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MEERAV ELECTION COMMISSION

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

J) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(5) Internal Documents

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking
Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)
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FIEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH*4cG7O#. CXC 20W

Nay 10,18

Mr, Paul lattzis, Cbemixw"The IDmcktA.oa Cu Aty Cittee
of Lee CO tY, ig

P.O. Sob 404
Jonesville, Virginia 24263

RE: MDR 1356

Dear Mr. Harris:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election C a%'Mpaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and'96 of Title 26#, U.S. .Code.
The Commission merged MUR 1358 with IU= 13289.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441dp and,
2) reason to believe that -it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 461a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced I=U.. However, after considering the cireima ae of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so _within ten
days.

C The Commission reminds you that making expenditures, (not
elk! authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take imimediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future. (;cerely,

Danny McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



ULCTO COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.x "W*

'.Curtis zerge, Esqire
Sedan and Berge
7600 Old Spriughousef Road
McLean,, Virginia 22102

RE: -MURs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Berge:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the. allegations
of your complaints and determined that on the basis of the
information provided in your complaints and information provided
by. the respondents , there' is: 1) no reason to -believe that a
violation of 2 U.s.c. S 441d has been comitted; and, 2) reakson
to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.*R.
5 110.7 (a) and (b) *has. been committed. Rowever , af ter considering
the circumstances of this matter, the Comission has determined
to take no further action with regard to the violation and close
the file as it pertains to the respondent.

The'Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to'
seek judicial review of the Commission's action in this matter.
See 2 U.S.C. S 43!g (a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a viol ation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Danny7L.McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



VIM * FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Lawrence . F-ame, -III, Esquire
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219

RE: MDR 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Framme:

This letter is in regard to two complaints, designated
MUR 1328 and MUR 1358, filed by the Republican Party of Virginia
against your clients, the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke
County, the Democratic County Committee of Orange County, the
Democratic County Committee of Rappahannock County, the

ve Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, the Democratic-

County Committee of Clarke County, the Democratic 
County

Committee of Greene County, the Democratic County Committee of
o Gloucester County, the Democratic County Committee of Mathews

County, the Democratic County Committee of Goochland County, the
o Democratic County Committee of Lunenberg County, the Democratic

City Committee of Hopewell, the Democratic County Committee of
Botetourt County, the Democratic County Committee of Henry.
County, the Democratic City Committee of Martinsville, the
Democratic County Committee of Warren County, the Democratic City

- Committee of Galax, the Democratic County Committee of Grayson
County, and the Democratic County Committee of Lee County. The
complaints alleged that the committees had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

c e
On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to

believe that these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a



4141 and 11 CFIR. L . &
vte steps to insure t

sittee8 have also be'"
If you have any quesW
(202) 523-4000.

( ncerely,

Dan L.McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



-PFEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
S WASHNCTON. D.C. 204

May 10, 1982

Mr * Watkins Ell.:L ZZ Chatr~
The Demorai Coonty C itt"e

of Orange County, Virginia
P.O. Box 1080
Orange, Virginia 22960

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Elleson:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated tU 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.SC. S 4414 .md,,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 443. AM
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the abo0e
referenced MR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

DanL cD4

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



mI

WASC 1N t. D.C.,20*3

Nay 10, 1982

Mx,, Claud D. Carter,, Chairman
The DemocratIc County Coitte

of Bote-turt County Virginia-
P.O. Box 368
Daleville, Virginia 24083

BE: HWR 1328

Dear Mr. Carter:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated NUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a ad
11 C.3.. I 10.7(a) and (b) in donnection with the a e
referenced IW. However, after considering the circumstances of
this qtter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take imediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

~cerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

May 10, 19,-82'

Tbe Des Rduac, Couity Crmattn e
of Lunenberg County, Virginia

Lunenburg County, Virginia

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Edmunds:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of ,a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

__ On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

O 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the abop

0) referenced MR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

C days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
o3 authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
(4 connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

ncerely,

Danny L. cDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



IVEDEAL ELECTION COMMtSSON
WASU"GVOW, D.C. a".3

Ny ,10, 1982
zn : hA n

-no, Dotty A I.
The Dlemacra. co~ ~~tte

Of RaoeO*yVI*~nia
5134 Renington oS.
Roanoke, irginia 24014

RE: XUR 1328

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated NUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.,S Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
€ believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 44,du and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 442* and
o 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the m

referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumtances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

o materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not€0 authorized by the National Committee of a political party

Cq pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee"in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

Cr for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAiHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

The Deocti Cunty comittee
of 8op 1e1 Countty, Virginia

Rpewell, Virginia 23860

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Trana:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint,.designated MUR 1328, alleging that your ciomtteee bad
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

_ - On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that-your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441d; and,0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and

11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of te

p7 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to subit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

O days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
oauthorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
(N connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

ncerely,

Danny L McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

The Democratic County Cinitteeof Gooi::c land County, Virginia- * : !

Kents Store, Virginia 23084

RE: XUR 1328

Dear Mrs. Bowles:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a-
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

o referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and closq its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

C days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
o authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
C4 connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

~~~cerely, /9

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Coumission



Lawrence Uht#., Chaim
The Democrati Ce .t C itte

of Clarke 'ut, Virginia
Battleton Drive
Berryville, Virginia 22611

22: UaR 1328

Dear Mr. White:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified-you of a
complaint, designated bUR 1328, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campign Act of
1971, as amended, .or Chapteri 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.t

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
O believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 44141 and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 443a z*d
o 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection vith the above

referenced NUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

O materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

c The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

C pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Socerely,

Danny L.72 Dona ld
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

May 30, 1982



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

A. . Keysen, Chairman
The Democratic County Comittee

of Rappahannock County, Virginia
Washington, Virginia 22747

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Keysen:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

OD 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the aboveO referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

o days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(d)) by a local party committee in

N connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

ncerely,

Danny L McDonald
Vice Ch irman for the
Federal Election Commission



FIEVM I.ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGtON. D.C. 20403

Nay 10, 1982

Juan whittington, Chairman
The Democratic County Committeeof Amelia County, Virginia
Route 4, Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Whittington:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
:) believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441d; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
.,action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

0 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

OThe Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee in

o connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

ncerely,

Danny L. c~onald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



Dr, Van B; n, er CbaLrman
The Democratic City COmitte.

of Galax, Vitzg~a
212 West Center Street
Galax, Virginia 24333

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Dr. McCarter:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced XUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

C3 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

o The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(d)) by a local party committee in

CC, connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

S a cerely,

Danny L. cDona id
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



P~~. ELETIONCOM SION,
WAS$,WCON CTI0N-JC

May 10t 1982

Kr. Kenneth 3roof Chairman
The Democratic County Coitt..

of Grayson County, Virginia
Route 1, BOX 45
Fnes, Virginia 24330

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Broon:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

m

On may 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
O believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

O The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Vice C irman for the
Federal Election Commission



Mrs Claude A..Stokes, Jr.,, haeirmin
t'he Demoratic county Ctttee

of Warren Cowuty, Virginia
1016 Virginia Avenue
Front Royal, Virginia 22630

RE: MDI 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

On December 31, 1980, the Comission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had

* violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced NUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within 'irt,, days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear .h%;, ,Mublic record, please do so within ten
days.

O The Cam' ion .a inds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by -ae National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Dany LMcDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



Ms8. Virginali , Chaizuan
The Democratic City Committee. of Martinsvllle, Virginia
1605 Mulberry load
Martinsville, Virginia 24112

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Nall:

On December 31, 1,1980, the Comission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapteri 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
obelieve that your Comiittaee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d a0r,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
0 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
.this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

o materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

oThe Commission reminds you that making expenditures-(not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

CN pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

nycerely '

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



The DemoratI County ommitte
of Henry County, Virginia

Main Street
Basset, Virginia 24055

RR: HUR 1328

Dear Mr. Marsh:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Danny cDonaldVice Chairman for the

Federal Election Commission



-E;! AL E. LION COMMSS ION l

ASNQ 04.0-C. 00

may 10, 1982

145.* Constance 0.18y, Chirman
The Democrati-C C-4oittee

of Greene County, Virinia
Aoute 1, Box 

2211

Standardsville, Virginia 22973

RE: M 1328

Dear Ms. Dudley:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
0 believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; ad,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
o 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

C public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
o materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Danny L./McDonald
Vice Chirman for the
Federal Election Comission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 204&3

Nay 10, 1982

David A. Bowers, Esquire
404 Shenandoah Building
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Bowers:

On April 9., 1981, the Commission notified your client, "the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging that
your committee had violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

N The Commission, on May 4, 1982,.determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint and information provided by

0 you, there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly,

o the Commission closed its file in this matter. This matter WIl
become a part of the public record within thirty days. The
Roanoke City Democratic Committee has also been notified of the
Commission's finding.

Sincerely,



ft.01*A T 0 MV COMSSION,

-Ma 10 x

Prentims W b. ,?iaurer .
"Roaloke C*iV Z0@1ttSr 0 oco"t• P.O. Sox *0
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: WMD 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging that your committee had violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

N o The Cmaission, on May 4, 1982, determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint and information provided by

O your committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been oammtted.

o Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter. This

matter will become a part of the public -record within thirty
days.

-Sincerely,



Mr. Paul 3RF.4ti* Cba -irman
The Democratic CO y C ittee

of Lee C ty, Vzginia
P.o. Sob 404
Jone*sville, Virginia 24263

RE: NOR 1358

Dear Mr. Harris:

On January S, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated 4UR 1358, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

Nv The Commission merged HUR 1358 with XUR 1328.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 44d; af4,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further

0 action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

Smaterials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

cc pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FED RNI ECTION COMMISSION
WASH INCt"O DiC.2*

J. Curtis Berge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
XcLean, Virginia 22102

RE: XURs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
ci of your complaints and determined that on the basis of theinformation provided in your complaints and information provided
Oby the respondents, there is: 1) no reason to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d has been committedl and, 2) reason
0 to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R.

S 110.7(a) and (b) has been committed. However, after consideing
the circumstancqs of this matter, the Commission has determined
to take no further action with regard to the violation and close
the file as it pertains to the respondent.

The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to
seek judicial review of the Commission's action in this matter.

C See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (8).

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

complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Lawrence H. Frameo,.III, Esquire
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219

RE: HUR 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Frame:

This letter is in regard to two complaints, designated
MUR 1328 and MUR 1358, filed by the Republican Party of Virginia
against your clients, the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke
County, the Democratic County Committee of Orange County, the
Democratic County Committee of Rappahannock County, the
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, the Democratic

Cq County Committee of Clarke County, the Democratic County
'Committee of Greene County, the Democratic County Committee of

O Gloucester County, the Democratic County Committee of Mathews
County, the Democratic County Committee of Goochland County, the

o Democratic County Committee of Lunenberg County, the Democratic
City Committee of Hopewell, the Democratic County Committee of
Botetourt County, the Democratic County Committee of Henry.

r County, the Dem6cratic City Committee of Martinsville, the
Democratic County Committee of Warren County, the Democratic City

OD Committee of Galax, the Democratic County Committee of Grayson
County, and the Democratic County Committee of Lee County. The
complaints alleged that the committees had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
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Mr. Watkins 311son, III , Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Orange County1, Virginia
P.O. Box 1080
Orange, Virginia 22960

RB: MUR 1328

DeariMr. Elleson:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced XUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

..



FEDERAI ELECTION COMMISSION
WAS14NC-Tot4 D.C. MW4~

Kr. Claude D. Crte, CMi Ean
The Democratic Couty C ittet

of Sotetolrt County, Virginia
P.O. Box 368
Daleville, Virginia 24083

RBE: MIR 1328

Dear Kr. Carter:

On December 31, 1980, the Co-ission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Codi.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
0 believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
0 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

referenced MIU. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, thq Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

o materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

OThe Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL E.LECTION COMMISSION
WAkiN104T0N. D.C 20463

Mr. James Rdmunds, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Lunenberg County, Virginia
Lunenburg County, Virginia

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Edmunds:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, .designated bUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering th%. i.ircumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
,materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by tbe National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committe- in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAkL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASKINCTON D.C 3*30

s. Betty. Ann aunders, Chairman
The Deocratic County C tte.

of Roanoke -COintyl Vitinia
5134 Remington loa, SoW.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, .O.8.Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
0 believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d4 and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
0 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

referenced XUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and closE its file. The file will be made part of the
• public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

O materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
Sdays.

cThe Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

( pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee"in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

9J\t



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINTON. D.C. 2W3

Ks. Heda Trana, Chairman
The Democratic County Comittee

of Hopewell County, Virginia
Nopewell, Virginia- 23860

RE: MM 1328

Dear Ms. Trana:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sactions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441dj and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above *
referenced RUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any.materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that' making expenditures (not
authorized by the'National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mrs. Dorothy Bowles, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of G6ochland County, Virginia.
Rents Store, Virginia 23084

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mrs. Bowles:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a.
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

! 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above

0 referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record wthin thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear or the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

L/



FED'M ILECTION4 COMMISSION
....... .... DC 3*

Lawrence whi~e qi0 z
The Deno0trat ic ..uCnt c- t

of Clarke, Couftty VirgiLa
Battleton Drive
Berryville, Virginia 22611

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. White:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had

p . violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

3 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a afd
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and 'b) in connection with the above
referenced HUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

'V days.

C The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



w

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

A. H. Keysen, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Rappahannock County, Virginia
Washington, Virginia 22747

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Keysen:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and

C5 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

qW
The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not

0 authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

o for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAl. ,.ION COMMISSION
WAHI',TON, D.C. MW

Juan Whittington, Chairman
The Democratic County Cite

of Amelia County, Virginia
foute 4, Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002

RE: UR 1328

Dear Mr. Whittington:

On November 3, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated JUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced IUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Comission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



*,FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C MW*

Dr. Van B. 0 ....wre; Chairma
The Desocratic 01tCmMittee

of Galax, Virginia
212 West Centoe Sttt
Galax, Virginia 24333

RB: MR 1328

Dear Dr. McCarter:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated 14UR 1328, alleging that your committee had

0 violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
,action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
'public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 5 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



.4N

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA*ONCON. D.C. 20463

S. Mr. Kenn*e.th, Q, , .b0"'
The DemIOCatic County 'Coftitteeof Gray County, Virginia

Route 1, Box 45
Fnes., Virginia 24330

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Broon:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

oD 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441 afid

11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
I') referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of

this matter, the Commission has determined to take no furtherL
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not

authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FLIDEfAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA5NHOW OC. 20*3

Mr, Claude A..Stoke 3:, chairman
The Democrat County Coittee

of Warren, Co,. ty, Virginia
1016 Virginia Avehue
Front Royal, Virginia 22630

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated NUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
e believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
.referenced MDI. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not

authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee in

00 connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



f E 0ERAL. EL EC TIO N COMMI SS ION

Ms. Virginia- Hall, Chairman
The Democratic City Cottee

of MartinoA, e Virinia
1605 Mulberry lXoad
M4artinsville, Virginia 24112

RE: MMH 1328

Dear Ns. Hall:

On December 31, 1,1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated M4UR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971,, as amended, or Chapter* 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o: 2)' reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a anid
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further-
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

CMI public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
* materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

days.

C14 The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



F#~EtRo I ION COMMISSION

The DeOcratIo- 't' ittee
of Henry oY¥, Virginia •

Main Street "
Basset, Virginia 240SS

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Marsh:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 19820 the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Comittee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

C5 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, thq Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of thecr, public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FQRL E LECTION, COMMISSION
WA*64".70. .C. 2*)

Ms. Constance Dud), Cbaiz'an
The Democratic Cou4W 06Cot' tee

of Greene County Vir a
aoute 1, Box 221-
Standardsville, Virginia 22973

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Ms. Dudley:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated KUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d4 and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced NUE. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

C The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
CV authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
V-1- connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Mathews County, Virginia
Mathews, Virginia "23109

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Blanock:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a-
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and

o 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of

. this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

Smaterials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
C% authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. $ 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WMJHINCTON. D.C. 20*3

Mr. C. F. litks, Chairman
The Democr*tLc County Comittee• of Gloucester County, Virginia
Gloucester, virginfa 23061

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Hicks:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and

o 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of

fthis matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

qr

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur ih the future.

Sincerely,



F50 RAL ELECTI ON COMMISSION .

WASHliNGTON. D.C. 20463'

David A. Bower, aReuire,
404 Shenandoah Building
panoke, Virginia "24002

RE: RUE 1328

Dear Mr. Bowers:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified your client, the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging that
your committee had violated certain sections of the Federal

0 Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

qThe Commission, on May 4, 1982, determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint and information provided by
you, there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed. Accordingly,
the Commission closed its file in this matter. This matter will
become a part of the public record within thirty days. The
Roanoke City Democratic Committee has also been notified of the
Commission's finding.

CSincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Prentiss Webb, Irerer-
Roanoke City eottic Coittee
P.O. Box 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: NOR 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

On April 9, 1981t the Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging that your committee had violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on May 4, 1982, determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint and information provided by
your committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation of

o any statute within its jurisdiction has been cmitted.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter. This
matter will become a part of the public record within thirty

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

NGeneral Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



In the Matter of N M 1328

he Countyratic eand
Cwmuitt f PRmhannock

outyl, Virginia, et al. ) MR 1358

CEIFCATION

I, Marjorie W. EBmuns, fecrding Secretary for the Federal Election

Ociission Executive Session on May 4, 1982, do hereby certify that the

Cmissicn decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the following actions in the
0

above-captioned matter:

V 1. merge IUtR 1358 with MR 1328;

o 2. find no reason to believe that the Roanoke County D Ncratic
OcMMittee or the Orange County Democratic Oiwttee violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended,
because there is no evidence that they made an exp~iiture
in the general election advocating the election of Jimmy

oD Carter and Walter Mtrdale.

3. find that with regard to the Democratic County Committee
of Rappahannock County, the Dmocratic County Com-ittee of

CAmelia County, The Demcratic County Committee of Clarke

01 County, the Democratic County Ccuittee of Greene County,
the Democratic County Committee of Gloucester County, the
Democratic County Comittee of Mathews County, the DmMcratic
County Committee of Goochland County, the Democratic County
Committee of Lmenberg County, the Democratic City Committee
of Hopewl1, the Democratic County Ccmmittee of Henry County,
the Democratic City Committee of Martinsville, the Demcratic
County Committee of Warren County, the Democratic City
Committee of Galax, the Democratic County Committee of Grayson
County, the Democratic County Ccmnittee of Lee County, and the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee,

a) reason to believe that each violated 2 U.S.C.
§441a and 11 C.F.R. §110.7(a) and (b) by making an
expenditure in the general election advocating the
election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mtndale;

(Continued)



b) no reason to believe that each violated
2 U.S.C. S443 d and 11 C.F.R. 5UO.U fcr
failure to affix an adequate i n their

repetive advertieswumnts.

4. Take no further action and close the file.

5. Send the letters attached to the General Cotmsel's
April 21, 1982 report in this Matter.

Ccmissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, d, aarry, and eiche

voted affirmatively for the decision.

- Attest:

I"A

Date MarjorieW.~secretary of the cuMssn

C,



ELECTION CC
I. D.C. 203

-N:

Nmmi. 981, Lmm aom

mRYOin w~~DYan

April 23, L12 o

C f- M 1328 1358 -- 1

Peceived in , 4-22-2, 9:54.

Sm ab -nwd icumnit wms ci1tutad to tih Omo. m .oLn

a 48 how basis on April 22, 1982 at 4:00.

rpdts'oner Aikens suitt.ei an cbjeon on April 23, 1982

at 3:45.

This I:I will be placed on the ageda for the m--ie

Sessio of My 4, 1982.

F
F,

V,

0
tvr



april 2?. Ii*Z

xWIN 0Vo

W1K s

MarJorie nSmom

Staen Dlarndollar

JER 5325 & 1353

P leae have the attachod Genel Counsel I a port

diotriabsod to the Comission on a 43 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

AttaCimnt
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Zn the Matter of ) 82APR .) MUR 1328 82AR.U

The Democratic County ) and
Committee of Rappahannock )
County, Virginia et al. ) MDl 1358

GENR L COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. Statement of Facts

By letters dated October 30, 1980, and December 10, 1980,

the Republican Party of Virginia (Complainant) filed a 1omlnt

(see Attachments I and II), against the following Virginia

Democratic committees:

a) the Democratic County Committee of Rappahannock County;

b) the Democratic County Committee of Amelia County;

c) the Democratic County Committee of Clarke County;

d) the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County;

e) the Democratic County Committee of Greene County;

f) the Democratic County Committee of Orange County;

g) the Democratic County Committee of Gloucester County;

h) the Democratic County Committee of Mathews County;

i) the Democratic County Committee of Goochland County;

j) the Democratic County Committee of Lunenburg County;

k) the Democratic City Committee of Hopewell;

1) the Democratic County Committee of Botetourt County;

m) the Democratic County Committee of Henry County;

n) the Democratic City Committee of Martinsville;

0) the Democratic County Committee of Warren County;



w
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p) the Democratic City Coumittee of Galaxi and,

q) the Democratic County Committee of Grayson Couotyu

Virginia.

In addition to the complaint and addendum mentioned above,

the complainant filed an additional complaint by letter of

December 27, 1980, against the Democratic County Committee of Lee

County, Virginia (see Attachment III). The facts and issues

presented in the later complaint are similar to the facts and

issues presented by the earlier complaint, except that the

advertisements in question were radio advertisements rather than

newspaper advertisements; the later complaint became MUR 1358.

The Office of General Counsel is recommending that MUR 1358 be

merged with 14UR 1328. Both matters will be considered in this

report.

The complaints allege that the respondents placed

advertisements in their respective county newspapers or on the

radio that expressly advocated the election to federal office of

clearly identifiable candidates -- President Carter and Walter

Mondale. Attached to the complaints are copies of many of the

advertisements in question (see Attachments I, II and II); it is

the complainant's contention that the notices printed on or

broadcast with these advertisements are in violation of 2 U.S.C.

$ 441d, because they fail to state who paid for the

advertisements. Furthermore, this notice implies that the

expenditures in question were neither authorized by nor reported

by the Democratic National Committee (DNC) and thus not valid

party expenditures made pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d).
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The respondents replied, through counsel, to the aIe gttns

made by the complainant by letters of December 8, 1980 ad

January 20, 1981. (See Attachment IV). It is the res*0bft

contention that the advertisements in question were pladed in

newspapers of limited circulation, and that the respondents had

no intent to violate the Act. In addition to the general

defense, the response sets forth facts that are pertinent to the

various individual respondents. Of those individual responses,

only those facts set forth by the Roanoke County Democratic

Committee and the Orange County Democratic Committee are

significant.

The Roanoke County Democratic Comittee contends that it did

not place the advertisement attached to the complaint. Rather,

it states that the Roanoke City Democratic Committee placed the

advertisement and that the Roanoke City Democratic Committee and

the Roanoke County Democratic Committee are two separate and

distinct organizations. Exhibit "A of the complainants

December 10, 1980 letter (See Attachment II), is a copy of the

newspaper advertisement in question. The S 441d notice that

appears on this advertisement states "by authority of Prentis

Webb, Treasurer, Roanoke City Democratic Committee (emphasis

added). Thus, the evidence indicates that the wrong committee

was named as a respondent by the complainant. On April 9, 1981,

the Office of General Counsel served the Roanoke City Democratic

Committee with a copy of the complaint making it a respondent in

this matter.



The Orange County Democratic Committee (Orange

contends that it neither placed an advertisement nor au sod.. ,t

the placement of any advertisement advocating the election of.*'a

presidential candidate in the 1980 election and poin t... ca,

fact that the complainant has not brought forth any supporti0n

documentary evidence. However, Orange County states that two

individual members of the committee placed and paid for, as

individuals, and without consulting with Orange County, an

advertisement advocating the re-election of Jimmy Carter and

Walter Mondale; such advertisement was not forwarded by the

Committee.

Orange County is correct in stating that the complainant was

unable to document its allegations that Orange County authorized,

sponsored, or paid for an advertisement advocating the re-

election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale. The complainant's

allegation is unsubstantiated by any supporting evidence and is

specifically denied by Orange County, which in addition to

denying the allegation, gives a credible explanation of who did

sponsor an advertisement in Orange County advocating Jimmy

Carter's re-election.

II. Factual and Legal Analysis

Since the evidence indicates that the Roanoke County

Democratic Committee and the Orange County Democratic Committee

did not place any advertisements, the Office of General Counsel



recommends that the Commission find no reason to beltiv '.Ih

violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as .

The following analysis pertains to the remainder of the repets

who did place advertisements.

Party Expenditure

Under 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d) (1), ...the national committee of a

political party and a State committee of a political party,

including any subordinate committee of a State committee, may make

expenditures in connection with the general election campaign of

candidates for Federal office...N. If the expenditures are made,

however, by a state committee or a subordinate committee of a state

committee, the state committee or subordinate committee must be

designated by the national committee as its agent (emphasis added).

See 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a)(4) and AO 1980-87.

In the matter at hand, the respondents are all subordinate

committees of the Democratic Party of Virginia, and most of then

made expenditures in connection with the general election campaign

of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale -- candidates for federal

office. According to the respondents and according to the DNC (see

Attachment IV and V), the respondent made these expenditures as the

designated agents of the DNC, pursuant to a ratification agreement

entered into by the parties. The letters of March 10, 1981 and

March 26, 1981 (Attachment V) taken together are meant to

constitute a ratification of the prior acts of the respondent
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committees. The Commission, however, has previously-,

these ratification agreements are not sufficient to atis Ai

agency requirements of 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a)(4).

Party committees, including subordinate committees, are not

permitted to make independent expenditures because of the close

relationship between a party and its candidates. To do so would

violate 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b).

All the expenditures in question are below $1,000. On the

basis of 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f), these committees may have believed

that they could have made expenditures up to $1,000. 26 U.S.C.

S 9012(f) prohibits expenditures in excess of $1,000 by many

political committee which is not an authorized committee with

respect to the eligible candidates of a political party for

President and Vice President in a Presidential election" which

would constitute qualified campaign expenses if incurred by the

candidate's authorized committee. Under the Presidential

Election Campaign Fund Act, the term

"political committee" means any committee,
association, or organization (whether or not
incorporated) which accepts contributions or
makes expenditures for the purpose of
influencing, or attempting to influence, the
nomination or election of one or more
individuals to Federal, State, or local



elective4*1a off ice. 26 U.S.C.

Party committees, such as these respondents, could havo

relied upon S 9012(f)'s prohibition on expenditures exeedin

$1,000, as a grant of permission to all political coimitt~,

including party committees, to spend up to $1,000 in support of a

Presidential candidate in a general election. The

1/ We are aware that 11 C.F.R. S 9002.9 contains an exception,
for the purposes of S 9012(f), to the definition of
political comittee found at 26 U.S.C. S 9002(9); the

C regulation states that for the purpose of S 9012(f) the term
"political committeeO shall be defined in accordance with 11
C.F.R. S 100.5, a more narrow definition of political
committee. The Commission's purpose in including this
exception was to make clear that it was not asserting

0 jurisdiction over entities not involved in Federal
elections. It is arguable that some of the local party
entities in question are not political committees under the
narrower definitions found at S 100.5(c), since they may not
have made *expenditures aggregating in excess of $1,000

0 during the calendar year." 11 C.F.R. S 100.5(c). It is our
view that the result reached with regard to these Committees
would be the same regardless of which definition is used.
Under the narrower definition found at S 100.5(c), a local

CD party entity making expenditures of up to $1,000 would not
be a political committee and therefore 26 U.S.C. S 9012(f)
would not apply. Under the broader definition of political
committee found at 26 U.S.C. S 9002(9), a local party
committee may have relied on S 9012(f) as authority to spend
up to $1,000 on behalf of a publicly funded presidential
candidate. Thus, if S 9012(f) applies to party committees,
under either definition of political committee, no local
party committee would be permitted to spend more than $1,000
on behalf of a presidential candidate who accepted public
funding. The Commission need not decide whether party
committees are covered by S 9012(f). Rather, as set forth,
infra, the confusion over definitions and the regulations
supports the conclusion that the Commission should take no
action against a party committee making expenditures of up
to $1,000.



toinission explicitly adopted this view with re_9

committees in its 1977 regulations. 11 C.F.R, S 1I1 -(51

stated:

Any expenditures by a State, county, city or
congressional district committee of a
political party, the primary purpose of which
is to further the general election campaign
of that party's nominee or nominees, that
also furthers the general election campaign
of that party's candidates for President and
Vice President shall not constitute the
making of a contribution or expenditure to a
Federal candidate as long as the expenditure
does not exceed $1,000 per such committee.

-- Such expenditures shall not count toward the
limits of S 110.7(a), (b)(1) and (b)(2).

The explanation and justification for this regulation cast

additional light on this provision:

[S] ubordinate state party committees may make
coordinated or uncoordinated expenditures of
up to $1,000 on behalf of the party's

t' Presidential ticket. These expenditures are
reported to the Presidential candidate's
principal campaign commitee but do not count
against any spending limitations. This

C provision is derived from 26 U.S.C.

04. S 9012(f).

GWhile it is true that the Commission in its 1980 regulations

deleted S 110.7(b)(5), it did so without any explanation.

This argument is not affected by the Supreme Court's equally

divided affirmance in Federal Election Commission v. Americans

for Change, 512 F.Supp. 489 (D.D.C. 1980), aff'd,

50 U.S.L.W. 4168 (January 19, 1982). That case dealt with

independent expenditures, which party committees may not make.

Moreover, regardless of the effect of the court's decision, it

remains that party committees, such as the Committees in



Me'I-

question, may have interpreted 5 9012(f), particularly,

the Commission's 1977 regulation, as permitting oxpen4~~

whether coordinated or not of up to $1,000 on behalf Q

Presidential candidates.

While it is conceivable that this provision is no longer

necessary for party committees because of the numerous exemptions

for local party activity contained in the 1979 amendments, it

would seem inadvisable to pursue local party committees for

violations if their expenditures amounted to less than $1,000.

The ambiguity of the statutory language and the fact that local

C1 party committees may have interpreted S 9012(f) to permit

O expenditures of up to $1,000 to further the election of their

Presidential candidate militate against further Commission action

rdu7against these respondents except for a findi:.. of reason to

believe that they have violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.IPR.

0 S 110.7(a) and (b.

N Notice Provision

2 U.S.C. S 441d (a) (3) states that:

Whenever any person makes an expenditure for
the purpose of financing communications
expressly advocating the election or defeat
of a clearly identified candidate or solicits
any contribution through any broadcasting
station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor
advertising facility, direct mailing or any
other type of general public political
advertising such communication - if not
authorized by a candidate, an authorized
political committee of a candidate, or its
agents, shall clearly state the name of the
person who paid for the communication and
state that the communication is not
authorized by any candidate or candidate's
committee. (emphasis added)
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The advertisements used by the respondents ,e~pr**#

advocate the re-election of Jimmy Carter and Walter I 4

using such words as Ore-elect, vote for=, "elect, ot

The advertisements contain a statement that clearly says h

advertisement was either paid for or authorized by the local

committee. None of the advertisements contain, however# a

statement that the advertisement was authorized by the

Carter/ktondale Committee as required by 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(3).

However, there is a discrepancy between the requirements of

2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) (3) and 11 C.F.R. S 110.11(a) (1) (iv)

concerning the notification requirements of unauthorized

expenditures. The statute requires both a statement of non-

authorization and listing of the person paying for the

communication. The regulation requires only a statement listing

the committee that paid for the communication. The regulation

states, "Such communication, if paid for and authorized by a

political committee, other than an authorized committee of a

candidate(s), shall clearly state that the communication has been

paid for by such political committee."

It should be added that all the advertisements in question

clearly and conspicuously state that they were paid for or

authorized by the local committee in question. It is apparent

that there was no attempt to deceive the public, for the reader

would certainly understand that the various Committees paid for

each advertisement. Furthermore, the amount of the expenditure

involved is small, with none exceeding $200. Therefore, it is

the Office of General Counsel's recommendation that the



Commission find no reason to believe that the ....

violated 2 U.S.C. $ 441d and 11 C.F.R. S 110.I.

IV. Recommendations

The Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission:

1. the Commission merge MUR 1358 with MUR 1328;

2. the Commission find no reason to believe that the Roanoke
County Democratic Committee or the Orange County Democratic
Committee violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, because there is no evidence that they
made an expenditure in the general election advocating the

oD election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale.

O 3. the Commission, with regard to the Democratic County
Committee of Rappahannock County, the Democratic County
Committee of Amelia County, the Democratic County Committee
of Clarke County, the Democratic County Committee of Greene
County, the Democratic County Committee of Gloucester
County, the Democratic County Committee of Mathews County,
the Democratic County Committee of Goochland County, the
Democratic County Committee of Lunenberg County, the
Democratic City Committee of Hopewell, the Democratic County
Committee of Botetourt County, the Democratic County
Committee of Henry County, the Democratic City Committee of
Martinsville, the Democratic County Committee of Warren

cCounty, the Democratic City Committee of Galax, the
Democratic County Committee of Grayson County, the
Democratic County Committee of Lee County, and the Roanoke
City Democratic Committee,

a) find reason to believe that each violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) by making
an expenditure in the general election advocating
the election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale;

b) find no reason to believe that each violated
2 U.S.C. S 441d and 11 C.F.R. S 110.11 for failure
to affix an adequate notice on their respective
advertisements.
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General Counsel
Federal Election Commission a
1325 K. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Deer Member of the Cmmission:

This letter constitutes a complaint filed on
'behalf of our client, the Rep-h14 e-n Razr 6S U-. ainia, llq
East Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, 

a political CA

committee as defined under 2 U.S.C. S431(c), against the.
Democratic County Committee of itppk Comnty, Virginia,
Mr. A. H. Keyser., Chairman, Washington, Virginia 22747;
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, Virginia, Mr.
Juan Whittington, Chairman, Route 4, Box 136, Amelia,
Virginia 23002; and, the Democratic County Committee of
Clarke County, Virginia, Mr. Lawrence White, Chairman,
Battleton Drive, Berryville, Virginia 22611.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of The
Rappahannock News of Thursday, October 16, 1980. You-will
note that, on page 3, there is a two cblumn advertisement
advocating the election of Jiumy Carter as President.
Please note that the advertisement bears a disclaimer,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S441(d), which states that the advertise-
ment was placed by authority of Edward Baily, Treasurer of
the Rappahannock Democratic Party.

Upon information and belief, similar newspaper
advertisements were published in local newspapers in Amelia
and Clarke Counties, Virginia, by the respective Democratic
County Committees in those localities.



General Counsel
Page Two
October 30,1980

tht: 2 U.S.C. .9441(a) (d) (1) states in applicable pat,
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee May
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal office...'

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.
S441(a) (d) (2), 11 CFR 110.7(a) (1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States...

11 CFR 110.7(a) (4) states that:

0 "The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section

0 through any agent, including state and subordinateparty co . .:s* • I

In A 1980 e Federal Election Commission
determined that sions of the Federal Election

o Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission,
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper adver-
tisements in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by

4the national committee.

co The advertisement disclaime iplies. at the
advertisement was not paid for by the qD raic County
Committees of Amelia, Clarke, and Rappahannok ('-i i- as
agents of the Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisement, the expenditures
were made in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws.



Your prampt attention to this complaint vos44-, be
appreciated.

* Since~ ,

Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and 0vo;n to
before me thisO day
of October, 198 .r --

My commission expires

Attachment
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General Counsel-
Federal Election Commission r"
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Members of the.Couueission:

This letter constitutes an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 30, 1980, on behalf of
our client,. The Republican Part of Virginia, 115 East GraceC Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219 against the Democratic

0 County Committee of Rappahannock Contyt, Virginia, theDemocratic County Committee of Amelia County Virginia, and
the Democratic County Committee of Clarke County Virginia.

The complaint of October 31, 1980 is hereby amended
o to include the following Committees:

qW 1. The Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,
Virginia, Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman, 5134Remington Road, S.W., RoanQke, Virginia 24014.

* 2. The Democratic County Committee of Greene County,
Virginia, Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman, Route 1,
Box 221K, Stanardsville, Virginia 22973.

3. The-Democratic County Committee of Orange County,
Virginia, Mr. Watkins Ellerson, III, Chairman,
Post Office Box 1080, Orange, Virginia 22960.

4. The Democratic County Committee of Gloucester
County, Virginia, Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman,
Gloucester, Virginia 23061.



tral gection Comission

camber 10, 1980

" 5. The Desiocratic County Committee of Mathwow Cty,
Virginia, F. Paul Blanock, Chairman, Mat w,
Virginia 23109.

6. The Democratic County Comnittee of Goochland
County, Virginia, Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chaizumm,
Rents Store, Virginia 23084.

7. The Democratic County Committee of Lmnen0w
County, Virginia, Mr. James Edmunds, Chairman,
Kenbridge, Virginia 23944.

4 8. The Democratic City Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Ms. Hilda Traina, Chairman, 3408 Vinton Street,Hopewell, Virginia 23860.

9. The Democratic County Committee of Botetourt"
O County, Virginia, Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman,

Post Office Box 368, Daleville, Virginia 24083.

10. The Democratic County Committee of Henry Coumty,
Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman, Main Street,.

o Basset, Virginia 24055.

11. The Democratic City Committee of Martinsville,
oD Virginia, Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman, 1605 Mulberry

Road, Martinsville, Virginia 24112.

.12. The Democratic County Committee of Warren County,0Virginia, Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman,
1016 Virginia Avenue, Front Royal, Virginia 22630.

13. The Democratic City Committee of Galax, Virginia,
Dr. Van B. McCarter, 212 West Center Street,
Galax, Virginia 24333.

14. The Democratic County Committee: of Grayson County,
Virginia, Mr. Kenneth Broom, Route 1, Box 45,
Fries, Virginia 24330.



>7 aral Election Comission A<: Three ,+ 9 0... . .< .:+!
' .. ember 10, ,,..

Attached hereto as Exhibits A through N
of advertisements, advocating the election of J" -
which appeared in the following newspapers. Each ad+ e+ ttu WWI
contains a disclaimer which states that one of the aittees
listed above paid for the advertisement:

A. The Roa'oke Times and World News of Novemer 1,1'980;

B. The Ameila Bulletin Monitor of October 30, 1980;
C. The Green County Record of October 30, 198Q;

D. The Clarke County Courier of October 23, 1980;

E. The Clarke County Courier of October 30, 1980;

F. The Gloucester - Methews Gazette Journal of
October 30, 1980;

G. The Goochland Gazette of October 30, 1980;

H. The KenbridRe - Victoria Dispatch of October 30,
1980;

I. The Fincastle Herald of October 30, 1980;

J. The Progress Index of October 30, 1980;

K. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 2, 1980;

L. The.Martinsville Bulletin of November 3, 1980;

M. The Front Ro:al-Warren Sentinel of October 30,
1980;

N. The Galax Gazette of October 31, 1980.

2 U.S.C. §441(a)(d)(l) states in applicable part,
that:

r020



CGnteral CounSel
er*1 -24ectibn Commission

Page 70W
Decembex ,l0, 1980

"a national committee of a political party ma,4
state committee of a political party, inc l'd
any subordinate committee of a state committee 35
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
o fice. "

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.
5441 (a) (d) (2), 11 CFR 110.7 (a) (1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States.-.."

11 CFR ll0.7 (a) (4) states that:
"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section.
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper advertise-
ments in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The disclaimers which appear on the advertisements
imply that the advertisements were not paid for 1y the
various Democratic City and County Committees as agents of
the Democratic National Committees. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisements, the expen-
ditures were made in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Laws.

11 CFR 6110.11(a)(1) states that any disclaimer:

"...shall be presented in a clear and conspicuous
manner to give the reader, observer or listner



General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Page Fi've
December 10, +1980

adequate notice of the identity of persons who
paid for or who authorized the commmication*., "

If the Democratic National Committee did authorize
and report the expenditures for the attached advertiseusuts,
then the disclaimers which appeared on the advertisements
did not comply with 11 CFR ll0.11(a)(1) as said disclaimrs
do not give the reader adequate notice that the Democratic
National Committee paid for and authorize the attached
advertisements.

Your prompt attention to this addendum would be
appreciated.

Since o

J. Curtis Herge(
Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and sworn to me this day of
December, 1980.

Not Public

My Commission Expires:

Attachments

C~z



-b bwe ad sam b

a, seeefete as o___
-beae bas umd

P* a " - powa aOdm" am Meaw om f

IN 411 - so Ibe %me*am sona amden 11

AA ~e am
14~ Am"NW am go be

* vP lea meap6.
anf ormy aim"s

e ; -mva s o a£35w OaEMa - MMb

Nlbs edibesM$
as~ maw~

60
b we T deman

Cbe w manb,

bsea LA m W
be be lam OWMNW 3U.bI'
eamaama Lan mm ade C1 3m ~ j

em so same ae 0
-w a . A OWN ioo -e

-w of MUM fin ph.w *h.n IV
-psa as Oasis ; baub Ine * Am

Gam mom - ad-mNm
beq nEmdi @a mawmes

am m-

~am
manm Le

meag

DA amb

& a
t-:

am

qm

Po oftm
am bum

dL jo I
9100

e

esbe

K
SbegoI osm -am ro - rNowm,6

- IM and do Wbe 40 nw IVe U-
vwqW Tin beasom - oan - u

CHRISTMAS
PORTRAITS.

ALANM'-
PHOTOGRAPHY

VM im~lr% . WL012

APPlebune BoiiqmuardyATht'.

SPERR~YVLLE EMPORIUM.

fD~aamrnmeaeam.~a-.eY~gre.~a... r

. - .A-

.A QUART OF HOMEMA4DE
APPLEBUT1'ER

&be Uala Home Tow ad Dried Fisam S"l. .w

jind 7SUVJyou Sickea WWA, a;w tho vMpwiuft ;ia

adv yorIw pkbatreirday ofA sa. t

you

. .. . .* .~ ....................

'0

P~b

*1

E .1;.'.- VO E .

..CARTER
NOV. 4th

am eamag " 0 sot"pow a
beam. muA ==m =be.. Sa
a- M a amf bar mcom Covi.. 0e.
M ep- A"-bb bMaags

Rown am Ssa.ftn a~mW Apppgd&SagX
am ameam obe b
me' womb a U oli
*r 0 as Pew =mm Igosiswom sag IV
a oS m w as It bea&m bw opt
4, so gan 1.~ wag oft ami

beam~evin'ge,' 0 0wf IN~~~9a. ~ sa 6~b b elmr
am - SSW", sm,

sno won am In to ag'
owsaf a m V dened ampm ow

. mamae am 6 am Pamua so An
ME .OW a& Ne

.



m

EXHIBIT A

VOTEFOR .A SECURE FUTURE

DEMOCRATC CANDIDATESi:,;
*nmn Cdtr loPr iigiid -
* Watts Mmwdi forVbPMi
* DuM LCaMweL r omagmgd Anly
* m pbat A iols District - - -. ..

0 27

IS .W d S#

[PHONE: :-98! -02173



4 ME&LlI- BULLETIN NN
-. .. Sfrivoi Evr - Hipuzch..*d In Anacwaa C .imi-

4..

,.VOL Vill. 010 33 .. '. THURSDAY, OCTOBER 30. 1980 AMELIA COUftIMO%1WVBSINSA 2=02

T~ ~ ~.4.t AM m

I. U W"UL %,d 1I

~;;W

...

PI J11

T-i ~ 'a*1T

.* .. Election Day is
T uesday, Novermb~er 4th'

f. fti for by Ar.. a Co.'..v 00f-Ou~IC P?
Ruby F. A-n rqt-68swe



lusps Me 4dup

* ~ a.
Is: *

j -....

U

4.

.5.,

~ ~ .1
~

4
S..,. ** *l*~b

* LI
- S.

'a'..

6'

'S

tf~4.

A

STANARDBVILIZ. VIIIOINIA 22973 TNUR8DAY. OCTDER as. turn..:. * 5nlaco

.1

~ Noniale
* S * 6.

*.:~;*.~~.:i ,~ *6 *

SbS~
4~

4
t* ~. 45..

S., '.
* . t I'.

* *, 1uJ.

j.

- .5.

.5

~LU 01

VEIl IILWtMV ~JElMAE.'ALe

~IIIp:I

* . I.
~*1

:5,

lb canu a coovOMMMMEW=
Vol "Ur I-vv rj"Lfuvu "



CXI. NO. 36 AWARDS WINNING NEWSPAPER BERRYVILLE. VA. OCTOBER 2, 1980

VOTE DEMOCRATIC

Jimmy

Nov.

Carter

4th

By authority of Lawrence W. White. Ir., Chairman. :larke Co. Demo. Comm.

EIBIT D

_ |I
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Mondale

DEMOCRATS
By authority.( Lawrence W. White. Jr.. Chairman. Clarke County Democrati Cmmiee
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I" CT RN. &PARKS, JR.
M#WHAEL 0. HUGHCSTw
A. MARO C mReSTopmen .
UAMgN LUSSEN4 SLAIN

J. STNLEYPAYNE, JR.

General Counsel
Federal Election Coumission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Members of the Coiwussion:

- This letter constitutes a cola filed on
Obehalf of our client, Republican PartYf Vrginia, 115 East

Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political comttee
O as defined under 2 U. S.C.'. S431 (C), against the Dewcratic

County Committee of Lee County, Vir;ina, Mr. Paul D. Harris,
O Chairman, Post Office Box 404, 3onesville, Virginia 24263.
P) Attached hereto as Erhibit A is a certified true
re~transcription of a tape recording of a coMinercial advocating

the election of Jimmy Carter which, upon information ando belief, was aired by WSWV AM/FM Radio Station, 311 'Wooday
Road, Pennington Cap, Virginia 24277. Attached also as
Exhibit B is, upon information and belief, a copy of the
contract between WSWV Radio Station and the Democratic
Committee of Lee County, Virginia, for the broadcasting of
the co-,-ercial nine times between November 1, 1980 and
November 4, 1980.

2 U.S.C. 5441(a)(d)(1) states in applicable part,that :

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate c-ommittee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
office..."

S 330(D-



raL. Counsel
,Rl ral Election Commission

......cm er 22, 1,980

National party committees are limited by 2 U.SIC.
5441 (a) (d) (2), 11 CFR 110.7 (a) (1) and (2), to expendtttes
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR l10.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section"
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees." -

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
k determined that the provisions of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for radio advertisements
in support of presidential and vice presidential candidates
can only be made if authorized and reported by the national
committee.

The advertisement disclaimer implies that the
-advertisement was not paid for by the Democratic County

Committee of Lee County, Virginia, as an agent of theDemocratic National Committee. If the Democratic National
Committee neither authorized nor reported the expenditure
for the radio advertisement, the expenditures were made in
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Laws.

11 CFR §110.11 (a)(1) states that all disclaimers:

[Slhall appear or be presented in a clear and
conspicuous manner to give the reader, observer or
listener adequate notice of the identity of persons
who paid for or who authorized the communication...

Even if the Democratic County Committee of Lee
County, Virginia, acted as an agent for the Democratic,
National Committee when it contracted with WSWV Radio Station

- - ! __ - - ___ - - ____ &A."QuAk . . .... - - -



f o the boadcasting of the advertisement, the 4051r
broadcAsted ith the advertisement violated 1.1 C? 12O. il (a)(1).

Your prompt attention to this complaint would be
appreciated.

J. Curtis H~
Counsel for 4th6 Republican
Party of Virginia

Enclosures

Subscribed and sworn to before me this VLW'day of
December, 1980.

My commission expires:

jD

Notary Public

f~~46)



The foll i,"a paid political program.

Voters of Lee County, we appealed to you earlier

this year in an effort to get you to vote to defeat the bond

referendum proposed by the Republican Party. We stated the

facts concerning what would happen if the referendum passed.

The voters ignored our pleas, and passed the referendum.

Now you, your children, and the County are the losers. The

County is further in debt, the services have been cut, all of

you have had an enormous tax increase. This has imposed a

terrible burden on you, the taxpayers; and, has served one
purpose, and one purpose only: to employ and raise the
salaries of incompetent Republican employees. In last
year's County election, the voters were so impressed by

Republican false propaganda that they refused to listen to

the truth from any Democrat concerning the affairs of Lee

- County. Now that the smoke has cleared, and you have been

shocked into reality, we would like to relate to you the

actual facts of what has happened in Lee County in recent

years.

In the County election of 1971, the Republican

party gained control of the County Board of Supervisors.

During their 4-year term," they had their plans drawn for the

construction of a new courthouse and appropriated the first

money toward that project. Plans were continuing when they

7-



were defiated br reelection in 1975. After their de

they held a OUi meetings to spend all the County umf,_.41 ,,

so the Democrats would go into office with no money to

operate on. As if that wasn't enough, they were buccessfil

in getting the $1,000,000.00 in Federal funds, which Lee

County was supposed to get for the courthouse, diverted to

another county. After they had succeeded in bankrupting the

County, they started an intense propaganda campaign, blanmg

the Democrats for building the courthouse, and putting the

County into bankruptcy. They spread these falsehoods County-

wide, every day for 4 years. Unfortunately, the people

believed their falsehoods and swept them into office last

year. They then led the voters into passing the bond

referendum, by telling them if they didn't pass it, their

taxes would be raised, schools would be closed, and numerous

other falsehoods. This is only the first year of their

term. Wait until you have endured 3 more years of it.

We now have another election at hand, Tuesday,

November 4th. Jimmy Carter is a capable, honest, hardworking

Christian man. He has worked hard to restore the respect

and integrity of this nation after it was destroyed during

the Nixon-Agnew Administration. He admits his mistakes,

which are far outweighed by his accomplishments. He is not

responsible for inflation, which is a world-wide problem.

He will keep this country at peace.

Your other choice for President, Ronald Reagan,

has the same qualifications for that position as your Lee

County Board of Supervisors has for governing the County.

- 2 -

-W!M . Vt



Couny, and your nation. Vote to reelect Jinuy Carter,

President.

The preceding paid for and authorized by the Lee County

Democratic Comuittee, Brenda Brooks, Treasurer.

r
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a legally qualiflid candde ef the p otiii of

in ' held on / d , do hereby reques station

time as follows:

o--4"T O BROADCAST- ---E101 %.i .- - --- F-4 O W=E-- -OAL NO. W v-.TE---

. Yju; / / / Ie4

DATZP 0713? Sa DCAI I OF L M j # S

Z/ //f) //A/ /to Total Chares:4~~.

o The broadcast time will be used bsE
I represent that the advance payment for the above-descibed broadrst tm a be un.hdb

_1 and you are authorized to so describe that spousor in your log
and to announce the program as paid for by such person or entity. The entity furnishing the payment, if

. other than an individualpeson, s: ( ) a corporation; (," a committee; ( ) an association; or ( ) other
unincorporated group. The names and offices of the chief executive officers of the entity are:

C1

CO It is my understandtng that: If the time is to be used by the candidate himself within 45 days of a primary
or primary -runoff election, or within 60 days of a general or special election, the above charges represent
the lowest unit charge of the station for the same class and amount of time for the same period; where the
use is by a person or entity other than the candidate or is by the candidate but outside the aforementioned
45 or 60 day periods, the above charges do not exceed the charges made for comparable use of such station
by other users.

It is agreed that use of the station for the above-stated purposes will be governed by the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and the FCC's rules and regulations, particularly those provisions reprinted on
the back hereof, which I have read and understand. I further agree to indemnify and hold harmless the
station for any damages or liability that may ensue from the performance of the above-stated broadcasts.
For the above-stated broadcasts I also agree to prepare a script or transcription, which will be delivered
to the station at least before the time of the scheduled broadcasts; (note:
the receding sentences are not applicable if the candidate is pe n ly usin 2thetime).

/ (Candiclate, Supporter or Agent)
Accepted .

R~ byTitle"
This application,Iwheter accep't& or rejecewl e.aibe'

eected, will be available for public inspection for a period of twoyears in accordance with FCC regulations (AM, Section 73.120; FM, Section 73.290; TV, Section 73.657).



LAWS AND RVULA IONS GOVE
po $be CeMMM*die.a of. XIW ,1

Section )12. (a) The Commiasion A, ion licnse or
constritltofl permit-

0 0

(7) fof willful or repeated failure to allow irep0omb access to or to
ipermit purchase of reasonable amout of at.. forw inu of a broad-

casting sation by a legally qualified condAt o Federal elective
office on behalf of his candidacy.

Section 315. (a) If any licensee sW permit ay persn wo is a
legally qualified candidate for any pubic office to vm a broadcasting
station, he shall afford equal opportunitis to all odr such candidates
for that office in the use of such beoadcastisg station: Provided, That
such licensee shall have no power of censorship over the material broad-
cast under the provisions of this section. No obligation is imposed under'
this pubsection upon any licensee to allow the use of its station by any
such candidate. Appearance by a legally qualifid cadidate on any--

(i) bona idenewsas
(2) bona fide news interview.
(3) bohn ide news documenhtary (if t appea of the candi.

date is incidental to the presentation of the subject or subjects
covered by the news documentary), or

(4) on-the-spot coverage of bona fide news events (including but not
limited to political conventions and activities incidental thereto),

shall not be deeinct to be use of a broadcasing oation within the
me-aning of this subsection. Nothing in the foregoig sentence shll be
construed as relieving broadcasters, in cannectin wit the presentation
Of newsasts, news interviews, news documentatie and on-the-spot
coverage of news events, from the obligation imposed upon them under
this Act to operate in the public interest and to aford asonable oppor-
tunity for the discussion of conflicting view on issues of public im-

5 portance.
W(b) The charges made for the use of any broadcsting station by

any person who is a legally qualified candidate for any public office in
connection with his campaign for nomination for election, or election,
to such office shall not exceed-

(I ) during the forty-five days preceding the dar of a primary or
primary runoff election and during the sixty days preceding the

l date of a general or special election in which such peron is a can-
didate, the lowest unit charge-of the station for the same class and
amilunt of time for the same period; and

(2) at any other time. the charges made for comparable use of
such station by other users thereof.
(c) For the purposes of this seeion:

N (1) The term "broadcasting station- includes a community an-
tenna television system.

(2) The terms *'licensee- and "station licensee' when ,,wd with
respect to. a community antenna television system, mean the operator
of such system.
(d) The Commission shall prescribe appropriate rules and regula-

tions to carry out the provisions of this section.

From ibe Rules of the Commision Geserioag Radio Broadcas
Seraier . (Tbe toregoing Sections of The Cemumnmicitious Act
gov-ern: , uy introD$ilencis betues the following ru/ls Md those
StcliOni).

Section 73.120. Broadcasts by candidates for public office
(a) Defintions. A 'legaliy qualified candidate" means any person

who has publiclh announced that he is a candidate for nomination by
a convention of a political party or for nomination or election in a
primary. -pecial. or general election, municipal. county, state or na.
tionai, and uho mects the qualifications prescribed by the applicable
laws tit hold the orlice for which he is a candidate, so that he may be

RNING POLITICAL BROADCASTS
voted for by the electorate directly or by means of delegates or electors,
and who:

(I). has qualified for a place on the ballot or
(2) is eligible under the applicable law to be voted for by sticker,
by writing in his name on the ballot, or by other method, and

(i) has been duly nominated by a political party which is com-
monly known and regarded as such. or
(ii) makes a substantial showing that he is a boa fide candidate
for nomination or office, as the case may be.

(b) General requirements. No station licensee is required to permit
the use of its facilities by any legally qualified candidate for public
office, but if any licensee shall permit any such candidate to use its
facilities, it shall afford equal opportunities to all other such andidates
for that office to use such facilities: Provided. That such licensee sal
have no power of censorship over the material broadcast by any such
candidate.

(c) Rates and practices. (I) The rates, if any. charged all such
candidates ior tme same onie shati be unatrm and shall not be reoated
by any titons direct or indirect. A candidate shall in eah ase, be
charged no more than the rate the station would.charge if the candidate
were a commercial advertiser whose advertising was directed to promot.
ing its business within the same area as that encompassed by the par.
ticular office for which such person is a candidate. All discount privi.
leges otherwise offered by a station to commercial advertiser shall be
available upon equal terms to all candidates for public office. (2) In
making time available to candidates for public office no licens shall
make any discrimination between candidates in charge practic . regu.
lations, facilities. or services for or in connection with the service ren-
dered pursuant to this part, or make or give any preference to any
candidate for public office or subject any such candidate to any prejudice
or disadvantage; nor shall any licensee make any contract or ocher
agreement which shall have the effect of permitting any legally quaili.
fled candidate for any public office to broadcast to the eicluson of
other legally qualified candidates for the same public ofc

(d) Records: inspection. Every licensee shall keep and permit pub
lic inspection of a complete record of all requests for broadcast time
made by or on behalf of candidates for public office. together with an
appropriate notation showing the disposition made by the licensee of
such requests, and the charges made. if any, if request is granted. Such
records shall be retained for a period of two years.

(e) Time of request. A request for equal opportunities must be
submitted to the licensee within I week of the day on wbicb the first
prior use. giving rise to the right to equal opportunities, occurred:
Proridgi, howevewr. That where a person was not a candidae at the
time of such first prior use, he shall submit his request within I week
of the first subsequent use after he has become a legally qualified can-
didate for the office in question.

(f) Burden of proof. A candidate requesting such equal opportu.
nities of the licensee, or complaining of non.compliance to the Com.
usras.:,, a01ta save litc bulde, uf proving that he and his opponent are
legally qualified candidates for the same public office. (Corresponding
rules-FM. 73.290; TV, 73.657)

Section 75.112 Program Log:

fa) the following entries shall be made in the program log:
(1) (v) An entry for each program presenting a political candi.
date. showing the name and political affiliation of such candi-
date.
(2)(iii) An entry showing that the appropriate announce-
mcnt(s) (sponsorship, furnishing material or services, etc.)
have been made as required by Section 317 of the Communica.
tions Act and § 73.119. A check mark will suffice but shall be
made in such a way as to indicate the matter to which it
relates. a *
(4) (ii) An entry for each announcement presenting a political
candidate, showing the name and political affiliation of such
candidate.

(Corresponding Rules-1FM, 73.292; TV, 73.670)

0 ?:<
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RICHMONO VIRGtINIa Z-R3I

December 8, 1980

Federal Electiow Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter is written as a response to the Federal
Election Commission's notification of November 3, 1980 to
the Amelia County Democratic Conunittee, Clarke County
Democratic Committee and Rappahannock County .Democratic
Committee. Based on the information set forth below, each of
these Committees believe that no further action should be
taken against them in connection with this matter.

During the month of October each of these three Committees
placed newspaper advertising in newspapers in their localities
urging support of the Carter/Mondale ticket. At the time that
the advertisements were placed each of these Committees were
authorized by the Democratic National Committee to expend for
these advertisements on behalf of the Democratic National
Committee. The Democratic National Committee has agreed that
the amounts spent on these advertisements by the three local
Committees are authorized and ratified by them and will be
reported by the Democratic National Committee as expenditures
permitted the DNC under 2 USC 441a (d). The Democratic National
Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal Election
Commission a statement confirming this authorization.

For your information the expenditures made were as follows:
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, for advertising in the
Amelia Bulletin Monitor the amount of $229.86; the Clarke
County Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Clarke
Courier, the amount of $180.006 the Rappahannock County
Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Rappahannock News,
the amount of $94.60.



.~o~k~he advertisements were placed by it
Con Committees placed on the di i. ....
ads authority of the local party 0h&4x
treasurer,, rather than the Democratic National -"
However, under the circumstances, we do not li ev t the
Commission should take further action in the'matter *o
this reason we request-the Commission to take no furftbr 'action
in this matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

Respectfully submitted,

Lawrence H. Framme, Ill
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Commttee,
the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the Rappahannock
Democratic Committee

We, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
to. the best of our knowledge and belief.

Juan Whittington ,Chairman
Amelia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this

My commission expires:

day of

Notary Public

198-.
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Givaw~e .hand this I~~dyo

ittee

198.

My commission expires:

6
David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198.

My commission expires:

Notary Public

A) IN,1 q. /9 ...

a.l0l/ m-
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Office of General Counsel
Federal Sletion Cwmmssion
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

IUR 1328

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named Complaint is filed on
behalf of all local Democratic Committees nazied in the Addendum
to Complaint filed by -the Virginia Republican Party -with the
Commission on December 15, 1980. Documents authorizing me
to represent the Green, Goochland, Lunenburg, Botetourt,
Henry, Warren and Galax committees are enclosed. Similar doc-
uments from the Orange and Gloucester oai ttees have already
been sent directly to you. Documents from the Roanoke,
Mathews, Hopqwell, Martinsville and Grayson committees are
being sent directly to you. All of these committees deny they
have violated the Federal Election Canaign Act of 1971, but
state that if a technical violation did occur, such was in-
advertent and unintentional and in no way prejudiced-any
candidate.

Following a response containing points common to all
committees complained of, individual committee responses will
be set forth in the same order that they appear in the

*. Complaint.

Matters Common To All Of The Committees Complained Of

Several points are common to all of the committees com-
plained of by the Republican Party. With the exception of the
advertisement placed by the Hopewell City Democratic Committee
in the Petersburg Progress Index, all advertisements were
placed in local, rural newspapers of very limited circulation.
None of these newspapers were of daily circulation. While the
Petersburg Progress Index has a daily circulation, its cir-
culation is limited to the area of Petersburg, Virginia and

- the immediately surrounding counties. There was no

LZ : >9 V
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?edoral Election Coumission
January 20, 1981
Page Two

7 intent on the-part of any committee to violate the Act. ,,Tn
those instances k5st forth below where committees made I
quiries about ibe ir ability to advertise, they were un "tately
given incorrect information by persons in the Virginia Czer/
Mondale Campaign.

_ ~.. . . . :

.- ".. ~ . ',•

W. -

Those committees who placed ads are seeking to cure any
possible technical violation of the Act by requesting the
Democratic Carter/Mondale Committee to authorize their expen-
ditures under Section 441a (d) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act. Certainly, the limited nature of the ads, their limited
circulation and the outcome of the election in Virginia (Mr.
Reagan carried Virginia by 237,435 votes), demonstrates that
there was no prejudice to any candidate by the placement of
the ads.

Individual Responses

1. Roanoke County Democratic Committee, Betty Ann
•Saunders, Chairman. The Roanoke County Democratic
Committee did not place any newspaper advertisements
in connection with the 1980 presidential election.
The advertisement listed as Exhibit A in the Complaint
bears a disclaimer stating that it was placed on the
authority of the Roanoke City Democratic Committee.
The Roanoke City Democratic Committee is a different
entity than the Roanoke County Democratic Committee.
The City of Roanoke is an independent city having its
own Democratic committee. The Roanoke County Demo-
cratic Committee, therefore, denies that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

2. Greene County Democratic Committee, Constance Dudley,
Chairman. The newspaper advertisement attached to
the Complaint as Exhibit C was placed by the Greene
County Democratic Committee. Its cost of $86.24 was
paid by the Greene County Democratic Committee. The
Greene County Committee, like many Virginia local
committees, routinely place advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates in a local
newspaper shortly before elections.

The officers of the Greene County Democratic Committee
who placed the advertisement were unaware of that
portion of the Federal Election Campaign Act prohib-
iting local party committees from placing advertise-
ments at their own expense which unambiguously refer
to a presidential candidate. The Committee has requested



Slection Commission
20, 1981

hree

Democratic National Committee under authority of
Section 441a (d). The 1emocratic National Committee
has not yet responded t. is request, but the Committee
expects it to act favorably'on ..its request and to
report this expenditure in its next report to the
Commissin. The Greene County Democratic Committee
contends that with the reporting by the Democratic
National Committee there will be no violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

ioranae County Democratic Committee. H. Watkins Ellerson,
III, Chairman. The Addendum to the Complaint filed

.r y the Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
copy of any advertisement placed by the Orange County

o Democratic Committee. The Orange County Democratic
Committee did not authorize the placement of any
newspaper advertising advocating the election of a
presidential candidate in the 1980 election. The
Orange County Democratic Committee is aware that an

M advertisement advocating the re-election of President
Carter and Walter Mondale was placed by two individual
members of the Committee and paid for with their own
funds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange
County Democratic Committee that advertisement was

V placed by the Committee members as individuals and
was not placed in consultation with, at the expense of

C'or with the authorization of the Orange County
,19 Democratic Committee. Also, to the best of the Committee

knowledge, the advertisement was not placed at the
c direction of or in consultation with the Carter/Mondale

Presidential Campaign.

Based on the facts set forth above, the Orange County
Democratic Committee does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and, there-
fore, asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint
against it.

4. Gloucester County Democratic Committee, C. F. Hicks,
Chairman, and Mathews County Democratic Committee,

*~ ,A

-.
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F. Paul Blanock, Chairman. The advertisement attached
as Exhibit F to the Addendum to the Complaint of the
Virginia Republican Party was placed and paid for by
the Glouc County Democratic Committee and the
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Mathews County Democratic Committee. The cost.. *the
advertisement was $1,Ja90. At the time the advojrise-
ment was placed and at this time the Gloucester " d
Mathews County Democratic Committees believe that
they were authorized to place the advertisement As
agents of the Democratic National Committee pursuant
to the Democratic National Committee's authority to
place such advertisements under Section 441a (d) of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Immediately before
placing the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Gloucester County Democratic Committee was advised
that the Democratic National Committee had authorized
the placement of the advertisement. 'At this time a
request has been made to the Democratic National
Committee to report the expenditure .in its next report
to the Federal Election Commission. While a formal
response to this request has not yet been received
from the Democratic National Committee, the Gloucester
and Mathews Democratic Committees believe that a
favorable response will be received. For this reason,
the Gloucester and Mathews County Democratic Committees
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, ask the Comission
to dismiss the complaint against them. It should be
noted that the disclaimer on the advertisement does
state that it was paid for by the Democratic National
Committee in addition to other sources.

5. Goochland County Democratic Committee, Nancy Bowles,
Chairman. The advertisement attached as Exhibit G to
the Addendum to the Complaint of the Virginia Repub-
lican Party was placed by the Goochland County Demo-
cratic Committee and paid for by that Committee. The
cost of the advertisement was &I2.48. The circum-
•stances surrounding the placement of the advertisement
are similar to those of the advertisement placed by the
Greene County Democratic Committee. The Goochland
County Democratic Committee has customarily and
routinely placed advertisements advocating the election
of Democratic candidates in its local newspaper
shortly before each election. At the time that the
advertisement was placed, the officers of the Goochland
County Democratic Committee were unaware of those
portions of the Federal Election Campaign Act pro-
hibiting local committees from placing advertisements
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unamibiguously referring to presidential candidates'
at their own expense.

The Goochland County Democratic Committee has re-
quested the Democratic National Committee to ratify
its expenditure as an agent of the Democratic
National Committee and to report the expenditure on
the next report to the Federal Election Commission.
The Goochland County Democratic Committee expects
a favorable'response to this request. Based on this,
the Goochland County Democratic Committee believes
that it did not violate the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

6. Lunenburg County Democratic Committee, James Edmunds,
Chairman. The Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit H
to the Addendum to Complaint filed by the Republican
Party of Virginia. Like the Greene and Goochland
County Committees, the Lunenburg County Democratic
Committee customarily places advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates shortly before
each election. At the time of placing the advertise-
ment attached as Exhibit 9, the Lunenburg County
Democratic Committee was unaware of those portions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act prohibiting local
committees from placing such advertisements on their
own account in presidential elections. The Lunenburg
County Democratic Committee has requested the
Democratic National Committee to ratify its expenditure
for the advertisement in the amount of $126.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee
and that it be reported accordingly. On the basis of
the above, the Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
does not believe that it violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, requests the
Commissiou to dismiss the Complaint against it.

7. City Democratic Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Hilda Traina, Chairman. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell did place the advertisement attached as
Exhibit J to the Addendum to Complaint of the Virginia
Republican Party. The circumstances surrounding its
placement are similar to those of Greene, Goochland
and Lunenburg County. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell customarily and
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routinely places advertisements in its local ampaper
advocating election of Democratic candidates boe
each election. The City Democratic Committee of-

... Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adver-
tising unambiguously referring to presidential can-
didates on its own account. The City Democratic
Committee of Hopewell has requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure for
the advertisement as an agency expenditure of the
Democratic National Committee and that it report it
accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Hopewell
anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic

SNational Committee. Based on the above, the City
Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that it did

. -not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act and,
therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the complaint
against it.

-2 77.8. Botetourt County Democratic Committee, Claude D. Carter,
. .- Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Committee

did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit I to
. W7the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of

Virginia. The advertisement was paid for by that.
Committee at a cost of $98.%00.

Before running the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the
Virginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters whether such
advertisement by local committees was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone in the Virginia
State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that such advertising
was e isib e as long as the_ total-cot.didnt ex-
ceed $1,000.00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-
crat'ic ommittee was unaware of the prohibitions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding placement
of advertising unambiguously re'ferring to presidential
candidates on the account of the local committee.
The Botetourt County Democratic Committee has requested
the Democratic National Committee to ratify its ex-
penditure as an agency expenditure of the Democratic
National Committee and to report it to the Federal
Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County

ADemocratic Committee believes that the Democratic
National Committee will act favorably on its request
and for this reason does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it
equests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint againsttL/ t,.

• - --3 f• L -J t S•
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9. The City .Democratic Committee of Martinsville. Vira
Hall, Chairman, and Henry County Democratic Committee
F. E. Marsht Chairman. The Martinsville City Demo-
cratic Committee and Henry County Democratic Committee
jointly placed the advertisements attached as Exhibits
K and L to the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican
Party of Virginia. Before placing the advertisements
the Chairman of the Martinsville City Democratic Committee
inquired of the Virginia State Carter/Mondale Head-
quarters as to whether such advertisement was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone at the Head-
quarters that such advertising was permissible as
long as the total cost of the advertising did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. Based on this advice, the Chairman
placed the advertising. At that time neither the

o Martinsville City Democratic Committee or the Henry
County Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions
of the Federal Election Campaign Act relating to adver-

C tising by a local party committee. The Martinsville
City Democratic Committee and the Henry County Demo-
cratic Committee have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify its expendutre of $100.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee.
It expects a favorable response from the Democratic
National Committee and that the Democratic National
Committee will report the expenditure accordingly.
For these reasons the Martinsville City Democratic

C Committee and the Henry County Democratic Committee
believe thatthey did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, ask. the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against them.

10. Warren County Democratic Committee, Claude A. Stokes.,
Chairman. The Warren County Democratic Committee did
place the advertisement attached as Exhibit M to the
Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of Vir-
ginia. Circumstances surrounding the placement of that
advertisement are similar to those of Greene, Gooch-
land, Lunenburg and others. The Warren County Demo-
cratic Committee routinely and customarily places ad-
vertisements advocating the election of Democratic
candidates immediately before each election. At the
time of the placing of this advertisement, at a cost
of $86.00, the Warren County Democratic Committee
wa are of the provisions of the Federal Election

*-~'.- .~.
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campaign Act of 1971 regarding the placement of s~zck
advertising by local coummittees. The Warren Counkty
Democratic Committee has now requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure as'an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Comittee
and to report it accordingly. It expects a favorable
response by the Democratic National Committee. There-
fore, the Warren County Democratic National Coamattee
believes that it did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the Complaint against it.

11. Galx Ctv~Demcraic omitteD.Vn .Mre
Chairman, and Grayson CountyDemocratic Committee_
Kenniieh Broom,, Chairman. The Galax.C Cty and Grayson

o County Democratic Commttees jointly placed the ad-
vertisement attached as Exhibit N to the Addendum to
Complaint of the Republican Party of Virginia.- The

o cost of the advertisement, $125.00, was jointly paid
by the two Committees. Befor pacing the adver-
tisement, the Chairman of the Grayson County Demo-
cratic Committee inquired of the Ninth District
coordinator for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Cam-
paign as to whether or not a local committee was per-
mitted to place such advertising. He was advised by
the coordinator that such advertising was permissible
provided the total amount of the advertising did not
exceed $1,000.00. At the time of placing the adver-
tisement neither the Grayson County nor Galax City
Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act governing the place-
ment of advertising by local committees on their own
account. The Grayson County and Galax City Democratic
Committees have requested th e Democratic National
Committee to ratify their expendituresas agency ex-
p)enditures And to report them in its next report to the
Federal Election Commission. The Committees expect a

favorable response from the Democratic National
Committee. For these reasons the Grayson County and
Galax City Committees believe that they did not violate
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
ask tmsinto dismiss the Complaint against

MP M

..- . ..
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Galax City Democratic C6 'ttee, Dr. Van B. McCarter-
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* For the foregoing reasons, the Committees respec**41yrequest the Commission to dismiss the complaints agal. them

Because of the number of the Complaints included in the
Addendum of the Republican Party and the fact that the
committees involved are scattered throughout the state of Vir-
ginia, it is not possible to include a sworn statement of each
of the committees involved in this response. However, this
response does embody the facts recited to counsel by each of
the committee chairmen. A copy of this response sworn to by
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to .the
Commission directly from each chairman as soon as possible.

THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE

DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
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COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GLOUCESTER COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF MATHEWS COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GOOCHLAND COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF LUNENBURG COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF HENRY COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLE, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMI E OF ON COUNTY

By:
"Lgrence H. Framme, III

Counsel

0



Federal Election Couunion
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR- 1328

Dear Mr. -Taylor,

I hye read ,he response filed in behalf of
the /ZW/,, C Democratic Ciomitte
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

and

Chai.xman

Co inttee

/AZ~ ~-
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.. ~~ie 1.a Election Coimission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Xn-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the WARE COUNT! Democratic Coumittee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

WARR C COUNT! Democratic
Committee

STATE (V VLROINIA
CCUNT! WARREN, T0**It

I's ____/-____ P A uNotary Public in and
for the State and Gounty aforesaid, do hereby certify that
Claude A. Stokes, Jr. whose name is signed above have this
day personally appeared and acknowledged same before me in
State and County aforesaid.

Given under .'y hand this 2hth day of January, 1981
My comission expires the 3rd dayof Fe uary, 1981

& / ,"c
NOTARY PUBLIC/

RO:

:' r

B" ....
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Federxal.3ition Comission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

KUR- 1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Z Democratic Comittee and
the act sta t erein are true to ihe best of
my knowledge.

Cairman

Democratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA

S1 COUNTY OF GRAYSON
To-wit:

I, Anna H. Hodges, A Notary Public in the State and County Aforesaid do hereby

certify that Van B. McCarter personally appeared before me this 26th day of

January , 1981 and acknowledged the foregoing.

N"My Commission expires 2/11/81.

(Notary Public
8Z :01%f NV'

* * * *~ *:f~

~I. 4

To:

03

Colmra* ttee
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Re:

IFtr~l Election Comission
Waoij#ton. D. C.
Attn: ,illia Tayilor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

the response filed in behalf of
Abmocratic Committee and

Com eDeecratc
Comrmit tee

State of Virginia

County of Grayson, to wit:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before. me. this 26th dyCt' .
of January, 1981, by Kenneth R. Brooms, Chairman of Grayson'6unt•' ',.
Democratic Committee. ."

Notary .blic

My Commission expires January 9, 1983.: .

Ei~



*~..;a)ECUMo Cauuuissi-Of
W D.C
Attn: William Taylor, Zsquire

M-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read
the Ma,,.hAw
the facts stated
my knowledge.

40o

the response filed in behalf of
Democrati; Committee and

therein are true to the best of

Chairman

DemocraticMathews
Committee

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd

day of January, 1981, by F. Paul Blanock.

My Commission expires: August 10, 1981

Re:



/ . , ,.

To: Federal ; lection Commission
Washington, D. C. s
Attn: William Tay-lor, sur

Re: MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have rea th esponse filed in behalf of
the F i'e420( k Democratic Comittee and
the facts fcated therdin re true the best of

'C my knowledge.

pDemocratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA
0 County of Orange, to-wit:

Subscribed and sworn to before .=e, a Notary Public for the
.0 Aforesaid jurisdiction, this 22nd day of January, 1981, by H. Watkins

Ellerson, III, Chairman, Orange County Democratic Committee.

My Commission expires: March 30, 1983

Notary Public

Si :liv N"
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Federal Zlectio Coumssiom
Washington, D.C.
Attn: William ?ayior, Esquire

MO-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Aww e4O Democratic Coimittee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Ch 42E~ y -

comiteei
Demcratic

6SC:d *i*

To:
0

Re:

am*



Federal Election Commnission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the o. "ounzy Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Cha~mnC

~4L~minDemcratic
Communtte

/

Be
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Federaat s1Oion COMussion
Washington, D. C.
Attn: illian Taylo*, ZsqUSXe

Re: MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the & Democratic Comittee and
the facts stateo tein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

C airman

_Democratic
Comnmittee

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF FLUVANNA,

I hereby certify that the foregoing instrument was
acknowledged before me this 23rd day of January, 1981,
by Nancy T. Bowles.

Notary yuBlic

My Commission Expires: October 24, 1981.

:zo

41'2j



Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: .William Talor, Esquire

MUR1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the _,',e . ,/ l.. Democratic Cormittee and
the facts stated therein are true to t-he best of
my knowledge.

chairman

Do ~craticrWOWj
comzittee

'I, . e- I

Sworn. to'.and,. Aubscribed before me this 3rd day of February, 1981

Ann B. Winn,Notary Public
My commission expires 9/26/83

SS-. W33 V

-'S

C; . -

To:

Re:

a,
4



FederaL vI*etAon Coi4ssiozi
Washington, D. C.
Attn: :William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor, ..

h4ave re the response filed in behalf of
the 7 . Democratic Comittee and
the acts statel e in are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic
Cozuttee

I

A.X. -

* - .. .*.**A

7,e
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Federal Election Comission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

URt-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have reaI the response filed in behalf of
the _ a_ Democratic Cozittee and
the .fact* stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

m~A 9~P

De cratic
Coxrunitte"

ggb

MEl
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Lawrence White, h&.t:w
Clarke County Democratic Comuit tee

(Lwk ~*~dr my hand this

198_n.
My ousission expires:

day of

Notary Public

Given under my hand this

1980.

My commission expires:

Noary ublic
David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Committee

0 day of k 1 "/

,,

". .4: , .i?

Notary Public

I hwnw w I

00- .. . .- : " " - - - :, - .--- ,'. ,- .. ,... -- .:.. 2 '" . - .
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Federal Elecotion mission
Washington# D. C.
Attn: William Tailor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the TImen-gequnj;X Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Lunjenbura County Democratic
Committee

State of Virginia,

County of Lunenburg, to-wit:*

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me

this 22nd day of January, 1981, by James T. Edmunds.

My commission expires: Sept. 13, 1983.

Notary Public

To:

Ike:
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,D. C.
lia faylor, Rsquize

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence R. Frame, III is authorized to
represent the - Democratic
Conittee in coection with the above-named
complaint.

Chairman

Mathews
Committee

Democratic

.. ;&7 -- WAV-AU.- zw . - - -

MOR-4328



Federal 21W 1-01JGSi~on

Washingtwa , 04 C.j,
Attn: "WUl44A~ Taor squ=x
FIUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the r sponse filed in behalf of
the ez-zccra-J%q Democratic Comittee and
the.facts stated erei are true t , te best of
my knowledge ,9S*' * oa

Ch zna 'k & xfpzlC 7, 2)0 ;-O

_________________Demcratic
Co M'ttee

To:

Re:

e-0



March 10, 1S91
P~M 0

c rn)

Fderal Zlection Comnission
1325 K Strett, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1358 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This response is filed on behalf of the Lee
County Democratic Committee in connection with the abov-
numbered complaint. Please reference our earlier response
dated January 20, 1981 filed on behalf of several other
Virginia Democratic committees.

The Lee County Democratic Committee authorized
non-advertisements advocating the election of Jimmy Carter
as President to be aired on WSWV Radio, Pennington Gap,
Virginia. At the time the Lee County Democratic Committee
believed they were authorized to do so on behalf of the
Democratic National Committee. A agency agreement is being
executed by the Democratic National Committee acknowledging
the actions of the Lee County Committee and agreeing to
report its expenditure in the amount of $78.50 to
the Federal Election Commission in its next report. Because
of this, the Lee County Democratic Committee does not
believe that it violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
and, therefore, respectfully requests the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

LHF,III/cfr

S. An acknowledgment and a representation authorization
will-be-.forwarded directly to you from the Lee County
Democratic Committee Chairman.

.q ,-
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March 26, 1981

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, DC. 20463

We are submitting a clarification of an agreement dated
March 10, 1981 between the Democratic National Committee
and Mr. Larry Framme, the attorney for the respondents
(sixteen local Virginia Democratic Committees).

The agreement was meant to be a ratification of the
actions of the sixteen local Democratic Committees and
the committees were acting as designated agents of the
Democratic National Committee for purposes of making
expenditures pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)(2) as
specified in the agreement.

Sincerely,

Patricia Whiteaker
Controller

60 :Ed DE... , t

feIobLA
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March 10u 198111,

Mr. Lawrence H. Framme, III
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Mr. Frame:

This letter authorizes the Committees set forth as attached
to make expenditures in the State of Virginia as duly
authorized agents of the Democratic National Committee (DUC),
for the purpose and subject to the conditions specified
herein.

The Committees are authorized to make expenditures, limited
and outlined as attached, for the purpose of influencing
the election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale on Noveber
4., 1980, subject the the following terms and conditions:

1. The Committees agree to comply fully with the appli-
cable provisions of Ie Federal Election Campaign Act of1971,

0 as amended (2 U.S.C.s et M.) the "Act", and with any other

applicable provision of State and Federal law.

2. The Committees shall supply the DNC with an itemized
account of all expenditures made by the Committees pursuant
to this agreement, as required under section 302(c) of the
Act (2 U.S.C. I 432(c)). Each account shall provide the name
and address of every person to whom any such expenditure was
made, the date and amount thereof, and the purpose for which
such expenditue was made, including a receipt, invoice, or
cancelled check.

Any amount expended by the Committees pursuant to this
agreement shall be deemed to have been expended by the DNC,
shall be applied against the expenditure limit for the national
committee of a political party specified in section 315(d)(2)
of the Act (2 U.S.C. 9 441a(d) (2)).

This agency agreement shall automatically and immediately
terminate if the Committees fail to comply with any term or
condition in this agreement, and shall otherwise be terminable
by the DNC at will upon wirtten notification thereof to the
Treasurer orChairperson of the Committee.

, -. ._ 6 1
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A.ttorny for t) @ i"@., please date and sign
Cop4e8 of this i *o copy; and return t
copy to the Dembcratnal Committee, 1625 Manna
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, Attention: Pat
Whiteaker..

Sincerely,.

Charles E. Curry
Treasurer

I have read this agency agreement, and by my signature below,
the Committees fully accept and agree to abide by the terms and
conditions of this agreement.

Date: 3141V

Names of Committees:

Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic

County of Grayson County
City Committee of Galax
County Comnittee of Lunenburg Couty
County Committee of Goochland County
City of Martinsville
County Committee of Henry County
County Committee of Greene County
County Committee of Warren County
County Committee of Botetpurt County
County Committee of Mathews County
County Committee of Gloucester County
Committee of Clarke County
Committee of Amelia County
City Committee of Hopewille
Committee of Rappahanrnock County
County Committee of Lee County

BY 4-

, 7me
11 91, )W
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1 aymC ogty

amfta 1, BK 45
- Fries, VA 24330

- wA -
iamu ratmC City QuItts of t1a
212 Wmt Oentw S
Galax, VA 24333

2) Du mti atci unCty omiitbt of
IANenb'g Conty

Kenbridg, VA 23860

3) Dsmocai County !,nittme of
g ard County

Kents Store, VA 23084

4- erat:c City (:znittgee of
Mlartinsville

e 1605 M1ery Rad
_mrtinsville, VA 24112

-an -
o DeKcratiC County nyuitte of

Henry County
r Basset, VA 24055

5) Dmoatic Coumty Ccunittee of
C Greene County

Route 1, Box 221K
' Stax0ardvifle, VA 22973

Descratic County Ccmwittee of
,eS! Trre County

1016 Virginia Avemu
e Front Royal, VA 22630

7) Demxatic County Cmttee of
Botetourt County

P.O. Box 368
Daleville, VA 24083

8) Democatic County Ctimittee of
Mathews County

Mathews, VA 23109
- and -

Dmiocratic County Comnittee of
Gloucester County

Gloucester, VA 23-61

TeGazette
Galax, VA

kebriqeo VA

Gooch'and Ghzette
Goochlands, VA

Martinsville biledtn
Matinsville, VA

Greene COmty JFmod
Starmudadsile, VA 22973

Warren eine
Frut Royal, VA 22630

Fincastle Herald
Fincastle, VA

Gloucester Mathews
a.zette Jounal

Gloucester, VA

$12500

$126.00

$23.48

$100.0

$ 86.24

$ 86.00

$ 98.00

$195.00



sattleho Dri±i
Bwryvilles VA 12Q2,,,

Auli4a Cbn
Route 4, Bo= 136
Amelia, VA 23002

11) DSMaXtic City wt e

3408 Vint=m Stromt
_MsI-l, VA 23860

12) Dwxx=atic c ttm of
30d m a- O ty.

Washi.xgtmo, VA 22747

of

3) Decratic County omwitt of
I Lee County
P.O. Box 404

"- Jcr*evie, VA 24263

Cla 9
BWn-W

AWlia UI

Pzgress-1ri
15 ftank in
Peterubzrj, VA

FauierT mDemocrat CO.
P.O. Bo= 631
ArLington, VA 22186
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Mr. Watkins 1ieaon, III, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Orange County, Virginia
P.O. Box l080
Orange, Virginia 22960

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Elleson:

On January 5, 1981, the Comission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Comittee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; aMd,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after contidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Comission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C; S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



EERAL-ELECTIONC COMISION
WASHWNCTON. 0.C. M063

Ms, Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Roanoke County, Virginia
5134 Remington Road, S.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On January 5, 1981, the Comission notified you of a
complaint, designated HUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

Met 1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S..Code.
The Commission merged mUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April *, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced JUR. However, after conaidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further.
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o3 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit anymaterials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

O3 The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
(N authorized by the National Committee of a political partypursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
go connection with the general election campaign for any candidate

for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

/ t



1eDntUt ELECTION CMISO
WASOMN~g. D.C. 26W

N Claude Do Carter, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Botetourt County, Virginia
P.O. Box 368
Daleville, Virginia 24083

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Carter:

On January 5, 1981, the Comission notified you of a.
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

01971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.
The Comission merged MUR 1358 with XUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Comission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

oD 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R, S 110.7(a) and (b) ih connection with the above

V.) referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

1W days.

0 The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not

-CM authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to .2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in

o connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
/ Associate General Counsel



RDEMAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAStUNCTOK4 D.C. 23

s. Heda rana, Chairman
The Democratic County Comittee

of Hopevell County, Virginia
Hopewell, Virginia 23860

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Trana:

On January 5,-1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
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 merged XUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has dettrmined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the-general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

'A-
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FEDERAL' ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

Mr, James Edmunds, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Lunenberg County, Virginia
Lunenburg County, Virginia

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Edmunds:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUM 1358 with HUR 1328.

* On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the-general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

47
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mrs. Dorothy Bowles, Chairman
The Democratic County Committeeof Goochland County, Virginia.
Rents Store, Virginia 23084

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mrs. Bowles:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

omaterials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the.general election campaign for any candidate

o for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

/



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHNGTON. D-C. 20463

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman
The Democratic County Comittee

of Mathews County, Virginia
Mathews, Virginia 23109

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Blanock:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated NOR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUR 13S8 with MUR 1328.

* On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the' National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the-general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

Mr. C. F.-Hicks, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Gloucester County, Virginia
Gloucester, Virginia 23061

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Hicks:

On January 5,. 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.u The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
- believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441a ando 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any

o materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

oThe Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party

cm pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the -general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



... R4 ELEC COMMISSION
WASNW4GtOW.lw D.C 33

Ms. Constance Dudley, Calirman
The Democratic County Committee

of Greene County, Virginia
Route 1 BOx 2211
Standardsville, Virginia 22973

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Ms. Dudley:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a-
complaint, designated UR 1358, alleging that your committee hadviolated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act ofcV 1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.The Commission merged NUR 1358 with BUR 1328.qr

GP On April t 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) ih connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

0 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

C The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be aviolation of 2 U.S.C. $ 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



A.

N~r. F. I..I
The Demor.of Henry
Main Stree
Basset, Vi

Dear Mr. XI

On Ja
complaint,
violated c

1"') 1971, ;s ai
The Commis

On Ap]
believe th

o 2) reason I
11 C.F.R.
referenced
this matte
action and
public rec
materials t
days.

The C
authorized
pursuant tc
connection
for Preside
violation c
you should
not occur i

FEMRAL EL0ION COMMISSION.

Karsh, Chairman
atic County Committee
County, Virginiat
rginia 24055

RE: IR 1328

arah:

nuary 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
designated xUE 1358, alleging that your committee hadertain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act omended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.
sion merged RUE 1358 with MUR 1328.

ril -, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to&t your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441di and,to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
I 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the aboveMUR. However, after considering the circumstanres ofr, the Commission has determined to take no further
close its file. The file will be made part of the)rd within thirty days. Should you wish to submit anyto appear on the public record, please do so within te

=mmission reminds you that making expenditures (not
by the National Committee of a political party
) 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee inwith the general election campaign for any candidate
nt of the United States nevertheless appears to be a)f 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) anttake inediate steps to insure that this activity does
.n the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

f

I

\j



FEO#NALECTION COM ISSION
WASiNAON, D.C. 20*

s. Virginia Hall, Chairman
The Democratic City Committee

of Nartinsville, Virginia
1605 Mulberry Road
x4artinsville, Virginia 24112

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Hall:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced NUR. However, after contidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to .2 U.S.C% S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

,/



Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Warren County, Virginia
1016 Virginia Avenue
Front Royal, Virginia 22630

RE: UR 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
compla!.nt, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

Gm On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,

o 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Comission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C, S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



ur . Kenneth Broon, Chairman
The Democratie County Comittee
. of Grayso County, Virginia
Route l, BoX 45
Fries, Virginia 24330

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Broon:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated 3W1 1358, alleging that your comrittee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441di and,
2) reason to believe that it h#d violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R, S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after contidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to.2 U.S.C, S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Dr. Van a. McCarter, Chair".n
The Democratic City Cmmittee

of Galax# Virginia
212 West Center Street
Galax, Virginia 24333

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Dr. MoCarter:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged HUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced RUR. However, after contidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C: S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

A. H. Keysen, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Rappahannock County, Virginia
Washington, Virginia 22747

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Hr. Keysen:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated HUR 1358, alleging that your comittee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

* On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party comittee in
connection with the-general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

x 
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Juan Whittington, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Amelia County, Virginia
Route 4, Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002

RE: NR 1328

Dear Mr. Whittington:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
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 merged MUR 1358 with IUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,€0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after conaidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o3 public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
q. materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten

days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C; S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. 5 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take imediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel



Lawrence White, Cbiemn
The Democratic C ty Committee

of Clarke County, Virginia
Battleton Drive
Berryville, Virginia 22611

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. White:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

0 1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.
The Commission merged MUR 1358 with HUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; afid,

O 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced HUR. However, after condidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

O public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in

cc connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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Mr. Paul Harris, Chairs"
The Democratic County Committee

of Lee County, Virginia
P.O. Sob 404
Jonesville, Virginia 24263

RE: MWR 1358

Dear Mr. Harris:

On January 5, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act ofdoo 1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S..Code.

t The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441dj and,

O 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after contidering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the

o public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
Cauthorized by the National Committee of a political party

pursuant to 2 U.S.C; S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

K.



EDER~#AL UICTION COMMISSION

Prentiss Webbg, Treasurer
Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.O. Box 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: XUW 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging that your committee had violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1982, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information
provided by your committee, there ls no reason to believe that a
violation of any statute vithin its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file In this
matter. This matter will become a part of the public record
within thirty days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

74k



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH NGTON. D.C. 20463 ...

David A. Bowers, Esquire
404 Shenandoah Building
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: MUR 1328
Dear Mr. Bowers:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified Your client,Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging theyour Committee had violated certain sections of the FederalElection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
The Commission, on

basis of the information in the co1982t determ ined thaton thelip -,, .e omplaint and informationprovided by you, there is no reason to believe that a violation__ of any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed,Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter. TC) matter will become a part of the Public record within thir Thdays. The Roanoke-City Democratic Committee has also been ty
notified of the Commission's findingj.

Sincerely,
0m Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

, /'



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGoN. D.C. 20463

Lawrence H. Framme, III, Esquire
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219

RE: MUR 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Frame:

This letter is in regard to two complaints, designated
MUR 1328 and MUR 1358, filed by the Republican Party of Virginia
against your clients, the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke
County, the Democratic County Committee of Orange County, the
Democratic County Committee of Rappahannock County, the
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, the Democratic
County Committee of Clarke County, the Democratic County
Committee of Greene County, the Democratic County Committee of
Gloucester County, the Democratic County Committee of Mathews
County, the Democratic County Committee of Goochland County, the
Democratic County Committee of Lunenberg County, the Democratic
City Committee of Hopewell, the Democratic County Committee of
Botetourt County, the Democratic Cotinty Committee of Henry.
County, the Democratic City Committee of Martinsville, the
Democratic County Committee of Warren County, the Democratic City
Committee of Galax, the Democratic County Committee of Grayson
County, and the Democratic County Committee of Lee County. The
complaints alleged that the committees had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended. The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On April , 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. The file will be made part of the
public record within thirty days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within ten
days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a

I,/
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?ha J. hitebat at (202) 523-4000.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

g/ ,4,



J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedan and Berge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

RE: MRs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the allegations
in of your complaints and determined that on the basis of the

information provided in your complaints and information provided
loom by the respondents, there is: 1) no reason to believe that a

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d has been committed; and, 2) reason
0 to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R.

S 110.7(a) and (b) has been committed. However, after considering
the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined
to take no further action with regard to the violation and close
the file as it pertains to the respondent.

The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to
seek judicial review of the Commission's action in this matter.

O See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file a
complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FROM:
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ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR FOR

DATE OF ORIGINAL REFURAL.MURNo.
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The attached addendum was filed on May 7, 1981 with the DNC
12 Day Pre-Special Election Report for Maryland.

Services Corp's

OUTCOME: (if applicable)

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

So. /t? v/



DNC SERVICZS CORPORATION/ DEMOCRATIC NATzIONi ll

ADDENUM TO TH REPORT

MAY 7, 1981

The DNC Services Corporation entered into certain
agreements with various local Democratic Comtte
designating those commttee's as its agent for the
purpose of making expenditures pursuant to 2USA 441a(d)
influencing the election of Jimy Carter in the
November 4, 1980 presidential campaign.

Attached is a listing of those designated committees
and the expenditures made.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

bMOEANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THEM 10

APRIL 23, 1981

ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - HURs 1328-1358
General Counsel's Report, dated 2-25-81;
Received in OCS, 4-21-81, 10:03

You were notified previously of an objection by

Commissioners Reiche and Harris.

Commissioner Aikens submitted an additional objection

at 3:40, April 23, 1981.

This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Thursday, April 30, 1981.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

MMANDUM TO:

PROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE A,
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE 0SION

APRIL 22, 1981

ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MURs 1328-1358
General Counsel 's Report, dated 2-25-81,
signed 4-20-811 Received in OCS, 4-21-81,
10:03

You were notified previously of an objection by

Commissioner Reiche.

Covmissioner Harris submitted an additional objection

at 3:38, April 22, 1981.

This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Tuesday, April 28, 1981.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

UMORADU TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MAPJORIE W. EMCONS/JODY CUSTER t

DATE: APRIL 22, 1981

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1328 and 1358, General Counsel's
Report, dated 2-25-81, signed 4-20-81; Received
in OCS, 4-21-81, 10:03

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 4:00, April 21, 1981.

Commissioner Reiche submitted an objection at 11:01,

April 22, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

Agenda for Tuesday, April 28, 1981.
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1UIUDU a!Os Marjorie We.oaa

W: EBlissa T. Garr

C: MRs 1328 and 1358

Please have the attached virst GC rport distributed

to to the Comission on a 48 hour tally ba"s. Thank you.
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In the Matter of )8-1 A 1tI
In the Democratic County N UR 1328

Committee of Rapaaok an
County, Virginia et a!. )

MR 1358

GENERAL COUNSEL' S REPORT

I. *statement of Facts

By letters dated October 30t 1980 and December 10, 1980p

The Republican Party of Virginia (complainant) filed a complaint

(see attachments 1, 11),

committees:

a) the Democratic

b) the Democratic

c) the Democratic

d) the Democratic

e) the Democratic

f) the Democratic

g) the Democratic

h) the Democratic

i) the Democratic

j) the Democratic

k) the Democratic

1) the Democratic

m) the Democratic

n) the Democratic

0) the Democratic

against the following Virginia Democratic

County Coammittee

County

County

County

County

County

County

County

County

County

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

City Committee of

of Rappahannock County;

of Amelia County;

of Clarke County;

of Roanoke County;

of Greene County;

of Orange County;

of Gloucester County;

of Mathews County;

of Goochland County;

of Lunenburg County;

Hopewell;

County Committee of Botetourt County;

County Committee of Henry County;

City Committee of Martinsville;

County Committee of Warren County;



p) th emcrtc it Comittee f Gason
q) the Democratic CoUnty Comitt. of Grayso.

Virginia, (collectively the respondents).

In addition to the complaint and addendum mentioned abve

the complainant filed an additional complaint by letter of

December 27, 1980, against the Democratic County Committee of

Lee County, Virginia (see attachment III). The facts and issues

presented in this later complaint are similar to the facts and

issues presented by the earlier complaint, except that the

advertisements in question were radio advertisements rather

than newspaper advertisements; the later complaint became HUR 1358.

The complaint alleges that the respondents placed advertisements in

their respective county newspapers or on the radio that expressly

advocated the election to federal office of clearly identifiable

candidates -- President Carter and Walter Mondale. Attached to the

complaint are copies of many of the advertisements in question (see

attachments I and II); it is the complainant's contention that the

notices printed on or broadcast with these advertisements are in

violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d, because they fail to state who paid

for the advertisements. Furthermore, this notice implies that the

expenditures in question were neither authorized by nor reported by

the Democratic National Committee (D.N.C.) and thus not valid party

expenditures made pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d).

The respondents replied, through counsel, to the allega-

tions made by the complainant by letters of December 8, 1980

and January 20, 1981. (See attachment IV.) It is the respondent's

contention that the advertisements in question were placed in news-



of#Q ~t~dcaaatta ~ that taw epoIdt a

to violate the Act. In addition to the general defese, 'the r~f

sets forth facts that are pertinent to the various individual r0sondents.

II. Factual and Legal Analysis

Party Expenditure

Under 2 U.s.c. S 44la(d) (1), ... the national committee of a

political party and a state committee of a political party, including

any subordinate committee of a state committee, may make expenditures

in connection with the general election campaign of a candidate for

federal office...". If the expenditures are made, however, by a

state committee or a subordinate committee of a state committee, the

state committee or subordinate committee must be designated by the

national committee as its agent (emphasis added). See 11 C.F.R.

110.7(a) (4) and AO 1980-87.

In the matter at hand, the respondents are all subordinate com-

mittees of the Democratic Party of Virginia, and most of them made

expenditures in connection with the general election campaign of Jimmy

Carter and Walter Mondale -- candidates for federal office. According

to the respondents and according to the DNC (see attachment IV and V),

the respondent made these expenditures as the designated agents of

the DNC, pursuant to a ratification agreement entered into by the

parties. While inartfully drafted, the letters of March 10, 1981

and March 26, 1981 (attachment V) taken together are meant to con-

stitute a ratification of the prior acts of the respondent commit-

tees. It is the opinion of the Office of General Counsel that this
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jification agreement is sufficient to satisfy,

*"ts of 11 C.F.R. 1l0.7(a)(4). Thus, the exp

$,spondent committees were made in accordance with>

.f 2 U.s.c. S 441a(d) (1).

III. Notice Provision

2 U.S.C. S 44ld(a)(3) states that:

Whenever any person makes an expenditure for
the purpose of financing communications
expressly advocating the election or defeat
of a clearly identified candidate or solicits
any contribution through any broadcasting
station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor adver-
tising facility, direct mailing or any other
type of general public political advertising
such communication - if not authorized by
a candidate, an authorized political com-
mittee of a candidate, or its agents, shall
clearly state the name of the person who
paid for the communication and state that
the communication is not authorized by any
candidate or candidate's committee.

The advertisements used by the respondents expressly advocate

the re-election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale by using such

words as "re-elect", "vote for", "elect", or "vote". All the

advertisements contain a statement that clearly says that the

advertisement was either paid for or authorized by the local

committee; none of these advertisements contain, however, a state-

ment that the advertisement was not authorized by the Carter/

Mondale Committee as required by 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(3). Thus,

the respondents are in violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(3)

for failing to state that these advertisements were authorized

by the Carter/Mondale Committee. Nonetheless, it should be added

that all of the advertisements in question clearly and conspiciously
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state that they were paid for or authorized by the lacaZL-

committee in question. It is apparent that there was 00o

attempt to deceive the public for the reader or listener

would certainly understand that these advertisements were

sponsored by a Democratic committee that advocated the

election of Jimmy Carter for President and Walter Mondale

for Vice President. Furthermore, the amount of the individual

expenditures involved is small, with none exceeding $200.

Therefore, it is the Office of General Counsel's recommendation

that the Commission find reason to believe, the following

respondents:

a) the

b) the

c) the

d) the

e) the

f) the

g) the

h) the

i) the

j) the

k) the

1) the

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

Democratic

County

County

County

County

County

County

County

County

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

Committee

of Rappahannock County;

of Amelia County;

of Clarke County;

of Greene County;

of Gloucester County;

of Mathews County;

of Goochland County;

of Lunenburg County;

City Committee of Hopewell;

County Committee of Botetourt County;

County Committee of Henry County;

City Committee of Martinsville;

C,

N



n) ;the, De00ocric City Covaittee of Galax;

o) the Democratic County Committee of Grayson County a*

p) the Democratic County Committee of Lee County

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(2), but take no further action.

In addition to setting forth facts that are common to all

the respondents in their joint response (attachment IV), the

individual respondents have also set forth facts that are pertinent

to their particular situations. Of those individual responses, only

those facts set forth by the Roanoke County Democratic Committee

and the Orange County Democratic Committee are significant.

The respondent, the Roanoke County Democratic Committee,

contends that it is a different organization from the Roanoke

City Democratic Committee and points to exhibit "A" of the complaint.

Exhibit "A" is a newspaper advertisement that the complainant alleges

was sponsored by the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke; however,

the notice that appears on this advertisement, which was arrowed

by the complainant, states, "by authority of Prentis Webb, treasurer,

Roanoke City Democratic Committee (emphasis added). Thus, the

evidence upon which the complainant bases its allegation is without

substance for the evidence the complainant points to, if anything,

exonerates the respondent. Therefore, for this reason, the Office

of General Counsel recommends that the Commission find no reason

to believe that the Roanoke County Democratic Committee violated

2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(2). l/

1/ The Office of General Counsel has sent Roanoke City Democratic
Committee notice that a complaint has been filed against it.
Currently we are awaiting its response.



Thweftiange Cotonty Democratic CoIttee (OrangeCo tj

that it neither placed an advertisement nor authorized tk* t

of any advertisement advocating the election of a presidea4

candidate in the 1980 election and points to the fact thatth

complainant has not brought forth any supporting documentary evi dence.

However, Orange County states that two individual members of the

committee placed and paid for, as individuals, and without con-

sulting with Orange County, an advertisement advocating the re-

election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale; such advertisement vas

not forwarded by the Committee.

Orange County is correct in stating that the complainant was

unable to document its allegations that Orange County authorized#

sponsored, or paid for an advertisement advocating the re-election

of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale. The complainant's allegation

is unsubstantiated by any supporting evidence and is specifically

denied by Orange County, which in addition to denying the allega-

tion, gives a credible explanation of who did sponsor an advertise-

ment in Orange County advocating Jimmy Carter's re-election.

Therefore, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the

Commission find no reason to believe that the Orange County Demo-

cratic Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) (2).

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. Merge MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

2. The Commission find reason to believe that the Democratic

County Committee of Rappahannock County, the Democratic

County Committee of Amelia County, the Democratic County

Committee of Greene County, the Democratic County Committee



orG~~st ony the Do tC County Cmit~0

,Math County, the Democratic County Committee of Qoo )4 .

County, the Democratic County Comittee of Lunenberg Oop

the Democratic City Committee of Hopewell, the Democr* tit,

County Committee of Botetourt County, the Democratic County

Committee of Henry County, the Democratic City Committee of

artinaille, the Democratic County Committee of Warren County,

the Democratic City Committee of Galax, the Democratic County

Committee of Grayson County, the Democratic County Committee

of Clarke County and the Democratic County Committee of Lee

County violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(2), but take no further

action.

3. Find no reason to believe that the Roanoke County Democratic

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(2).

4. Find no reason to believe that the Orange County Democratic

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(2).

5. Send attached letters.

Attachments
I. Complaint

II. Addendum to complaint
III. Complaint against Lee County
IV. Respondent's response to complaints
V. Letter of DNC

VI. Letter to respondents
VII. Letter to complainant

Date Ces N. teele
General Counsel



*LCIN J. SEGAM, JR.
SJ. CURTIS M961GE

0106RTR ft. SPARKS, JR. wY m

MI1CHAEL CL HUGHES
A. MARK CHRISTOPHE cse .a"i

KARIM LUSSICN OLAIR
JOHN ROBIERT CLARK M
J.STANLEY PAYNE, JR.

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission C -
1325 K. Street, N.W. -4
Washington, D.C. 20463

7 Dear Member of the Cmmission: -o

N This letter constitutes a complaint filed on
behalf of our client, the 'Ai 14an , ty # "ir'y-inia, 1llP
East Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23,219, a political

$ committee as defined unr 2 U4'.C. 5431(c), against the
Democratic County Committe. t Raanock County, Virginia,

PMr. A. H. Keyser, Chairman, Washington, Virginia 22747;
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, Virginia, Mr.
Juan Whittington, Chairman, Route 4, Box 136, Amelia,

o Virginia 23002; and, the Democratic County Committee of
Clarke County, Virginia, Mr. Lawrence White, Chairman,
Battleton Drive, Berryville, Virginia 22611.

CAttached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of The
CM Rappahannock News of Thursday, October 16, 1980. You will

note that, on page 3, there is a two column advertisement
gadvocating the election of Jinny Carter as President.

Please note that the advertisement bears a disclaimer,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S441(d), which states that the advertise-
ment was placed by authority of Edward Baily, Treasurer of
the Rappahannock Democratic Party.

Upon information and belief, similar newspaper
advertisements were published in local newspapers in Amelia
and Clarke Counties, Virginia, by the respective Democratic
County Committees in those localities.



a Counsel . -

~tbr 30r1980

2 U.S.C. S441(a) (d) (1) states in applicable ptt
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal office*.."

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.
S441(a) (d) (2), 11 CFR 110.7(a) (1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

N 11 CFR 110.7(a)(4) states that:

OThe National Committee of a political party may
omake expenditures authorized by this section

through any agent, including state and subordinate
party chaue s.

In A 1l980-87, he Federal Election Commission
o determined that "ia z~e sions of tb.e Federal Election

Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Comission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper adver-
tisements in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

s0
The advertisement disclaime implies at the

advertisement was not paid for by the qDcrattc County
Committees of Amelia, Clarke, and Rapaha.nnrk =--4 as
agents of the Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisement, the expenditures
were made in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws.



Ymuxprut attention to this complaint oi, *b
appreciated..

Since v 1

Counsel for tie RpubUban,
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and pvd to
before am this day
of October, 19OY

o

0

Attachment
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G.J. SWOAM, JR. (.90) oaP@ 1o g MW.
.1, CUDRTIS McRGe ~~I~I 90

"RON . SPARKS, JR. DeeUir4 L.
MICHAECL 0. HUGHES3Q**-Qo

AMARK CHRISYOPNKR AI
KARZN LUSSN SLAIR
J0N ROSWE CLARK I=I r716
J. STANLEY PAYN ,JR. "

c.n . "

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

Dear Members of the.CouMMssion:

This letter constitutei an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 30, 1980, on behalf of
our client, The Republican Part r -Virginia, 115 East Grace
Street, Richmond, Vi a'."ia 23219 against the Democratic
County Committee of Rappahannock County, Virginia, the
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County Virginia, and
the Democratic County Committee of Clarke County Virginia.

The complaint of October 31, 1980 is hereby amended
0 to include the following Comittees:

1. The Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,
OD Virginia, Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman, 5134

Remington Road, S.W., Roanoke, Virginia 24014.

2. The Democratic County Committee of Greene County,Virginia, Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman, Route 1,
Box 221K, Stanardsville, Virginia 22973.

3. The Democratic County Committee of Orange County,
Virginia, Mr. Watkins Ellerson, III, Chairman,
Post Office Box 1080, Orange, Virginia 22960.

4. The Democratic County Committee of Gloucester
County, Virginia, Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman,
Gloucester, Virginia 23061.

/



TWO*ember 10, 1980

5. The Democratic County Committee of Xathe'p,
Virginia, F. Paul Blanock, Chairman, Kawe.
Virginia 23109.

6. The Democratic County Committee of Goocbld
County, Virginia, Mrs. Nancy Bowles, CharEN
Kents Store, Virginia 23084.

7. The Democratic County Committee of Lunenburg
County, Virginia, Mr. James Edmunds, m,
Kenbridge, Virginia 23944.

8. The Democratic City Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Ms. Hilda Traina, Chairman, 3408 Vinton Street,
Hopewell, Virginia 23860.

9. The Democratic County Coittee of Botetourt-
County, Virginia, Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairmen,
Post Office Box 368, Daleville, Virginia 24083.

10. The Democratic County Committee of Henry County,
Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman, Main Street,
Basset, Virginia 24055.

11. The Democratic City Committee of Martinsville,
Virginia, Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman, 1605 Mulberry
Road, Martinsville, Virginia 24112.

12. The Democratic County Committee of Warren County,
Virginia, Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman,
1016 Virginia Avenue, Front Royal, Virginia 22630.

13. The Democratic City Committee of Galax, Virginia,
Dr. Van B. McCarter, 212 West Center Street,
Galax, Virginia 24333.

14. The Democratic County Committee of Grayson County,
Virginia, Mr. Kenneth Broom, Route 1, Box 45,
Fries, Virginia 24330.
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0 4eral Election Commission
rge Three

December 10, 1980
.... ..4...

Attached hereto as Exhibits A through N re.. 0;es
of advertisements, advocating the election of Jimmter,
which appeared in the following newspapers. Each advertisement
contains a disclaimer which states that one of the committees
listed above paid for the advertisement:

A. The Roanoke Times and World News of November 1,•1980;'

B. The Ameila Bulletin Monitor of October 30, 1980;

C. The Green County Record of October 30, 1980;
D. The Clarke County Courier of October 23, 1980;
E The Clarke County Courier of October 30, 1980;

F. The Gloucester - Mathews Gazette Journal of
October 30, 1980;'

G. The Goochland Gazette of October 30, 1980;

H. The Kenbridge - Victoria Dispatch of October 30,
1980;

I. The Fincastle Herald of October 30, 1980;
J. The Progress Index of October 30, 1980;

K. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 2, 1980;

L. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 3, 1980;

M. The Front Royal-Warren Sentinel of October 30,1980;

N. The Galax Gazette of October 31, 1980.

2 U.S.C. S441(a)(d)(l) states in applicable part,
that:



December 10, 1980

"a national committee of a political party 0z'. a
state comnittee of a political party, clud
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
office..."

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.
1441 (a)(d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amunt equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of the Federal Election

o3 Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local

W party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper advertise-
ments in support of presidential and vice presidential

0 candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
4the national committee.

(The disclaimers which appear on the advertisements
imply that the advertisements were not paid for by the
various Democratic City and County Committees as agents of
the Democratic National Committees. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisements, the expen-
ditures were made in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Laws.

11 CFR §110.11(a)(1) states that any disclaimer:

"...shall be presented in a clear and conspicuous
manner to give the reader, observer or listner



General Con sel
Federal Election Coim-ission
Page Five
December 10, 1980

adequate notice of the identity of persons who-
paid for or who authorized the commnication..."

If the Democratic National Committee did authorize
and report the expenditures for the attached advertiseawts,
then the disclaimers which appeared on the advertisenmte
did not comply with 11 CFR ll0.11(a)(1) as said disclaimers
do not give the reader adequate notice that the Democratic
National Committee paid for and authorize the attached
advertisements.

Your prompt attention to this addendum would be
appreciated.

Since yo

J. Curtis Hergle(
Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and sworn to me this / day of
December, 1980.

My Commission Expires:

Attachments
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VOTE DEMOCRATIC

Jimmy Carter

Nov. 4th

-. . ~AtAL:~ i ~ C6rL. Co. Demo. Comm.
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Gloucester-M~athews Oasette-Journal

What is Urn tuidawn rectlrdof Mhe Carter

ft an be Worried upinam mwwo41 PVOMs Mhe
owdd os that rois km W4nd tedy wrk.

MW d Omges that daint avm MAIM
h 1 W1 1 o praps t ho -nor the

Cn~t wifbitt to Amenca and points usin the
I Ucfui of the best futiue

Yan 'my be sirprised whon yEaoudk er how
mmdi President Cartff has a lsh-uIin
ady 3-1/2 years! ibice a loo at jiat a few of his

o (Oeied 8-1/2 mllIo ne jots in the economy-
a VaW irase than iany mysur" period in
our hftas)t
0 IHd *sr ofewry Oveilksenit lo m h

= -a reorid evr bit as inVesl as Lyndon
anmd JaMs Keiuids.

o A=m mactnent of Americs &Ars coehnsive
wwer plui-a plan that will male Arneica les

.PuuhI on breig oil and mo sm iean

o Passed the WidflProfit Thx-a tax which-

o How.as out the M4dL- East Pace Tmeaty
betweenad and Egop-& kunewok for peace
in the fittes.
0 Apntnoe r ven to his Cabinet than any

O Appointed sum Blacks, Hispanics and other
uNwte to juda positions than all other

plesidents combined
o Saved t Social Sectuty systen krn certain

O Rlediced the Federal work forc by over 20,000
uupo-yes -t first reduction in ts size since

O Ierqjulated the airline and btacldng Industries
einincoinurns niibons of dollrs
0 hicresed beral supportair education by 70%.

With a ,eed like tis. Prosidemt Cart=r mi
Vice President Mondaile haw earned their secon
term Rteelec Presidnt Carter on November 4th
Keep him twrlong for your hiuie

sid,
-:W-,

C Pr
r CP

S

j4vi

4.

#_T
Tim- W 0yt_

President Carter s Strun leadership at the Euanimu ~dI
to the etabhsivot ot a vIwide enrVs cmierpati -,ci
mri to the mnacbmt of sbrug mgapim I to rAfe te &Miej
invam ct fhastan.

Etch ym w offia, Preidenmt
Cvae has incnused ependi-
bzres for national delem

Prdent Carter -ek hoes
tiy and openly to the pempi* c
the United Stats at kswo
town inwmgmp

Authorized by the Carter/Mondale Re-Election

Committee, Inc.
Robet S. Siraus, Chairman

Gloucester County Democratic Committee
C.F. Hicks, Chairman

Mathew's County Democratic Committee
F. Paul Blanock, Chairman

OWh amfv.-mWe 041 % IR tht QW GaC@Stel COVua OWm'ui'c C~mwne. time Uuiteu Cftftt D0eecWat CiM~Nm &Wd tIM Demec atc ftatoe CoMMi
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Carter .

. = ... . . . .

Take a minute to read the Real Ca-e

13~ Cui 8.%i milo new jobs in the coiromy Z AppoiNted aweew
a ptiuursethan in any comparable period in otherPrsdnmuR)
ow buaa Y. ~Appointed moe

H~ of.eyfve bilS sent to Congress minorities to judicial poandon presidnts combu,".

0 Won enmctment of America's rst
• .nerlg~a plan that will make America less

~depeuen~omforeign oil and more secure in the

%, 0PeIhe Wilfall Profits Tax-& tax which
r n .unearned profis from the big oil companies
" mW gives the money to those who cannot aiford to

heat ther homes
D+ Harmmeed out the Middle East Peace Treaty
between Israel and Egypt-a framework for peace
in the futwe.

r7E4

-o.E

PRESDEN
Walv

record!

t .bMa Cm dm Y

Saaed te Secid Seft sy foam owbankruptcy.
o Reducedbe Federal .wmbi@UM
employe s-the fuu reductim in in Sir=
the 1920". --L ..
0Derealta the a ne and Si m
saving consumers oitm dolf .

With a record like hi hIm CWW¢
Vice President Monda hae w d*Rd
term. Reelect President Ca e m , I- .
Keep him working for yow futur.

On Tuesday, Nov.4th, Vote Carter-Mondale
For Goochland-For Virginia
FOR AMERICA!

Pa d fob thC Dem toc (,KCommttc o(G ocNdCwd Coun
Sar. T. Bowles. Chairman
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Small Town America
Can Depend On

Jimmy Carter...;

* .I

.0 A.i

"""'APresident :
From Rural Amer*c

,~

IAn-

-- 'a- ua Aerc

q 2o 4 03 3 0 !9 1'bwwy. toes A. M .-It

Jimmy Carter IsA Democrat
Who Understands Farm Fa,
... 0 1 .... And Rural Problenis >....,

L Pic pportndaemgea Lfortoe 919f..m.. 10;I- '-2. Hi:' bake spt ,m e 5ealfot m ....... .., m• • . .. .. *1..o,

13.Protcction ofbefatle farmfoimpo 11A:-.:." " 4..Develo- fuus' U.."" " ui

~ ~t' JiViginfin ine iceae 71% fro $23 iim i m . 5

ja. ... o.1'. ,., - .. .I=.. . ,

m'-. i l n in 1979. , *.... ;,

,.../ mirna's sare of total US exports has I a dram-il0&
El -0 0 AWUU

S~ (iIi 17K. 1M nrslm HA&duunurfm M U6 torwf77
.:have increased% i meel rm pertrnmd "

Mrased 12%* hm
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- For..--

Experience And
Intellig ence

Re-Elect
President Carter• And

Pes"." o '- V- MOndale [
EXHUIBIT I
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*LESN .J. S90AM. JR.
. CURTIS McRae

mur ft. SPARKS. -jR.zaws
M4ICHAEL 0. HUGHECS
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

JOHN ROSERY CLARK M
J. ISTANLEY PAYNC, JR.

General Counsel
Federal Election Comiission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Members of the Comission:

This letter constitutes a c filed on
behalf of our client, Republican Fa# Virginia, 115 East

NOW*-Grace Street, Richmand, 'irginia 23219, a po'itcal couuittee
as defined under 2 U. S.0 431(C) a at the 'Deocratic

0 County Committee of Lee Q ty, rVlia, Mr. Paul D. Harris,
Chairman, Post Office Bof 404, Jonesville, Virginia 24263.

p) Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a certified true
transcription of a tape recording of a commercial advocating

0 the election of Jimmy Carter which, upon information and
belief, was aired by WSWV AM/M Radio Station, 311 Woodway
Road, Pennington Gap, Vrginia 24277. Attached also as
Exhibit B is, upon information and belief, a copy of the
contract between WSWV Radio Station and the Demcratic

N Committee of Lee County, Virginia, for the broadcasting of
the commercial nine times between November 1, 1980 and
November 4, 1980.

2 U.S.C. S441(a) (d) (1) states in applicable part,
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
office..."
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*lCusl.....Al Xlection Coumission

a ber 22, 1980

National party committees are limited by 2 t%.E(.'
S44l(a)(d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1) and (2), to "exp dt
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents nultitplitedby
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR ll0.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party vay
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees." -

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Comission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for radio advertiemnts
in support of presidential and vice presidential candidates
can only be made if authorized and reported by the national
committee.

0) The advertisement disclaimer implies that the
-advertisement was not paid for by the Democratic County
Committee of Lee County, Virginia, as an agent of the
Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic National
Committee neither authorized nor reported the expenditure
for the radio advertisement, the expenditures were made in
violation of the Federal Election Campaign Laws.

11 CFR S110.11 (a)(1) states that all disclaimers:

[S]hall appear or be presented in a clear and
conspicuous manner to give the reader, observer or
listener adequate notice of the identity of persons
who paid for or who authorized the communication...

Even if the Democratic County Committee of Lee
County, Virginia, acted as an agent for the Democratic,
National Committee when it contracted with WSWV Radio Station

-La)



for the b, oadctooIf of the advertisement,* the CI~cA~m
broadcasted with the advertisement violated 11 MI 110O12(4) 1

Your prompt attention to this complaint would be
appreciated.

Sin~Ye ,/
J. Curtis Hr
Counsel for thi Republican
Party of Virginia

Enclosures

Subscribed and sworn to before me this a!day of
December, 1980.

My Notary Public .,

My commission expires: .;

(~-2



The following, a paid political program.

Voters of Lee County, we appealed to you earlier
this year in an effort to get you to vote to defeat the bond
referendum proposed by the Republican Party. We stated the
facts concerning what would happen if the referendu passed.
The voters ignored our pleas, and passed the referendum.
Now you, your children, and the County are the losers. The
County is further in debt, the services have been cut, all of
you have had an enormous tax increase. This has imposed a
terrible burden on you, the taxpayers; and, has served one
purpose, and one purpose only: to employ and raise the
salaries of incompetent Republican employees. In last
year's County election, the voters were so impressed by
Republican false propaganda that they refused to listen to
the truth from any Democrat concerning the affairs of Lee
County. Now that the smoke has cleared, and you have been
shocked into reality, we would like to relate to you the
actual facts of what has happened in Lee County in recent
years.

In the County election of 1971, the Republican
party gained control of the County Board of Supervisors.
During their 4-year term,' they had their plans drawn for the
construction of a new courthouse and appropriated the first
money toward that project. Plans were continuing when they



were defeated for reelection in 1975. After their
they held numerous meetings to spend all the County
so the Democrats would go into office with no money to
operate on. As if that wasn' t enough,* they were succe*ta1
in getting the $1,000,000.00 in Federal funds, which Lee
County was supposed to get for the courthouse, diverted to
another county. After they had succeeded in bankrupting the
County, they started an intense propaganda campaign,, blaming
the Demcrats for building the courthouse, and putting the-
County into bankruptcy. They spread these falsehoods County-
wide, every day for 4 years. Unfortunately, the people -

believed their falsehoods and swept them into office last
year. They then led the voters into passing the bond
referendum, by telling them if they didn't pass it, their
taxes would be raised, schools would be closed, and numerous
other falsehoods. This is only the first year of their
term. Wait until you have endured 3 more years of it.

We now have another election at hand, Tuesday,
November 4th. Jimmy Carter is a capable, honest,, hardworking
Christian man. He has worked hard to restore the respect
and integrity of this nation after it was destroyed during
the Nixon-Agnew Administration. He admits his mistakes,
which are far outweighed by his accomplishments. He is not
responsible for inflation, which is a world-wide problem.
He will keep this country at peace.

Your other choice for President, Ronald Reagan,
has the same qualifications for that position as your-Lee
County Board of Supervisors has for governing the County.

-2-



JAW i id-1- 4th. ite. for your.Self. oretd,~
County, and your nation. Vote to reelect JivayCarter,
Pres ident.

The preceding paid for and au:horIkzed by the Lee County
Democratic Committee, Brenda lrok', Treasurer.
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The broadcast time will be ed J -

I represent that the advance payment for the above-described brop tim has urnithed by

c~r 6 Fz~~ Q21(§

Total Charges:

_ad you are athorised to so describe that sponsor in your log
and to announce the program as paid for by such person or entity. The entity furnishing the payment, if
other than an individual person, is: ( ) a corporation; (k0 a committee; ( ) 8n association; or ( ) other
unincorporated group. The names and ofices of the chief executive officers of the entity are:

It is my understanding that: If the time is to be used by the candidate himself within 45 days of a primary
or primary runoff election, or within 60 days of a general or special election, the above charges represent
the lowest unit charge of the station for the same class and amount of time for the same period; where the
use is by a person or entity other than the candidate or is by the candidate but outside the aforementioned
45 or 60 day periods, the above charges do not exceed the charges made for comparable use of such station
by other users.

It is agreed that use of the station for the above-stated purposes will be governed by the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and the FCC's rules and regulations, particularly those provisions reprinted on
the back hereof, which I have read and understand. I further agree to indemnify and hold harmless the
station for any damages or liability that may ensue from the performance of the above-stated broadcasts.
For the above-stated broadcasts I also agree to prepare a script or transcription, which will be delivered
to the station at least before the time of the scheduled broadcasts; (note:
the two preceding sentences are not applicable if the candidate is pe n lly usin th'time).

Date: /0* /f /gd V U2 a,(Canaite Supporter or Agent)

Accepted
years by a 7L.10; Titl

This applicationi weter acceip~D & orrejoeted, will be available fo plublic iseto o eido w
years in accordance with FCC regulations (AM, Section 73.120; FM, Section 73.2'90; TV, Section 73.657).

cm



prow Ate Cewsuukaifo Ace Of IM '- dwl
Section 112. (a) The Commisio MWy tmb y at~ion s~

construction permit-

(7) for willful or IepAted faluWe to iNr wmeopdsm aces
permit purchase of reasnSble a111110 ef ie *fohe urIo of
asing station by a ElIPely quIliuid d i t f Fe
office on behalf of his andidac.

Section 515. (a) If any licensee hA m y pea.. u
legally qualified candidate for any public dei to ea broxa
station, he shall afford equal ootuntie to all omher such Cal
for that office in thse o such badcastins ai : Prondad
such licensee shall have no Power ofmmomahip 4 she maeria
cast under the provisions of this section. No ,bliio is impose
this subsection upon any licensee to allow dh use d its station
such candidate. Appearance by a legal qual"da cdidate ot

(I) bona ide newscast.
(2) boas ide news interview,
(3) bona fide news documentary (if the appern of th

date is incidental to the pento te t or
covered by the news documenay).or

(4) on.the.spot coverage of bn ide news events (including
limited t political conventions and activities isdensal t

shall not be deemed to be use of a hboalstin station wit
• meaning of this subsection. Nothing n te o

construed as reieving broadcasters in coneciona wis the pmes
of newscasts, nes -inservsews, news d and on.
coverage of news events, from the obiatin impomd upon them
this Act to operate in the public a nd to o bleo unity for the discussion of coniicting views on imu of put
poctance.

(b) The charges made for the use of any bradasn sta
any person who is a legally qualified candidate o my pubic
connection with his campaign for nomination for dection, or 4
tn such office shall not exceed-

(1) during the forty-five days preceding the date of a pri,
Oprimary runoff election and during the sixt days preced

date of a general or special election in which such person h
didate, the lowest unit charge-of the station for the same cI
amrount of time for the same period; and

(2) at any other time. the charges made for comparabe
0 such station by other users thereof.

(c) For the purposes of this secion:
( ) The term "broadcasting station" includes a comiur

tenna television system.
(2) The terms -licensee" and "station licensee" when sm

respect to.a community antenna television system, mean the c
of such system.
(d) The Commission shall prescribe appropriate rules and

tions to carry out the provisions of this section.

From the RIes of Tb. Commission Goer i g Radio Br
Srrvices. (The foregoing Sectio s of thwe Cemmuiswaio
gorern #my incoasistcies betrew she foniewmg rmles m,
Sections):
Section 73.120. Broadcasts by candidates for public office
(a) Definitions. A "lealy qualified candidate" means any

who has publicly announced that he is a candidate for nomina
a convention of a political party or for nomination or electic
primary. special. or general election, municipal. county, state
atonal. and -ho meets the tualifications prescibed by the api
laws ta hold the office for which he is a candidate, so that he

GOVERNING POLITICAL BROADCASTS
voted for by the electorate directly or by m of delegaMes or electors,

oMe or and who:
(1). has qualified for a place on the ballot or
(2) is eligible unde de applicable law to be voted fOr by sticker.

toorto by writing in his name on the ballot, orby other Mahod and
k broad. (i) has been duly nominated by a political party which is com.
elective monly known and regarded as such. or

(ii) makes a substantial showing that he is a bona ide candidate
for nomination or office, as the case may be.

'ho is a (b) General requirements. No station licensee is requited to permit
dcasting the use of its facilities by any legally qualified candidate for public
sdidates office, but if any licensee shall permit any such candidate to use its
d, That facilities, it shall afford equal opportunities to all other such candidates
I broad. for that office to use such facilities: Proided. That such licese shall
d under have no power of censorship over the material broadcast by any such
by any candidate.

I any-- (c) Rates and practices. (1) The rates, if any. chrged all such
candidates ior trhe same omice shall be unitorm and shail not be rebIted
by any means direct or indirect. A candidate shall in each cue, be
charged no more than the rate the station would charge if the candidate

candi, were a commercial advertiser whose advertising was directed to promot.
subjects ing its business within the same area as that encompassed by the par.

ticular office for which such person is a candidate. All discout privi.
but not leges otherwise offered by a station to commercial advertisers shall be
Weeto), available upon equal terms to all candidates for public office. (2) In
hin the making time available to candidates for public office no licensee shall
shall be make any discrimination between candidates in charg, practices, regu.
rotation lations, facilities. or services for or in connection with the service ren-
the.spot dered pursuant to this part, or make or give any prerence to any
m under candidate for public office or subject any such candidate to any prejudice
oppor. or disadvantage; nor shall any licensee make any contract or other

blic im agreement which shall have the effect of permitting aMy legally quali.
fled candidate for any public office to broadcast to the eldsion of

lion by other legally qualified candidates for the same public office.
Afice in (d) Records; inspection. Every licensee shall keep and permit pub.
4ace/on, lic inspection of a complete record of all requests for broadca time

made by or on behalf of candidates for public office. together with an
appropriate notation showing the disposition made by the-licensee of

ary or such requests, and the charges made. if any, if request is granted. Such
ing the records shall be retained for a period of two years.
s a can- (e) Time of request. A request for equal opportunities must beass and submitted to the licensee within I week of the day on which the first

prior use. giving rise to the right to equal opportunities, occurred:
use of Provided, houev'er, That where a person was not a candidate at the

time of such first prior use, he shall submit his request within I week
of the first subsequent use after he has become a legally qualified can.
didate for the office in question.

ity a- (f) 1Burden of proof. A candidate requesting such equal opportu-
nities of the licensee, or complaining of non-compliance to the Cor.NwI;fh icisaa,, ala ;l have ti.c burdeas of ptoving that he and his opponent are

operator legally qualified candidates for the same public office. (Corresponding
rules-FM. 73.290; TV, 73.657)regula- Section 71.!12 Program Log:

'a) the following entries shall be made in the program log: * s(I) (v) An entry for each program presenting a political candi-
late, showing the name and political affiliation of such candi-oad cst date. * " *as Adld those (2)(iii) An entry showing that the appropriate announce-
ment(s) (sponsorship, furnishing material or services, etc.)
have been made as required by Section 317 of the Communica.
tions Act and § 73119. A check mark will suffice but shall be

person made in such a way as to indicate the matter to which it
lion by relates.*
in in a (4)(i) An entry for each announcement presenting a political
or na- candidate, showing the name and political affiliation of such

placable candidate.
may be (Corresponding Rules-FM, 73.282, TV, 73.670)

Ar
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December 8, 1980

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter is written as a response to the FederalElection Commission's notification of November 3, 1980 tothe Amelia County Democratic Committee, Clarke County
Democratic Committee and Rappahannock County Democratic1Committee. Based on the information set forth below, each ofthese Committees believe that no further action should betaken against them in connection with this matter.

During the month of October each of these three Committeesplaced newspaper advertising in newspapers in their localitiesurging support of the Carter/Mondale ticket. At the time thatthe advertisements were placed each of these Committees wereauthorized by the Democratic National Committee to expend forthese advertisements on behalf of the Democratic NationaloD Committee. The Democratic National Committee has agreed thatthe amounts spent on these advertisements by the three localCommittees are authorized and ratified by them and will be(Y reported by the Democratic National Committee as expenditurespermitted the DNC under 2 USC 441a (d). The Democratic National
cm Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal ElectionCommission a statement confirming this authorization.

For your information the expenditures made were as follows:the Amelia County Democratic Committee, for advertising in theAmelia Bulletin Monitor the amount of $229.86; the ClarkeCounty Democratic Committee, for advertising in The ClarkeCourier, the amount of $180.00; the Rappahannock CountyDemocratic Committee, for advertising in The Rappahannock News,
the amount of $94.60.



Federal Election commission
feember 8, 1980
page Two

Since the advertisements were placed by the loca2L
committees, the Committees placed on the disclaimer that the
ads were by the authority of the local party chairma , *
treasurer, rather than the Democratic National Committ .
However, under the circumstances, we do not believe that the
Commission should take further action in the matter. Fo
this reason we request the Commission to take no further action
in tiis matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

Respectfully submitted,

Lawrence H. Framme, III
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Committee,the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the Rappahannock
Democratic Committee

0We, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
Vto the best of our knowledge and belief.

NJuan Whittington,Chairman

OAmelia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198

My commission expires:

Notary Public

IV-

.7 ',~ ; ~-.-- ' - --
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Given under my hand this J day of

My commission expires:

David Moore,
Rappahannock

Given under my hand this

198

My commission expires:

, N ary Pulic

ChairmanDemocratic Committee

day of

Notary Public

('4

0
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Office of General Counsel
Federal Ulection Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

MUR 1328

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named Complaint is filed on
behalf of all local Democratic Cctittees named in the Addendum
to Complaint filed by the Virginia Republican Party with the
Commission on December 15, 1980. Documents authorizing me
to represent the Green, Goochland, Lunenburg, Botetourt,
Henry, Warren and Galax conittees are enclosed. Similar doc-
uments from the Orange aML Gloucester committees have already
been sent directly to you. Documents from the Roanoke,
Mathews, Hopewell, Martinsville and Grayson committees are
being sent directly to youV' All of these committees deny they
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, but
state that if a technical violation did occur, such was in-
advertent and unintentional and in no way prejudiced any
candidate.

Following a response containing points common to all
committees complained of, individual committee responses will
be set forth in the same order that they appear in the
Complaint.

Matters Common To All Of The Committees Complained Of

Several points are common to all of the committees com-
plained of by the Republican Party. With the exception of the
advertisement placed by the Hopewell City Democratic Committee
in the Petersburg Progress Index, all advertisements were
placed in local, rural newspapers of very limited circulation.
None of these newspapers were of daily circulation. While the
Petersburg Progress Index has a daily circulation, its cir-
culation is limited to the area of Petersburg, Virginia and
the immediately surrounding counties. There was no

1Z :flV 9NV I
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r.deral Election Commission
January 20, 1981
Page Two

intent on the part of any committee to violate the Act. Ih
those instances set forth below where committees made in"
quiries about their ability to advertise, they were unfotunately
given incorrect information by persons in the Virginia Crter/
Mondale Campaign.

Those committees who placed ads are seeking to cure any
possible technical violation of the Act by requesting the
Democratic Carter/Mondale Committee to authorize their expen-
ditures under Section 441a (d) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act. Certainly, the limited nature of the ads, their limited
circulation and the outcome of the election in Virginia (Mr.
Reagan carried Virginia by 237,435 votes), demonstrates that
there was no prejudice to any candidate by the placement of
the ads.

Individual Responses

1. Roanoke County Democratic Committee, Betty Ann
Saunders, Chairman. The Roanoke County Democratic
Committee did not place any newspaper advertisements
in connection with the 1980 presidential election.
The advertisement listed as Exhibit A in the Complaint
bears a disclaimer stating that it was placed on the
authority of the Roanoke City Democratic Committee.
The Roanoke City Democratic Committee is a different
entity than the Roanoke County Democratic Committee.
The City of Roanoke is an independent city having its
own Democratic committee. The Roanoke County Demo-
cratic Committee, therefore, denies that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

2. Greene County Democratic Committee, Constance Dudley,
Chairman. The newspaper advertisement attached to
the Complaint as Exhibit C was placed by the Greene
County Democratic Committee. Its cost of $86.24 was
paid by the Greene County Democratic Committee. The
Greene County Committee, like many Virginia local
committees, routinely place advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates in a local
newspaper shortly before elections.

The officers of the Greene County Democratic Committee
who placed the advertisement were unaware of that
portion of the Federal Election Campaign Act prohib-
iting local party committees from placing advertise-
ments at their own expense which unambiguously refer
to a presidential candidate. The Committee has requested



.al Election Commission
WY 20, 1981
Three

Democratic National Committee under authority of
Section 441a (d). The Democratic National Committee
has not yet responded to this request, but the Comittee
expects it to act favorably on its request and to
report this expenditure in its next report to the

Commission. The Greene County Democratic Committee

contends that with the reporting by the Democratic
National Committee there will be no violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

3. Orange County Democratic Committee, H. Watkins Ellerson,
III, Chairman. The Addendum to the Complaint filed
by the Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
copy of any advertisement placed by the Orange County
Democratic Committee. The Orange County Democratic
Committee did not authorize the placement of any

C newspaper advertising advocating the election of a
presidential candidate in the 1980 election. The

M Orange County Democratic Committee is aware that an
advertisement advocating the re-election of President
Carter and Walter Mondale was placed by two individual

members of the Committee and paid for with their own
funds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange

V County Democratic Committee that advertisement was
placed by the Committee members as individuals and
was not placed in consultation with, at the expense of

or with the authorization of the Orange County
Democratic Committee. Also, to the best of the Committee's

M knowledge, the advertisement was not placed at the
direction of or in consultation with the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Campaign.

Based on the facts set forth above, the Orange County
Democratic Committee does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and, there-
fore, asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint
against it.

4. Gloucester County Democratic Committee, C. F. Hicks,
ChRirmRn. Rne MRhews County Democratic Committee,

IM,,

40-

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman. The advertisement attached
as Exhibit F to the Addendum to the Complaint of the
Virginia Republican Party was placed and paid for by
the Gloucester County Democratic Committee and the



Federal Election Commission
January 20, 1981
Page Four

.- ,~. .- t ,- Mathews County Democratic Committee. The coat of the
advertisement was $l1jjO . At the time the advertise-
ment was placed and at this time the Gloucester and
Mathews County Democratic Committees believe that
they were authorized to place the advertisement as
agents of the Democratic National Committee pursuant
to the Democratic National Committee's authority to
place such advertisements under Section 441a (d) of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Immediately before
placing the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Gloucester County Democratic Committee was advised
that the Democratic National Committee had authorized
the placement of the advertisement. At this time a
request has been made to the Democratic National
Committee to report the expenditure in its next report
to the Federal Election Commission. While a formal
response to this request has not yet been received
from the Democratic National Committee, the Gloucester
and Mathews Democratic Committees believe that a
favorable response will be received. For this reason,
the Gloucester and Mathews County Democratic Committees
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, ask the commission
to dismiss the complaint against them. It should be
noted that the disclaimer on the advertisement does
state that it was paid for by the Democratic National
Committee in addition to other sources.

5. Goochland County Democratic Committee, Nancy Bowles,
Chairman. The advertisement attached as Exhibit G to
the Addendum to the Complaint of the Virginia Repub-
lican Party was placed by the Goochland County Demo-
cratic Committee and paid for by that Committee. The
cost of the advertisement was S123.48. The circum-
stances surrounding the placement of the advertisement
are similar to those of the advertisement placed by the
Greene County Democratic Committee. The Goochiand
County Democratic Committee has customarily and
routinely placed advertisements advocating the election
of Democratic candidates in its local newspaper
shortly before each election. At the time that the
advertisement was placed, the officers of the Goochland
County Democratic Committee were unaware of those
portions of the Federal Election Campaign Act pro-
hibiting local committees from placing advertisements

7:1v!cv , n,'.
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.Nderal Election Commission
January 20, 1981
Page Five

unambiguously referring to presidential candidaft
at their own expense.

The Goochland County Democratic Committee has re-
quested the Democratic National Committee to ratify
its expenditure as an agent of the Democratic
National Committee and to report the expenditure on
the next report to the Federal Election Commission.
The Goochland County Democratic Committee expects
a favorable response to this request. Based on this,
the Goochland County Democratic Committee believes
that it did not violate the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

6. Lunenburg County Democratic Committee, James Edmunds,
Chairman. The Lunenburg County Democratic Comittee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit H
to the Addendum to Complaint filed by the Republican
Party of Virginia. Like the Greene and Goochland
County Committees, the Lunenburg County Democratic
Committee customarily places advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates shortly before
each election. At the time of placing the advertise-
ment attached as Exhibit H, the Lunenburg County
Democratic Committee was unaware of those portions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act prohibiting local
committees from placing such advertisements on their
own account in presidential elections. The Lunenburg
County Democratic Committee has requested the
Democratic National Committee to ratify its expenditure
for the advertisement in the amount of $.26.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee
and that it be reported accordingly. On the basis of
the above, the Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
does not believe that it violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, requests the
Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

7. City Democratic Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Hilda Traina, Chairman. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell did place the advertisement attached as
Exhibit J to the Addendum to Complaint of the Virginia
Republican Party. The circumstances surrounding its
placement are similar to those of Greene, Goochland
and Lunenburg County. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell customarily and



ideral Election Commission
nuary 20, 1981
age Seven

9. The City Democratic Committee of Martinsville. Virginia
Hall, Chairman, and Henry County Democratic Committee r
F. E. Marsh, Chairman. The Martinsville City Demo-
cratic Committee and Henry County Democratic Committee
jointly placed the advertisements attached as Exhibits
K and L to the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican
Party of Virginia. Before placing the advertisements
the Chairman of the Martinsville City Democratic Committee
inquired of the Virginia State Carter/Mondale Head-
quarters as to whether such advertisement was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone at the Head-
quarters that such advertising was permissible as
long as the total cost of the advertising did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. Based on this advice, the Chairman
placed the advertising. At that time neither the
Martinsville City Democratic Committee or the Henry
County Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions
of the Federal Election Campaign Act relating to adver-
tising by a local party committee. The Martinsville
City Democratic Committee and the Henry County Demo-
cratic Committee have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify its expendutre of $100.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee.
It expects a favorable response from the Democratic
National Committee and that the Democratic National
Committee will report the expenditure accordingly.
For these reasons the Martinsville City Democratic
Committee and the Henry County Democratic Committee
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, ask- the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against them.

10. Warren County Democratic Committee, Claude A. Stokes,
Chairman. The Warren County Democratic Committee did
place the advertisement attached as Exhibit M to the
Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of Vir-
ginia. Circumstances surrounding the placement of that
advertisement are similar to those of Greene, Gooch-
land, Lunenburg and others. The Warren County Demo-
cratic Committee routinely and customarily places ad-
vertisements advocating the election of Democratic
candidates immediately before each election. At the
time of the placing of this advertisement, at a cost
of $86.00, the Warren County Democratic Committee
was ZT[Mare of the provisions of the Federal Election

.- '~;

.-*&~:.
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deral Election Commission
nuary 20, 1981
ge Eight

Campaign Act of 1971 regarding the placement of such
advertising by local committees. The Warren County
Democratic Committee has now requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Comittee
and to report it accordingly. It expects a favorable
response by the Democratic National Committee. There-
fore, the Warren County Democratic National Committee
believes that it did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the Complaint against it.

Galax City Democratic Committee, Dr. Van B. McCarter,
Chairman, and Grayson County Democratic Committee#
Kenneth Broom, Chairman. The Galax City and Grayson
County Democratic Committees jointly placed the ad-
vertisement attached as Exhibit N to the Addendum to
Complaint of the Republican Party of Virginia. The
cost of the advertisement, $125.00, was jointly paid
by the two Committees. Before pacing the adver-
tisement, the Chairman of the Grayson County Demo-
cratic Committee inquired of the Ninth District
coordinator for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Cam-
paign as to whether or not a local committee was per-
mitted to place such advertising. He was advised by _>
the coordinator that such advertising was permissible
provided the total amount of the advertising did not
exceed $1,000.00. At the time of placing the adver-
tisement neither the Grayson County nor Galax City
Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act governing the place-
ment of advertising by local committees on their own
account. The Grayson County and Galax City Democratic
Committees have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify their expenditures as agency ex-
penditures and to report them in its next report to the
Federal Election Commission. The Committees expect a
favorable response from the Democratic National
Committee. For these reasons the Grayson County and
Galax City Committees believe that they did not violate
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
ask the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
them.

. U 4
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DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRTIC
DEMOCRAtIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC

COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GLOUCESTER COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF MATHEWS COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GOOCHLAND COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF LUNENBURG COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF HENRY COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLE, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMM OF ON COUNTY

By: 74 ' 4b
'Ldwrence H. Framme, III

Counsel

'Zo

Federal Election Commission
January 20, 1981
Page Nine

For the foregoing reasons, the Committees resr-tttNuy
request the Commission to dismiss the complaints against1them.

Because of the number of the Complaints included in the
Addendum of the Republican Party and the fact that the
committees involved are scattered throughout the state of Vir-
ginia, it is not possible to include a sworn statement of each
of the committees involved in this response. However, this
response does embody the facts recited to counsel by each of
the committee chairmen. A copy of this response sworn to by
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to the
Commission directly from each chairman as soon as possible.

THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
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routinely places advertisements in its local namMaper
advocating election of Democratic candidates before
each election. The City Democratic Committee Of
Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adver-
tising unambiguously referring to presidential can-
didates on its own account. The City Democratic
Committee of Hopewell has requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure for
the advertisement as an agency expenditure of the
Democratic National Committee and that it report it
accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Hopewell
anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic
National Committee. Based on the above, the City
Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that it did
not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act and,
therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the complaint
against it.

8. Botetourt County Democratic Committee, Claude D. Carter,
Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Conuittee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit I to
the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of
Virginia. The advertisement was paid for by that
Committee at a cost of $98.00.

Before running the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the
Virginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters whether such
advertisement by local committees was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone in the Virginia
State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that such advertising
was pexmissibe__as long as the total cost-didnQit ex-
ceed $1,000.00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-
craic Committee was unaware of the prohibitions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding placement
of advertising unambiguously referring to presidential
candidates on the account of the local committee.
The Botetourt County Democratic Committee has requested
the Democratic National Committee to ratify its ex-
penditure as an agency expenditure of the Democratic
National Committee and to report it to the Federal
Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County
Democratic Committee believes that the Democratic
National Committee will act favorably on its request
and for this reason does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it
requests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
it.

'i
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Federal zlection Counissioz
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Zsquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I hAve read ahe response filed in behalf of
the 0 1'7 D eocratic comittee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

le, -- L1 4 -1ele* Deimcratic
Co kttee

r 4ut4, 4 . .7,

A7td I
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To:

Re:
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To: Federal E.ection CwsISSion
Washington, D. C,
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the WARRE COUNT! Democratic Committee and

o the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

0~Chirman

WARW COUNTY Democratic

o Committee

STATE (F VIRGINIAT

3 CCUNIT OP 1ARREN, TC*It

N I,~g ~v/67*-/1itI A Niotary Public in and
for- the State and vounty aforesaid, do hereby certify that
Claude A. Stokes, Jr. whose name is signed above have this
day personally appeared and acknowledged same before me in
State and County aforesaid.

Given under "q hand this 2hth day of January, 1981
My comnissibn expires the 3rd day'of Ferusry, 1981

NOTARY PUBLIC/



Federal Election co8mission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

CUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have re d the response filed in behalf of
the 7ALd/ t a) Democratic Cousittee and
the act sta ereln are true to the best of
my knowledge.

rhaman

Democratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA

COUNTY OF GRAYSON
To-wit:

I, Anna H. Hodges, A Notary Public in the State and County Aforesaid do hereby

certify that Van B. McCarter personally appeared before me this 26th day of

January , 1981 and acknowledged the foregoing.

N My Commission expires 2/11/81.
4 A"O"d

gor

'1-1Anna ir.H;dges
(Ro ary Public

liv I

a: ~ , ~

To:

Re:

ft

0

0

C

I|1 |

Coxmidttee/



Federal Electi. Sion
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Tay-lor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
w. /b mocratic Couzuttee and

cra4  Skin Denocrat.2c
Connit teeI

State of Virginia

County of Grayson, to wit:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this 26th d y&.. OI
of January, 1981, by Kenneth R. Brooms, Chairman of Grayson .Cun ..'
Democratic Committee.

Notary $fblic

My Commission expires January 9, 1983.-

To:

Re:



Federal 31e~1t t4s C
Washington, . C.
Attn:* William Talor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read
the . atb.,,
the fts stated
my knowledge.

the response filed in behalf of
Democratic Coamittee and

therein are true to the best of

Gairman

Mathews
Cmmittee

Democratic

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd

day of January, 1981, by F. Paul Blanock.

Notary Public '

My Commission expires:' August 10, 1981

To:

Re:

e000 v
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To:

Re:

Federal kteoion Coznmission
Washington, V. C.
Attn: Willian Tay;lor, Esquire

1UR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

filed in behalf of
socratic Committee and
:rueAof the best of

ADemocratic
Lttee

STATE OF VIRGINIA
County of Orange, to-wit:

Subscribed and sworn to before ..me, a Notary Public for the
gtores~id jurisdiction, this 22nd day of January, 1981, by H. Watkins
Ellerson, III, Chairman, Orange County Democratic Committee.

My Commission expires: March 30, 1983

Notary Public

11 1I~ ~tvrt
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Fderal 3ee i~~
Washington, b't. C.
Attn: Willim Tlor, Esquir.

NUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have lead the response filed in behalf of
the -,,04, ,i ,#,4>" Democratic Committoe and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

otee
Denocratic

Re:

-- *1



Federal Ble3 t " Sio
Washingto., D.-C.
Attn: Willia aylor, quir

KWR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Co° nv Deocratic Comittee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

'~ 5J airman

______ _________Democratic
Co uitt ee

off W ,

6t ".J noi

#PAW&

Re:

/_ . -oe/



Federal 3etm mMt
Washington,4 D..
Attn: WilliAM tylo.,

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Democratic Committee and
the facts state rin are true to the best of
my knowledge.

isi -

DemocraticCommittee " '

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF FLUVANNA,

I hereby certify that the foregoing instrument was
acknowledged before me this 23rd day of January, 1981,
by Nancy T. Bowles.

NotayPubic

My Commission Expires: October 24, 1981.

C~~w

'qTf:

Re:

AP

"Oe



Attn: WilliaN Taylor, 8qpuire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Ct",,, ' 2 a,"Is Democratic Commttee and
the acts stated teren are true to the best of
my knowledge.

\vI

Democratic
Coumittee

Sworn to.and. kubscribed before me this 3rd day of February, 1981

Ann. B. Winn;, Notary Public
My comni.ssion expires 9/26/63

S : Id I.

p.--

Re:

*1,,
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To:

Re:

Federal EZection Coimai$sic=
Washingtqo, D. C.e
Attn : William Tay-lor, Uquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

/)have re d the response filed in behalf of
the -Democratic Comittee and
the acts state in are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic
Commimttee

U,

~>

A , , , ...~<.

I I III . . ..



Federal Zlection Comission
Washington;, D-C.
Attn: William Taylor, -squive

.MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have rea the response filed in behalf of
the _ t__ Democratic Committee and
the fact* stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Tht~ 2!~P

A4p~eg
Coimzittet

..aq 0 4
0

IV

Demcratic

IRe:

0

m

9*4164, 
--

9":t=
ChaIrman

/- a0ru-



Larerkce Whiti
Clarke County

Give ~ma4~w ha nd this day of

198_.
14y cousion expires:

Notary Public

V)A'r 0004

David Moore,
Rappahannock

Given under my hand this 1 0 day of

Chairman
Democratic Comittee

1980•

y conuission e*ires:
A ,- , ., '4, ,.A,

Nota r '"ubliNotary Pulc • t'- ,

ittee

I

:~-.&A-~~:
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To: Federal Bleati _0= .- Sion.
Washington, . C.
Attn: Willia 1ylor, Zoquiz~

Re: .RMUR:1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the 1 Democratic committee and
the fat StIteIdtherin are true to the best of
my knowledge.

1- Lunenbura County Democratic

Commuittee

r
2 State of Virginia,

County of Lunenburg, to-wit:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me

this 22nd day of January, 1981, by James T. Edmunds.

My commission expires: Sept. 13, 1983.

Notary Public
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Federal Blection Comssion
Washifgcgt, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

kMUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. Framne, III is authorized to
represent the Dtes Docratic
Committee in connection with the above-namd
complaint.

Chairman

DemocraticMathews
Committee

Re:

N

0

p,.

V.,

0

~iT~
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Federal Xlt% "Napp" ts.*Os
Washington-. . C.Attn: William Tio , Zsquhxe

MUR-1 328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the rq sponse filed in behalf of
the Dem cratic Committe* and
the facts statOd treie are true tQ e beat of
my knowled~ge. coRtee /

____________________Demcratic
Co =d-ttee

: TO3

Re:
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lurch. 10,

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Strett, N.V.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: 4UR 1358 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This response is filed on behalf of the Lee
County Democratic Committee in connection with the above-
numbered complaint. Please reference our earlier response
dated January 20, 1981 filed on behalf of several other
Virginia Democratic committees.

The Lee County Democratic Committee authorized
non-advertiseihpts advocating the election of Jiy Carter
as President TQbe aired on WSWV Radio, Pennington Gap,
Virginia. At the time the Lee County Democratic Comittee
believed they were authorized to do so on behalf of the
Democratic National Committee. A agency agreement is being
executed by the Democratic National Comu ttee acknowledging
the actions of the Lee County Committee and agreeing to
report its expenditure in the amount of $78.50 to
the Federal Election Commission in its next report. Because
of this, the Lee County Democratic Committee does not
believe that it violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
and, therefore, respectfully requests the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

Respectfll-s*mitted,

H. Framme, III

LHF,III/cfr

P. S. An acknowledgment and a representation authorization
will be forwarded directly to you from the Lee County
Democratic Committee Chairman.

4 -

0

=7 =777 , ,-, ..
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March 26, 1981

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Comission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D,C. 20463

We are submitting a clarification of an agreement dated
March 10, 1981 between the Democratic National Comittee
and Mr. Larry Framme, the attorney for the respondents
(sixteen local Virginia Democratic Comittees).

The agreement was meant to be a ratification of the
actions of the sixteen local Democratic Committees and
the committees were acting as designated agents of the
Democratic National Committee for purposes of making
expenditures pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 9 441a(d)(2) as
specified in the agreement.

Sincerely,

Patricia Whiteaker
Controller

60 :Ed Ou~l

400L4



DEMORATI
.E.! ! NATONAL C ;- ,, 1M .w., N.W. 11b. ,1,,9- . :

March 10, 1981

Mr. Lawrence H. Framme, III
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Mr. Framme:

This letter authorizes the Committees set forth as attached

to make expenditures in the State of Virginia as duly
authorized agents of the Democratic National Committee (DNC),

for the purpose and subject to the conditions specified
herein.

The Committees are authorized to make expenditures, limited

and outlined as attached, for the purpose of influencing
the election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale on November

4, 1980, subject the the following terms and conditions:

C3 1. The Committees agree to comply fully with the appli-

0 cable provisions of e PFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended (2 U.S.C. et seq.) the "Act" and with any other

applicable provision of State and Federal law.

2. The Committees shall supply the DNC with an itemized

account of all expenditures made by the Committees pursuant

to this agreement, as required under section 302(c) of the

Act (2 U.S.C. I 432(c)). Each account shall provide the name

Cand address of every person to whom any such expenditure 
was

made, the date and amount thereof, and the purpose for which

N such expenditue was made, including a receipt, invoice, or
cancelled check.

Any amount expended by the Committees pursuant to this
agreement shall be deemed to have been expended by the DNC,

shall be applied against the expenditure limit for the national

committee of a political party specified in section 315(d)(2)

of the Act (2 U.S.C. § 441a(d)(2)).

This agency agreement shall automatically and immediately

terminate if the Committees fail to comply with any term or

condition in this agreement, and shall otherwise be terminable

by the DNC at will upon wirtten notification thereof to the

Treasurer or Chairperson of the Committee.

, d



w for, t1-* cndtteow, pies date and siga, I
t this letter: rea o opy and tn re t

to the Democratic National Ca-ittee, 1625 Massw
s, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, Attention: Pat

Sincerely,

Charles E. Curry
Treasurer

I have read this agency agreement, and by my signature below,
the Committees fully accept and agree to abide by the terms and
conditions of this agreement.

Date:___________

0 Names of Committees:
'A

Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic

County of Grayson County
City Committee of Galax
County Committee of Lunenburg Couty
County Committee of Goochland County
City of Martinsville
County Committee of Henry County
County Committee of Greene County
County Committee of Warren County
County Committee of Botetourt County
County Committee of Mathews County
County Committee of Gloucester County
Committee of Clarke County
Committee of Amelia County
City Committee of Hopewille
Committee of Rappahahnock County
County Committee of Lee County

,&A- J

K ~'

BY



9m'1, BmK 45
Fries, VA 24330

" and -
DmuKoa= city uut-tm ofef

a ft CW*t St~ggt
Galax, VA 24333

2) Dm atic COuI&y Cuitts of'

Keridge, VA 23860

3) ac C tyComitte of
Cloh i County

IRets Store, VA 23084

4) Dmxratic City numttee of
S Mrinsville

1605 14,1 mxy Road
Martinsvifle, V& 24112

o -and-
Deocratic County omn itee of

S Henry county
Bassett VA 24055

, Ds gc ti County Ccuuttee of
reese County

4' F~alte 1, Box 221K
S r e, VA 22973

4 Dcratic County u Ittee of
Warren County

V 1016 Vixinia Averm
Front Pcyal, VA 22630

7) Dmuivratic County C=&ttee of
Botetourt County

P.O. Box 368
Daleville, VA 24083

8) Dmocratic County Ccinttee of
Mathews county

Mathews, VA 23109
-and-

Democratic Count.Y C ttee of
Gmoumster County
loucester, VA 23-61

2he Gusetta
W~3ax, VA

Xmk Y " Igo-Vc *i D -ac
RXertuid, VA

Goochland Gazetb:
G land, VA

Martinsville, VA

Ckewn Cuty reor
Ssi, VA 22973

Warren Sentin63
Fztnt Foyalf, VA 22630

Fincastle Herald
Fincastle, VA

Gloucester Mathews
-azette Journal

Glxester , VA

$125.00

$126.00

$123.48

$100.00

$ 86.24

$ 86.00

$ 98.00

$195.00



9) 1Dmc t

viezyv111@, VA 22011

10) lim ip'c 14sg ci-04-
humli4a Omty

Fout 4, B= 136
AR]lia, VA 23002

11) D~omcratec City _tt

3408 Vinton Stzmet
;small , VA 2386

of

.2) D.ccratic Ourtt ft of

Washington, VA 22747

CO)
ia* -'crtc 0mty o tt of

Ime omty
(V P.O. Box 404

Jomnelflev VA 24263

P-r15 Frwk11zl.J

PfxI~ Tim
Dm mrat Co.
P.O. B= 631

Arlntm, VA 2218

Penmiang GW,, VA

__ N

$ 83.16

$ 94.60

$ 78.50

AAW
mw 44 2M



-u~ tic ~

Podia,, VA 23002

U). Dmoatic city otb

3408 Vnm Stemt
It~li i, VA 2390

of

12) Dmcratic ofs, at

Ibshinqjm, VA 22747

INw a ratic CtItty t"
ISO Qconty

P.O. Bo= 404
Jcxrisvile, VA 24263,-

15 Fzmm*in

Dsmmt C*.
P.O. a= 631
Ar311zm, VA 2218

PeminbmGon , VA

$ 83.16

$ 94.60

$ 78.50



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUETED

Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Cha ...n
The Democratic County COittee

of Roanoke County, Virgitn4a A .,
5134 Remington Road, S.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

Dear Ms. Saunders:

On December 31, 1980, the CMEission notified you of a
complaint alleging that your comittee-had violatd certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amnded.

The Commission, on 1980, a"t 4m0" that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and infoxmation provided
by your committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its Jurisdiction has beM cnted accord-
ingly, the Commission closed 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 N&IL

Mr. Watkins Elleson, IlI, Chaz man
The Democratic County Catm .

of Orange County, Virginia
P.O. Box 1080
Orange, Virginia 22960

Dear Mr. Elleson:

On December 31, 1980, the Cossission hotified you of a
complaint alleging that your comi-ttee had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as aus'ded.

The Comission, on , 19t0, dtmAA that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by your comittee, there is no reason to believe that a violation
of any statute within its jurisdiction ha been coitted. Accord-
ingly, the Conmission closed its file in this matter. This matter
will become a part of the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

2i7.~



CERTIFIED NAIL

RETURN RECEIP REQUESTED

Lawrence White, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Clarke County, Virginia
Battleton Drive
Berryville, Virginia 22611

B: NOR 1328

Dear Mr. White:

On , 198 , the Commission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.'.C. S 4414, k'Won of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as irmes (t16 At)
in connection with the above referenced OUR. Douwv:r, after
considering the circumstances of this ntter, the oumission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days;

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

-~vl



FEDERAL ELECTION C.13"
WASHINGTON. D.C. 0463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

A. H. Keysen, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Rappahannock County, Virgini&
Washington, Virginia 22747

M : MR 1328

Dear Mr. Keysen:

On , 198 , the Commission found reason 'to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.8.C. S 441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, a* Inded (tbe. &t)
in connection with the above referenced MnR. Noaver, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTI COMMI -$10N
WASHINGTON. D.C. AND

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Juan Whittington, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Amelia County, Virginia Y
Route 4, Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002

0 Rle: NOR 1328

Dear Mr. Whittington:

N On , 198 , the Commission found reason to believe

3 that your committee had violated 2 0.S.C. S 441d,. a proision ofthe Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act)
p., in connection with the above referenced NUR. owever, after

considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public

Crecord, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation ofN 2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps.to insurethat this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECT,1OI CI. -,-,
WASHINGTO, D.C. 3

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Constance Dudley, Chaiman
The Democratic County Committee

of Greene County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 221K
Standardsville, Virginia 22973

Re: MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Dudley:

On , 198 , the Comission found reason to believe
that your committee had violatd 2 U.S.C. S 441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign &Act of 1971, as amended (the *Act*)in connection with the above rebrencd MUR. However, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the 0OQmission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTICOM M. I
WASHINGTON. D.C. 303

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RQUESTED

Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman
The Democratic County COmittee

of Gloucester County, Virginia
Gloucester, Virginia 23061

Re: IWR 1328

Dear Mr. Hicks:

On , 198, the Comission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 u.S.C. S 4414, a prov'ision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1972, as amended Athe Act")
in connection with the above referenced NOR. fomever, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the cmmession
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any aterials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immdiate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counse l

7'/



FEDERAL ELECT
WASHINGTON. D.C,,

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman
The Democratic County Ommttee

of Mathews County, Virginia
Mathews, Virginia 23109

Res MM 1328

Dear Mr. Blanock:

On , 198 , the Comission found reason 'to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.8.C. S 441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Cam An Act of 1971, as I (the, ''ta)
in connection with the above recoenced IWR. Notaver, afr
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTI.R
WASINGTON. D.C. Z M

CERTIFIED N4AIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chairman
The Democratic County Comittee

of Goochland County, Virginia
Kents Store, Virginia 23084

R: OR 1326

Dear Mrs. Bowles:

(, On , 198 , the Comission fo*u reason 'to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U..C. S 4414.. provision of

oD the Federal Election Campaign Act. of 1971, as ia (t kcts)
in connection with the abovo referenced DU. uer o, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the C(Mission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/

OMondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECT
WASHINGTON, D.C. h3-

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James Edmunds, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Lunenberg County, Virginia
Lunenburg County, Virginia

Re: UR 1328

Dear Mr. Edmunds:

On , 198 , the Commission found reason 'to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act8)
in connection with the above referenced XUR. However, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct then to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL fli
* a WASHINGTON. D.C.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Heda Trana, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Hopewel County, Virginia
Hopewell, Virginia 23860

Be: MMI 1328

Dear s. Trana:t
On , 198 # the Comission found reason 'to believe

that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 4414, a provision of
C". the Federal Election Campaign &at of 1971, as ed (the "act*)

in connection with the above referenced MM. lbwer, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Comission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/

C Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take imediate steps to insure

Cthat this activity does not occur in the future.
If you have any questions, please direct them to William

Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELE11" V. 0 01 0,
WASHINGTON. D.C.20

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Botetourt COunty, Virginia
P.O. Box 368
Daleville, Virginia 24083

ft: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Carter:

On , 198 , the Comnission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441.4, a ptovision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the *Act")
in connection with the above referenced NUR. Dowever, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immdiate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDER-AL&21 "i1
WASHIGIONQC

CERTIFIED NAIL
R"Tun RECIT MREESTE

Mr. F. s. Marsh, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Henry County, Virginia
Main Street
Basset, Virginia 24055

a: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Marsh:

On , 198 , the commssion found reason to believe
that your committee had violat*d 2 U.S.C. S 441d, a PMavJsn of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, at a, ndd (tIe ct-)
in connection with the above referenced NUR. NoWver, after
considering the circumstancs of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and Close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQESTE9D

Ms. Virginia HalIl, Chairman
The Democratic City (ommittee

of Martinsville, Virginia
1605 Mulberry Road
Martinsville, Virginia 24112

Ha: NUR 1328

Dear Ms. Hall:

On , 198 , the Ommission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 4414. a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the 'Act e )
in connection with the above referenced XUR. However, after
considering the circumstans of this matter, the Commssion
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take imediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECT .+
WASHINGTON. D.C. 204P

CERTIFIED NAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Warren County, Virginia
1016 Virginia Avenue
Front Royal, Virginia 22630

Rs: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

On , 198 , the COmission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign act of 1971, as amanded (the "Act")
in connection with the above referenced NUR. However, after
considering the circumstancs of this matter, the Comaission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT NRUZSTED

Dr. Van B. McCarter, Chairman
The Democratic City Committee

of Galax, Virginia
212 West Center Street
Galax, Virginia 24333

K -e: NOR 1328

UP Dear Dr. McCarter:

On , 198 , the COmmission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.8.C. S441d, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the OActO)
in connection with the above referenced KUR. owever, after
considering the circumstancs of this matter, the Commission
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
r the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/

Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
CY 2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure

that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECT10KCON.1M55IQ#$
WASHINGTON. D.C. 04 ..*.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RQUESTED

Mr. Kenneth Broon, Chairman
The Democratic County Commiqe

of Grayson County, VirgitiM
Route 1, Box 45
Fnes, Virginia 24330

Be: MR 1326

Dear Mr. Broon:

On , 198 , the Commission found reason to believe
that your committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 4414, a provision of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act)
in connection with the above referenced MUR. Homever, after
considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commsion
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to submit any materials to appear on the public
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take immediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

If you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

I,/



FEDERALEE
WASHINCTOW. &C 30

Mr. Paul Harris, ChairMn
The Oemocratic County COMItee

of Lee County, VirgiMia
P.O. Box 404
Jonesville, Virginia 24263

Re: MDR 1358

Dear Mr. Harris:

On -saon found reason to believe
that your c i e v.8.C. S 441d, a proision of
the Federal ,iection 1971, as e (the "Act')

0 in connection with tieo MR* after
considering the -circtSUanes 0 a Matter, the COiSion
has determined to take no further action and close its file.
Should you wish to sulmit any aterials to appear on the pvublic
record, please do so within 10 days.

The Commission reminds you that the failure to state that
the advertisement in question was not authorized by the Carter/
Mondale Committee nevertheless appears to be in violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441d and you should take imediate steps to insure
that this activity does not occur in the future.

CIf you have any questions, please direct them to William
Taylor, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



J. Curtis er , Req.
sedan and Nor"
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MURs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Nerge:

On , 1981# the Comission found reason to believe
that the following Virginia Democratic coemittees --

the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Dcratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Dcratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic
the Democratic

County Committee of pazmnock County;
County Coittee of Awlia County;
County Committee of Clarke County
County Committee of oreope Coquty I
County Cittee of Glouester Countyp
County Comittee of Mathews Countyp
County Comittee of Goochiand County;
County coittee of Lg County;
City Committee of Hopewell;
County Committee of Botetourt County;
County Coamittee of Henry County;
City Coimittee of Martinsville;
County Covmittee of Warren County;
City Comittee of Galax;
County Comittee of Grayson County; and
County Committee of Lee County, Virginia

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d, a provision of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the Act) in connection with the
above referenced MURs. Nevertheless, after considering the circum-
stances of this matter, the Comission has determined to take no
further action. In addition, the Commission has found no reason
to believe that the Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,
Virginia and the Democratic County Committee of Orange County,
Virginia violated the Act. Moreover, the Commission has decided
to close its file in this matter.

If you have any questions, please call William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at 202-523-4529.

Sincerely,
t

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

C
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b)
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i)
j)
k)
1)
m)
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o)
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March 26, 1981

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

We are submitting a clarification of an agreement dated
March 10, 1981 between the Democratic National Committee
and Mr. Larry Framme, the attorney for the respondents
(sixteen local Virginia Democratic Committees).

The agreement was meant to be a ratification of the
actions of the sixteen local Democratic Committees and
the committees were acting as designated agents of the
Democratic National Committee for purposes of making
expenditures pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 441a(d)(2) as
specified in the agreement.

Sincerely,

Patricia Whiteaker
Controller

60 :Cd U I
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DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMTTEE

1625 16-ul in " AV., N.W.
Waasme, O.C. 20036

I NAA3O .I

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463



~~ DAVID A. ~R

404 SHENANDOAH eULDING

ROANOKCE VIRGINIA 24011

May 6, 1981

Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission 00
Washington, D. C. 20463 CD -

RE: Prentiss Webb, Treasurer
Roanoke City Democratic Committee
MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Steele:

14 Please be advised that I am legal counsel for the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of Roanoke, Virginia. Our

N Party treasurer, Mr. Prentiss Webb, was named in a complaint

brought by the Republican Party of Virginia 
on or about December 10,0 1980.

Mr. Webb received your letter of April 9, 1981, but
because of some confusion we were not able to respond earlier
than today. Therefore, I am not sure whether this is a timely
response to your notice, but I hope that that technicality will
be overlooked. At this point in time I will have Mr. Webb
inform you directly, by letter, that I shall be legal counsel
for him in this matter. Additionally, I would request that we
have a further opportunity to investigate the complaint, and to
respond more appropriately at a later time.

Sincerely,

David A. Bowers

DAB/rl

cc: Prentiss Webb
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Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Co mission
Washington, D. C. 20463

PAV.ID A. BOWERS
Attorney at Law

& SHENANDOAH BUILDING
ROANOKE, VIRGINIA 24011
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April 9., 1981

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

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Enclosed is the authorization form from Lee County and
the acknowledgment.

Very truly yours,

LHF, III/cfr

Enclosures

LI ,td

I r()

42 53165

IAIN SUILDINO
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F6ereal X 0t ft
WAhingt
Attn: Vill-i-at i~

IIUR-13328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

have rmd reponse filed.", behaf of
th e J..,. Deat c Camittee and
the fact stated thbrein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic

4

A m:

I
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Federal Election Coimmssion
Washington,. D.* C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. Pr III is authorized to
represent the LO A0v 1wDeo cratic
Comittee in connection i th ove-nwd
complaint.

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

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

C!r

CI



L. H. Framme, III

MCGUJiR. WOODS & BATTLE

%D Ross BUILDINO

^0 RICEXOWD, VI3O*NiA sgut

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

L.
y

(L~~A.i



March 10, 1981

Mr. Lawrence H. Framme, III
1400 Rose Building
Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Mr. Framme:

This letter authorizes the Committees set forth as attached
to make expenditures in the State of Virginia as duly
authorized agents of the Democratic National Committee (DOl)
for the purpose and subject to the conditions specified
herein.
The Committees are authorized to make expenditures, limited

0 and outlined as attached, for the purpose of influencing

Kthe election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale on November
4, 1980, subject the the following terms and conditions:

1. The Committees agree to comply fully with the appli-
o cable provisions of e Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended (2 U.S.C. et !m.) the *Act", and with any other
applicable provision of State and Federal law.

2. The Committees shall supply the DNC with an itemized
o account of all expenditures made by the Committees pursuant

to this agreement, as required under section 302(c) of the
Act (2 U.S.C. I 432(c)). Each account shall provide the name
and address of every person to whom any such expenditure was
made, the date and amount thereof, and the purpose for which

CM such expenditue was made, including a receipt, invoice, or
cancelled check.

Any amount expended by the Committees pursuant to this
agreement shall be deemed to have been expended by the DNC,
shall be applied against the expenditure limit for the national
committee of a political party specified in section 315(d)(2)
of the Act (2 U.S.C. § 441a(d) (2)).

This agency agreement shall automatically and immediately
terminate if the Committees fail to comply with any term or
condition in this agreement, and shall otherwise be terminable
by the DNC at will upon wirtten notification thereof to the
Treasurer or Chairperson of the Committee.

. Lt~, 1

277



- 211ow--

As" Rt tnel for the , please date and sin'b
cpsOf this lettert a O W Ipy and return tboe

cy to the Deeratic National doiuite, 1625 Has
AVenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, Attentions Pattit#
ih9teaker•

Sincerely,

Charles E. Curry
Treasurer

I have read this agency agreement, and by my signature below,
the Commttees fully accept and agree to abide by the terms and
conditions of this agreement.

Date:

Names of Committees:

Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic

County of Grayson County
City Committee of Galax
County Committee of Lunenburg Couty
County Committee of Goochland County
City of Martinsville
County Committee of Henry County
County Committee of Greene County
County Committee of Warren County
County Committee of Botetourt County
County Committee of Mathews County
County Committee of Gloucester County
Committee of Clarke County
Committee of Amelia County
City Committee of Hopewille
Committee of Rappahannock County
County Committee of Lee County

BY M 1W2la !r .01 Tit7e Jim, )qc

-06*wwu IP- - - :94408
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oft,

~qu I um..

ut 1, B0 45
Frtim, VA 24330

anUd -z-&ic ity : of (a
M)2 West Ond 1-m Slipme

Go'ax, VA 24333

2) D1m~at'o OoOmty t of
- County

Kirid:age, VA 23860

3) D: a ti --c IImz of

Rets Sore, VA 23084

4) 10xmcatki City O of
K mm.tinsville

1605 ft1brry Bod
Hurtinsvil1e, kV 24112

Dmocratic County cx t of
rAW eIury county

Baet, VA 24055

naDsIvertic Couty C- ittme of
cVOWm omty

v iute 1, Box 221K
Stanardvie, VA 22973

crtic (3mlty aits of
Wr Coumty

C 1016 Virginia Avenm
Frant Foyal, VA 22630

7) Damcratic Oomty Ozurttle of
Botetourt County

P.O. Box 368
Daleville, VA 24083

8) Demcratic County Cizuittee of
Mathews County

MatIms, VA 23109
- and-

Deocatic County Ccmitte of
coucester County

Gloucester, VA 23-61

( lax, VA

Rrttnfihl, VA

SGoodands, VA

NW n BunLnln
St-axxlmdilla, VA 22973

Frvnt ftyl, VA 22630

Firwastle Herald
Fi castle, VA

Goeter Pattm
Gazette Joural

Gloucester, VA

$2*s.oo

$126.00

$123.48

$100.00

$ 86.24

$ 86.00

$ 98.00

$195.00



10) oarmlatic €

Mt 4, Dog 36
J1.ia, VA 23002

U) D c Rtic City I t of

3408 Vinbn StrXit
Dopmmf, VA 23860

12) D -zxrt4€ -c of

bshingb n, VA 22747

A imxma.tic cz.ty - of
um omnty

i- P.O. Box 404
Jnmwv!lle, VA 24263

15 ftuilin
petmrawg vA

DMaWt Cb.
P.O. fo 631
Arli-ngton1. VA 2218

Pamington Gwo VA

$ 83.16

$ 94.60

$ 78.50



NATIONAL COMMITTEE
1625 asschugets Ave., N.W.

SWajingon, D.C. 20036

0

WILLIAM TAYLOR
Federal Election Commission

0



DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL COMMITTEE 1625 Av., N. W. Nkhvo D.C 2W36 i -..... ! ! * ..

March 10, 1981

Mr. Lawrence H. Framme, III
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, VA 23219

Dear Mr. Framme:

This letter authorizes the Committees set forth as attached
to make expenditures in the State of Virginia as duly
authorized agents of the Democratic National Committee (DEC),
for the purpose and subject to the conditions specified
herein.

The Committees are authorized to make expenditures, limited
and outlined as attached, for the purpose of influencing
the election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale on November
4, 1980, subject the the following terms and conditions:

1. The Committees agree to comply fully with the appli-
cable provisions of t~e Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended (2 U.S.C.S et seq.) the "Act" and with any other
applicable provision of State and Federal law.

2. The Committees shall supply the DNC with an itemized
account of all expenditures made by the Committees pursuant
to this agreement, as required under section 302(c) of the
Act (2 U.S.C. I 432(c)). Each account shall provide the name
and address of every person to whom any such expenditure was
made, the date and amount thereof, and the purpose for which
such expenditue was made, including a receipt, invoice, or
cancelled check.

Any amount expended by the Committees pursuant to this
agreement shall be deemed to have been expended by the DNC,
shall be applied against the expenditure limit for the national
committee of a political party specified in section 315(d)(2)
of the Act (2 U.S.C. § 441a(d)(2)).

This agency agreement shall automatically and immediately
terminate if the Committees fail to comply with any term or
condition in this agreement, and shall otherwise be terminable
by the DNC at will upon wirtten notification thereof to the
Treasurer orChairperson of the Committee.

" yjX.



4 1~4 ~

M &tt~U~ or te Coite~.p~*edate and sign-,~ <
g~ie ottt~* leter w oe opyuand return te~

7to the Dratio National Camnitt e, 1625 tas
Nva . fWahington, D.C. 20036, Attention: Patrit

Sincerely,

Charles S. Curry
Treasurer

I have read this agency agreement, and by my signature below,
the Committees fully accept and agree to abide by the terms and
conditions of this agreement.

Date:

0 Names of Committees:

Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic
Democratic

County of Grayson County
City Committee of Galax
County Committee of Lunenburg Couty
County Committee of Goochland County
City of Martinsville
County Committee of Henry County
County Committee of Greene County
County Committee of Warren County
County Committee of Botetourt County
County Committee of Mathews County
County Committee of Gloucester County
Committee of Clarke County
Committee of Amelia County
City Committee of Hopewille
Committee of Rappahannock County
County Committee of Lee County

BY
Name Title



1) atic omty U)Dt
Gm -9m : 1, Boc 45

fti, A 24330
- aid "

Iua wtic city tt at of axm1 imt (N r: st
Galax, VA 24333

2) nxtic Coity CM Itt of
TA-- comity

Kur bcidge, VA 23860

3) D CtiC Cmityc -uiy tt e of

Kents Sore, VA 23084
K
4) Daocrtic City :1 rttm of
K PhrtinmviU.
.. 1605 Mlbrry Rw

V .z.nraJJ.1, VA 24112

fwryit Cowt '11
Ba0,st, VA 24055

& DsKcratic cuty c '11ta of

r~eaul CoutyT" Fxze 1 , Box 221K
Stadarbavlle, VA 22973

n gcratic DMtY Qwmittee of
NrUMM OMty

v- 1016 Virg:ina Avenu
Front Royal, VA 22630

7) Dutie aIc Coun Otye of
Botetrt Cozty

P.O. Box 368
Daleville, VA 24083

8) Duro(ratic CouMty Omuit of
mtiaws Oomty

Ma t i, VA 23109

D -Icratic Couty C~uitee of
M.oucester County

Gloucester, VA 23-61

atA Gatte
ftmlaw, VA

M C 1 m D Match
7tr, ir , VA

Goohland Gbot
~odiw~,VA

Mrtinsifl ag1t.dn

MtLrnovi11e, VA

Starx arduvi11, VA 22973

Warren Sawent
Front Royal, VA 22630

Firicastle Herald
Fincastle, VA

Gloucester s
ruzette Journal

Gloucester, VA

$126.00

$123.48

$100.00

$ 86.24

$ 86.00

$ 98.00

$195.00



10) i t cgo, ai a '

Rte 4, kmo 336
Mmlia, VA 23002

11) Dou -tic City 1Itlm

3408 Vintm Strigt
B Lw.U, VA 2386

Of

12) D -mcrae atmm of

Mbhinqtm, VA 72247

1!1. Dmatic O mty et oil

LeSe xmty
P.O. Bo 404

c s ouvi1te VA 24263

Pr

In n - Q)m
P.O. a= 631
Arizngb , VA 22186

UM Uwllo
P0Bigbir , Cap AI

$ 83.16

$ 94.60

$ 78..%
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Mr. William Taylor
Federal Election Commission
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Washington, D.C. 20005
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Pedoral Election Commission -
1325 1 Strett, N.W. ''up
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: NUR 1358 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

D This response is filed on behalf of the LeO
County Democratic Comittee in commction itWi the aboe-

! numbered complaint. Please reference our -rolier --- se
dated January 20, 1981 filed on behalf of swna o0 VirgiAia Democratic conittees.

The Lee County Demo c ra COM$€ ttee autlhoized
w non-advertisements advocating the election of Jimmy Carter

as President to be aired on WSWV Radio, Pennington Gap,
Virginia. At the time the Lee County Dmo c ratc comttee
believed they were authorized to do so on behalf of the
Democratic National Comiittee. A agency agreement is being
executed by the Democratic National Committee acknowledging
the actions of the Lee County Committee and agreeing to
report its expenditure in the amount of $78.50 to
the Federal Election Commission in its next report. Because
of this, the Lee County Democratic Committee does not
believe that it violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
and, therefore, respectfully requests the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

ance H. FrA I

LHF, III/cfr

P. S. An acknowledgment and a representation authorization
will be forwarded directly to you from the Lee County
Democratic Committee Chairman.



Dear Mr. Taylor,

P ve re th response filed im, 4 of
the ttee and
theoat si~ii~tated t iiW~n ae true to "~best of
my knowledge.

A eoratic

£r~~- celmo I~t.c-~ t &n~6yY

71

O " id6:
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Democratic National ComMitte under authority o
, Section 441a (d). The Democratic National CMAttee

has not yet responded to this request, but the C mmitteeexpects it to act favorably on :its request and to
report this expenditure in its next report to theCommission. The Greene County Democratic Committee
contends that with the reporting by the Democratic.
National Committee there will be no violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

3. Orange County Democratic Comittee, H. Watkins Elerson,
III, Chairman. The Addendum to the Complaint filed
by the Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
copy of any advertisement placed by the Orange County

fDemocratic Committee. The Orange County DemocraticCommittee did not authorize the placement of any
newspaper advertising advocating the election of a
presidential candidate in the 1980 election. The
Orange County Democratic Committee is aware that anadvertisement a4vocating the re-election of President
Carter and Walter Mondale was placed by two individual

o members of the Committee and paid for with their ownfunds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange
County Democratic Committee that advertisement was
placed by the Committee members as individuals and0D was not placed in consultation with, at the expense of
or with the authorization of the Orange CountyDemocratic Committee. Also, to the best of the Committee'*knowledge, the advertisement was not placed at the
direction of or in consultation with the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Campaign.

Based on the facts set forth above, the Orange County
Democratic Committee does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and, there-

ifore, asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint
against it.

4. Gloucester County Democratic Committee, C. F. Hicks,Chairman, and Mathews County Democratic Committee,,
F. Paul Blanock, Chairman. The advertisement attached
as Exhibit F to the Addendum to the Complaint of the
Virginia Republican Party was placed and paid for by
the Gloucester County Democratic Committee and the



eral- Election Commission
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Mathews County Democratic Committee. The ... " 'the
advertisement was $195.00. At the time the ........ -
ment was placed and at this time the Gloucester amd
Mathews County Democratic Conittees believe that
they were authorized to place the advertisement a
agents of the Democratic National Committee pursuant
to the Democratic National Committee's authority to
place such advertisements under Section 441a (d) of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Immediately before
placing the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Gloucester County Democratic Committee was advised
that the Democratic National Committee had authorized
the placement of the advertisement. At this time a
request has been made to the Democratic National
Committee to report the expenditure in its next report
to the Federal Election Commission. While a formal
response to this request has not yet been received
from the Democratic National Committee, the Gloucester

0and Mathews Democratic Committees believe that a
favorable response will be received. For this reason,
the Gloucester and Mathews County Democratic Committees
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, ask the Coumission

Oto dismiss the complaint against them. It should be
noted that the disclaimer on the advertisement does
state that it was paid for by the Democratic National

oD Committee in addition to other sources.

5. Goochland County Democratic Committee, Nancy Bowles,
Chairman. The advertisement attached as Exhibit G to
the Addendum to the Complaint of the Virginia Repub-
lican Party was placed by the Goochland County Demo-
cratic Committee and paid for by that Committee. The
cost of the advertisement was $123.48. The circum-
stances surrounding the placement of the advertisement
are similar to those of the advertisement placed by the
Greene County Democratic Committee. The Goochland
County Democratic Committee has customarily and
routinely placed advertisements advocating the election
of Democratic candidates in its local newspaper
shortly before each election. At the time that the
advertisement was placed, the officers of the Goochland
County Democratic Committee were unaware of those
portions of the Federal Election Campaign Act pro-
hibiting local committees from placing advertisements



0 f fiftr l Q~SFe4S i Co m ssioe
1325 K tr"t. rW.
Washingtonv D. C. 20463

KUR 1328

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named C mplaint is filed on
behalf of all local Democratic Committees named in thw Addendum
to complaint filed by the Virginia Repblican Party with the

* Commission on December 15t 1980. Dotunints authori ing me
to represent the Green, Gooaland, L
Henry, Warren and Galax committees are eMi e Simiar doc-
uments from the Orange and Gloucester t "A hae already
been sent directly to you. Documents from th amake,
MathewS, Hopeell, Martinsville and Grayson ondmttees are

being sent directly to you. All of these ,coit:tes dy they
have violated the Federal Election Campagn Act of 1971, but

ostate that if a technical violation did occur, such was in-
advertent and unintentional and in no way prejuiced any
candidate.

Following a response containing points common to all
(N committees complained of, individual comuittee responses will

be set forth in the same order that they appear in the
Complaint.

Matters Common To All Of The Committees C laned Of

Several points are common to all of the committees com-
plained of by the Republican Party. With the exception of the
advertisement placed by the Hopewell City Democratic Committee
in the Petersburg Progress Index, all advertisements were
placed in local, rural newspapers of very limited circulation.
None of these newspapers were of daily circulation. While the
Petersburg Progress Index has a daily circulation, its cir-
culation islimited to the area of Petersburg, Virginia and
the immediately surrounding counties. There was no
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intent on the part of any committee to violate the Act.:
those instance* set forth below where committees made A .
quiries about their ability to advertise, they were rel
given incorrect information by persons in the Virginia, .

Mondale Campaign.

Those committees who placed ads are seeking to cure Any
possible technical violation of the Act by requesting the
Democratic Carter/Mondale Committee to authorize their epen-
ditures under Section 441a d) of the Federal Election Caign
Act. Certainly, the limited nature of the ads, their limited
circulation and the outcome of the election in Virginia (Mr.
Reagan carried Virginia by 237,435 votes), demonstrates that
there was no prejudice to any candidate by the placement of
the ads.

iIndividual Responses

1. Roanoke County Democratic Committee, Betty Ann
Saunders, Chairman. The Roanoke County Democratic
Committee did not place any newspaper advertisements

r0 in connection with the 1980 presidential election.
The advertisement listed as Exhibit A in the Complaint
bears a disclaimer stating that it was placed on the
authority of the Roanoke City Democratic Committee.
The Roanoke City Democratic Committee is a different

oD entity than the Roanoke County Democratic Committee.
The City of Roanoke is an independent city having its
own Democratic committee. The Roanoke County Demo-

Ocratic Committee, therefore, denies that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

2. Greene County Democratic Committee, Constance Dudley,
Chairman. The newspaper advertisement attached to
the Complaint as Exhibit C was placed by the Greene
County Democratic Committee. Its cost of $86.24 was
paid by the Greene County Democratic Committee. The
Greene County Committee, like many Virginia local
committees, routinely place advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates in a local
newspaper shortly before elections.

The officers of the Greene County Democratic Committee
who placed the advertisement were unaware of that
portion of the Federal Election Campaign Act prohib-
iting local party committees from placing advertise-
ments at their own expense which unambiguously refer
to a presidential candidate. The Committee has requested
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unambiguously referring to presidential candiae
at their own expense.

The Goochiand County Democratic Committee has re-
quested the Democratic National Committee to ratify
its expenditure as an agent of the Democratic
National Committee and to report the expenditure on
the next report to the Federal Election Comission.
The Goochland County Democratic Committee expects
a favorable response to this request. Based on this,
the Goochland County Democratic Committee believes
that it did not violate the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

6. Lunenb-r County Democratic Committee, James Fdundsr
Chairmidi. The Lunenburg County Democratic Co-mittee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit 3
to the Addendum to Complaint filed by the Republican
Party of Virginia. Like the Greene and Goochland
County Committees, the Lunenburg County Democratic
Committee customarily places advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates shortly before
each election. At the time of placing the advertise-
ment attached as Exhibit H, the Lunenburg County
Democratic Committee was unaware of those portions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act prohibiting local
committees from placing such advertisements on their
own account in presidential elections. The Lunenburg
County Democratic Committee has requested the
Democratic National Committee to ratify its expenditure
for the advertisement in the amount of $126.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee
and that it be reported accordingly. On the basis of
the above, the Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
does not believe that it violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, requests the
Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

7. City Democratic Committee of Ho;ewell, Virginia,
Hilda Traina, Chairman. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell did place the advertisement attached as
Exhibit J to the Addendum to Complaint of the Virginia
Republican Party. The circumstances surrounding its
placement are similar to those of Greene, Goochland
and Lunenburg County. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell customarily and
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routinely places advertisements in its local my
advocating election of Democratic candidates b
each election., The City Democratic Committee it
Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of the Vederal
Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adwir
tising unambiguously referring to presidential CM-
didates on its own account. The City Democratic
Committee of Hopewell has requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure for
the advertisement as an agency expenditure of the
Democratic National Committee and that it report it
accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Nopewell
anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic

N National Committee. Based on the above, the City
Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that it did
not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act and,
therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the complaint
against it.

8. Botetourt County Democratic Committee, Claude D. Carter,
Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Committee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit I to
the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of

CVirginia. The advertisement was paid for by that
Committee at a cost of $98.00.

Before running the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the

4 Virginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters whether such
advertisement by local committees was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone in the Virginia
State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that such advertising
was permissible as long as the total cost did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-
cratic Committee was unaware of the prohibitions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding placement
of advertising unambiguously referring to presidential
candidates on the account of the local committee.
The Botetourt County Democratic Committee has requested
the Democratic National Committee to ratify its ex-
penditure as an agency expenditure of the Democratic
National Committee and to report it to the Federal
Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County
Democratic Committee believes that the Democratic
National Committee will act favorably on its request
and for this reason does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it
requests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
it.
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9. The City Deocratic COittee of Martin a

F. B Marsh Chairman. Th Mrtinsvill Clv

cratic Comittee and enry County Democratie CItoe
Jointly placed the advertisements attached as -Abits

K and L to the Addendum to Complaint of the bpub¢can

Party of Virginia. Before placing the adverti0iSetts
the Chairman of the Martinsville City Democratic Committee

inquired of the Virginia State Carter/Mondale Head-
quarters as to whether such advertisement was perissible.

The Chairman was advised by someone at the ead-
quarters that such advertising was permissible 

as

long as the total cost of the advertising did not 
ex-

ceed $1,000.00. Based on this advice, the Chairman

placed the advertising. At that time neither the

Martinsville City Democratic Committee or the Henry

County Democratic Committee were aware of the 
provisions

of the Federal Election Campaign Act relating 
to adver-

tising by a local party committee. The Martinsville

City Democratic Committee and the Henry County 
Demo-

cratic Committee have requested the Democratic 
National

Committee to ratify its expendutre of $100.00 
as an

agency expenditure of the Democratic National 
Committee.

It expects a favorable response from the Democratic

National Committee and that the Democratic National

Committee will report the expenditure accordingly.

For these reasons the Martinsville City Democratic

Committee and the Henry County Democratic Committee

believe that they did not violate the Federal Election

Campaign Act and, therefore, ask. the Commission 
to

dismiss the complaint against them.

10. Warren County Democratic Committee, Claude A. Stokes,

Chairman. The Warren County Democratic Committee did

place the advertisement attached as Exhibit M to 
the

Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party 
of Vir-

ginia. Circumstances surrounding the placement of 
that

advertisement are similar to those of Greene, 
Gooch'

land, Lunenburg and others. The Warren County Demo-

cratic Committee routinely and customarily 
places ad-

vertisements advocating the election of 
Democratic

candidates immediately before each election. 
At the

time of the placing of this advertisement, 
at a cost

of $86.00, the Warren County Democratic Committee

was unaware of the provisions of the Federal 
Election
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Campaign Act of 1971 regarding the placement ofu ch
advrtsing by local commiittees. The WarrnCut

Democratic Committee has now requested the D M' c
National Committee to ratify its expenditure a t
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Cemittee
and to report it accordingly. It expects a favotable
response by the Democratic National Committee. There-
fore, the Warren County Democratic National Cointtee
believes that it did not violate the Federal Eletion
Campaign Act and, therefore, asks the Comission to
dismiss the Complaint against it.

11. Galax City Democratic Committee, Dr. Van B. M er.
Chairman, and Grayson County Democratic Commiitti
Kenneth Broom, Chairman. The Galax City and Grayson
County Democratic Committees jointly placed the ad-
vertisement attached as Exhibit N to the Addendum to
Complaint of the Republican Party of Virginia. The

* cost of the advertisement, $125.00, was jointly paid
by the two Committees. Before placing the adver-
tisement,, the Chairman of the Grayson County Demo-
cratic Committee inquired of the Ninth District
coordinator for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Cam-
paign as to whether or not a .local committee was per-
mitted to place such advertising. He was advised by
the coordinator that such advertising was permissible

oD provided the total amount of the advertising did not
exceed $1,000.00. At the time of placing the adver-
tisement neither the Grayson County nor Galax City
Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act governing the place-
ment of advertising by local committees on their own
account. The Grayson County and Galax City Democratic
Committees have requested the Democratic National
Comittee to ratify their expenditures as agency ex-
penditures and to report them in its next report to the
Federal Election Commission. The Committees expect a
favorable response from the Democratic National
Committee. For these reasons the Grayson County and
Galax City Committees believe that they did not violate
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
ask the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
them.
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For the foregoing reasons, the Committees
request the Commission to dismiss the complain,

Because of the numnber of the Complaints in
Addendum of the Republican Party and the fact
committees involved are scattered throughout the
ginia, it is not possible to include a sworn sta
of the committees involved in this response. H 4
response does embody the facts recited to counsel i
the committee chairmen. A copy of this response
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to
Commission directly from each chairman as soon as

DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC

COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COURNT
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COWY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE.COU
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GLOUCESTER COUW
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF MATHEWS COMMr
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GOOCHLAND COMY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF LUNENBURG CO
CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRGIZA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT CON
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF HENRY .COMY
CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLE, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNT
CITY COMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRGIIA
COUNTY COM E OF ON COts

By:74 7
"Ltwrence H. Framne, III

Counsel

.Vir-
each
6s
of
by

THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE



MARTIN. HICKS & INGLES, LTD.
ATTOKYS AND COUNS.LON AT LAW

ON oUWTI" VNUGA ago0

Federal Election Commission

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire Washington

D. C.
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CAOLE MOWOSBAI
TELEX 9-7414

February 4, 1981

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

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Enclosed is the authorization form from Roanoke County
and the acknowledge.

Very truly yours,

McGUIRE, WOODS & BATTLE

Law ence H. Fra., III

n LHFIII/cfr

Encl.

90 :Zd 6 J

'-34-



Wshington Dov*
Atti:William Vailo.bu .

.UR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,
ae rd t response filed in behalf of

the / g . Democratic Cmmittee and
the ,taro'ei n are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic
te

2

to:

Ie:

N

0

C

C



Federal Election Coamission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. r is authorized to
represent the --- "ttic
Committee in connectionith e bove- d
complaint.

Committee

*0:



!91cOUIRa. WOODS & BATTLE

(Y4 Rose DUILDWO0

RzCj1XoDN, VXMOINgA 88819

MON
vS

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

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire



Attn: Wiliam Ia~t *q~

Re: .UR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the osponse filed in bebl of'
the Demoratic C tteand
the f acstatthereinare true to the best of
my knowledge.

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3rd day of February, 1981

Ann B. Winn, Notary Public
My commission expires 9/26/83

SS -, I d S fl 1
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. rame,II is authorized to
represent the Democratic
Committee in 6 w is a ove-naed
complaint. I

I d4. Democratic
4 J 61 Commttee

6?
-~

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 3rd day of February, 1981

Ann B. Winn, Notary Public
My commission expires 9/26/83

Re:

W iliik) M'M-6 --
&V

nalrain
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Federal Election Comaission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. Frane, III is authorized to
represent the Democzatic
Comnittee in connection with the above-named
complaint.

Democratic
Comttee

91, "Olv bZi' 1'

Re:

Lin

4f"t)-1



Attn: VW- taji2Val

MUfl-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

the reslponse filed :in bebf'"tof'
SDemocratic mth at tte hri r true to the bo,--of.

C14tt4%

-Z qO 41

_~_mcratiC

2C1~~4g

j~

r,,.__.II



16lda M. Traina
Aouncilw oran

pJ~.~q ~

Now un

Federal Election Commission
% Mr. Taylor
Washington, D. C. 20463
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H.
represent the a-
Committee in con
complaint.

C f Democratic

0

0

81 I A
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At,..n t

KUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read
the nwd.
the ta ta~ii
my knowledge,

the response filed in

tee& 10 tic

State of Virginia

County of Grayson, to wit:

The foregoing instrumentiwas acknowledged before me this 26th day
of January, 1981, by Kenneth R. Brooms, Chairman of Grayson County
Democratic Committee.

Notary lublic

My Commission expires January 9, 1983.

Re:

and



Grayson County DemocratiC Party
Route l, Box 45
-1ries, Virginia 24330

C

PM

William Taylor, Esquire

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463
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MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behal~fof
the WARRU COUNTY Democratic Comittee
the'facts stated therein are true to the beat of
my knowledge.

WARRM COUNT!
Comaittee

Democratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA
COUNT! WARREN, TOWIt

I, 4 z 4r /-,eU4 A Nobtary Public ina and
for te tate and Vounty aforesait, do hereby certify that
Claufe A, Stokes, Jr* vhose nae is signed above have this
fay personally appeared and acknowledged same before me in
State and County aforesaid.

Given under 7 hand this 24th day of January, 1981
vqr commissifbn expires the 3rd day of Fe ery, 1981

NOYTARY PUBLIC,

Re:

and

WE!:
• . , . ... . |

v

v--



1016 Virginia Avame
Front Royals VirLnia 22630
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Office of GtwerAl Coutwel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.

wlIngtons D.C. 20463

CACta : Willim Tqlor, Esquire

-z -I- -
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Attn: Will11 talor J1$

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
to W" Democratic Coittg. and
the re true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA
To-wit:

COUNTY OF GRAYSON

I, Anna H. Hodges, A Notary Public in the State and County Aforesaid do hereby

certify that Van B. McCarter personally appeared before me this 26th day of

January , 1981 and acknowledged the foregoing.

My Commission expires 2/11/81.
: Public

x,

_ |

ttee



EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

GALAX CITY DEMOCRATIC PARTY
A ox m

40 *ALAXt VIRGINIA MW33
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January 22, 1981

William Taylor, Esquire
Federal Election Comission
Washington, D. C. 2O463

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Herewith please find my affidavit setting
forth that the information contained in the

0% letter mailed to the Commission on January 21,
1981, by Lawrence H. Frame, IlI, counsel for the

O various Democratic Committees and letter authorizing
Mr. Frame to act on behalf of the Mathews County
Democratic Committee.

0 With kind regards, I am,

Sincerely,

TC FP1rhock

C
FPB:rh

cc: Lawrence H. Framme, III



Lo: Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: XUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawrence H. Frame, III is authorized to
represent the "Athg Democratic
Committee in connection with the above-named
complaint.

Mathews Democratic
O Committee

0

041
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William Taylor, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
Washington, C. C. 20463
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Attn:V±1 yo Uiqd

KUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read
the knwede
the facts state
my knowledge.

the response filed in bob" of
Democratic ('valmtte and

ter e true to the best of

"0j,

Mathmift DOOcratic
Conmittee

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd

day of January, 1981, by F. Paul Blanock.

) Notary Pbi

My Comission expires: August 10, 1981

Re:

0
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January 21, 1981

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

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MURL-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor:

The attached authorization from the Democratic Committee
of Lunenburg County was inadvertently left out of my letter to
you dated January 20, 1981. Please incorporate this authorization
with the others sent to you.

Thank you.

Very truly yours,

McGUIRE,WOODS & BATTLE

Lawrence H. Framme, III

LHF,III/cfr

Enclosure

BE :Zd ~i 4 i I
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January 12# 1981

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

Re: MUR #1328

Dear Mr. Steele:

I have received your letter of December 31, 1980 and its
enclosures, relating to an alleged violation of the
Federal Election Campaign Act by The Orange County
Democratic Committee. At this time we are not aware
of any ad paid for by the local camittee which would
be considered in violation of the Act. The enclosures
do not contain a copy of any ad that we supposedly paid
for. Under the circumstances, I do not see how we can
respond to an accusation that has not been narrowed down,
and I trust that you will understand.

Mr. Lawrence H. Frame, III, Counsel for The Virginia
Democratic Party, will be representing us in this matter.
He may be written at 1400 Ross Building# Richmond, VA 23219,
and his telephone number is (804)644-4131.

Thank you very or your consideration in this matter.

Very y

Wkin E #

HWE/tls

cc: Lawrence H. Franue, III, Esquire

01 C 1 .'F
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Charles M. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463
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Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sir:

I This is in response to your letter of December 31, 19$0,

We are requesting that no action be taken agaist the S1oucester
Democratic Committee, as in our opiton we did not vtolatiftl law.
We listed the ad as being sponsored by the Gloucester D ocratic Cwminmttee,
which paid for the ad, the Mathews Democratic Comttee, imd the Democratic
National Committee. We further authorized Larry Fraime, attorney of
Richmond, to represent our comittee in this matter.

0 Thank you.

Sincerely yours,
CII

C. F. Hicks

CFH:p

cc: Larry Frame, Esquire
Attorney at Law
c/o Virginia Democratic Committee
Suite 801, 7th and Franklin Streets
Richmond, Virginia 23219

4Vj
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Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel
Federal Election Comission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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January 6,, 1981

Federal Election Commission
1325 Kay Steet, N. W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Commission Members:

This is to advise that the Lunenburg County
Democratic Committee has designated Lawrence H.
Framme, III, as its attorney in your pending case
file, MUR No. 1328. His address is care of McGuire,
Woods and Battle, 8th and Main Streets, Ross Building,
Richmond, Virginia 23219.

Sincerely,

James T. Edmunds, Chairman

Lunenburg County Democratic Committee

JTE:pmf

CC Lawrence H. Framme, III
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Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washinaton, D. C. 20463

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire
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Washigtn, .4. co
Attn: -WiUlas 1 yJ1z4, qj

)UR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the gg nt tv Devocratic Cmmittee and
the. fact stia t e are true to the beat of
my knowledge.

:~dI
ian

4Deuocratic

/ 2 - ~- 7toic ~f2

R."



I.

Will.

William Taylor, 'Esquire
FeJeral 77lection 'jommis--ior



Vashinqtu
Attn:i

MUR- 1328a.:

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the Democratic Committee and

t e ts state t iinare true to the best of
my knowledge.

Democratic
C ttee

STATE OF VIRGINIA,
COUNTY OF FLUVANNA,

I hereby certify that the foregoing instrument was
acknowledged before me this 23rd day of January, 1981,
by Nancy T. Bowles.

Notary P1BLIC

My Commission Expires: October 24, 1981.

St :Zd
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Paomona u #.. cum,
Attn: WiIiia Saw Zi

se: MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the rqsponse filed in behalf of
the - a --- Deocratic Comittee and
the- acts S -e_ are true tA best of
my knowledge *5 .rf t. o 4/ A7fi bes O
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federal Election commission
_ anuary 20, 1981
Page Six

routinely places advertisements in its local newspaper

advocating election of Democratic candidates before

each election. The City Democratic Committee of
Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of the 

Federal

Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adver-

tising unambiguously referring to presidential can-

didates on its own account. The City Democratic

Committee of Hopewell has requested the Democratic

National Committee to ratify its expenditure for

the advertisement as an agency expenditure of the

Democratic National Committee and that it report 
it

accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Hopewell

anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic

National Committee. Based on the above, the City

Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that 
it did

not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act 
and,

therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the 
complaint

against it.

8. Botetourt County Democratic Committee, Claude 
D. Carter,

Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Committee

did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit 
I to

the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party 
of

Virginia. The advertisement was paid for by that

Committee at a cost of 4 . %r,Vt.

Before running the advertisement, the Chairman of the

Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the

Virginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters 
whether such

advertisement by local committees was permissible.

The Chairman was advised by someone in 
the Virginia

State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that 
such advertising

was permissible asA 
- .

* Ef-v"~ 00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-

cratic Committee was unaware of the prohibitions 
of

the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding 
placement

of advertising unambiguously referring 
to presidential

candidates on the account of the local 
committee.

The Botetourt County Democratic Committee 
has requested

the Democratic National Cormittee to ratify 
its ex-

penditure as an agency expenditure of 
the Democratic

National Committee and to report it to 
the Federal

Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County

Democratic Committee believes that the 
Democratic

National Committee will act favorably on its request

and for this reason does not believe 
that it violated

the Federal'Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it

requests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against

;t.
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Re:

Federal V*77777: *4
Wahingtou, V C.0
Attn: Willa Tay 41rv ReuXe

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in bebaf of
the D-ar.-emocratiCmttee and
the-actslsAte rein arue to best of
my knowledge.,

Democratic

0
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January 22, 1981

William Taylor, Esquire
Federal Election Comission
Washington, D. C. 20463

RE: HUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor:

I enclose the notarized MUR-1328 herein.

Sincerely,

James Edmunds

JTE:pmf

Enclosure

CC Lawrence H. Framme, III, Esquire
1400 Ross Building
Richmond, Virginia 23219

~~~ :1, i':
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NUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the. 1ntnhulcg Democratic C itte and
the . facts stti t"eM"ie • z are true to the best of
my knowledge.

Lunenbura~ Count~L Democratic
Com'tte

State of Virginia,

County of Lunenburg, to-wit:

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me

this 22nd day of January, 1981, by James T. Edmunds.

My commission expires: Sept. 13, 1983.

Notary Public

yr.

~

C4



of fice of G alCo"Gsel
Federal .*lction C_ -. sion'
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

MUR 1328

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named Complaint i. filed on
behalf of all local Democratic Committees named in the Addendum
to Complaint filed by the Virginia Pteptblican Party with the
Commission on December 15, 1980. Documents authorizing me
to represent the Green, Goochland, Lunonburge Notetourt,
Henry# Warren and Galax committees are enclosed. Similar doc-
uments from the Orange and Glonuoter c=tte have, already
been sent directly to you. Documents from the
Mathews, Hopewell, Martinsville and Grayson commdttees are
being sent directly to you. All of these comeittees deny they
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, but
state that if a technical violation did occur, such was in-
advertent and unintentional and in no way prejudiced any
candidate.

Following a response containing points commn to all
committees complained of, individual committee responses will
be set forth in the same order that they appear in the
Complaint.

Matters Common To AU1 Of The Committees CopnedO

Several points are common to all of the committees com-
plained of by the Republican Party. With the exception of the
advertisement placed by the Hopewell City Democratic Committee
in the Petersburg Progress Index, all advertisements were
placed in local, rural newspapers of very limited circulation.
None of these newspapers were of daily circulation. While the
Petersburg Proress Index has a daily circulation, its cir-
culation is limt to the area of Petersburg, Virginia and
the immediately surrounding counties. There was no
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intent on the part of any committee to violate the Act' _Uthose instances set forth below where commimtatees geA01"
quiries about their ability to advertise, they were yatel
given incorrect information by persons in the Virgin er/
Mondale Campaign.

Those committees who placed ads are seeking to cure any
possible technical violation of the Act by requesting tk
Democratic Carter/Mondale Committee to authorize their expen-
ditures under Section 441a d) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act. Certainly, the limited nature of the ads, their lited
circulation and the outcome of the election in Virginia (Mr.
Reagan carried Virginia by 237,435 votes), demonstrates that
there was no prejudice to any candidate by the placement of
the ads.

Individual Responses

1. Roanoke County Democratic Committee, Betty Ann
Saunders, Chairman. The Roanoke County Democratic
Committee did not place any newspaper advertisements
in connection with the 1980 presidential election.
The advertisement listed as Exhibit A in the Complaint
bears a disclaimer stating that it was placed on the
authority of the Roanoke City Democratic Committee.
The Roanoke City Democratic Committee is a different
entity than the Roanoke County Democratic Committee.
The City of Roanoke is an independent city having its
own Democratic committee. The Roanoke County Demo-

0cratic Committee, therefore, denies that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

2. Greene County Democratic Committee, Constance Dudley,
Chairman. The newspaper advertisement attached to
the Complaint as Exhibit C was placed by the Greene
County Democratic Committee. Its cost of $86.24 was
paid by the Greene County Democratic Committee. The
Greene County Committee, like many Virginia local
committees, routinely place advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates in a local
newspaper shortly before elections.

The officers of the Greene County Democratic Committee
who placed the advertisement were unaware of that
portion of the Federal Election Campaign Act prohib-
iting local party committees from placing advertise-
ments at their own expense which unambiguously refer
to a presidential candidate. The Committee has requested
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. -Democratic National Committee under authority of
Section 441a (d). The Democratic National Comittee
has not yet responded to this request, but the Committee
expects it to act favorably on its 3z qust and to
report this expenditure in its next report to the
Commission. The Greene County Democratic Committee
contends that with the reporting by the Democratic.
National Committee there will be no violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

3. Orange County Democratic Committee, H. Watkins Ellersons
III, Chairman. The Addendum to the Complaint filed
by the Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
copy of any advertisement placed by the Orange County
Democratic Committee. The Orange County Democratic
Committee did not authorize the placement of any
newspaper advertising advocating the election of a

0 presidential candidate in the 1980 election. The
Orange County Democratic Committee is aware that an
advertisement advocating the re-election of President
Carter and Walter Mondale was placed by two individual
members of the Committee and paid for with their own

Ofunds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange
County Democratic Committee that advertisement was
placed by the Committee members as individuals and

owas not placed in consultation with, at the expense of
or with the authorization of the Orange County

('I Democratic Committee. Also, to the best of the Committee'
knowledge, the advertisement was not placed at the
direction of or in consultation with the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Campaign.

Based on the facts set forth above, the Orange County
Democratic Committee does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and, there-
fore, asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint
against it.

4. Gloucester County Democratic Committee, C. F. Hicks9
Chairman, and Mathews County Democratic Connittee,
F. Paul Blanock, Chairman. The advertisement attached
as Exhibit F to the Addendum to the Complaint of the
Virginia Republican Party was placed and paid for by
the Gloucester County Democratic Committee and the
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Mathews County Democratic Committee. The cost 91 the
advertisement was $195.00. At the time the advo f t gse
ment was placed and at this time the Gloucest*g-4d
Mathews County Democratic Committees believe t4*
they were authorized to place the advertisement as
agents of the Democratic National Committee pursat
to the Democratic National Committee's authority to
place such advertisements under Section 441a (a) of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Immediately before
placing the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Gloucester County Democratic Committee was advised
that the Democratic National Committee had authorized
the placement of the advertisement. At this ti a
request has been made to the Democratic National
Committee to report the expenditure in its next report
to the Federal Election Commission. While a formal
response to this request has not yet been received
from the Democratic National Committee, the Gloucester
and Mathews Democratic Committees believe that a
favorable response will be received. For this reason,
the Gloucester and Mathews County Democratic Committees
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, ask the Coumission
to dismiss the complaint against them. It should be
noted that the disclaimer on the advertisement does
state that it was paid for by the Democratic National
Committee in addition to other sources.

5. Goochland County Democratic Committee, Nancy Bowles,
Chairman. The advertisement attached as Exhibit G to
the Adendum to the Complaint of the Virginia Repub-
lican Party was placed by the Goochland County Demo-
cratic Committee and paid for by that Committee. The
cost of the advertisement was $123.48. The circum-
stances surrounding the placement of the advertisement
are similar to those of the advertisement placed by the
Greene County Democratic Committee. The Goochland
County Democratic Committee has customarily and
routinely placed advertisements advocating the election
of Democratic candidates in its local newspaper
shortly before each election. At the time that the
advertisement was placed, the officers of the Goochland
County Democratic Committee were unaware of those
portions of the Federal Election Campaign Act pro-
hibiting local committees from placing advertisements
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unabiguously referring to presidential cani M'6
at their own expense.

The Goochland County Democratic Committee has _
quested the Democratic National Committee to ratify
its expenditure as an agent of the Democratic
National Committee and to report the expenditWe on
the next report to the Federal Election Commission.
The Goochland County Democratic Committee expects
a favorable response to this request. Based on this,
the Goochland County Democratic Committee beli*ves
that it did not violate the Federal Election Csapaign
Act of 1971 and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

6. Lunenburg County Democratic Committee, James Eftunds,
Chairman. The Lunenburg County Democratic CoMittee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit H
to the Addendum to Complaint filed by the Republican
Party of Virginia. Like the Greene and Goochland
County Committees, the Lunenburg County Democratic
Committee customarily places advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates shortly before
each election. At the time of placing the advertise-
ment attached as Exhibit H, the Lunenburg Conty
Democratic Committee was unaware of those portions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act prohibiting local
committees from placing such advertisements on their
own account in presidential elections. The Lunenburg
County Democratic Committee has requested the
Democratic National Committee to ratify its expenditure
for the advertisement in the amount of $126.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee
and that it be reported accordingly. On the basis of

the above, the Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
does not believe that it violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, requests the
Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

7. City Democratic Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Hilda Traina, Chairman. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell did place the advertisement attached as
Exhibit J to the Addendum to Complaint of the Virginia
Republican Party. The circumstances surrounding its
placement are similar to those of Greene, Goochland
and Lunenburg County. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell customarily and
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routinely places advertisements in its local r
advocating election of Democratic candidates-
each election. The City Democratic Committee O
Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of th federal
Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adver
tising unambiguously referring to presidential can-
didates on its own account. The City DemocratiQ
Committee of Hopewell has requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure for
the advertisement as an agency expenditure of the
Democratic National Committee and that it report it
accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Hopewell
anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic

40 National Committee. Based on the above, the City
Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that it did
not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act and,
therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the complaint
against it.

8. Botetourt County Democratic Committeer Claude D. Carter.
Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Committee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit I to
the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of

o3 Virginia. The advertisement was paid for by that
Committee at a cost of $98.00.

oBefore running the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the

NVirginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters whether such
advertisement by local committees was permissible.

0The Chairman was advised by someone in the Virginia
State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that such advertising
was permissible as long as the total cost did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-
cratic Committee was unaware of the prohibitions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding placement
of advertising unambiguously referring to presidential
candidates on the account of the local committee.
The Botetourt County Democratic Committee has requested
the Democratic National Committee to ratify its ex-
penditure as an agency expenditure of the Democratic
National Committee and to report it to the Federal
Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County
Democratic Committee believes that the Democratic
National Committee will act favorably on its request
and for this reason does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it
requests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
it.
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9. The Citv DemocratiCCom4 ttee of Martinsvil.&,
1al Chairman, and Henry Count Democratice

F. E. Marsh C.hairmaln. The Marti mi e Ciy
cratic Conmittee and Htenry County Democratic C ttee

jointly placed the advertisements attached as Pkbits
K and L to the Addendum to Complaint of the Re..lican

Party of Virginia. Before placing the advertisfnts
the Chairman of the Martinsville City Democratic Comnittee
inquired of the Virginia State Carter/Mondale Head-

quarters as to whether such advertisement was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone at the Read

quarters that such advertising was permissible as
long as the total cost of the advertising did not ex-

ceed $1,000.00. Based on this advice, the Chairman
placed the advertising. At that time neither the
Martinsville City Democratic Committee or the Henry

County Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions

of the Federal Election Campaign Act relating to adver-

tising by a local party committee. The Martinsville
City Democratic Committee and the Henry County Demo-
cratic Committee have requested the Democratic National

Committee to ratify its expendutre of $100.00 as an

agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee.
It expects a favorable response from the Democratic

National Committee and that the Democratic National

Committee will report the expenditure accordingly.
For these reasons the Martinsville City Democratic
Committee and the Henry County Democratic Comittee

believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, ask. the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against them.

10. Warren County Democratic Committee, Claude A. Stokes,

Chairman. The Warren County Democratic Committee did

place the advertisement attached as Exhibit M to the

Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of Vir-

ginia. Circumstances surrounding the placement of that

advertisement are similar to those of Greene, Gooch-

land, Lunenburg and others. The Warren County Demo-

cratic Committee routinely and customarily places 
ad-

vertisements advocating the election of Democratic

candidates immediately before each election. At the

time of the placing of this advertisement, at a cost

of $86.00, the Warren County Democratic Committee

was unaware of the provisions of the Federal Election
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Campaign Act of 1971 regarding the placement of such
advertising by local committees. The Warren Cpun
Democratic Committee has now requested the Deatic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure a- .f
agency expenditure of the Democratic National C ttee
and to report it accordingly. It expects a favorable
response by the Democratic National Committee. tere -
fore, the Warren County Democratic National Comittee
believes that it did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the Complaint against it.

11. Galax City Democratic Committee. Dr. Van B. Mc.Carter,.
Chairman, and Grayson County Democratic Committee,
Kenneth Broom, Chairman. The Galax City and Grayson
County Democratic Committees jointly placed the ad-

I0 vertisement attached as Exhibit N to the Addendum to
Complaint of the Republican Party of Virginia. The
cost of the advertisement, $125.00, was jointly paid
by the two Committees. Before placing the adver-
tisement, the Chairman of the Grayson County Demo-

'"0 cratic Committee inquired of the Ninth District
coordinator for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Cam-
paign as to whether or not a .local committee was per-
mitted to place such advertising. He was advised by
the coordinator that such advertising was permissible

o provided the total amount of the advertising did not
exceed $1,000.00. At the time of placing the adver-
tisement neither the Grayson County nor Galax City
Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act governing the place-
ment of advertising by local committees on their own
account. The Grayson County and Galax City Democratic
Committees have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify their expenditures as agency ex-
penditures and to report them in its next report to the
Federal Election Commission. The Committees expect a
favorable response from the Democratic National
Committee. For these reasons the Grayson County and
Galax City Committees believe that they did not violate
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
ask the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
them.
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Commission

For the foregoing reasons, the Comnittees V
request the Commission to dismiss the complaints

Because of the number of the Complaints icn 4
Addendum of the Republican Party and the fact ta
committees involved are scattered throughout the Vi
ginia, it is not possible to include a sworn sta
of the committees involved in this response. is
response does embody the facts recited to counsel k ky of
the committee chairmen. A copy of this response a o by
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to the
Commission directly from each chairman as soon as posible.

DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC

COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COCM
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COMM
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE .COUT
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GLOUCESTER UN
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF MATHEWS COT
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GOOCKLAND I
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF LUNENBURG COMM
CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRMWIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE Or HENRY
CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLZ, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNT?
CITY COMMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRG=1I
COUNTY COMMI=E OF 90N COUNTY

By:

Counsel

THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE

Ch



Mr. James T. Edmunds
Democrat
P. 0. Box 387
Kenbridge, Va. 23944
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William Taylor, Esquire
Federal Election Committee
Washington, D.C. 20463



Washingto& 'A-*, .
Attni: William INVU :qur

MUR-1328S

Dear Mr. Taylor

I have rea

the facts ntol e.my knowledge.

and

so4D mcratiL~D

STATE OF VIRGINIA
County of Orange, to-wit:

Subscribed and sworn to before.mei a Notary Public for the
Agores~id jurisdiction, this 22nd day of January, 1981, by H. Watkins
Ellerson, III, Chairman, Orange County Democratic Conwittee.

My Commission expires: March 30, 1983

Notary Public

mmmm

Gaft' tte*

11 1ll iv 61W It.
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William Taylor, Esquire
Federal rlection Commission
Washington, DC 20463
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Offioe of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, M.N.
Washington, D. C. 20463

MUR 1328

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named Complaint is filed on
P) behalf of all local Democratic Cmmittees named in the Addendum

to Complaint filed by the Virginia Republican Party vith the
Comission on December 15, 1980. Documents authorsi", me
to represent the Green, Goochland, Lunenburg, Sotetouft,
Henry, Warren and Galax committees are enclosed. SJiLar doc-

o ummnts from the Orange and Gloucester comittmew haje aIready
been sent directly to you. Documents from the Rloanoke,
M Mathews, Hopewell, Martinsville and Grayson c ttees are
being sent directly to you. All of these committees dy they
have violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, but

o) state that if a technical violation did occur, such was in-
advertent and unintentional and in no way prejudiced any

V candidate.

O3 Following a response containing points comn to all

C committees complained of, individual committee responses willbe set forth in the same order that they appear in the
eo Complaint.

Matters Common To All Of The Committees Complained Of

Several points are common to all of the committees com-
plained of by the Republican Party. With the exception of the
advertisement placed by the Hopewell City Democratic Committee
in the Petersburg Progress Index, all advertisements were
placed in local, rural newspapers of very limited circulation.
None of these newspapers were of daily circulation. While the
Petersburg Progress Index has a daily circulation, its cir-
culation is limited to Me area of Petersburg, Virginia and
the immediately surrounding counties. There was no

S: llv 9NVI
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intent on the part of any committee to violate the Act, .
those instances set forth below where committees made:
quiries about their ability to advertise, they were ft---tely
given incorrect information by persons in the Virginia er/
Mondale Campaign.

Those committees who placed ads are seeking to cure aMy
possible technical violation of the Act by requesting the
Democratic Carter/Mondale Committee to authorize their e-
ditures under Section 441a (d) of the Federal Election Campaign
Act. Certainly, the limited nature of the ads, their limited
circulation and the outcome of the election in Virginia (Mr.
Reagan carried Virginia by 237,435 votes), demonstrates that
there was no prejudice to any candidate by the placement of
the ads.

Individual Responses

1. Roanoke County Democratic Committee, Betty Ann
Saunders, Chairman. The Roanoke County Democratic
Committee did not place any newspaper advertiesints
in connection with the 1980 presidential election.
The advertisement listed as Exhibit A in the Complaint
bears a disclaimer stating that it was placed on the
authority of the Roanoke City Democratic Comittee.
The Roanoke City Democratic Committee is a different
entity than the Roanoke County Democratic Committee.
The City of Roanoke is an independent city having its
own Democratic committee. The Roanoke County Demo-
cratic Committee, therefore, denies that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971.

2. Greene County Democratic Committee, Constance Dudley,
Chairman. The newspaper advertisement attached to
the Complaint as Exhibit C was placed by the Greene
County Democratic Committee. Its cost of $86.24 was
paid by the Greene County Democratic Committee. The
Greene County Committee, like many Virginia local
committees, routinely place advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates in a local
newspaper shortly before elections.

The officers of the Greene County Democratic Committee
who placed the advertisement were unaware of that
portion of the Federal Election Campaign Act prohib-
iting local party committees from placing advertise-
ments at their own expense which unambiguously refer
to a presidential candidate. The Committee has requested
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Democratic National Committee under authority of
Section 441a (d). The Democratic National Coittee
has not yet responded to this request, but the Committee
expects it to act favorably on *b*- request and to
report this expenditure in its next report to the
Commission. The Greene County Democratic Committee
contends that with the reporting by the Democratic
National Committee there will be no violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

3. Orange County Democratic Committee, H. Watkins Ellerson,
FIII, Chairman. The Addendum to the Complaint filed

by the Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
F copy of any advertisement placed by the Orange County
IDemocratic Committee. The Orange County Democratic

Committee did not authorize the placement of any
3newspaper advertising advocating the election of a

presidential candidate in the 1980 election. The
5 Orange County Democratic Committee is aware that an
2advertisement advocating the re-election of President

Carter and Walter Mondale was placed by two individual
members of the Committee and paid for with their own
funds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange

r County Democratic Committee that advertisement was
placed by the Committee members as individuals and
was not placed in consultation with, at the expense of
or with the authorization of the Orange County
Democratic Committee. Also, to the best of the Committee'
knowledge, the advertisement was not placed at the
direction of or in consultation with the Carter/Mondale
Presidential Campaign.

Based on the facts set forth above, the Orange County
Democratic Committee does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and, there-
fore, asks the Commission to dismiss the Complaint
against it.

4. Gloucester County Democratic Committee, C. F. Hicks,
Chairman, and Mathews County Democratic Committee,
F. Paul Blanock, Chairman. The advertisement attached
as Exhibit F to the Addendum to the Complaint of the
Virginia Republican Party was placed and paid for by
the Gloucester County Democratic Committee and the
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Mathews County Democratic Committee. The cost Of the
advertisement was $195.00. At the time the advetise-
ment was placed and at this time the Gloucester and
Mathews County Democratic Committees believe that
they were authorized to place the advertisement as
agents of the Democratic National Committee pursuant
to the Democratic National Committee's authority to
place such advertisements under Section 441a (d) of
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Immediately before
placing the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Gloucester County Democratic Committee was advised
that the Democratic National Committee had authorized
the placement of the advertisement. At this time a
request has been made to the Democratic National
Committee to report the expenditure in its next report
to the Federal Election Commission. While a formal
response to this request has not yet been received
from the Democratic National Committee, the Gloucester
and Mathews Democratic Committees believe that a
favorable response will be received. For this reason,
the Gloucester and Mathews County Democratic Coiittees
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, ask the Commission
to dismiss the complaint against them. It should be
noted that the disclaimer on the advertisement does
state that it was paid for by the Democratic National
Committee in addition to other sources.

5. Goochland County Democratic Committee, NancX Bowles,
Chairman. The advertisement attached as Exhibit G to
the Addendum to the Complaint of the Virginia Repub-
lican Party was placed by the Goochland County Demo-
cratic Committee and paid for by that Committee. The
cost of the advertisement was $123.48. The circum-
stances surrounding the placement of the advertisement
are similar to those of the advertisement placed by the
Greene County Democratic Committee. The Goochland
County Democratic Committee has customarily and
routinely placed advertisements advocating the election
of Democratic candidates in its local newspaper
shortly before each election. At the time that the
advertisement was placed, the officers of the Goochland
County Democratic Committee were unaware of those
portions of the Federal Election Campaign Act pro-
hibiting local committees from placing advertisements
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unambiguously referring to presidential candid""
at their own expense.

The Goochland County Democratic Committee has reP-
quested the Democratic National Committee to ratify
its expenditure as an agent of the Democratic
National Committee and to report the expenditure on
the next report to the Federal Election Coaeisston.
The Goochland County Democratic Committee expects
a favorable response to this request. Based on this,
the Goochland County Democratic Committee believes
that it did not violate the Federal Election Campaign
Act of 1971 and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against it.

6. Lunenburg County Democratic Committee, James Etnds,
Chairman. The Lunenburg County Democratic Comittee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit H
to the Addendum to Complaint filed by the Republican
Party of Virginia. Like the Greene and Goochland
County Committees, the Lunenburg County Democratic
Committee customarily places advertising advocating
the election of Democratic candidates shortly before
each election. At the time of placing the advertise-
ment attached as Exhibit H, the Lunenburg County
Democratic Committee was unaware of those portions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act prohibiting local
committees from placing such advertisements on their
own account in presidential elections. The Lunenburg
County Democratic Committee has requested the
Democratic National Committee to ratify its expenditure
for the advertisement in the amount of $126.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee
and that it be reported accordingly. On the basis of
the above, the Lunenburg County Democratic Committee
does not believe that it violated the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971 and, therefore, requests the
Commission to dismiss the Complaint against it.

7. City Democratic Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Hilda Traina, Chairman. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell did place the advertisement attached as
Exhibit J to the Addendum to Complaint of the Virginia
Republican Party. The circumstances surrounding its
placement are similar to those of Greene, Goochland
and Lunenburg County. The City Democratic Committee
of Hopewell customarily and
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routinely places advertisements in its local UMFWaper
advocating election of Democratic candidates b4
each election. The City Democratic Committof
Hopewell was unaware of the prohibitions of tb Federal
Election Campaign Act concerning payment for adver-
tising unambiguously referring to presidential can-
didates on its own account. The City Democratic
Committee of Hopewell has requested the Dencratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure for
the advertisement as an agency expenditure ofthe
Democratic National Committee and that it report it
accordingly. The City Democratic Committee of Bopewell
anticipates a favorable response by the Democratic
National Committee. Based on the above, the City
Democratic Committee of Hopewell believes that it did
not violate the Federal Election Campaign Act and,
therefore, asks the Commission to dismiss the complaint
against it.

8. Botetourt County Democratic Committee, Claude D. Carter,
Chairman. The Botetourt County Democratic Committee
did place the advertisement attached as Exhibit I to
the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of
Virginia. The advertisement was paid for by that
Committee at a cost of $98.00.

Before running the advertisement, the Chairman of the
Botetourt County Democratic Committee inquired of the
Virginia State Carter/Mondale Headquarters whether such
advertisement by local committees was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone in the Virginia
State Carter/Mondale Headquarters that such advertising
was permissible as long as the total cost did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. At the time the Botetourt County Demo-
cratic Committee was unaware of the prohibitions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act regarding placement
of advertising unambiguously referring to presidential
candidates on the account of the local committee.
The Botetourt County Democratic Committee has requested
the Democratic National Committee to ratify its ex-
penditure as an agency expenditure of the Democratic
National Committee and to report it to the Federal
Election Commission accordingly. The Botetourt County
Democratic Committee believes that the Democratic
National Committee will act favorably on its request
and for this reason does not believe that it violated
the Federal Election Campaign Act. Accordingly, it
requests the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
it.
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9. The City De mcratic Committee of Martinsville. Virginia
Hall r Chairman, and Henry County Democratic Cmittee,
F. Z. Marsh Chairman. The Martinsville City Dmo-
cratic Committee and Henry County Democratic Committee
jointly placed the advertisements attached as Exhibits
K and L to the Addendum to Complaint of the Republican
Party of Virginia. Before placing the advertisements
the Chairman of the Martinsville City Democratic Committee
inquired of the Virginia State Carter/Mondale Head-
quarters as to whether such advertisement was permissible.
The Chairman was advised by someone at the Head-
quarters that such advertising was permissible as
long as the total cost of the advertising did not ex-
ceed $1,000.00. Based on this advice, the Chairman
placed the advertising. At that time neither the
Martinsville City Democratic Committee or the Henry
County Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions
of the Federal Election Campaign Act relating to adver-
tising by a local party committee. The Martinsville
City Democratic Committee and the Henry County Demo-
cratic Committee have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify its expendutre of $100.00 as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Committee.
It expects a favorable response from the Democratic
National Committee and that the Democratic National
Committee will report the expenditure accordingly.
For these reasons the Martinsville City Democratic
Committee and the Henry County Democratic Committee
believe that they did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, ask. the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against them.

10. Warren County Democratic Committee, Claude A. Stokes,
Chairman. The Warren County Democratic Committee did
place the advertisement attached as Exhibit M to the
Addendum to Complaint of the Republican Party of Vir-
ginia. Circumstances surrounding the placement of that
advertisement are similar to those of Greene, Gooch-
land, Lunenburg and others. The Warren County Demo-
cratic Committee routinely and customarily places ad-
vertisements advocating the election of Democratic
candidates immediately before each election. At the
time of the placing of this advertisement, at a cost
of $86.00, the Warren County Democratic Committee
was unaware of the provisions of the Federal Election
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Campaign Act of 1971 regarding the placement of such
advertising by local committees. The Warren County
Democratic Committee has now requested the Democratic
National Committee to ratify its expenditure as an
agency expenditure of the Democratic National Coumittee
and to report it accordingly. It expects a favorable
response by the Democratic National Committee. There-
fore, the Warren County Democratic National Couittee
believes that it did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, asks the Commission to
dismiss the Complaint against it.

0 11. Galax City Democratic Committee, Dr. Van B. MCarter,
Chairman, and Grayson County Democratic Committee,
Kenneth Broomr Chairman. The Galax City and Grayson
County Democratic Committees jointly placed the ad-
vertisement attached as Exhibit N to the Addendum to

o Complaint of the Republican Party of Virginia. The
cost of the advertisement, $125.00, was jointly paid
by the two Committees. Before placing the adver-
tisement, the Chairman of the Grayson County Demo-
cratic Committee inquired of the Ninth District

C7 coordinator for the Carter/Mondale Presidential Cam-
paign as to whether or not a local committee was per-
mitted to place such advertising. He was advised by
the coordinator that such advertising was permissible

O provided the total amount of the advertising did not
exceed $1,000.00. At the time of placing the adver-
tisement neither the Grayson County nor Galax City
Democratic Committee were aware of the provisions of
the Federal Election Campaign Act governing the place-
ment of advertising by local committees on their own
account. The Grayson County and Galax City Democratic
Committees have requested the Democratic National
Committee to ratify their expenditures as agency ex-
penditures and to report them in its next report to the
Federal Election Commission. The Committees expect a
favorable response from the Democratic National
Committee. For these reasons the Grayson County and
Galax City Committees believe that they did not violate
the Federal Election Campaign Act and, therefore,
ask the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
them.
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For the foregoing reasons, the Committees respectw4)Y
request the Commission to dismiss the complaints agaixit im.

Because of the number of the Complaints included in the
Addendum of the Republican Party and the fact that the
committees involved are scattered throughout the state of Vir-
ginia, it is not possible to include a sworn statement of each
of the committees involved in this response. However, this
response does embody the facts recited to counsel by each of
the committee chairmen. A copy of this response sworn to by
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to the
Commission directly from each chairan as soon as possible.

- THE
THE

ttv THE
THE
THE

o THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE

DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC
DEMOCRATIC

COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GLOUCESTERCOUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF MATHEWS COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GOOCHLAND COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF LUNENBURG COUTY1
CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT COUNTY
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF HENRY COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLE, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNTY
CITY COMMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRGINIA
COUNTY COMMI E OF ON COUNTY

By: -h
'LRWrence H. Framme, III
Counsel
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WW h n Ion DC 20463

Re: Federal Election Law Complaint Against
Botetourt County Democratic Committee
Sotetourt County, Virginia

Gentlemn:

Earlier in the year 1980, 1 was elected as Chairman of
the Botetourt County Democratic Comittee and am still

N serving in that capacity. I am advised that a complaint has
been filed against the Botetourt County Democratic Committee
involving a federal election law violation.

It is my desire for Mr. Lawrence H. Frue, III, an
o attorney whose address is The Ross Building, Ricimond,

Virginia, to represent the Botetourt County Democratic
Committee in this federal elections law complaint, and I

"would appreciate your considering this letter as my authori-
zation as Chairman of the Botetourt County Democratic

O Committee in appointing and designating Mr. Lawrence H.
Framne, Ill to act as the attorney.

oVery truly yours,

SClaude D. Carter, Chairman
Botetourt County Democratic Comnittee

CDC/dl



GI'l"i City Democratic Party

December 21, 1980

Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir:

On behalf of the Galax Democratic Committee I hereby

O authorize Lawrence H. Framme III to represent this committee

in connection with federal election complaints.

Van B. McCarter,
Chairman



Pederal Election Commission,

Washington, D.C.

To whom it may concerm

9I, Nancy T. Bowles,. Chairman of the Denoctic Party of
Goochland Countr authorize Lawrence K. frmuie IU to represent
this committee before the Federal Election Comission.

Nancy T. Bowles
Chairman-

Democratic Comittee of
Gooelhand County



Pederal Election Commiesion
Washington, D.C. 20463

Gentlemen:

I, F.E. Marsh, Jr., Chairman of the Henry County
De~ocratic Executive Committee authorize Lawrence H,
Framme, 111 to represent this committee before the
Federal Election Commissi.

71 !ii r Yi !iri/



S 'tnardavill
January 7, 3. I

V r. Charles N. Steele
General Counsel:.
Federal Election Commission
Washinrton, D. S. 20463

MU f 128

I, Constance T. Duiley, Thairman of the De-ocratic
ra'rty of Ireene County, Virginia authorize Lawrence H.
Fravm-e, III to retresent this committee before the
Fe .eral 'Election Commission,

Constance T. Dudly -. )
Dnairian, o3ireeere Courty
DemoCratic Committee



Federal leotion Condssion

Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir:

This is to infom you that I, Claude A.Stokess Jr. Charasan of The

Warren County Democratic Committee, Front Royal, Virginia recieved the

correspondence regarding advertisement during the Presidental Election and

have authorized Attorney Lawrence H. Frame to represent the Warren County

Committee.

T With best regards, I am

Claude A. Stokes, Jr.
Chairman



Lawrence H. Fram.e, III

S400 Ross Building
ichmond, Va. 23219

Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Costnission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

3'



DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL .. R#
BY OCC TO THE COMMISSION UA VED

By 2/ 0/80

STAFF XMWNRU Jo

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Republican Party of Virginia

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Amelia County Democratic Committee, et al.

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. SS 441a(d), 441d

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: None

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

in SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

The complainant, the Republican Party of Virginia, filed an
"addendum" on December 15, 1980, to its complaint of October 30,

o3 1980. This "addendum" recites the same facts as the original com-
plaint, but adds fourteen (14) additional respondents. We have
notified by letter the newly added respondents of the complaint
filed against them, and as required, have enclosed in these letters
a copy of both the complaint and the amendment to the complaint

o (the "addendum").

11W The respondents named in the original complaint of October 30,
1980, have replied, through counsel, to the allegations made against
them. Because of the fact that the same allegations have been
raised in the recently filed "addendum", it is the Office of General
Counsel's recommendation that the "addendum" be treated as an amend-
ment to the original complaint and the newly named respondents be
given the statutory fifteen (15) days to respond; we recommend that
the Commission forego any action against the original respondents
until the newly named respondents have had an opportunity to re-
spond.

Recommendation

1. The Commission forego making any finding in this matter
until the newly added respondents have had the statutory 15-day
opportunity to respond.

Attachments
I.complaint
II. amendment
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GLCNN J5. SEDAM, JR. (WOOa.aO 0 444%4 PE W ~ vonUE, w..
j9. CuNT'S HZRGE &C., 10

RoEN ft. SPARKS, JR. October 3, 1980 ...
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES

A. MARK CHRISTOPHERCACSAMUS
16ARNH LUSSCN SLAMN
JOHN ROSENT CLARK M
j. SYANLEY PAYNE, JR.

General Counsel
Federal Election Coummission C."
1325 K. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Member of the Commission:
o

This letter constitutes a complaint filed on
behalf of our client, the Reprmblian Rat"y af "'rginia, 114P&
East Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political U
committee as defined under 2 U.S.C. 5431(c), against the

o Democratic County Coumittee of Rappahannock County, Virginia#
Mr. A. H. Keyser, Chairman, Washington, Virginia 22747;
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County, Virginia, Mr.
Juan Whittington, Chairman, Route 4, Box 136, Amelia,
Virginia 23002; and, the Democratic County Committee of

o Clarke County, Virginia, Mr. Lawrence White, Chairman,
B attleton Drive, Berryville, Virginia 22611.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of 'The
Rappahannock News of Thursday, October 16, 1980. You will
note that, on page 3,, there is a two column advertisement
advocating the election of imnmy Carter as President.
Please note that the advertisement bears a disclaimer,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5441(d), which states-that the advertise-
ment was placed by authority of Edward Baily, Treasurer of
the Rappahannock Democratic Party.

Upon information and belief, similar newspaper
advertisements were published in local newspapers in Ameli~a
and Clarke Counties, Virginia, by the respective Democratic
County Committees in those localities.

++" . . .+ , . .< +.++/ .I+,



0ez"era1 Counsel
_04g1 TWO
October 30,1980

2 U.S.C. .441(a) (d) (1) states in applicable part,
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal office...'

National party committees are limited by 2 U.s.C.
S441(a) (d) (2), 11 CFR 110.7(a) (1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by

-- the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a) (4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
Co make expenditures authorized by this section

through any agent, including state and subordinate
party co I.. s."

In A 1980-87, e Federal Election Commission
oD determined that _ r sions of the Federal Election

Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Cosuission,
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper adver-
tisements in support of presidential and vice presidential

Mcandidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The advertisement disclaime implies at the
advertisement was not paid for by the ir c County
Committees of Amelia, Clarke, and Rappahannock Counties as
agents of the Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisement, the expenditures
were made in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws.

/

4 a



Your prwlpt attention to this complaint would 
be

approciated.

Sincer

Counsel forthe Republican
Party of Virginia

o Subscribed and swopn to

before me this r day
of October, 1980.

0

My commuission expires:P//

N

Attachment
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1UNI IDW( TO, Marjorle W. ImS

FUCKI Zlissa T. Garr

SULMMCT S MR 1328

Please have the ataoe ?First GC Report distributed

to the Comision on a 43 hour tally basis, Thank you.



0R3 T E ELECTION CONUISSIZO

In the Matter of

Amelia County Democratic
Committee, et al.

MR 1328

CERTIFICATION
U

I, Marjorie W. E ns, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on January 19,

1981, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to forego

making any finding in this matter until the newly added

respondents have had the statutory 15 day opportunity to

respond.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson,

and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Date SecrMarjorie W. mmonsUSecretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 1-14-81, 4:13
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 1-15-81, 4:00
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J. CURTIS MERG8 3-71346
MoucOT ft. SPARKS, J.. December 10, 1980 xtrazs oo-oooo
MICHAL 0. HUGHS

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER 
CABLE: SCOMIER

KAREN LUSSEN ULAIR C=

JOHN ROSEitT CLARK M C -2.

J. STANLEY PAYNE, JR.

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

Dear Members of the.Commission:

This letter constitutes an addendum to a complaint
ofiled with the Commission on October 30, 1980, on behalf of

our client, The Republican Party of Virginia, 115 East Grace
Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219 against the Democratic

o County Committee of Rappahannock County, Virginia, the
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County Virginia, and
the Democratic County Committee of Clarke County Virginia.

The complaint of October 31, 1980 is hereby amended
Oto include the following Committees:

1. The Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,

CVirginia, Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman, 5134
Remington Road, S.W., Roanoke, Virginia 24014.

2. The Democratic County Committee of Greene County,
co Virginia, Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman, Route 1,

Box 221K, Stanardsville, Virginia 22973.

3. The Democratic County Cormmittee of Orange County,
Virginia, Mr. Watkins Ellerson, III, Chairman,
Post Office Box 1080, Orange, Virginia 22960.

4. The Democratic County Committee of Gloucester
County, Virginia, Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman,
Gloucester, Virginia 23061.

-. - . . . .. •, -
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5. The Democratic County Committee of MathewsCtounty,
Virginia, F. Paul Blanock, Chairman, Mathm,
Virginia 23109.

6. The Democratic County Committee of Goochland
County, Virginia, Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chairman,
Kents Store, Virginia 23084.

7. The Democratic County Committee of Lunenburg
County, Virginia, Mr. James Edmunds, Chairman,
Kenbridge, Virginia 23944.

8. The Democratic City Committee of Hopewell, Virginia,
0Ms. Hilda Traina, Chairman, 3408 Vinton Street,
1) Hopewell, Virginia 23860.

3 9. The Democratic County Committee of Botetourt
County, Virginia, Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman,

>Post Office Box 368, Daleville, Virginia 24083.

10. The Democratic County Committee of Henry County,
Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman, Main Street,
Basset, Virginia 24055.

r
11. The Democratic City Committee of Martinsville,

Virginia, Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman, 1605 Mulberry
Road, Martinsville, Virginia 24112.

12. The Democratic County Committee of Warren County,
Virginia, Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman,
1016 Virginia Avenue, Front Royal, Virginia 22630.

13. The Democratic City Committee of Galax, Virginia,
Dr. Van B. McCarter, 212 West Center Street,
Galax, Virginia 24333.

14. The Democratic County Committee of Grayson County,
Virginia, Mr. Kenneth Broom, Route 1, Box 45,
Fries, Virginia 24330.
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Attached hereto as Exhibits A through N are copies
of advertisements, advocating the election of Jimmy arter,
which appeared in the following newspapers. Each advertisement
contains a disclaimer which states that one of the committees
listed above paid for the advertisement:

A. The Roanoke Times and World News of November 1,1980;

B. The Ameila Bulletin Monitor of October 30, 1980;

C. The Green County Record of October 30, 1980;

D. The Clarke County Courier of October 23, 1980;

E. The Clarke County Courier of October 30, 1980;

F. The Gloucester - Mthews Gazette Journal of
October 30, 1980;

G. The Goochland Gazette of October 30, 1980;

H. The Kenbridge - Victoria Dispatch of October 30,1980;

I. The Fincastle Herald of October 30, 1980;

J. The Progress Index of October 30, 1980;

K. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 2, 1980;

L. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 3, 1980;

M. The Front Royal-Warren Sentinel of October 30,
1980;

N. The Calax Gazette of October 31, 1980.

2 U.S.C. §441(a)(d)(1) states in applicable part,
that:

~Ij*
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"la national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
office..."

National party committees are limited ofby 2 U.s.c..
5441 (a) (d) (2), 11 CPR 110. 7(a) (1) and (2) , to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied bythe voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of the Federal ralection
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of localparty committees, so that expenditures for newspaper advertise-
ments in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The disclaimers which appear on the advertisements
imply that the advertisements were not paid for by the
various Democratic City and County Committees as agents of
the Democratic National Committees. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisements, the expen-
ditures were made in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Laws.

11 CFR §110.11(a)(1) states that any disclaimer:

"'... shall be presented in a clear and conspicuous
manner to give the reader, observer or listner



C ' :  General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Page Five
December 10, 1980

adequate notice of the identity of persons who
paid for or who authorized the communication..."

If the Democratic National Committee did authorize
and report the expenditures for the attached advertisements,
then the disclaimers which appeared on the advertisements
did not comply with 11 CFR 110.11(a)(1) as said disclaimers
do not give the reader adequate notice that the Democratic
National Committee paid for and authorize the attached
advertisements.

Your prompt attention to this addendum would be
Nappreciated.

Since y,

J. Curtis Herge(
Counsel for the Republican

C) Party of Virginia

Subscribed and sworn to me this day of
December, 1980.

Nota y Public

My Commission Expires: / /ff

Attachments

d
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DEMOCRATI CANDIDATES:.
*imyCmrtow orthrsiedn .

o * Waler Mondale for Vice-Presided
Do i CdAldwe.t fr 0 -0me Afy.
S6er Minler, HUis District Siperisor

PHONE:-981-0273
... in Salem 389-3787 -i," ' :

bv ority of Prentis Vbb Tro-m • "
Ro_ ok W tOcac Cmmu
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_-TABLI-HED 186.

AWARDS WINNING NEWSPAPER BERRYVILLE, VA. OCTOBER 23, 1980 ONE SECTION 30 CENTS PER COPY

DEMOCRATIC

Jimay Carter

Nov. 4th

Bv authority of Lawrence W. White, it., Chairman, Clarke Co. Demo. Comm.

EXIUlBIT D

VOTE
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4.3TABLISHED 1 69

CXI. NO. 37 AWARDS WINNING NEWSPAPER BERRYVILLE. VA. OCTOBER 30, 1960 ONE SECTION 30 CENTS PER COPY4t1% f p L 16 :

Carter

DEMOCRATS
4K;- By authority o( 1ITence W. White. Jr.. Chairman. Clarke County Democratic Committee

* * *****-.,*-*-, * *I ***** *- * *----* , - - --. *-**- ** . ....*-- .
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@Ioueester.Mathewu Oazett.4ournni

What is the amdown record of the Carte"
Adrniustration?

It can be smmed up in one word: pjugress. The
kind ot press that comes rom h seady work.
ThI k pnWsS that doesn' aays make
headlines. The ktind o progress that hox the
Carter comm nient to Anerica and points us in the
directkin of the best future.

You nay be surprised when you discover how
much President Carter has accomplished-and in
only 3-1/2 years! Take a loo at just a few, ut his
achiemmen
0 Created 8-1/2 million new jobs in the economy-
a rear incrase than in any comparable period inour istor.
o d four of every 4ve bills sent to Canress
passed-a record every bit as impressive as Lyndon
Johnson's and John Kennedys.
O Won enactment of Amnericas first comprehensive
ergy plan-a plan that will make America less
dependent on ioreig oil and more secure in
the future.
0 Passed the Windfall Profits "ax-a tax which
takes unearned profits from the big oil companies
and gives the money to those who cannot afford to
heat their homes.
O Hammered out the Middle East Peace Treaty
between Israel and Eg -a framework for peace
in the future.
0Appointed more womn to his Cabinet than any
other President in history.
0 Appointed more Blacks, Hispanics. and other
minonties to judicial positions than all other
presidents combined.
0 Saved the Social Security system from certain
bardkrptcy.
o Reduced the Federal work force by over 20,000
employees-the first reduction in its size since
the 192(.
O Deregulated the airline and trucking industries,
savirg consumers millions oi dollars. .
o Increased federal support for education by 70%.

With a vccwd like this. President Carter and
Vice President Nkxuale have eamed their secord.
term. Re-elect President Carter on November 4th.
Keep him woridng for your future.

Ptesdent Cartr's svn- leadership at the E&opean Saur t i_
to th ~wt~a a~~ oi a uIdwide ene" corsevaticm 'Wio
and to the Eucbroa oi sUhog mea s W courns f the S

£4 - - ,'m .. , ._

EaCh year in or, Ptrtident Pnident Carter spWks hones-
Carte: hos irK-eyd e1pmd- 0 Y and Or-' t?* Paw -wtm fr natnnl dtn th e Uuted Sates at MnjM

to" nfeMaL

Authorized by the Carter/Mondale Re-Election
Committee. Inc.

Robert S Strauss, ChairmanGloucester County Democratic Committee
C.F. Hicks, Chairman

Mathews County Democratic Committee
F. Paul Blanock. Chairman

Mrs *~ wa."M" Wdlu bv o! z.ve C mi 'NnC, #ON COMM"."t, MO Vt 2MW$*U .'o a'OLV COMMIft~ W~ 14 NM AI Natic MRrfQate om

221

MraxI ,

III I e w 1 I iif IIet" u m ftip _ I.

M

:-._ ,,,

7huru., OX*. 30. 1080
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i-A7ES7EDAD RUSTWQ~AR7H Y7F"M

MpEIDENT
Jimmy
Carter

,D.- -- V._, .-

Take a minute to read I

D Created 8-AY rifLon nc* jobs in the ecnomy-
a greater rve than in an. cmparaole pcic in
our history.
0 Hadfour of eeryfive bills sent to Confress
passd-a record ever. bit as i.prwlve as Lndon

.;Johnson's and John KcnnedN's.
0 0 Won enactment of Arerica's first comprehensive
energy phan-a plan that will make Arerca sIa
: depeident on foreign od andr more secure in the

0 Passed the Windfall Profits Tas-a tax which
r takes uneaned profits front the big oil companies
Sand gives the mroncy to those who cannot a'i ford to

heat their homes.
o Hammered out the Middle Fas.t Peace Treaty
between Israel and Egypt a framehork for peace
in the future.

VICE'

Waftr
Mondale

he Real Carter record!

C'- ApoiMd mor woOm to UiS C ~d=ie Sntm m
other Presdmnt in hitha.n a

C-, Appolitd smBak .e~LHi!Cl an
minonties to judiWC psitons n an cum
presidents, coTbis" .d

Sav t SocdalSe a ysU fm W hn
bankruptcy.
C Redmed the Fedwork forbyb am,

0 00
employees-h fou reduction in its size Sim
the 192"s.
LD Deregulad the arline ad truckingdin
saving consunter millions of Oll . .
0 In&ree kderid snem 70*.
With a rec rd 5k thi Fit, am

Vice President Mondale have earnd -i'-
term. Re-elect Presilent Cate a Novemnber 41h.
Keep hun workmg for y futu -.

On Tuesday, Nov .4th, Vote Carter-Mondale
For Goochiland-For Virginia

FOR AMERICA!
Pak" r v (rK r JJ A.7 itCou ilic. AG fx. t ti d COam•

N n N T. &w -s. Chamu

2a'f -

.....................................................................................*.~....
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The Kcnbridlo - Victoria Dispatch. Victoria

Si-lliil Town Ameri(
Can Depend On

Jimmy Cartei

2 Va1,Thursdy. b .1). 7 3VaTusa.October ii.1980.9

Jimmy Carter Is A Democrat
6 .Who Understands Farm Familpa,

.....And Rural Problems.
HE ADVOCAT: forI,. I

1. Price support acreagao for to nds i i,
." " "a... .. r .. .a, .:

S2. High baseprisupports for dairyfams. .
3. Protectionof beefcattle farmersfroimportg ,, ' '.': .'

4. Development of export markets to maintain reasonabe gram pr

InVir gnaNETfarm 7r1ased% from miil i9
illion in 1979. .

Virginia's share of total US exports has ea dr.msticaly frm ,
,w,,c.,-1979.Farmers Home Administrationloansfor adncrn..V in

have increased2 3% sincl977 and farm operatingando Wloaim onl
*creasedlO02%.

,.j

A President '
From Rural Arneric,

And'
'.ror Rural America

.CARTER
I.'"' NEMB ER 4
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Sotetourt's ALL COUNTY Newspaper-lstablished 1866-Our 114th Yew Of Servi
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..The .Democratic Commlttee
%lUrges All Voters In Botetourt County

,TO

Vote On Tuesday... , ' November 4th

' "For
Experience And

o- Intelligence
00, " " . ReElect-President Carter

And

""8"ea Cu"-'n"c . V-Pres. Mondale

EXHIBIT I



",.,The Weather
Moody clear and b eilde wormerWO•lht. With Ike %orming trend.

i | Is a chance of show# er -.
l w S"

' 
details son page .

C lassified Ads 732-34S . . . o

2.1 0 -~

ving Petersburg, Colonial Heights, Hopewell, Va., And Surrounding Counties
V61 1 1&-Nr~ 1 V) I 4 A*.J~ ~i ~L.

-. ~~~~n gvionuuv. Iivme At. r a

(Paid Political Advertisement)

VOTE and RU.ELECT' President Carter and' i

Vice President M dale
A tsted and tgtweragy teII. ' '

p..

, 46 0

A,. RECOR O.• , . ' .r 1  "2 1 ,' :I

,. - ~. ', .

, ! I", . i , it

*'. • A RECORD OF ACHIEVEMENT ''

. , _ .J C * , e mm, lm.h1 ties .o i ...
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SUNDAY, NOVEMBER 2, I=

VOLUME 91, NO. 25

PRC e3cT1RITYFWE WMT

MARTINS VILLE

I *for President*

BULLETIN
r

4

in 1976 Jimmy Cater f -
Cnrrie Martinsvlle & Henry Cou*

* . do Your Port Toward A
Better Tomorrow...

Continue To Vote
Democratic!!

9 * A * ..
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Th~frAO[MA M RTI S L E 
'SNDAYNOVEMBER3,190NSVILLE ULLETIN
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j "• •"

- EXHIBIT L

I ... Iu1976 Jmmy Carter
Corned Marlnsvie & Henr County

.do Your Part Toward A
Better Tomorrow...

Continue To Vote,
Democratic!!
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8lie Devils remain

i ql (jjjOjlship chase
Sit--11age 2A

24OJ3 381
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O bituaries ........... ........ A

What's lappening .............. BA

M v eGiuide .................... BA
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Iortec'ope ................... 3AA
School I11jus .................. 4AA

I 1~
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youth* 1
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FRIDAY LU
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'To Give the News Impartially Without Fear or Favor" _,_. .. __

tober . 1980 Serving the cIty of Galox, Carroll and Gr n Cuntie. 103rd Yew - No. 130. ,S

For Continued

P e and Progress

VOTECARTR/MONDALE'"
, 

.L

Tuesday, Nov. 4th.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
* WASHINGTON D.C. 20*3

January 5, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIT REQUESTED

Mr. Paul Harris
Chairman of the Lee County

Democratic County Committee
P. 0. Box 404
Jonesville, Virginia 24263

Re: MUR 1358(80)

Dear Mr. Harris:

This letter is to notify you that on December 24,
01980, the Federal Election Commission received a

complaint which alleged that your committee has
violated certain sections of the Federal Election

o Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (wthe Act*). A copy
of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this
matter MUR 1358. Please refer to this number in all
future correspondence.

o 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 submitted within 15o3 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. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A)
unless you notify the Commission in writing that you
wish the matter to be made public.



-ris

If you intend to be represented by counsel in
this matter, please advise the Commission by sending
a letter of representation stating the name, address
and telephone number of such counsel, and a statement
authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other comunications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact
William Taylor, the attorney assigned to this matter
at 202-523-4529. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

C, e

General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

0

C

C7,



0D

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED V'RETURN ZwfM."

J. Curtis MNge
Sedam & Her"'
7600 Old S'pV ghouae Ra
McLean, Virgiia 22102-

Dear Mr. Helm~s

This lettr is to acknowledg*
complaint of e eer22, 1980, 0u
Party of Virginia aat'.st D
of Lee County, iria which, alFederal Election ,:I*gn las.
been assigned
respondent AWE
5 days and r tOn -toth#,,
Commission as t *ths msatter
handled will S .541 after
notification.,"

You will, lhRtfe4, as s0oon as
takes final a o yo#i complaint.
or receive any' 4 t'o information
please forward it tO this office. For y
we have attached a brief description of
procedures for handling complaints.

your
Republican
.oinittee
.one of the
er has
he
Lint within
ection
itially
dent' s

Lission
you have
matter,

nformation,
ommission's

General Counsel

Enclosure
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DATEp

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL RES

WHICH ARE TO BE SENT A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT$ IF A PRIIP*%-

CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE IS A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY 4S TO R %

TO THE CANDIDATE. PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF lT

CANDIDATE AND PUT A ICC BESIDE THE CANDIDATE iS NAME. IF A

CANDIDATE IS A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY IS TO BE SENT TO THE

CANDIDATE' S PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE. PLEASE PROVIDE THE

NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE AND PUT A

cc BESIDE THE COMMITTEE S NAME. PLEASE PROVIDE THIS INFORMATION,

O' ON THIS SHEET, WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE. THANK YOU,

MW

C400
cc•

N ! :,.,



FED MAL ELECTION COMMISSION,
WASHINGTON. D.C, 20463

December 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

for Mathews County, Virginia
5134 Remington Road, S.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

MUR # 1328

Dear Mrs. Saunders:

.. This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the

ocomplaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
O writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in

connection wi-th this matter. Your response must be submitted with-
in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

C-11 within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
(I' 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.



Letter to frs.
page two

y Ann Saunders

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures

IN



S-FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
'~WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*3

December 31, 19B0

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQURSTED

Mr. Watkins Ellerson, III, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee of

Orange County, Virginia
Post Office Box 1080,
Orange, Virginia 22960

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Ellerson:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

0filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election. Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the
complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

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 submitted with-
in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

oD 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.
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If you have any questions, .please contact William 1ayior, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523 4520, Fr your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints. ->--

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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. DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WAtW4C1ON D.C 2043

Deoember 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee of

Henry County, Virginia
Main Street,
Basset, Virginia 24055

MUR # 1328

Dear Ms. Marsh:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the

Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

04 filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated

certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the

complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in

o writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in

connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted with-

in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

oD 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. S 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.

....... -- -;- -- --; = -. - " ri,- _ - :;' :



SLetter to, Virginia#, T. E. Marsh
page two

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representat.ion stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the

attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-

mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

Si nceei2l

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASM NGTQN. D.C. 20463

December 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman,
The Democratic County Committee of

Mathews County, Virginia
Mathews, Virginia 23109

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Blanock:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
NFederal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the

oD complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in

o Dconnection with this matter. Your response must be submitted with-

in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received
within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the

0 available information.

M 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. S 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.



Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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£terz to P&O. P. l anock
Page two

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints. -7

Sincere ,

CGenrles N. Stl
General Counsel



:F RAL ELECTION COMMISSION
! WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 31, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RTURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. C.F. Hicks, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee of

Glouster County, Virginia,
Glouster, Virginia 23061

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Hicks:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the

Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

0filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,

with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated

certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et 12R. ("The Act"). A copy of the

complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-

dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in

C writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in

qW connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted with-

in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

C. 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public.



41f u intend,-: to representLed by counsel- ,ease~

adviW ~ t -omIissioh, by sending a letter-6 repiat
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if you have any questions, please contact _Wiia a ay1or, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-45291. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

Since 1/

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum

o 3. Procedures
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FE DERIALELECTION COMMISSIONt,
~. WASHINGTON, D.C. 2W43

December 31, 19.80
CERTIF'IED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James Edmunds, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Lunenburg County, Virginia
Renbridge, Virginia 23944

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Edmunds:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

O filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,o as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the
complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

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 submitted with-
in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

0 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.



Letter to Mr. James Edmunds
Page two

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerel7,

7l S

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
o 2 Addendum

3. Procedures

C
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20*

Dece iber 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee of

Goochland County, Virginia
Kents Store, Virginia 23084

MUR # 1328

Dear Mrs. Bowles:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,

o with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the
complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

0MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in

writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in
oconnection with this matter. Your response must be submitted with-

in 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.

VPlease 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 S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.
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Si lic

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON D.C. 20463

Decambe. 4 1, Mck

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman,
The Democratic County Committee

of Greene County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 221K,
Stanardsville, Virginia 22973

MUR # 1328

Dear Ms. Dudley:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the

o Federal Election Commission received an 
addendum to a complaint

filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,

qto with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated

certain sections of the Federal Election 
Campaign Act of 1971,

o2) as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act). A copy of the

complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-

dence.

OD 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 submitted with-

in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on 
the

N available information.

rPlease 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless 
you notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter 
to be made

public.



-etot to $ CO CoStance Dudley
#too two

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter* please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

S ince

General Consel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
o2 Addendum

3. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

December 31, 1980"

CERTIFIED MIL
R ETUR1 RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman,
The Democratic County Committee of

Martinsville, Virginia
1604 Mulberry Road,
Martinsburg, Virginia 24112

MUR # 1328

Dear Ms. Hall:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the

OD complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in

C, writing, that no action should be taken against your committee in
connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted with-
in 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
Care 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. S 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.



Lt o Ms. Virginiat Hall
Paetwo,

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

Sinc el?

Ch6 es N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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Lett to Mr. Cl
Pge tO

D. Carter

if you intend to represented by counsel in this matter-# please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-
ing the name# address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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Dear Ms. Traina;

December 31, 1980
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if you intend to repreented by counsel in thi. mwje please
av te hgiw by sending a letter of te ee#

ing the, nas address and telephone number of such: 60# to-receive
any notificationsl,and other communications with the $i*. s.Aon.

If you have any questions, please contact William ay!or, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 5234529. For Your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the CoMmission's
procedure for handling complaints.

Since /

C tee e
General Counsel

Enclosure

CV 1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON D.C. 2.0463

December 31, 1980
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dr. Van B. McCarter
The Democratic City Committee of

Galax,. Virginia
212 West Center Street,
Galax, Virginia 24333

MUR # 1328

Dear Dr. McCarter:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the
complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter
MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

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 submitted with-
in 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.
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If you have any questions, please contact Wi,iam Taylor, the

attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-45296 
For your infor-

mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's

procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMM!SSION
WASHtNGTON D.C. 2043

December 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman
The Democratic County Committee of
Warren County, Virginia

1016 Virginia Avenue,
Front Royal, Virginia 22630

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

Len This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
-_ Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
MO with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated

certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
oD as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the

complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

OUnder 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 submitted with-

03 in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received
within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the

N. available information.

ePlease 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. S 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.
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If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4,529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures



E WERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIt4GION D.C. 20463

December 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Kenneth Broom,
The Democratic County Committee of
Grayson County, Virginia

Route I, Box 45
Fries, Virginia 24330

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Broom:

This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the

Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,

" with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated

certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act 
of 1971,

O as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. (*The Act"). A copy of the

complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-

dence.

OD 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 submitted with-

cin 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the

Navailable information.

CPlease 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 9 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you 
notify

the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public.



th Broom,

If you intend to represented by counsel in this matter, please
advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation stat-

fing the name, address and telephone number of such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications with the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor, the
attorney assigned to this matter, at (202) 523-4529. For your infor-
mation, we have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

1. Complaint
2 Addendum
3. Procedures
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FEDERAL, ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 20*43

December 31, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lawrence H. Framme, III, Esq.
1400 Ross Building,
Richmond, Virginia 23219

MUR # 1328

Dear Mr. Framme:

O This letter is to notify you that on December 15, 1980, the
Federal Election Commission received an addendum to a complaint

ev filed with the Commission on October 31, 1980. The complaint,
with it addendum, alleges that your committee may have violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

oD as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431, et seq. ("The Act"). A copy of the
complaint and addendum is enclosed. We have numbered this matter

MMUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future correspon-
dence.

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 submitted with-
in 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

oD within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based on the
available information.

oPlease 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.
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General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NoW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Members of the Coumission:

This letter constitutes ac 1 filed on
behalf of our client, Republican Par o VirgLnia, 115 East
Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political comittee
as defined under 2 U.S.C. 1431(c), against the Demcratic
County Committee of Lee County, Virginia, Mr. Paul D. Harris,
Chairman, Post Office Box 404, Jonesville, Virginia 24263.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a certified true
transcription of a tape recording of a commercial advocating
the election of Jimmy Carter which, upon information and
belief, was aired by WSWV AM/FM Radio Station, 311 Woodway
Road, Pennington Gap, Virginia 24277. Attached also as
Exhibit B is, upon information and belief, a copy of the
contract between WSWV Radio Station and the Democratic
Committee of Lee County, Virginia, for the broadcasting of
the commercial nine times between November 1, 1980 and
November 4, 1980.

2 U.S.C. 1441(a)(d)(1) states in applicable part,
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal
office..."

Ito :j



aQWeralCone
tedral Election Comission
Page Two
December 22, 1980

National party committees are limited by 2,U I S.C.
1441 (a) (d) (2). 11 CFR 110. 7(a) (1) and (2),. to "pedtwes
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 centstmutiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Coission
determined that the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for radio advertisements
in support of presidential and vice presidential candidates
can only be made if authorized and reported by the national
committee.

The advertisement disclaimer implies that the
advertisement was not paid for by the Democratic County
Committee of Lee County, Virginia, as an agent of the

C Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic National
N Commit tee neither authorized nor reported the expenditure

for the radio advertisement, the expenditures were made in
cn violation of the Federal Election Campaign Laws.

11 CFR §110.11 (a)(1) states that all disclaimers:

[S]hall appear or be presented in a clear and
conspicuous manner to give the reader, observer or
listener adequate notice of the identity of persons
who paid for or who authorized the commication...

Even if the Democratic County Committee of Lee
County, Virginia, acted as an agent for the Demcratic
National Committee when it contracted with WSWV Radio Station



Ztllmn COUmission
M , *0we
e sier. 22, 1980

for the broadcasting of the advertismsnt, the 4Lclalmr
broadcasted with the advertisement violated 11 Mf 1110.11(a)(1).

Your prompt attention to this complaint would be

appreciated.

Sinc
J. Curtis Her
Coise f or td Rublican
Party of Virginia

Enclosures

Subscribed and sworn to before me this & day of

December, 1980.

My commission expires: A /



The following, a paid political program.

Voters of Lee County, we appealed to you earlier

this year in an effort to get you to vote to defeat the bond
referendum proposed by the Republican Party. We stated the
facts concerning what would happen if the referendum passed.
The voters ignored our pleas, and passed the referendum.
Now you, your children, and the County are the losers. The
County is further in debt, the services have been cut, all of
you have had an enormous tax increase. This has imposed a

terrible burden on you, the taxpayers; and, has served one
purpose, and one purpose only: to employ and raise the
salaries of incompetent Republican employees. In last
year's County election, the voters were so impressed by
Republican false propaganda that they refused to listen to

the truth from any Democrat concerning the affairs of Lee
County. Now that the smoke has cleared, and you have been
shocked into reality, we would like to relate to you the
actual facts of what has happened in Lee County in recent
years.

In the County election of 1971, the Republican

party gained control of the County Board of Supervisors.
During their 4-year term, they had their plans drawn for the

construction of a new courthouse and appropriated the first
money toward that project. Plans were continuing when they

-1I-



were defeated for reelection in 1975. After their defeat.
they held numerous meetings to spend all the County money,
so the Democrats would go into office with no money to
operate on. As if that wasn't enough, they were successful
in getting the $1,000,000.00 in Federal funds, which Lee
County was supposed to get for the courthouse, diverted to
another county. After they had succeeded in bankrupting the
County, they started an intense propaganda campaign, blaming
the Democrats for building the courthouse, and putting the
County into bankruptcy. They spread these falsehoods County-
wide, every day for 4 years. Unfortunately, the people
believed their falsehoods and swept them into office last
year. They then led the voters into passing the bond
referendum, by telling them if they didn't pass it, their
taxes would be raised, schools would be closed, and numerous
other falsehoods. This is only the first year of their
term. Wait until you have endured 3 more years of it.

We now have another election at hand, Tuesday,
November 4th. Jimmy Carter is a capable, honest, hardworking
Christian man. He has worked hard to restore the respect
and integrity of this nation after it was destroyed during
the Nixon-Agnew Administration. He admits his mistakes,
which are far outweighed by his accomplishments. He is not
responsible for inflation, which is a world-wide problem.
He will keep this country at peace.

Your other choice for President, Ronald Reagan,
has the same qualifications for that position as your Lee
County Board of Supervisors has for governing the County.

-2 -



n'.t vot, to put the rAl..-w t in.,  h- n s .e~

an iacopettit person, who might. Plung Us Snto War at may
time. Don' t make another mistake! Be sure to vote

November 4th. Vote for yourself, your children, your

County, and your nation. Vote to reelect Jimmy Carter,

President.

The preceding paid for and authorized by the Lee County

Democratic Committee, Brenda Brooks, Treasurer.

sAsd o AiW. e-e

OelA
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a leplly qualified candidate ofWthe4 ,poIt$Im ;* ,w .4 ,

in aso fol.s do hereby Mudtation

time as fdllows:

e-&ZIIG 0F BGADCAST"-% P-U-~-A5- -- VMM M W i--% #"*4WAL WO, WVK§-" o.A3.

3
340

49
0 ~

419A)

DATS 0r nes nOADCAW DAT O LAWT BROAMAT
_ IU

Total

The broadcast time will be used %NAJ
I represent that the advanI YUMt

___..______,____and you are autorized to so describe that sponsor in your log
and to announce the program a paid for by such person or entity. The entity furnishing the pay t, if
other than an individualperaon, : ( ) a-corporation; (A) a committee; ( ) an association; or () other
unincorporated group. The names and offies of the chief executive officers of the entity are:

It is my understanding that: If the time is to be used by the candidate himself within 45 days of a primary
or primary runoff election, or within 60 days of a general or special election, the above charges represent
the lowest unit charge of the station for the same class and amount of time for the same period; where the
use is by a person or entity other than the candidate or is by the candidate but outside the aforementioned
45 or 60 day periods, the above charges do not exceed the charges made for comparable use of such station
by other users.

It is agreed that use of the station for the above-stated purposes will be governed by the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and the FCC's rules and regulations, particularly those provisions reprinted on
the back hereof, which I have read and understand. I further agree to indemnify and hold harmless the
station for any damages or liability that may ensue from the performance of the above-stated broadcasts.
For the above-stated broadcasts I also agree to prepare a script or transcription, which will be delivered
to the station at least _before the time of the scheduled broadcasts; (note:
the two preceding sentences are not applicable if the candidate is pen .ly usin ?thetime).

-(Canaidate, Supporter or Agent)

Accepted
fa by Title

This or public inspection for a period of two
years in accordance with FCC regulations (AM, Section 78.120; FM, Section 73.190; TV, Section 78.657).

II



SEDAM & HERoE
A PROIMSSIONAL CORPORATION

ATTORNYS AT LAW

7600 OLD SPRINGHOUSE ROAD
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General Comsel
Federal Election Covimssion
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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General Counsel
Federal Election Commission ,.
1325 K Street, N.W. ca
Washington, D.C. 20463

0 Dear Members of the Commission:

I,, This letter constitutes an addendum to a complaint
1qrfiled with the Commission on October 30, 1980, on behalf of

our client, The Republican Party of Virginia, 115 East Grace
o Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219 against the Democratic

County Committee of Rappahannock Conty, Virginia, the
Democratic County Committee of Amelia County Virginia, and
the Democratic County Committee of Clarke County Virginia.

o The complaint of October 31, 1980 is hereby amended
to include the following Committees:

1. The Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,
Virginia, Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman, 5134
Remington Road, S.W., Roanoke, Virginia 24014.

2. The Democratic County Committee of Greene County,
Virginia, Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman, Route 1,
Box 221K, Stanardsville, Virginia 22973.

3. The Democratic County Committee of Orange County,
Virginia, Mr. Watkins Ellerson, III, Chairman,
Post Office Box 1080, Orange, Virginia 22960.

4. The Democratic County Committee of Gloucester
County, Virginia, Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman,
Gloucester, Virginia 23061.



S neral Counsel
. Ioderal Election Commission
Page Two
December 10, 1980

5. The Democratic County Committee of Mathews Comty,
Virginia, F. Paul Blanock, Chairman, Mathew,
Virginia 23109.

6. The Democratic County Committee of Goochland
County, Virginia, Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chairman,
Kents Store, Virginia 23084.

7. The Democratic County Committee of Lumenburg
County, Virginia, Mr. James Edmumds, Chairmm,
Kenbridge, Virginia 23944.

8. The Democratic City Coumittee of Hopewell, Virginia,
Ms. Hilda Traina, Chairman, 3408 Vinton Street,
Hopewell, Virginia 23860.

9. The Democratic County Committee of Botetourt
County, Virginia, Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman,
Post Office Box 368, Daleville, Virginia 24083.

10. The Democratic County Committee of Henry County,
Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman, Main Street,
Basset, Virginia 24055.

11. The Democratic City Committee of Martinsville,
Virginia, Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman, 1605 Mulberry
Road, Martinsville, Virginia 24112.

12. The Democratic County Committee of Warren County,
Virginia, Mr. Claude A. Stokes, Jr., Chairman,
1016 Virginia Avenue, Front Royal, Virginia 22630.

13. The Democratic City Committee of Galax, Virginia,
Dr. Van B. McCarter, 212 West Center Street,
Galax, Virginia 24333.

14. The Democratic County Committee of Grayson County,
Virginia, Mr. Kenneth Broom, Route 1, Box 45,
Fries, Virginia 24330.
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December 10, 1980

Attached hereto as Exhibits A through N are copies
of advertisements, advocating the election of Jinmy Carter,
which appeared in the following newspapers. Each advertisement
contains a disclaimer which states that one of the committees
listed above paid for the advertisement:

A. The Roanoke Times and World News of November 1,1980;

B. The Ameila Bulletin Monitor of October 30, 1980;

C. The Green County Record of October 30, 1980;

D. The Clarke County Courier of October 23, 1980;

E. The Clarke County Courier of October 30, 1980;

F. The Gloucester - Mathews Gazette Journal of
October 30, 1980;

G. The Goochland Gazette of October 30, 1980;

H. The Kenbridge - Victoria Dispatch of October 30,
1980;

I. The Fincastle Hereld of October 30, 1980;

J. The Progress Index of October 30, 1980;

K. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 2, 1980;

L. The Martinsville Bulletin of November 3, 1980;

M. The Front Royal-Warren Sentinel of October 30,
1980;

N. The Galax Gazette of October 31, 1980.

that:
2 U.S.C. §441(a)(d)(1) states in applicable part,
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Dcember 10, 1980

"ia national committee of a political party and a
s tate committee of a political party,inldg
= subordinate committee of a state committee may
e expenditures in connection with the general

election campaign of candidates for federal
office... 0"

National party committees are limited,,by 2 U.s.c.
S441 (a)(d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1) and (2), to expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a)(4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper advertise-
ments in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The disclaimers which appear on the advertisements
imply that the advertisements were not paid for by the
various Democratic City and County Committees as agents of
the Democratic National Committees. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisements, the expen-
ditures were made in violation of the Federal Election
Campaign Laws.

11 CFR 1110.11(a)(1) states that any disclaimer:

"..,.shall be presented in a clear and conspicuous
manner to give the reader, observer or listner



General Counsel
Federal Election Counission
Page Five
December 10, 1980

adequate notice of the identity of persons who
paid for or who authorized the coummication...

If the Democratic National Committee did authorize
and report the expenditures for the attached advertisemsnts,
then the disclaimers which appeared on the advertisements
did not comply with 11 CFR 110.11(a)(1) as said disclaimers
do not give the reader adequate notice that the Democratic
National Committee paid for and authorize the attached
advertisements.

Your prompt attention to this addendum would be
appreciated.

JvCurtis Herge(
Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and sworn to me this ho- day of
December, 1980.

My Commission Expires: e

Attachments
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YOU-mt suprsed whe you discowe how
numh Pteskhnt Cate has accomplished-and in

1/2y)as! Take a look at just a few ofhis

oE e 8-1/2 million new jobstin -1 i i-
a greaer inease than in any cmp,) in

O Hid Aur of every ve bills sent to (W s
-a remrd every bit as impressive as Lyndon- ob Kennedy's.

Won .. actn nt of Aneica's first conpeie
wil nm. ba es

~ttheir hoams
luwx out the Mddle East Peace Treaty

m nn flaid aid Ept-a framework for peace

President Calt's strmg leadership at the Itur)pean NuIIMw1tto the estaiislhent of a wrldwide enerNy c ,nservation pOl
and to the enactinit of stron rneasuTes to cf unter the SM
invasion of Afghaistan.

Each year in office, President
Carter has increased exrvnl-
tures for national defe5k,.
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U' rIine and trudif bdusties,
udfions of doflas.

C1 IeuWe federal support for education by 70%.
Wth a reord like this, President Carter and

Vice President Mondale have earned their second
term Re-elect President Carter on November 4th.
Keep him working for your future.

Authorized by the Carter M ' Fi I, -Kiec in
Cnmmittec i:

Robert S. Strau. , ,

Gloucester County Democratic Committee
C.F. Hicks, Chairman

Mathews County Democratic Committee
F. Paul Blanock, Chairman

(1 m e W mt m el tr w the Gloucester County Democratic Committee, the Mathews County Democratic Committee and the Democratic 14ationai Committeel

I
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(Paid Political Advertisemnt)

I.

* A RECORD OF ACHIEVEMIN.. ,
0 C W1 for "for hfefts b .as quality of in*

:0 an beto mndormnuin gnsmIg
C"1111* 0o mmslns

0 dg eollao consumption by 12 %. achevd passepo jbg
Teax

PHONE 459-6394 FOR TRANSPORTATION TOm M lls
Paid for and authorized by the Hopewell Demacralfg Qs~~

John Noreticg, Treasurer.
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Federal Election Commission DE ,
December 8, 1980
Page Two

Since the advertisements were placed by the local
Committees, the Committees placed on the disclaimer that the
ads were by the authority of the local party chairman or
treasurer, rather than the Democratic National Committee.
However, under the circumstances, we do not believe that the
Commission should take further action in the matter. For
this reason we request the Commission to take no further action
in this matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

Respectfully submitted,

- .Lawrence H. Framme, III

a. Counsel for the Amelia
" County Democratic Committee,

the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the RappahannockL. - Democratic Committee

We, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
to the best of our knowledge and belief.

C

an Whitti n gt o nC ha i n
elia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this _ day of .a /

198 .

My commission expires: . -- '/

"' Notary Pub16

~:~d _ 7uo
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December 8, 19810

C~,i

Federal Election Commaission
Washington, D. C. 20463 0

Attention: William Taylors Esquire ,

Re: HUR 1328 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter is written as a response to the Federal
Election Commission's notification of November 3, 1980 to
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, Clarke County
Democratic Comittee and Rappahannock County Democratic
Committee. Based on the information set forth below, each of
these Committees believe that no further action should be
taken against them in connection with this matter.

During the month of October each of these three Comittees
placed newspaper advertising in newspapers in their localities
urging support of the Carter/Mondale ticket. At the time that
the advertisemnts were placed each of these Committees were
authorized by the Democratic National Committee to expend for
these advertisements on behalf of the Democratic National
Committee. The Democratic National Committee has agreed that
the amounts spent on these advertisements by the three local
Committees are authorized and ratified by them and will be
reported by the Democratic National Committee as expenditures
permitted the DNC under 2 USC 441a (d). The Democratic National
Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal Election
Commission a statement confirming this authorization.

For your information the expenditures made were as follows:
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, for advertising in the
Amelia Bulletin Monitor the amount of $229.86; the Clarke
County Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Clarke
Courier, the amount of $180.00; the Rappahannock County
Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Rappahannock News,
the amount of $94.60.
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Since the advertisements were placed by the local
Committees, the Committees placed on the disclaimer that the
ads were by the authority of the local party chairman or
treasurer, rather than the Democratic National Committee.
However, under the circumstances, we do not believe that the
Commission should take further action in the matter. For
this reason we request the Commission to take no further action
in tHis matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

Respectfully submitted,

'ft

Lawrence H. Framme, III
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Committee,
the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the Rappahannock
Democratic Committee

We, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
to the best of our knowledge and belief.

0

Juan Whittington,Chairman
Amelia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198

My commission expires:

Notary Public



i4On

Given under my hand this day of

1980.

My commision expires:

No~ary Puiblic

David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this

198

My commission expires:

day of

Notary Public



Attut Villim Taylor gapire

Itmt D~c 20"3
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December 8, 1980

Federal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter is written as a response to the Federal
Election Commission's notification of November 3, 1980 to
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, Clarke County
Democratic Committee and Rappahannock County Democratic
Committee. Based on the information set forth below, each of
these Committees believe that no further action should be
taken against them in connection with this matter.

During the month of October each of these three Committees
placed newspaper advertising in newspapers in their localities
urging support of the Carter/Mondale ticket. At the tim that
the advertisements were placed each of these Committees were
authorized by the Democratic National Committee to expend for
these advertisements on behalf of the Democratic National
Committee. The Democratic National Committee has agreed that
the amounts spent on these advertisements by the three local
Committees are authorized and ratified by them and will be
reported by the Democratic National Committee as expenditures
permitted the DNC under 2 USC 441a (d). The Democratic National
Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal Election
Commission a statement confirming this authorization.

For your information the expenditures made were as follows:
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, for advertising in the
Amelia Bulletin Monitor the amount of $229.86; the Clarke
County Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Clarke
Courier, the amount of $180.00; the Rappahannock County
Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Rappahannock News,
the amount of $94.60.



Federal Election Commission
December 8, 19 80
Page Two

Since the advertisements were placed by the local
Committees, the Committees placed on the disclaimer that the
ads were by the authority of the local party chairman or
treasurer, rather than the Democratic National Committee.
However, under the circumstances, we do not believe that the
Commission should take further action in the matter. For
this reason we request the Commission to take no further action
in this matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

Respectfully submitted,,

Lawrence H. Framme, III
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Committee,,
the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the Rappahannock
Democratic Committee

iq m we, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
to the best of our knowledge and belief.

Juan Whittington ,Chairmani
Amelia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198

My commission expires:_____________

Notary Public



Lawrence Whit,. " ,CUI
Clarke County Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this , day of

My commission expires:

Notary Public

i4 i *i

David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Coimittee

Given under my hand this 1 0 day of _______________I

198o.

My commission expires:
0

Vqr

0-I Notary Public

198 .

I I i I lil -
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Deceber 1, 1980

Fderal Election Commission

Washington, D. C. 20463

Attention: William Taylor, Esquire

Re: MUR 1328 (80)

Dear Mr. Taylor:

This letter is written as a response to the Federal
Election Commission's notification of November 3, 1980 to

t'4 the Amelia County Democratic Committee, Clarke County
Democratic Committee and Rappahannock County Democratic
ComIittee. Based on the information set forth below, each of

,4Zthese Committees believe that no further action should be
taken against them in connection with this matter.

During the month of October each of these three Committees
placed newspaper advertising in newspapers in their localities
urging support of the Carter/Mondale ticket. At the time that
the advertisements were placed each of these Committees were

o authorized by the Democratic National Committee to expend for
these advertisements on behalf of the Democratic National

7 Committee. The Democratic National Committee has agreed that
the amounts spent on these advertisements by the three local

SCommittees are authorized and ratified by them and will be
Creported by the Democratic National Committee as expenditures
permitted the DNC under 2 USC 441a (d). The Democratic National

P.^Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal Election
Commission a statement confirming this authorization.

For your information the expenditures made were as follows:
the Amelia County Democratic Committee, for advertising in the
Amelia Bulletin Monitor the amount of $229.86; the Clarke
County Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Clarke
Courier, the amount of $180.00; the Rappahannock County
Democratic Committee, for advertising in The Rappahannock News,
the amount of $94.60.

CEP :Z+ d I300"



Federal Election Commission
December 8, 1980
Page Two

Since the advertisements were placed by the locai
Committees, the Committees placed on the disclaimer that the
ads were by the authority of the local party chairman 9?
treasurer, rather than the Democratic National Committee.
However, under the circumstances, we do not believe that the
Commission should take further action in the matter. For
this reason we request the Commission to take no further action
in this matter.

Because of the present time I am sending this letter
directly to you although it is not yet subscribed and sworn
to by the individual county chairmen. However, copies have
been sent to the individual chairmen and the copies executed
by them will be forwarded directly to you shortly.

lRespectfully submitted,

0 Lawrence H. Framme, III
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Committee,
the Clarke County Democratic
Committee, the Rappahannock

C1 Democratic Committee

We, the undersigned, believe that the foregoing is true
Oto the best of our knowledge and belief.

Juan WhittingtonChairman
Amelia Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198

My commission expires:

Notary Public



tLct44M~

Lawrence Whtt
Clarke County 5 Cti, Committee

Given under my hand this day of

198 .

My commission expires:

Notary iublic

David Moore, Qiairman
Rappahannock Democratic Comittee

M
M Given under my hand this day of 0,

"2198_.

My comission expires:

Notary Public



Federal Election Comissien
1325 K Stret, N.V.
Washington, D. C. 20463
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Route 4 - Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002
December 1, 1980

William Taylor, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
'TashIngton, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Taylor:

Lawrence H. Framme, III is authorized to respond on behalf
of the Amelia County Democratic Comittee in the matter of
MUR 1328 (80).

sRincerely yours,

uan Whittington, irman
o Amelia County Democratic Committee
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1400 Ross BUILDING tRICHMON ,VI RGINIA 23219

November 20, 1980

cbaze. N. Steele, Esquire
F6drAlL Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

MUR 1328 (80)
Clarke County Democratic Committee
Rappahannock County Democratic Committee
Amelia County Democratic Committee

Dear Mr. Steele:

I have been asked to respond on behalf of the above-named
Cou ittees to the Complaint filed against them. We are in-
vestigating the matter at this time and should have sufficient

1W information to make a fuller response within the next ten days.
I would appreciate the Commission deferring any action for that

Operiod of time. If you have any questions, please give me a
call at (804) 644-4131.

Very t uly ours,

en e H. ra=mwJ, iI

LHF,III/cfr
cc: Lawrence white, Chairman

CClarke County Democratic Committee

David Moore and A. H. Keyser, Co-Chairmen
Rappahannock County Democratic Committee

Juan Whittington, Chairman
Amelia County Democratic Committee

I :q 6 ARa



M4V 24, AG4

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463



FEDERAL ELI!ON COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

April 9, 1981

CERTFIED ZMAZL

Mr. Prentis Webb, Treasurer
Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.O. Box 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

Re: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

This letter is to notify you that on December 10, 1980,
0the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

alleged that your committee has violated certain sections of
N the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all
future correspondence.

You were not previously notified as you were not clearly
identified as a respondent in the complaint. Under the Act,
you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that no

oaction should be taken against your committee in connection
with this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15
days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received
within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based

Con the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you

rbelieve 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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representa-
tion stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commission.



the attorney:a-' a'igu'* to th4e mattot ! at (O)~-~#your informatio-, re have at af a brie) Iion ofthe

Commission' s procdre for hablng cimplabit.

General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures

K

K

0



FEDERAL ELECT ION COMMISSION
<r i"WASHINGTON. OC. 20463

Mr. Prentis Webb, Treasurer
Roanoke City Democratic Comittee
P.O. Box 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

Re: MUR 1328

Dear Pr. Webb:

This letter is to notify you that on December 10, 1980,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

Nalleged that your committee has violated certain sections of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all
future correspondence.

You were not previously notified as you were not clearly
identified as a respondent in the complaint. Under the Act,
you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in writing, that noCaction should be taken against your committee in connection

Iwith this matter. Your response must be submitted within 15
days of receipt of this letter. If no response is received

!within 15 days, the Commission may take further action based
on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this
matter. Where appropriate, statements should be submitted
under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) and S 437g(a) (12) (A) unless y.u .f
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to he made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representa-
tion stating the name, address and telephone number of such
counsel, and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive
any notifications and other communications from the Commi~sion.

//



I f YOU- ha n usinpleaecontact Wiim ayor
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202). 523.4529. 0
your information, we, have attached a brief descrift ion of. the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complaint
2. Procedures



FEDERAL ELCTION COMMISSION
WASHINGOK D.C. 43

November 3, IR#O
SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

A. H. Keysen, Chairman
Democratic County Committee
of Rappahannock County

Washington, Virginia 22747 RE: MUR 1328(80)

Dear Mr. Keysen:

This letter is to notify you that on October 31, 1980
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that your Committee has violated certain sections

Two of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (*the
Actu). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

The Commission has adopted special procedures to expedite
compliance matters during the pre-General Election period. A
summary of these procedures is enclosed. Where possible, within
five days after receipt of a complaint, the Commission will
determine whether the complaint should be dismissed prior to
receipt of your response to this notice. If the Commission
dismisses the complaint, you will be so notified by mailgram
followed by an explantory letter. A copy of the Commission's
determination to dismiss the complaint may also be picked up
in person by you, or your authorized agent, from our Associate
General Counsel, Mr. Kenneth A. Gross.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no further action should be taken against your Com-
mittee in connection with this matter. If the Commission is unable
to expeditiously dismiss the complaint as outlined above, it will
take no further action until we receive your response or 15 days
after your receipt of this notification. If the Commission does
not receive a response from you within 15 days after your receipt
of this letter, it may take further action based on available
information.



I

Letter to Mr. A. H. Keysen
Pate Two

You are encouraged ti respond to this notification promptly.
In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this notification,
e have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage paid, special delivery
nvelope.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other commuications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor.
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4529.

General Counsel



E . I.

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. r. C 2003

November 3, 1980

SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Juan Whittington, Chairman
Democratic County Committee of
Amelia County
Route 4, Box 136
Amelia, Virginia 23002 RE: MUR 1328(80)

Dear Mr. Whittington:

This letter is to notify you that on October 31, 1980
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint
which alleges that your Committee has violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered
this matter MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future

0) correspondence.

The Commission has adopted special procedures to expedite
compliance matters during the pre-General Election period. A
summary of these procedures is enclosed. Where possible, within
five days after receipt of a complaint, the Commission will
determine whether the complaint should be dismissed prior to
receipt of your response to this notice. If the Commission

7 dismisses the complaint, you will be so notified by mailgram
followed by an explantory letter. A copy of the qommission's

fN determination to dismiss the complaint may also be picked up
in person by you, or your authorized agent, from our Associate
General Counsel, Mr. Kenneth A. Gross.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no further action should be taken against your Com-
mittee in connection with this matter. If the Commission is unable
to expeditiously dismiss the complaint as outlined above, it will
take no further action until we receive your response or 15 days
after your receipt of this notification. If the Commission does
not receive a response from you within 15 days after your receipt
of this letter, it may take further action based on available
information.



Letter to Mr. Whittington
Page Two

You are encouraged to respond to this notification promptly.
In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this notification,
we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage paid, special delivery
envelope.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation

0D stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4529.

ViSin 7 ~yf

C~e



November .3,. 9.2,'@

SPECIAL DELIVERY
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Lawrence White, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
of Clark County
Battleton Drive
Berryville, Virginia 22611 RE: [UR 1328(80)

Dear Mr. White:

TThis letter is to notify you that on October 31, 1980
1980, the Federal Election Commission received a complaint

0 which alleges that your Committee has violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act"). A copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have nmbered

o this matter MUR 1328. Please refer to this number in all future
correspondence.

The Commission has adopted special procedures to expedite
compliance matters during the pre-General Election period. A

o summary of these procedures is enclosed. Where possible, withinfive days after receipt of a complaint, the Commission will
determine whether the complaint should be dismissed prior to.
receipt of your response to this notice. If the Commission
dismisses the complaint, you will be so notified by mailgram
followed by an explantory letter. A copy of the Commission's
determination to dismiss the complaint may also be picked up
in person by you, or your authorized agent, from our Associate
General Counsel, Mr. Kenneth A. Gross.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate, in
writing, that no further action should be taken against your Com-
mittee in connection with this matter. If the Commission is unable
to expeditiously dismiss the complaint as outlined above, it will
take no further action until we receive your response or 15 days
after your receipt of this notification. If the Commission does
not receive a response from you within 15 days after your receipt
of this letter, it may take further action based on available
information.



Letter to Mr. White
Page Two

You are encouraged to respond to Wis notification promptly.
In order to facilitate an expeditious response to this notification,
we have enclosed a pre-addressed, postage paid, special delivery
envelope.

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. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,

please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,

0t and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications
and other communications from the Commission.

If you have any questions, please contact William Taylor
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4529.

Since

unsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

- -/ *.'. .<-

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUZ?

J. Curtis Herge
Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse noad
McLean, Virginia 2210*

Dear Mr. Herge:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt
of October 30, 1980, ag4tzst tha Iec r

of Rappahannock Count
Amelia County and tho e
County, which alleges violati=ns of the
Campaign laws. A staff mIiew has been a
your allegations. The ee. sts wiU
complaint within 24 hois and a re in
Election Commission as to how this matter-
handled will be made 15 days after the
tion. You will be notified as soon as th
final action on your complaint. Should you _
any additional information in this matter,
to this office. For your information, s hwe
breif description of the Commission's procedus
complaints.

complaint
'Committee
ittee of
of Clark
ection
o analyze
4 of this
the Federal
e initially
1' notifica-
ion takes
ir receive
forward it
ached a
,or handling

Please be advised that this matter shall remain confiden-
tial in accordance with 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g
(a) (12) (A) unless the respondents notify the Commission in
writing that they wish the matter to be made public.

General Counsel

Enclosure
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General Counsel
Federal Election Commnission
1325 K. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Member of the Conimission: M~

This letter constitutes a complaint filed on
behalf of our client* the Republican Party of Virginia, 11lP
East Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political .
commuittee as defined under 2 U.S.C. S431(c)v against the
Democratic County Committee of Rappahannock County, Virginia,
Mr. A. H. Keyser, Chairman, Washington, Virginia 22747;
Democratic County Commnittee of Amelia County,, Virginia, Mr.
Juan Whittington, Chairman, Route 4, Box 136, Amelia,
Virginia 23002; and, the Democratic County Committee of
Clarke County, Virginia, Mr. Lawrence White, Chairman,
Battleton Drive, Berryville, Virginia 22611.

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of The
Rappahannock News of Thursday, October 16, 1980. You will
note that, on page 3, there is a two column advertisement
advocating the election of Jimmy Carter as President.
Please note that the advertisement bears a disclaimer,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S441(d), which states that the advertise-
ment was placed by authority of Edward Baily, Treasurer of
the Rappahannock Democratic Party.

Upon information and belief, similar newspaper
advertisements were published in local newspapers in Amelia
and Clarke Counties, Virginia, by the respective Democratic
County Committees in those localities.



r(ftneral Counsel
Page TWO
October 30,1980

2 U.S.C. S441(a)(d)(1) states in applicable part,
that:

"a national committee of a political party and a
state committee of a political party, including
any subordinate committee of a state committee may
make expenditures in connection with the general
election campaign of candidates for federal office..."

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.
S441(a)(d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1) and (2), to "expenditures
which do not exceed an amount equal to 2 cents multiplied by
the voting age population of the United States..."

11 CFR 110.7(a) (4) states that:

"The National Committee of a political party may
make expenditures authorized by this section
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees."

In AO 1980-87, the Federal Election Commission
determined that the provisions of tbe Federal Election
Campaign Act, and the Regulations promulgated by the Commission
which are cited above, restrict the activities of local
party committees, so that expenditures for newspaper adver-
tisements in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The advertisement disclaimer implies that the
advertisement was not paid for by the Democratic County
Committees of Amelia, Clarke, and Rappahannock Counties as
agents of the Democratic National Committee. If the Democratic
National Committee neither authorized nor reported the
expenditures for the newspaper advertisement, the expenditures
were made in violation of the Federal Election Campaign
Laws.



Qu*0ral Cmus.1

O~tober 30, liSO8

Your prompt attention to this complaint vould be
appreciated.

Sincer , /

J.urtis Herg

Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and wvorn to
before me thiiaz day
of Octqber, 1980.

Myconmission, expires :c 4j

Attachment
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SEDAM & HERGE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

7600 OLD SPRINGHOUSE ROAD
MCLEAN. VIRGINIA 22012

To:
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST CLASS XAIL
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FEDERAL EtECTAwN CrL aukAecu, .
WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463
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Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, ChairmanThe Democratic County Conmittee
of Roanoke County, Virginia5134 Remington Road, S. .Roanoke, Virginia 24014
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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~~~aX La ~ 128Omtte of -11-- R lip, and

I, w4roi . N~e, IR adkq Secvetazy f=~ the 1*Imal Zatm

Cowis iOn sesin an My 4, 1982, d herb cetify that the

Couissin dcit by a v te of 6-0 to take the folloving acttns Ln the

a ptined uatter:

, 1. mug M R 1358 with ME3 1328;

In 2. firnd no reason to belie that the Fcandw omty Wa t c
r7 Ownitm orUth Orane C ity no, 'tIIc C= mte violated

the Federal Elc-tion ~ign Act of 1971, as =wnod
bec tiuse Pr=e is no ev that tIey nwe n tie
inthe neral electi wcat tte elti of JiuV
Carter and Walter Motll.

3. find that with regard o the N tic County mitto' of Pt: shammck (xxmty, ttn i ratJc County Owitbe of

Amelia Cuty, The Dcatic Ccxmty Omtbee of Clarke
County, the Dmcatic (OMty OItsIe of GreeS Comty,
the Ia tic Qomty ozitte of GI1ster O:mty, the

C? xcratic Qcmty mittee of Mathw Couty, the -x.tic
N ~County Cam- tI of G County, the Dsmatic (Ounty

coutea of Imerg County, the cratc: City Ouite
of 1 kj.owe1l., the Dcratic ounty O .mi.tee of Doet

zmity, the nmicatic cOunty Cwitte of Henry Ounty,
the nsicatic City Comittee of M!,rtinsville, the Dcatic
COtmy O ittee of Warren omty, theVm De atic City
Cni.ttee of Galax, the imcratic Oamty Cbmuttee of Graybon
County, tim Deo tic ounty Otmantee of Lee County, and the
1bandke City D__catc Qmittee,

a) reason to believe that each violated 2 U.S.C.
S441a and 11 C.F.R. 5110.7(a) ard (b) by making
an nite in the general election advocating
the election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mo-dale;

(Continued)



NO#EaAL ELECTION COMMISSION,
WAStING104 D.C. 3NO

JUne 9, 1932

Prentiss Webb, Treasurer
Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.O. sox 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RB: IUR 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging that your committee had violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On Nay 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441di and,
2) reason to believe that It had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. Unfortunately, by letter of May 10,
1982, you were advised that the Commission had found no reason to
believe that your committee had violated the Act. This letter
was in error in that it was the Roanoke County Committee which the
Commission found no reason to believe had violated the Act. This
file has become part of the public record, but if you should wish
to submit any mateials to appear on the public record, please do

N so within ten days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC. 0*

June 9, 1982

David A. Bowers, Rsquire
404 Shenandoah Building
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: NDR 1328

Dear Mr. Bowers:

On April 9, 1981, the Coamission notified your client, the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging that
the committee had violated certain sections of the Federal

a Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d; and,.2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. Unfortunately, by letter of May 10,
1982, you were advised that the Commission had found no reason to
believe that your client had violated the Act. This letter was
in error in that it was the Roanoke County Committee which the
Commission found no reason to believe had violated the Act. This

! file has become part of the public record, but if you should wish
to submit any mateials to appear on the public record, please do

(%, so within ten days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission



PRERAL ELICTION COMMSMbON
WASMN"CTOK D.C. am

Tune 9, 1962

*so Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Cmatittee

of Roanoke County, Virginia
5134 Realngton Road, 5.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

RE: NOR 1326

Dear Us. Saunders:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated NOR 1328, alleging that your conmittee bad
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

OPThe Commission, on Nay 4, 1982, determined that on the basis
of the information in the complaint and information provided by

ev your comittee, there is no reason to believe that a violation of
any statute within its jurisdiction has been committed.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.
Hovever, you were advised by letter of Nay 10, 1982, that the
Comission had found reason to believe that your comittee had

. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b), but
was taking no further action and closing the file. This letter

W was in error in that it was the Roanoke City Democratic Committee
which the Commission had found reason to believe had violated the

0 Act and Regulation. We regret the error.
CM

01% Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele/

BY: nneth A. Gr s
Associate General Counsel



Prentiss Webb, Treasurer
Roanoke City Demooratic Committee
P.O. Box 20
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: MR 1328

Dear Mr. Webb:

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified you of a complaint
alleging that your committee had violated certain sections of the

mom Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On May 4# 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441dj and,0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and

CN 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection vith the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of

M this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. Unfortunately, by letter of May 10,
1982, you vere advised that the Commission had found no reason to
believe that your committee had violated the Act. This letter
was in error in that it was the Roanoke County Committee which the

IV Commission found no reason to believe had violated the Act. This
file has become part of the public record, but if you should wish

V to submit any mateials to appear on the public record, please do
so within ten days.

rr" The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 203

David A. Bovers, Esquire
404 Shenandoah Bullding
Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE: NUR 1328

Dear Mr. Bowerst

On April 9, 1981, the Commission notified your client .the
Roanoke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging that
the committee had violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

On Kay 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your client had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441dj and,0 2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and
11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced UR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has determined to take no further
action and close its file. Unfortunately, by letter of May. 10,
1982, you were advised that the Commission had found no reason tobelieve that your client had violated the Act. This letter was
in error in that it was the Roanoke County Committee which the
Commission found no reason to believe had violated the Act. Thisfile has become part of the public record, but if you should wish

cD to submit any mateials to appear on the public record, please do
so within ten days.

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political partypursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5 441a(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States nevertheless appears to be aviolation of 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b) andyou should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,



s. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Committe

of Roanoke County, Virginia
5134 Reming ton Road, s.W
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

RB: MUR 1328

Dear M. Saunders:

On December 31, 1980, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1328, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.

The Commission, on Nay 4, 1982, determined that on the basisof the information in the complaint and information provided by
Nq your committee, there is no reason to believe that a violation of

any statute within its jurisdiction has been comitted.
Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in this matter.However, you were advised by letter of M4ay 10, 1982, that the
Commission had found reason to believe that your committee had

% violated 2 U.S.C. S 441a and 11 C.F.R. S 110.7(a) and (b), butwas taking no further action and closing the file. This letter
v was in error in that it was the Roanoke City Democratic Committee

which the Commission had found reason to believe had violated the
t" Act and Regulation. We regret the error.

or* Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

FEDE61ML. IRCTION COMMIVSSION
WASiNi*CION D.C. 36*W
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