article did state that the disclaimer was in small,
light type.. In the latest response from Congressmén Mattox, he

included a copy of a correction printed by The Shopping News shortly

after the advertisement was published. That correction states that

"The disclaimer was so small and light that it did not reproduce.”
In response to specific questions posed by the Commission,

Congressman Mattox stated that the two advertisements cost his

Committee $263.60. He also stated that the Mésquite Daily News

is a daily newspaper with an approximate circulation of 32,000 on

Wednesdays and 6,000 on the other days of the week. The Shopping

News is a weekly newspaper that comes out on Wednesdays with an
approximate circulation of 84,000. Approximately 140,000 people
voted in this Congressional race in 1980.

It appears that the Mattox Committee did not comply with
2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 which require that the dis-
claimer appear in a clear and conspicuous'manner. Therefore, it
is recommended that the Commission proceed further with this matter.
This recommendation is based on the inconspicuous size, type, and
location of the disclaimer on the original copy of the advertise-

ment. Even though both newspapers printed corrections shortly after
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The Honorable James A. Mattox
‘Washington, D.C.

1127 Longworth House Office Building

Re: MUR 1288
Dear Congressman uaftégt |

Based on ‘a complaint filed with the Commission on September
2, 1980, and information supplied by you, the Commission deter-
mined on October 20, 1980, that there was reason to believe that
your committee may have violated sections 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and
11 C.F.R. § 110.11 of the Pederal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, and instibtuted an investigation of--this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the Commission,
the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to recommend that the
Commission find probable cause to believe that a violation has
occurred.

. Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies) stating
your position on the issues and replying to the brief of the General
Counsel. (Three copies of such brief should also be forwarded to
the Office of General Counsel.) The General Counsel's brief and
any brief which you may submit will be considered by the Commission
before proceeding to a vote of probable cause to believe a violation
has occurred.



Mattox

ty days to settle this
his does not preclude settA

General Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

4§
[}
o
T
-4

13
o
v
(=}
2




i Juﬁuxnmm
awwlmsnucror1txas

ﬂﬂavcﬁber 3, 1980

Mr. Max L. Priederldorf

Chairman

Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463 Re: MUR 1288 (80)

Dear Chairman Friedersdorf:

I have received your letter dated Oceober 30, 1980, concerning thé
above referenced Matter Under Review.

As I indicated in my response to this matter on September 23; 1983.
the disclaimer on the advertisement in question did appear on the
original artwork in a clear and conspicuous manner in the lower
right-hand corner of same. A complete copy of the original artwork
is enclosed. (Exhibit A)

The exhibits which were attached to the complaint filed by Mr.
Masset, and particularly his "Exhibit C" which he alleges to be a
copy of the original artwork presented to the Mesq%ite Daily News,
clearly obliterates this lower right-hand corner of the advertise-
ment (Exhibit B). 1In addition, as I indicated in my September 23,
1980, response to the Commission, Mr. Masset's complaint was signed
by him on August 25, 1980, three days after the Mesquite Daily News
published a front page story on August 22, 1980, which stated:

“Under the law it is illegal to run a political ad
without such a disclaimer. 1In fact, the ad was paid for
by the Jim Mattox finance committee. In the original copy
of the ad in small light type it was stated "Pa for by
Jim Mattox Finance Committee. . ." The paper regrets the
error." (Emphasis added.) - (Exhibit C)

The fact that Mr. Masset's complaint was filed three days after
this article appeared on the front page of the Mesquite Daily News,
and that his "Exhibit C" cut off the lower right-hand corner of the
advertisement in question, would indicate that he knowingly and
willfully falsified, concealed or covered up by trick, scheme or
device, the material fact that the disclosure statement did in fact
appear on the original artwork presented to the Mesquite Daily News.

Consequently, it appears that Mr. Masset's complaint contained false,
fictitious or fraudulent statements or representations and/or that
his complaint makes or uses a false document which he knew or should
have known to contain a false, fictitious or fraudulent statement or
entry.

Not pnnted at Government Expense ,m Mattox Finance Committee P O Box 140163, Dallas. Texas 75214. 214-741-1980. A Don Crowder, Treasurer A copy of our report is filed with
and 1s avaliable for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington. D C & 10
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M:. Chalrman,- ,Hrou know. 3, 74 )(a) states
£filing a complaint with the X 1
provisions of section 1001 of Title 18, United States ¢
81001). That nection states, in pertinent part: :

'Whoever. in any matter uithin the jurisdiction of ans i
department or agency of the United States, knowingly and w111~r
fully falsifies, conceals or covers up by any trick, scheme, or
device a material fact, or makes any false, fictitious or
fraudulent statements or representations, or makes or uses any
false writing or document knowing the same to contain any
false, fictitious or fraudulent statement or entry, shall be
fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned not more than fivc
years, or both."

By copy of this letter, I am asking the U.S. Department‘of Justice
to initiate an investigation into Mr. Masset's possible criminal
wrongdog§ng.

Sincerejly,

Jim Mattox
IM:jf

P.S. Also enclosed are the answers to the four questions included
in your letter of October 30.

xc: The Hon. Benjamin Civiletti
Attorney General of the United States

Enslosures




$60,662.50 Job*

Tom Pauken, the Republican candidate for the U.S. Congress, -
has been telling people he is well-qualified fortlu»iog;. .

Since you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts about
his qualifications — you be the judge. . .

What About His
Work Experience?

The tacts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975.” Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wite and five children.®

If this is the best he can do to
manage his own atfairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

'Financial Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken,
Oftice of the Secretary of State, Austin, TX, Mar. 3,1976

*Candidate Financial Disclosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken. U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C., Oct. 30, 1878

3Candidate Financial Disclosure Statement,Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauvken, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.. Oct 30, 1978

EXHIBIT A

What About His
Political Experience?

Pauken is a protessional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him.®

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not :
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.7 They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and .
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at

the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience todill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

‘Dalias Morning News, Sept. 25. 1979 and Deliss Times
Meraid, Jan. 5. 1980

SDaliss Times MHeraid, Jan 21, 1080 and DaNss Times
Heraid, May 29. 1980

Dakas Morning News, Nov. 8, 1977
"Dalise Times Herald, Jan. 9. 1980
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- COMPLAINT

General Counsel

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

Dear Sir:

‘In accoxdance with the
§ 437g(a)(1l) and 11 CPR § 111 4,
Complaint.

1. Cong;ainant.

Mr. Royal Massett
204 Ridgeuwpod Shopping Cent-r
Garland, Texas 75041

Respondent.

Mr. Jim Mattox

3. omplaint.

Respondent failed to comply with 2 0.8 C. s 441&,
and 11 CFR § 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-
out proper disclosure.

4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.

The original of the advertisement gi!nn to tﬁn
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form ¢
ment as it appoared on August 20, 1980. A
original given to the Mesquite Daily News
Exhibit "C". . B .

EXHIBIT B




A
8104020438

The advertisements in both papers appeared without
any disclosures as required by 11 C.F.R. § 110.11(a)(1l).

These statements are based upon information and
belief based upon information receiv bot
¢

Royﬁjl ‘Magsett

Subscribed a?d ‘sworn to before the undersigned au-
thority on the 7 day of Augyst B0A 4~ )~

Notary Pu
County, Texas

WILLAM D. ELLIOTT
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Tom Pauken, the Republican candidate for the U.S. Congress,
has been telling people he is well-qualified for the job

- .Since you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts about
his qualifications — you be the judge. . .

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in dusgrace after
only ayear.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,

-1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his "estimated” income dropped
10 $6,000.2

In 1979 he announced he was giving

up law practice and began trying to

make a living following actress Jane
- Fonda around the country showing a
- political film about her.* The movie

*1.. proved to be an embarrassment to

- both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and

.| says he is living off borrowed money to

“ support his wite and five children.®

.. i thisis the best he.can do to

':' - manage his own aftairs in our free

o - enterprise system, how couid
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

't_.

What About His
‘Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.

' He moved from North Dallas 1o near

Highland Park and ran for the State ]
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected -
him.
'‘He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.
You rejected him in 1978.

His clese identity with the ultra ng

' .‘wmg and questionable personal -

finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to runin 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed?.y the b|g~spend|r§

" special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at

the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his

-exporlenuhmlmolmom.

Iimportant jobs in our country?

'Financial Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pavken,
i Oftice of the Secretary of Staie. Austin, TX, Mar. 3,1978

. YCandedate Financis! Disclosurs Statement, Congressional
‘Cancidate Tom Pawr. \ US. House ol Representialives.
Washington, D.C.- O 0. 1978

| cm:nr mmus.nuuu
m:c..oun.swl %itw.um ‘
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*Deliss Moming News. Sept. 25, 1979 and Dalies Tumes
- Heraid, Jon. 8, 1980

SDelias Times Mersid. Jan 21. 1980 and Dalles Times
Hevaid. May 29. 1980

“Dalias Mormng News, Nov. §. 1977
*Dalies Times Morald. Jan. 9. 1980
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ialttacking Tom Panken's work record
ssional candidate’s ire and also caused
gproblems for the newspaper because
Rhe ad did not clearly state it was paid
Hor by supporters of Congressman Jim
iMattox. fallatrr.

F. Under the law 1t s fllegal to run a
¢ :-political ad without such a disclaimer.
© ..1n fact the ad ‘was paid for by the
I Jim Mattox Finance Committee, 1n
- , the original copy. of thelad, in small,
> «light type.it was stated *’Paid for. by

© JJim Mattox {Finance .Commitiee."”

However, because some detail is lost

_* in the process of printing the newspa-
« per, that disclaimer did not show.up in
 the paper, a problem’ later acknow]-
a~ -€dged by Mattox aide John Oeffinger.
*. The ad dtself ‘questions ‘Pauken's

-+ work record, stating he has held only .

w “‘substantive job” and is a lawyer
_ “but has never been successful.”
2 . In reply, Pauken released a state-
s -ment Thursday as follows:

Tom Pauken grew up in Dallas and .

. . enlered -Georgetown -University in

~worked his way-

y<r1061 on-anacademic scholarship. He -
‘In
3 'lmheenli:tedinﬂnenrmymdayur"'

! laterreceived a direct commission as
_-.a dieutenant .in military intelligence.

1'2¢ His military service includeda yearin .

-Viet Nam.

d il HE:
} - 0n complétingVis- military obliga:

.

imer.anger

1ble
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Mesquite Daily News, August 22, 1980
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:~and :1 didn't-Xknow that. -was -a’
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EXHIBIT C




RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS FROM THE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Q. What was the cost of placing the subject advertisementl ngthe
Mesquite Daily News and The Shopping News? : ;

A. Mesquite Daily News-- $127.10
The Shopping News-- 136.50

Q. What is the circulation of the Mesquite Daily News and The
Shopping News?

A. The Mesquite Daily News is a daily newspaper with an approxi-
mate circulation of 32,000 on Wednesdays and 6,000 on the other days
of the week. The Shopping News is a weekly newspaper that comes out
on Wednesdays with an approximate circulation of 84,000.

Q. How was the retraction, printed by the Mesquite Daily News on
Naugust 22, 1980, initiated? :

A. The retraction occurred, to the best of resporni@ent's knowledge,
a because the newspapers were made aware of their printing errors.

Q. Why was no retraction printed by The Shopping News?

A. A retraction was printed in The Shopping News. See enclosed.
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_ JIM MATTOX
- * YPP.O. BOx 140163
DALLAS, TEXAS 75214
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088 ¢ = - Mr. Max L. Friedersdorf

55 Chairman

$21 4 Federal Election Commission
e Washington, D.C. 20530

Not printed at Government Expense Jsim Mattox Finance Committee. P O. Box 140163, Dallas. Texas 75214 214-742-6444 A Don Crowder. Treasurer
A copy of our 7eport s filed with and ts available for purchase from the Feoera! Election Commuission. Washington, D C e, Nl




CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Honorable James A. Mattox
1127 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Re: MUR 1288(80
Dear Congressman Mattox:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on September 4,
1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (“"the Act®™). A copy of the complaint was forwarded to
you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
October 20, 1980, determined that there is reason to believe
that yocur committee has violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.11. Specifically, it appears that your committee failed
to present the disclaimer on the subject advertisement in a
clear and conspicuous manner. The inconspicuous nature and

size of the disclaimer and the fact that the disclaimer appeared
outside the body of the advertisement were contributing factors
in the failure of the disclaimer to appear in the newspapers.
You may submit any additional factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter, if you so desire, within fifteen days. 1In addition,
please submit answers to the enclosed questions. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. If you do not wish
to submit any additional information, please advise this office
in writing. You are encouraged to respond to this notification
promptly. In order to facilitate your expeditious response to
this notification, we have enclosed a pre-paid, special delivery
envelope.
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In absence of. 1nﬁurhntion which demonstrates that np .ﬁhng
action should be taken against your committee, the Commiss :
find probable cause to believe that a violation has occu

proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does not preclude
settlement of this matter through informal conciliation prigr to
a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 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 Susan Donaldson,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Chairman

Enclosure

Questions
Envelope




What is the circulation of the Mesquite Daily News and
The Shopping News?

L]

How was the retraction, printed by the Mesquite Daily News
on August 22, 1980, initiated?

4. Why was no retraction printed by The Shopping News?
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N
CHARLES STEELE ‘1v§>

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CBBNEzﬁﬂﬁca

OCTOBER 28, 1980
MUR 1288 - Memorandum to the Commission

dated 10-24-80; Received in OCS 10-244'-00,
4:40

‘"he above-named document was circulated to the
Commission on a no-objection basis at 11:00, October 27, 1980.
There were no objections to the revised letter as

attached to the above-named memorandum at the time of the

deadline.
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The Commission an Ty
Charles N. SteeW
. General Counsel -~
SUBJECT: MUR 1288 (80)
Pnrsuant to the discussion at the coninion meet

of October 20, 1980, we are circulating the attached lutter
to Respondent for the Commission considerati.m and approval.
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CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Honorable James A. Mattox
1127 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Re: MUR 1288(80

Dear Congressman Mattox:

The Federal Election Commission notified you on September 4,
1980, of a complaint which alleges that your committee violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended ("the Act™). A copy of the complaint was forwarded to
you at that time.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint and information supplied by you, the Commission, on
October 20, 1980, determined that there is reason to believe
that your committee has violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.11. Specifically, it appears that your committee failed
to present the disclaimer on the subject advertisement in a
clear and conspicuous manner. The inconspicuous nature and

size of the disclaimer and the fact that the disclaimer appeared
outside the body of the advertisement were contrxbutlng factors
in the failure of the disclaimer to appear in the newspapers.
You may submit any additional factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter, if you so desire, within fifteen days. In addition,
please submit answers to the enclosed questions. Where appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. If you do not wish
to submit any additional information, please advise this office
in writing. You are encouraged to respond to this notification
promptly. In order to facilitate your expeditious response to
this notification, we have enclosed a pre-paid, special delivery
envelope.




In abSane of 1nforna;ion" ‘ | i 1
action should be taken against your conmittee, the
find probable cause to believe that a violation has
proceed with conciliation. Of course, this does not prec'h e the
settlement of this matter through informal conciliation prior . to
a finding of probable cause to believe if you so desire. -

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 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 Susan Donaldson,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Enclosure

Questions
Envelope




What is the circulation of the Mesquite Daily News
The Shopping News?

How was the retraction, printed by the Mesquite Daily News
on August 22, 1980, initiated?

Why was no retraction printed by The Shopping News?

™
N
@
g
o

™
L=
T
o
©




cartifyﬂntﬂedmﬁssimtodcﬂefoﬂaﬁng'
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a) FiMmsmwhelmﬂntJmm!mmm
violated 2 U.S.C. §441d and 11 CJ'.R.S].E 11. :

b) mewmmmmmmfm

C) mmmmwmmw's ‘
October 20, DBOreporttoﬂ\eme

Comnissioners Aikens, McGarry, mﬂmidlevohedafﬁmtivoly
for the motion. Commissioners Harris and Friedersdorf
dissented. Commissioner Tiernan was not present at the time
of the vote.

Decided by a vote of 5-0 to find reason to believe that Jim
Mattox Finance Oommittee violated 2 U.S.C. §441d and
11 C.F.R. §110.11, uat not close the file in this matter.

Camnissioners Aikens, Friedersdorf, Harris, McGarry, and
Reiche voted affirmatively for the decision.
Tiernan was not present at the time of the vote.
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WASHINGTON, D.C

The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steely’
General Counsel/4/

SUBJECT: MUR 1288 (80) - Revision of7ist>Geheta1annhi§1?i Report

The 1st General Counsel's Report for MUR 1288(80) which
was scheduled for discussion by the Commission in Executive
Session on October 21, 1980 has been withdrawn.

The attached 1lst General Counsel's Report for MUR 1288(80)
includes revisions of the original report in the Analysis and
Recommendation Sections, and the proposed letters to the Respondent
and Complainant.

This revised report is being circulated for discussion today
in order that this matter may be handled in an expeditious manner.




COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Mr. Royal Massett
RESPONDENT' S NAME: Mr. Jim Mattox

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C § 4414
11 C.F.R. § 110.11

INTERNAL REPORTS'CHECKH!: Jim Mattox Finance Committee

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: n/a

=

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Mr. Royal Massett has stated in his complaint that Mr. Jim
Mattox, the respondent, or one of his authorized agents, paid for
advertisements which appeared during August, 1980, in the Mesquite
Daily News (Mesquite, Texas) and The Shopping News (Dallas, Texas).
(Attachment I). Mr. Massett alleges that these advertisements,
which advocate the defeat of Tom Pauken, lack the disclaimer
statement as required by 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11.
Mr. Mattox and Mr. Pauken were candidates for the U.S. House
of Representatives from the 5th District of Texas in the May
3, 1980 primary.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Upon notification that a complaint had been filed against him,
Congressman Mattox responded to the Commission in a letter dated
September 23, 1980 (Attachment II). Congressman Mattox argues
that the copy of the advertisement which his campaign staff published
had the proper disclaimer on its face, and the failure of the statement
to appear in the newspaper was due to the fact that some detail is lost
in the process of printing the newspaper. The Mesquite Daily News
acknowledged this error in its August 22, 1980 edition, and The
Shopping News acknowledged the error in a letter dated September 24,
1980. Congressman Mattox has enclosed copies of these acknowledge-
ments in his response.




has been achieved through the retraction printed by the

Daily News, prior to the filing of the complaint, along with (
explanatory letter by The Shopping News, it is recommended that n
further action be taken in Ehgs matter.

RECOMMENDATION

Find reason to believe that Jim Mattox Finance Committee
violated 2 U.S.C. s 4414 and 11 C.F.R. s 110.11.

Take no further action in this matter. Close the file.

Send attached letters to the Respondent and Comblainant with
copies of the General Counsel‘'s Report.
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Attachments

Complaint from Massett
Response from Mattox
Proposed letters to Respondent and Complainant

81040

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie.w. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election Commission,
hereby certify that the Commission, on , 1980, by a vote of
tott » adopted the above recommendation of the General Counsel in this
matter.

Date:

Voting for the Recommendation:

Voting Against the Recommendation:

Absences or Abstentions (indicate):




‘53.4.:31 Election
1325 K. Street, N.W.
washington, D.C. 204

Dear Sir:

In accordance vm thn provisions cf 2 ii." s.c.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C'RTS 111.4, 1 hetahy fil& thiﬂ
Complaint. gl , 4

“1. Complainaht.

Mr. Royal Hasaett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Cent:ex
Garland, Texas 75041

Resggnden .
Mr. qip Mattox

Fe Complaint.

Respondeﬁt failed to.comply with 2 U.S.C. § 4414,
and 11 CFR §. 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-,
out proper disclosure.

4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.
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The original of the advertisement given to the
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form to the advertise-
ment as it appeared on August 20, 1980. A copy of the
original given to the Mesquite Daily News is attached as
Exhibit "C".
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Subacrih.d '[ mrn to before the undorsigncd au-
thority on the day of A A il
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The facts show that the only g Paukenis a protessronal candidate
‘Substantive job Tom Pauken has éver - ‘who has managed to tum three bids for
“had was in 1971.He worked thenasa" ... political office into fhm ﬂam ST
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White productrons : LA
House but left that |ob in d:sgrace after . ;

, : moved from district to district trylng to
2y He rs a lawyer but he has never .. get elected with no real involvement
- been successful. His first law practice - .nor attachment with any community. =
“went “out of business as of December, - *"He moved from North Dallas to near .::
1975." Two years later.in 1977 his  _::'#Highland Park and ran for the State . .=
.“total income from law practice was - - Senate in 1976 and the voters re;ected .
~reported to be only $10.858.2 Then, in - him$ :

1978, his “estimated’ income dropped .. He therr moved mto our dustnct to - :
108600032 - <5 ¢ W s Sy for Congress because the North

“IN1979 he announced he was wing . --Dallas power brokers would not

up law practice and began trying ?o g | = support hrm where he was then hvrng
_-make a living following actress Jane - } sl

Fonda around the country showing a 7 His close |dentrty wnth the ultra nght-

political film about her.* The movie wing and questionable pefsonal - .-~

.. proved to’ be an.embarrassment to - ~¥ri. fihances caused responsible . AT

~both him and the Repubhcan . Republrcans 10 look for someone else
=",...Party A G < ==10Tunin 1980." They were  _© '™

. -. -unsuccessful and he is now runnin

% -He is presently unemployed and i : nother campaign of deceif and g
:£ayshe isliving off borrowed money 1o . distortion financed by the brg spendmg
support his wife and five childrens S Fniareate et

M thisis the best he cando to " Tom Pauken would like to start at
_manage his own affairs in our tree the top in a job paying $60.662.50.
“enterprise system, how could " Would you hire someone with his
--anyone believe that he could do any experience to fill one of the most
better tor the people of our country? important |obs in our country"
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Mr. Cbatl.u R. Stuh
General Counsel

Federal Election couium
1325 K St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1288 (80)
Dear Mr. Steele:

This is to acknowledge mtpt of your letter dated s«ptdot 4, 1980
concerning the Matter Uukr ‘Review referenced above.

The facts as stated in ﬂm mphint are not accurate.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, I d:lrected ny campaign staff to publish an

advertisement in the juite Dail » Mesquite, Texas and the Shopping
News, Dallas, Texas, entit! 60, 662 50 Job"™.

Enclosed is a copy of the front page story which appeared in the Mesquite
Daily News om Friday, August 22, 1980, three days before the complaint was
filed by my opponent's campaign staff member (Exhibit A).

Also enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from the publisher of the
Shopping News, the other newspaper in question (Exhibit B).

As you can see from the enclosed exhibits, the failure of the disclosure state-
ment to appear was the result of a printing error on the part of the newspapers.
The original camera-ready art of the advertisement, which my campaign provided
the newspapers, clearly had the disclosure statement printed on its face
(Exhibit C).

The fact that this complaint was filed well after these facts were public know-
ledge would indicate that the complaint is of a frivolous nature and should not
be taken seriously.

I would hope, therefore, that you would recommend to the Com:lsa:lon that they
close the file on this matter.

Thank gou for your attention to this matter.
IP:bd £29350

Member of Congress b , ,-.--') Encls.

Not printed &t Government Expense. Jim Mattox Finance Commities, P.Q. Box 140163, Dallas. Texas 75214, 214-741-1980. AMM Treasurer. Amaumbﬂum
and is availsbie for purchase rom the Fedaral Election Commission, Washington, D.C. ~@Pe"ne




=

s Al Airenin aare - G P e e

r & el TR Vel
“edition of the Masquile Tailly News
-attacking Tom Pauken's work recerd
-has raised the i cmgres-
.gional candidate’s ire and also caused
problems for the Do aune]
:the ad did not clearly state it was paid
ifor by supporters of Congressman Jim
{Mattox. RS 1S RICIEN

{ Under the law it is Miegal ovum &

thegrocess of printing the newspe-
per, that disclaimer did not show up in
the =] pmblemhla acknowl-

ment Thursday as follows:: -

Togp Pauken grew up in Dallas and -
entered Georgetown :University in
19615gn an academic scholarship. He
worked his way 3 In
196%0® enlisted in the army and a year
later received a direct commission as
a lisutenant in military intelligence.

" His military service includeda year in

Viet®lam. - B e i

&, 5

(Exhibit A)
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September 24, 1980

To Whom It May Concern:

The Jim Mattox political ad copy-received by The Shopping News and
scheduled to Tun in August, 1980, d4id contain a disclaimer., However,
the disclaimer did not appear in the ad that was run in the paper
because the type was small and the camera failed to pick it wup.

The Shopping News :
J, C. Harty Publications, Inc.

&

(EXHIBIT B)

4808 South Buckner Bivd. P.O. Box 17546 Dallas. Texas 75217 (214) 388-3431,388-3478
Pieasant Grove Mesquite White Rock Lake Highlands . Garland
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" Thefacts

| substantive job Tom
1 hadwasin1971. He

lower-level staffer inthe
House but left that job in d
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has
been successful. His first law
went “out of business as of C
1975." Two years later, in 1 -3
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dtopmd
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jan
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her. The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.$

If this is the best he can do to
manage his own aftairs in our free
enterprise system, how could

 anyone believe that he could do any
| better for the people of our country?

'Financial Statement, State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken,
Office of the Secretary of State. Austin, TX, Mar. 3,1976

tCandidate Financial Disclosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representatives.
Washington, D.C.. Oct. 30, 1978

3Candidate Financisl Disciosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House o! Representatives,
Washington, D.C.. Oct 30, 1978

EXHIBIT

Senate in 1976, and tha votefs re]ected
him.®

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests. .

Tom Pauken would like to start at

‘the top in a job paying $60,662.50.

Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

“Dafias Morning News. Sept. 25, 1979 and Daliss Times
Nersid, Jan. 5. 1880

SDalias Times Herald, Jan 21, 1980 and Deliss Times
Herald, May 29. 1980

*Dalias Morning News, Nov. 6, 1977
"Dalias Times MHereid, Jan. 9. 1980
*Annual salary for U.S. Congressman

wniftee

1'aq 1 Dy Jim Mattos | ayiee Cose




CERTIFIED MAIL k
RETURN RBCB%PT EQUES!

The Honorable James A. llattox i
1127 Longworth House 0££1co Buuaing
Washington, D.C.

¥ f*’

 Re: MUR 1288(80)

Dear Congreasnan Mattox.

On September 4, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you or your committee may have
violated certain sections guthe ‘Pederal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code.

The Commission, on ¢+ 1980, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you that there is reason to believe that a
violation of 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 CFR § 110.11 has been committed.
However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has decided to take no further action and close its
file in this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days. '

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL =
RETORN RECETET REQUESTED

The Honorable James A. Mattox
1127 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C.

Re: MUR 1288(80)

Dear Congreésndn Mattox:

On September 4, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you or your committee may have
~violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971, as amended or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26,
U.S. Code.

The Commission, on ¢+ 1980, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by you that there is reason” to believe that a
violation of 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 CFR § 110.11 has been committed.
However, after considering the circumstances of this matter, the
Commission has decided to take no further action and close its
file in this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




Mr. Royal Hassctt i %
204 Ridgewood S| pdng Ccntlr*
Garland, Texas 75 41 ~

" Res MUR 1288 (80)

Dear Mr. Massett:

The Pederal Blection couliasion has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated August 31, 1980, and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the Respondent
that there is reason to believe that a violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended ("the Act")
has been committed. However, after considering the circumstances
of this matter, the Commission has decided to take no further
action and close its file in this matter.

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act, please
contact Susan Donaldson, the staff member assigned to this
matter at (202) 523-4166.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




CERTIFIED MAIL . . s
RETURN RECETPT REQUESTED

Mr. Royal Hasdétt
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garland, Texas 75041

Re: MUR 1288 (80)

Dear Mr. Hassett:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the
allegations of your complaint dated August 31, 1980, and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the Respondent
that there is reason to believe that a violation of the .
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 as amended (“"the Act‘)
has been committed. However, after considering the circumstances
of this matter, the Commission has decided to take no further
action and close its file in this master.

Should additional information come to your attention
which you believe establishes a violation of the Act, please
contact Susan Donaldson, the staff member assigned to this
matter at (202) 523-4166.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECT!ON COMMlSSION
*_ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE /‘(\
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/MARGARET CHANEY /77>
OCTOBER 15, 1980
OBJECTION - MUR 1288 - First General
Counsel's Report dated 10-14-80; Received
in OCS 10-14-80, 2:56
above-named document was circulated on an
EXPEDITED basis at 4:00, October 14, 1980.
Commissioner Harris submitted an objection at 9:42,
October 15, 1980.

This matter will be discussed in executive

session on Monday, October 20, 1980.







DATE AND TIHB 0’ &IHHSHITTAL
BY OGC TO THE MISSION_[gal‘f Yo

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Mr. Royal Massett
RESPONDENT'S NAME: Mr. Jim Mattox

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C § 4414
11 C.F.R. § 110.11

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Jim Mattox Finance Committee
FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: n/a

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

Mr. Royal Massett has stated in his complaint that Mr. Jim
Mattox, the respondent, or one of his authorized agents, paid for
advertisements which appeared during August, 1980, in the Mesquite
Daily News (Mesqu1te, Texas) and The Shoggxng News (Dallas, Texas).
(Attachment I). Mr. Massett alleges that these advertisements,
which advocate the defeat of Tom Pauken, lack the disclaimer
statement as required by 2 U.S.C. § 441d and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11.
Mr. Mattox and Mr. Pauken were candidates for the U.S. House
of Representatives from the 5th District of Texas in the May
3, 1980 primary.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

Upon notification that a complaint had been filed against him,
Congressman Mattox responded to the Commission in a letter dated
September 23, 1980 (Attachment II). Congressman Mattox explained
that the copy of the advertisement which his campaign staff published
had the proper disclaimer on its face. The failure of the statement to
appear in the newspaper was due to the fact that some detail is lost
in the process of printing the newspaper. The Mesquite Daily News
acknowledged this error in its August 22, 1980 edition, and The
Shopping News acknowledged the error in a letter dated September 24,
1980. Congressman Mattox has enclosed copies of these acknowledge-
ments in his response.




1. !Lndnno.rﬁj;oh.gc;Baxiévé-ihqt,J&i &ntﬁbﬁg¢tlhis,qhtﬁétiked‘
agents violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11.

Attachments

" Complaint from Massett
Response from Mattox

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary to the Federal Election Commission,

hereby certify that the Commission, on . 1980, by a
vote of to , adopted the above recommendation of the General

Counsel in this matter.

Date:

Voting for the Recommendation:

Voting Acainst the Recommendation:

Absences or Abstentions (Indicate):




Washington. D. c.‘ zuss
Dear Sir-
In accordance with th. proviliOns of 2 v.8.C.

§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 CFR § 111.4, I hereby file this
Complaint. :

Mr. Royal Massett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Gdrland, Texas 75041

ResMent .

Mr. Jim Mattox

o Complaint.

Respondeht failed to comply with 2 U.S.C. § 4414,
and 11 CFR §. 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-
out proper.disclosure.

4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.

The original of the advertisement given to the
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form to the advertise-
ment as it appeared on August 20, 1980. A copy of the
original given to the Mesquite Daily News is attached as
Exhibit "C".
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~his qualuf" ‘tions'-.“ you ' .o i
ensamscWhat About His_ .- - e WhatAbout His
Work Experienoe? ; Political Experlence"

> .. The facts showthattheonly .- .- : Pauken isa professmnal candudate
m(;‘;{substantuve job Tom Pauken has ever -~ who has managed to turn three bids for §
““had was in 1971. He worked thenas a . polltlcal office into flim-flam -
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" TSlower-level staffer in the Nixon White  =a« productlons ¥ <atOn
louse, but left that job in dngrace after “Heisa polmcarnomad who has "¢ -f
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.nor attachment with any communuty

.‘-l 8 mnys - -

"521 975, Two years later, jn 1977, his: ...¢x ;Htghland Parkand ran forthe: State
Yofafincorhe fromlaw practicewas ', =-Senate in 1976 and the voters relected
g',%eperted tobe only $10,8582 Then, in . him2$
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Bl oF) 0003 oo e ; “run for Congress because the Nor_th__ 3,
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f%p faw practice and began trying to _ Dsupport him: where he was then Iuvmg .
- .| smake a living following actress Jane - 7w YOUT ejected| h|m in1978. - S
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e ,both htm‘and the Repubhcan 7 ' " . Republicans to look for someone else
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s He |s presently unemployed and .
another campaign of deceit and °
¢ *says ‘heis living off borrowed money to - distortion financed by the blg spendmg

5
: support his wife and five children.® : specual interests. . ,. -

I3ZL1 this is the best he cando to " "Tom Pauken would like to start at
7% szmanage his own affairs in our free . the top in a job paying $60,662.50.

-, enterprise system,howcould - * ‘ would you hire someone with his~

- 2f"anyone believe that he coulddo any experience to fill one of the most

better for the people of ourcountry?  jmportant jobs in our country?
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. ‘Dalas Morming News. Sept. 25. 1979 ang.Dallas Times
‘Herald. Jan 5. 1980 4 .
“Dallas Times Heraid. Jar 21. 1980 ana Dallas Times '
-Canaidate Financ.al Disclosurg Statemant. Congressionat Wt aeavimosal
Heralg. May 29. 1980
Canaigate Tom Pauken. US MHouse ot Representatives. -
.. "7 "Washington. D.C.. Oct. 20. 1978 -+ = sDalias Marning News. Nov. 6. 1977

Canardaro Financral Disclosurs Statement.Congressional .~ 'Dallas Times Hesald. Jan 9. 1980
. Canargate om Pauken. U S. House of Representatives.
Wasnmc!on D.C . Oct 20. 1978

‘Financ:al Statement. State Senate Canaidate Tom Pauken.
3 4 Ltfice of the Secretary of State. Ausun. TX. Mar. 3.1976
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Tom Pauken the Republlcan candldate for the U S Congress
__iwbhas been telling people he is well-qualified for the job %
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The facts show that the only : 52 Pauken |s a protess¢onal candndate

_substantvve job Tam Pauken has ever - " who has managed to turn three bids for
had was in 1971. He worked themasa .. political office into ﬂam-tlam o5 i
lower-level statfer in the Nixon White ‘productions. 2N A

House, but left that |ob in d:sgrace atter ..Heisa polmcal nomact \;/ho has

:.,_°"'y gusar e moved from district to district trying to -
< 'Heisa Iawyer but he has never R .‘get elected with no real involvement
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went “out of business as of December, - - He moved from North Dallas to near
~1975." Twoyears later.in 1977, s - ~Highland Park and ran for the State .- -
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has been tellnng péOple he is wen-quali .,
Since you are the boss, you’ll want to look att

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White

House, but left that job in dlsgrace after
only ayear.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,

-1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.$

_ Mthisis the besthe cando to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

Political Experience?
Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for

political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has

‘moved from district to district trying to

get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.

" He moved from North Dallas to near

Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
himé

‘He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
torunin 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed!.y the big-spending
special interests. ’

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

'Financiat Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken.
Qttice ot tne Secretary of State. Austn, TX. Mar. 3.1976

‘Canaigate Financial 0+5closure Statement. Congressional
Candigate Tom Fuf . \ U S House of Representatives.
Wasnington, 0.C. Oye 30, 1978

*Candidate Financial Disciosure Stat t.Congr al
Candidate Tom Pauken. U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D C . Oct 30. 1978

‘Dalias Morming News. Sept. 25, 1979 ang Daflas Times
Herala. Jan. 5. 1980

‘Datias Times Herald. Jan 21, 1980 and Dallas Times
Herala. May 29, 1980

*Dailas Morming News. Nov. 6, 1977
'Dalias Times Herala. Jan 9. 1980

‘A tary for US Congressman
ExhibigAWgieaary %




o ™~ | llptubcr 23, 1980
Mr. Charles N. s:m
General Counsel e
Federal Election ca_inm
1325 K St., N.W.

MUR 1288 (80)
Dear Mr. Steele: :

This is to aekmledp m!pt of your letter dated Scpuﬁet 6. 1980
concerning the Matter Uuﬂn Review referenced above.

| The facts as stated in the complaint are not accurate.
On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, I directed my campaign staff to publish an

advertisement in the Mesquite Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and the Shopping
News, Dallas, Texas, entitled "$60,662.50 Job".
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Enclosed is a copy of the front page story which appeared in the Mesquite
Daily News on l?riday. August 22, 1380, three days before the complaint was
filed by my opponent's campaign staff member (Exhibit A).

Also enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from the publisher of the
Shopping News, the other newspaper in question (Exhibit B).

As you can see from the enclosed exhibits, the failure of .the disclosure state-
ment to appear was the result of a printing error on the part of the newspapers.
" The original camera-ready art of the advertisement, which my campaign provided
the newspapers, clearly had the disclosure statement printed on its face
(Exhibit C).

The fact that this complaint was filed well after these facts were public know-
ledge would indicate that the complaint is of a frivolous nature and should not
be taken seriously.

I would hope, therefore, that you would recommend to the Commission that they
close the file on this matter.

Thank gou for your attention to this matter.

Jim Nattox ‘

Member of Congress f ; e ) Encls.

‘.,
Not printed at Government Expense. Jim Mattox Finance Committee, P.O. Box 140163, Dallas, Texas 75214, 214-741-1980, Am\m Treasurer. Amawmnwﬂh
and is avaiiable for purchase from the Federal Elsction Commission, Washington, D.C. ~qie>"52

Sincer ly,
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September 24, 1980

To Whom It May Concern:

The Jim Mattox political ad copy.received by The Shopping News and
scheduled to run in August, 1980, did contain a disclaimer. HNewever,
the disclaimer did not appear in the ad that was run in the paper:
because the type was small and the camera failed to pick it up.

The Shopping News
J. C. Harty Pub tions, Inc,

.

(EXHIBIT B)

4808 South Buckner Bivd. P.O. Box 17546 Dallas, Texas 75217 (214) 388-3431.388-3478
Pieasant Grove Mesquite White Rock Lake Highlands . Garland




$60.662.50 Job
Tom Pa;Jken, the Republican candidate for the U.S. Co:gress, | 8
has been telling people he is well-qualified for the job.

Since you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts about
his qualifications — you be the judge. . .

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.s

If this is the best he can do to
manage his own atfairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

'Financis! Statement, State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken,
Office of the Secretary of State, Austin, TX, Mar. 3,1976

*Candidete Financiel! Disciosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representetives,
Washington, D.C., Oct. 30. 1978

3Cendidate Financisl Disciosure Stetement.Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.. Oct 30, 1978

EXHIBIT C

What About His
Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for

political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him.6

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected himin 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests. 4

Tom Pauken would like to start at

‘the top in a job paying $60,662.50.

Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most

important jobs in our country?

‘DeNas Morning News, Sept. 25, 1679 and Deles Times
Hersld, Jen. 5, 1980

SDalias Times Heraid, Jan 21. 1980 and DaNas Times
Herald, May 29, 1980

Delias Morning News, Nov. 8, 1977
'Dalias Times Meraid, Jon. 9, 1980
*Annual salery for U.S. Congressmen




Jim MATTOX ‘ g ZISUptember 23, 1980
STH DISTRICT OF TEXAS

Mr. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K St., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

MUR 1288 (80)
Dear Mr. Steele:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter dated September 4, 1980
concerning the Matter Under Review referenced above.

The facts as stated in the complaint are not accurate.
On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, I directed my campaign staff to publish an

advertisement in the Mesquite Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and the Shopping
News, Dallas, Texas, entitled "$60,662.50 Job".

Enclosed is a copy of the front page story which appeared in the Mesquite
Daily News on Friday, August 22, 1980, three days before the complaint was
filed by my opponent's campaign staff member (Exhibit A).

Also enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from the publisher of the
Shopping News, the other newspaper in question (Exhibit B).

As you can see from the enclosed exhibits, the failure of the disclosure state-
ment to appear was the result of a printing error on the part of the newspapers.
The original camera-ready art of the advertisement, which my campaign provided
the newspapers, clearly had the disclosure statement printed on its face
(Exhibit C).

The fact that this complaint was filed well after these facts were public know-
ledge would indicate that the complaint is of a frivolous nature and should not
be taken seriously.

I would hope, therefore, that you would recommend to the Commission that they
close the file on this matter.

u for your attention to this matter.

‘m P :bhad £2380°

Member of Congress = n lLJJEncls.

Not printed at Government Expense. Jim Matiox Finance Committes, P.O. Box 140163, Dallas, Texas 75214, 214-741-1980, A Don Crowder, Treasurer. A eopy&‘om report is flled with
and is available for purchase from the Federal Election Commission. Washington, D.C. »Ei-"=
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September 24, 1980

To Whom It May Concernt

The Jim Mattox political ad copy.received by The Shopping News and
scheduled to run in August, 1980, did contain a disclaimer. However,
the disclaimer did not appear in the ad that was run in the paper
because the type was small and the camera failed to pick it up.

The Shopping News

J. C. Harty Publicat:lons, Inc,
/ Qt
i. c.

Harty

810402948654

(EXHIBIT B)

4808 South Buckner Bivd. P.O. Box 17546 Dallas. Texas 75217 (214) 388-3431,388-3478
Pleasant Grove Mesquite White Rock Lake Highlands . Garland




Tom Pouken the Republican candidate for the U.S. C
has been telling people he is well-qualified for the j

Since you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts obout
his quollflcotlons — you be the judge. . .

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.

If this is the best he can do to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

‘Financial Statement, State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken,
Office of the Secretary of State, Austin, TX, Mar. 3,176

!Candidate Financial Disciosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C., Oct. 30, 1978

*Candidate Financial Disciosure Statement,Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.. Oct 30, 1978

EXHIBIT

20 s 0 oo
$60,662.50 Job*

ress,

What About His

.

Pauken isa professuonal candldate
who has managed to turn three bids for
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement.
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him.$

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

“Dakias Moming News, Sept. 28, 1978 and Dales Times
Herald, Jan. 5, 1980

‘Dalias Times Herald, Jan 21, 1980 and DeNiss Times
. Heraid, May 29. 1980

*Dakias Morning News, Nov. 6, 1977
'Dalies Times Heraig, Jan. §, 1980
*Annusi salery for L1.8. Congresemen




JIM MATTOX
P.O. Box 140163
"GD DALLAS, TEXAS 78214

CERTIFIED

Mr. Charles N, Steele

N 02 5 3 3 6 8 General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463




James A. Mattox
1110 valencia
Dallas, Texas 75223 Re: MUR 1288 (80)

Dear Mr. Mattox:

This letter is to notify you that on September 2, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1288. Please refer to this number in all future correspendence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee
in connection with this matter. Your response must be sub@itted
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.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 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 coungel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Royal Massett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garland, Texas 75041

Dear Mr. Massett:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of August 31, 1980, against Mr. Jim Mattox which alleges
violations of the Pederal Election Campaign laws. A staff
member has been assigned to analyze your allegations. The
respondent will be notified of this complaint within S days
and a recommendation to the Federal Election Commission as
to how this matter should be initially handled will be made
15 days after the respondent's notification. You will be
notified as soon as the Commission takes final action on

your complaint. Should you have or receive any additional
information in this matter, please forward it to this office.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.




General Counsel

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

Dear Sir:

In accordance with the provisions of 2 U.S§.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 CFR § 111.4, I hereby file this
Complaint.

i Complainant.

Mr. Royal Massett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garland, Texas 75041

Respondent.
Mr. Jim Mattox

3. Complaint.
Respondent failed to comply with 2 U.S.C. § 4414,

and 11 CFR § 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-
out proper disclosure.

4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.

The original of the advertisement given to the
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form to the advertise-
ment as it appeared on August 20, 1980. A copy of the
original given to the Mesquite Daily News is attached as
Exhibit "C".




: The ldVbrtildnants in both papers appeared without
. any disclosurcn a8 required by 11 C.F.R. § 110.11(a)(1).

These statements are based pon i formation and

belief based upon information xedeive /fr both news
| (\/ :

Massett

Subscribed a sworn to before the undersigned au-
thority on the day of A st, ijo .

Notary Public in an or Dallas
County, Texas

WILLAM D ELLIOTT
Pubiic. Dailas County, Tenss
My Commussion Expwess

kW'




_Thefacts showthattheonly .
bstantive job Tom Pauken ‘has ever
d was in 1971.He worked hen ¢

sa lawyer, but he has.never
vsuccessful. His first law practice
Aot of business as of December.

me from law pracnce was
@d to be only $10,858.2 Then, in

his “estimated’ income dropped

IR TIT9 he announced he was giving
-up law practice and began trying to
" make a living following actress Jane
.. Fonda around the country showing a
* politieal film about her. The movie

[ pr to be an embarrassment to
. both

% im and the Republican
 Party

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.

If this is the best he can do to

, - manage his own affairs in our free

‘ system, how could
"' aniyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

Political Experience?

Isauken is a professional candidate

- who has managed to turn three blds

political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has

- moved from district to district trying to

get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park andan for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters reject
him.6

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsibie
Republicans to look for someone else
torunin 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and _
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

‘Financ:al Statement. State Senate Candigdate Tom Pauken
Office of the Secretary of State. Austin TX. Mar 31976

-Candidate Financial Disciosure Statemant. Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken. U S. House of Representatives
Washington. DC  Oct 30. 1978

‘Canadidate Financial Disclosure Statement.Congressionai
Candidate Tom Pauken. U S. House of Representatives
Washington D C . Oct 30. 1978

Exhibit

‘Dallas Morning News. Sept 25 1979 ang Dalias Times
Herald Jan 5 1980

Dailas Times Heralg. Jan 29 1980 and Dalias T:mes
Herald May 29 1980

‘Dallas Morning News. Nov 6 1977

Dallas Times Heraid Jan 9 198C
*Annual salary tor US Congressman
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Tom Pauken the Rep

has been telling

Since you are the boss, you’ll want to Iook at the
his qualifications — you be the judg_ ’

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in dnsgrace after

only gyear.
Hegs a lawyer, but he has never

been successful. His first law practice
wen®out of business as of December,

1975¢" Two years later, in 1977, his .

total income from law practice was -
repofled to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978 his “estimated” income dropped
to $6¢Q°° 3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up [aW practice and began trying to
makga living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
politital film about her.* The movie
provgg to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five chiidren s

If this is the best he can do to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

What About His
Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him $

‘He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed{.y the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fiV one of the most
important jobs in our country?

'Financial Statement, State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken.
Oftice ot the Secretary of State. Austin, TX, Mar. 3.1976

~ ‘Canadidate Financtal Diclosure Statement, Congressional
Candidate Tom Fa# 2\ U S House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C. O¢¢ 30, 1978

’Candidate Financial Disclosure Statement.Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken, U.S. House of Representatives.
Washington, D.C.. Oct 30, 1978

Exhibit

‘Daiias Morning News. Sept. 25, 1979 and Dallas Times
Herald. Jan 5. 1980

>Dallas Times Herald. Jan 21, 1980 and Dallas Times
Heralg. May 29, 1980

*Dallas Morming News, Nov. 6. 1977

‘Dalias Times Herald. Jan 9. 1980
Amemlavy tor US. Congressman
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COMPLAINT

General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K. Street, N.W.
wWashington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sir:
In accordance with the provisions of 2 U.S.C.

§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 CFR § 111.4, I hereby file this
Complaint.

l. Complainant.

Mr. Royal Massett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garland, Texas 75041

Respondent .
Mr. Jim Mattox

3% Complaint.

Respondent failed to comply with 2 U.S.C. § 4414,
and 11 CFR-§ 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-
out proper disclosure.

4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.

The original of the advertisement given to the
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form to the advertise-
ment as it appeared on August 20, 1980. A copy of the
original given to the Mesquite Daily News is attached as
Exhibit "C".




Subscribed QQF sworn to before the undersigned au-
thority on the 1

County, Texas

WILLLAM D ELLIOTT
Public. Dallss County. Texas




Tom Pauken, the

’

" has been telling people h
Since you are the boss, yOu

his qualufucations you e the ;udge. . ;' ,

‘What About Hls
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
.substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

'He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,

. 1975." Two years later, in 1977, his

- fotal income from law practice was

reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in

© 1978, his “estimated” income dropped

10 $6,000.

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane

_ Fonda around the country showing a
- political film about her.* The movie

proved to be an embarrassment to

. both him and the Republican

Party.
He is presently unemployed and

'says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.s

if this is the best he can do to

~ manage his own affairs in our free

enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

Political Experlence?
Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for

political office into flim-flam
productions. .

He is a political nomad who has

- moved from district to district trying to

get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him.® :

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected himin 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
torunin 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

'Financial Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken.

© - Office of the Secretary of State. Austin. TX. Mar 3.1976

-Candidate Financial Disciosure Statement. Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken. U S. House of Representatives.
Washington. D.C . Oct 30. 1978

‘Cang:idate Financial Disclosure Statement.Congressional
Canaidate Tom Pauken US MHouse of Representatives.
Washington. D.C . Oct 30. 1978

Exhibit

“Dalias Morning News. Sept. 25. 1979 and Dallas Times

Herald. Jan 5. 1980

*Dalias Times Herald. Jen 21. 1880 and Dallas Times
MHerald May 29. 1980

“Daiias Morning News. Nov 6. 1977

‘Dalias Times Herald. Jan 9. 1980
*Annual salary for US Congressman
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SInce you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts about
: his qualifications — you be the judge. . .

What Aboul His

Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in dtsgrace aﬁer
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December.
1975.' Two years later, in 1977, his

-{otal income from law practice was

- reported to beonlySIO.BSB’Then in

1978, his “estimated” income dropped
10$6000: -

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment {0
both him and the Republican

- Party.

He is presently unemployed and
-~ says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children *

if this is the best he can do to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
- anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

. political office into flim-tlam

What About His
Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for

productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976. and the voters rejected
him &

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North .
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable pefsonal I
finances caused responsible '
Repubilicans to ook for someone else
to runin 1980 They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

Finenc.e! Stamment S:ate Senste Candidate Tom Pauten
Otixce of the Secretary of State Austin TX Mar 3 1976

C. £ Discrosure St
Candudate Yom Pauken US House of nepvmnumes
Wasrungton D C- Oct 38 1978

Candsaate F.nancial Drscroswve S atement Congressional

! Candioate Tom Pausen U S _Nouse of Repr ’ué}elsibit ‘.B.W 106 US Congressman

Wasnington DC Oc’ X0 1978

——

‘Danas Morning News Sep: 25 1979 anc Daias Tames
Nesaic Jar S 1980

Dalias T:mes Herard Jan 21 1980 and Dailas Times
Herald May 29 19680

Daitas Mornmg New: Nov 6 1977
Datias T:mes He:alu Jar & 1980




Tom Pauken, the Republlcan cand date fo
has been telling people he is well-

Since you are the boss, you'll want to Iook atthe f
his qualifications — you be the iudge.‘ -

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law peactice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000:3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children.®

it this is the best he can do to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

Pollﬁcal Experlenoe"

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 196, and the voters rejected
him.$

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed!.y the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fiV one of the most
important jobs in our country?

'Financial Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken,
Ottice of the Secretary of State. Austin. TX. Mar. 3.1976

. ‘Canaicate Financa! )sclosure Statement. Congressional
Candidate Tom Fuef 1\ U.S MHouse of Representatives.
Washington, D C. O¢ 30, 1978

3Cangidate Financal Disclosure Statement Congressional
Candigate Tom Pauken. U.S. House of Represeniatives.
Washington, D C .. Oct 30. 1978

‘Dailes Morning News. Sept. 25. 1979 and Dallas Times
Hereld. Jan 5. 1980

*Dalias Times Heraid. Jan 21. 1980 and Dalias Times

Heralo. May 29, 1980

*Dalias Morning News, Nov 6. 1977

'‘Dallas Times Herald. Jan 9. 1980

ExhlbltAmt’mlary for US Congressman
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COMPLAINT

General Counsel

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

Dear Sir:

In accordance with the provisions of 2 U.S.C.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 CFR § 111.4, I hereby file this

Complaint.

1. Complainant.

Mr. Royal Massett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garland, Texas 75041

Resgggdent.
Mr. Jim Mattox

3% Complaint.

Respondent failed to comply with 2 U.S.C. § 4414,
and 11 CFR § 110.11 in taking out an advertisement with-

out proper disclosure.
4. Facts.

On Wednesday, August 20, 1980, Respondent or his
authorized agents took out advertisements in the Mesquite
Daily News, Mesquite, Texas and The Shopping News, Dallas,
Texas copies of which are attached hereto as Exhibits "A"
and "B" respectively.

The original of the advertisement given to the
Mesquite Daily News was in identical form to the advertise-
ment as it appeared on August 20, 1980. A copy of the
original given to the Mesquite Daily News is attached as

Exhibit "C".
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Smce you are the boss.you

~ his qualifications — you be the judge. ;' : f : :
#ue -~ Yhat About His

Work Experience?

%% Thefacts show that the only

-

L

ubstantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that pb in disgrace after

- only a year. :
Heisa lawyer, but he has never

been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,

, 1975." Two years later, in 1977, his

-fotal income from law practice was
--reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
10 $6,000.

“1n 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane

| . Fonda around the country showing a

political film about her.* The movie

» proved to be an embarrassment to
; both him and the Republican

Party ]
Heis presently unemployed and

~ -says he is living off borrowed money to

support his wife and five children
if this is the best he can do to

_.manage his own affairs in our free

enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

. What About I-lb
Political Experience?
Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for

political office into flim-flam
productions. .

He is a political nomad who has

-- moved from district to district trying to

get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976 and the voters rejected
him.¢ :

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected himin 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to runin 1980.” They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

‘Financial Staternent. State Senste Candidate Tom Pauken.

"7 - Office of the Secretary of State. Austin. TX. Mar. 3 1976

-Candigate Financial Disciosure Statement. Congressional
Candidate Tom Pauken. U S. House of Representatives.
Wasnington. D.C . Oct. 30. 1978

‘Canaigate Financial Disclosure Statement.Congressionat
Candigate Tom Pauken. U.8 House of Representatives.
© Washington. D C . Oct 30. 1978

Exhibit

“Dalias Morning News. Sept. 25. 1979 and Daliss Times
Heraid. Jan 5. 1980

*Dallas Times MHerald. Jan 21 1980 and Dallas Times
Herald. May 29. 1980

*Dalias Morning News. Nov 6. 1977

‘Daias Times Herald. Jan 9 1980
"Annual salary for US Congressman
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Since you are the boss, you'll want to look at the facts about' S
his qualmcatlons — you be the judge. . .

~ What Aboul His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in dnsgrace aﬂer
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975.”' Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,858.2 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
10$6000°

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie

proved to be an embarrassment {0
both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five children ®

it this is the best he cando to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
-anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

What About His
Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed 1o turn three bids for

. political office into flim-tlam

productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him 6

He then moved into our district 10
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers woutd not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected himin 1978

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable pefsonal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone eise
to run in 1980." They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed by the big-spending
special interests

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fill one of the most
important jobs in our country?

Financial Sterement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken
Ottice of the Secretary of State. Austin TX. Mar 3 1976

Coanagate Financia) Disciosure Staterment Congressiona’
Candrdate Tom Pauken U'S House of Representatives
Wasnington DC  Oct 3¢ 1978

Cancraste Fnancial Drscrosure S:alement Congressional
Cangigate Tor Pausen U S House of Repr
Washington DC  Oc? 30 1978

*‘Dallas Morning News Septl 25 1979 anc Dai:as Trmes
bveraic Jar S 1980

Dalias T:mes Herald Jan 2° 1980 ana Datas Times
Herald May 29 1980

Daitas Morning New: Nov 6 1977
Ditias T:mes He:are Jan & 1980
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Since you are the boss, you'll want to loek: atthe!
his qualifications — you be the judge

What About His
Work Experience?

The facts show that the only
substantive job Tom Pauken has ever
had was in 1971. He worked then as a
lower-level staffer in the Nixon White
House, but left that job in disgrace after
only a year.

He is a lawyer, but he has never
been successful. His first law practice
went “out of business as of December,
1975." Two years later, in 1977, his
total income from law practice was
reported to be only $10,8582 Then, in
1978, his “estimated” income dropped
to $6,000.3

In 1979 he announced he was giving
up law practice and began trying to
make a living following actress Jane
Fonda around the country showing a
political film about her.* The movie
proved to be an embarrassment to
both him and the Republican
Party.

He is presently unemployed and
says he is living off borrowed money to
support his wife and five childrens

if this is the best he can do to
manage his own affairs in our free
enterprise system, how could
anyone believe that he could do any
better for the people of our country?

What About I-lis
Political Experience?

Pauken is a professional candidate
who has managed to turn three bids for
political office into flim-flam
productions.

He is a political nomad who has
moved from district to district trying to
get elected with no real involvement
nor attachment with any community.
He moved from North Dallas to near
Highland Park and ran for the State
Senate in 1976, and the voters rejected
him.$

He then moved into our district to
run for Congress because the North
Dallas power brokers would not
support him where he was then living.

You rejected him in 1978.

His close identity with the ultra right-
wing and questionable personal
finances caused responsible
Republicans to look for someone else
to run in 1980.7 They were
unsuccessful and he is now running
another campaign of deceit and
distortion financed!.y the big-spending
special interests.

Tom Pauken would like to start at
the top in a job paying $60,662.50.
Would you hire someone with his
experience to fiV one of the most
important jobs in our country?

'Financial Statement. State Senate Candidate Tom Pauken
Office of the Secretary of State. Austin, TX, Mar. 3,1976

~ *Candigate Financia! sciosure Statement, Congressional

Canaicate Tom Fasf \ U.S House of Representatives.
washington. D.C. Oy 30. 1978

’Candidate Financial Discliosure St .Cong al
Candidate Tom Pauken. U S House of R.pvmnunves

Washington. D.C.. Oct 30. 1978

*Dallas Morning News. Sept 25. 1979 and Dallas Times

Herald. Jan 5. 1980

*Dalias Times Herald. Jan 21, 1980 and Davas Times
Herala. May 29. 1980

*Dalias Mormng News. Nov 6. 1977

'Dalias Times Herald. Jan 9 1980

Exh1b1 tAmcmhvy for US Congressman




Mr. Royal Masgsett
204 Ridgewood Shopping Center
Garldhd, Texas 75041

-

~ CERTIFIED MAIL

CERTIFIED
P12 435221¢

General Counsel

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