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' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mr. Paul Barris, Chairman

The Democratic County Co-nittee
of Lee County, Virginia

P.O. Sob 404

Jonesville, Virginia 24263

Dear Mr. Barris:

On January's, 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 May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to .
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

incerely,

w;?/l//‘@)s,,é,/
Danny Y. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

J. CQurtis nctgc, quuite
Sedam and Herge

7600 014 Springhouse Road
MclLean, Virginia 22102

MURs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Herge:

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.5.C. § 4414 has been committed; and, 2) reason
to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la and 11 C.F.R.

§ 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.
See 2 U.S.C. § 4379(&)(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.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

/1) . QWQ,/

Danny L% McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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"FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

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

RE: MUR 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
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 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 May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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




| § 44la and 11 C.F.R. g.ne vm and (b) and
gyo - iate steps to insure t thil activity does
not occur 1u th. zutuu.

The = jctive committees have also been no!:!.ﬂpd oc thc

.coniui.an's ﬁnding. If you have any questions, pluu ‘contact
Thomas J. Ihit.ht.ﬂ at (202) 523-4000.

ncerely, '
7 ¢ bw
Dann; . McDonald | ..

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

32040330207
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FEDERAL ELECTlON COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mr. Watkins Elleson, III, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

- of Orange County, Virginia
P.0. Box 1080

Orange, Virginia 22960

RE: MUR 1328
Dear Mr. 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
1l C.F.R. § 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.5§.C. § 44la(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. § 441la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future. v

Sincerely,

”,QW

Danny L/ McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission




‘FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Botetourt County, Virginia

P.O. Box 368

Daleville, Virginia 24083

MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Carter:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.P.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this mtter, 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.5.C. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does

not occur in the future.

//k@, Q/ /
Danny L. McDonald

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

The Democratic County Committee
" of Lunenberg County, Virginia
Lunenburg County, Virginia

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does

not occur in the future.
V4 "Qﬁmg/
Danny L. ZcDonald

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

incerely,
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' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Ms. Betty -Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
of Roanoke County, Virginia
5134 Remington Road, 8.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

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, U.S5. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

(Vo) 7858

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Ms. Heda Tranp, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Hopewell County, Virginia
Hopewell, Virginia 23860

MUR 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 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

ncerely,

,UM«-7 ”CQW'

Danny L./McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mrs. Dorothy Bowles; Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Goochland County, Virginia:

Kents Store, Virginia 23084

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

incerely,

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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' FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Lavrence White, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Clarke County, Virginia
Battleton Drive

Berryville, Virginia 22611

Dear Mr. White:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does

not occur in the future.
M‘/OW

Danny L. Donald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

Sincerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

A. H. Keysen, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

of Rappahannock County, Virginia
Washington, Virginia 22747

RE: MUK 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 reaéon to

"believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; an4d,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(d)) by a local party committee in
connection with the general election campaign for any candidate
for President of the United States neverthelass appears to be a
violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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 Chairman for the ’
Federal Election Commission

incerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASMINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Juan Whittington, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
of Amelia County, Virginia

Route 4, Box 136

Amelia, Virginia 23002

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering the circumstances of
this matter, the Commission has deteérmined 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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 Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

incerely,




" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20063
May 10, 1982

Dr. Van B. McCarter, Chairman

The Democratic City Committee
of Galax, Virginia

212 West Center Street

Galax, Virginia 24333

MUR 1328
Dear Dr. McCarter:

On December 31, 1989, 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.

7

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

20403300 |

a

bncerely,

Z)Mm? ””QA‘J/

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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Mr. Kenneth Broon, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

D FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
| WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

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

MUR 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.S5.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
1l C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does

not occur 1n the future,
Danny L.7McDona1d
Vice ChAirman for the

Federal Election Commission

Sincerely,
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*  FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

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

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Stokes:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la and
11 C.F.R. § 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 " irt days. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear . h¢ »ublic record, please do so within ten
days. :

The Comm’ ion .ainds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by ce National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.8.C. § 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. § 441la and 11 C.F.R. § 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 Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

Sincerely,
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May 10, 1982

Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman
The Democratic City Committee
- of Martinsville, Virginia
1605 Mulberry Road
Martinsville, Virginia 24112

Dear Ms. Hall:

On December 31, 1,1980, 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur 1n the future.

incerely,

Danny L.:ZcDonald
Vice Chairman for the

Federal Election Commission
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R FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mr. F. E. Marsh, Chdirman

The Democratic County Committee
of Henry County, Virginia '

Main Street

Basset, Virginia 24055

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, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
& C'S;>£hﬂybﬁzjl
Danny L. McDonald

Vice Chairman for the
Federal Electiocn Commission
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May 10, 1982

Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Greene County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 221K
Standardsville, Virginia 22973

RE: MUR 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
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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.S5.C. § 441la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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 Chdirman for the
Federal Election Commission

incerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Mathews County, Virginia

Mathews, Virginia 23109

MUR 1328
Dear Mr. Blanock:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

cerely,

Y ey 4f )

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

Mr. C. P, Hicks, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Gloucester County, Virginia

Gloucester, Virginia 23061

RE: MUR 1328
Dear Mr. Hicks: :

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does

not occur in the future.
Mc@v’wa)/

Danny L. McDonald
Vice Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

incerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON. D.C. 20463

May 10, 1982

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

MUR 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.

The Commission, on May 4, 1982, .determined that 6n 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.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Kssociate General/Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Prentiss Webb, Treasurer’ _
Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.O. Box 20

Roanoke, Virginia 24002

Dear Mr. Webb:

Oon April 9, 1981, the Commission notified you of a cdmplaint
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
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 publi* record within thirty
days.

Sincerely,

Charleg N, Steele

Associate General Counsel
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~ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Paul Harris, Chairman
The Democratic County Comaittee
- of Lee County, Virginia

P.O. Sob 404 -
Jonesville, Virginia 24263

MUR 1358

Dear Mr. BHarris:

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 Chaptersg 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code.
The Commission merged MUR 1358 with MUR 1328.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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y FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedan and Herge

7600 0l@ Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

MURs 1328 and 1358
Dear Mr. Herge:

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. § 4414 has been committed; and, 2) reason
to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la and 11 C.F.R.

§ 110.7(a) and (b) has been committed. However, a2fter 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.

See 2 U.S.C. § 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.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 111.4.

Sincerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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

RE: MUR 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
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 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 May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that these respondents had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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 remlnds you that making expend1tures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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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Thonn J. whiuhud at (202) 523-4000.
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Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Watkins Elleson, I1I, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

- of Orange COunty, Virginia

P.O. Box 1080

Orange, Virginia 22960

Dear -Mr. 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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S§.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Claude D, Carter, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Botetourt COunty, Virginia.

P.0O. Box 368

Daleville, Virginia 24083

Dear Mr. Carter:

On December 31, 1980, the Corwmission 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.

2

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no rcason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.
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Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ElECTlON COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 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 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and

11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after considering th«: <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 the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 J.8.C. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,

Y C‘
Doy
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
of Roanoke County, Virginia
$134 Remington Road, S.W.
Roanoke, Virginia 24014

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, U.S. Code.

On May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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 closeé 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 8o 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. § 44la(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. § 441la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.
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Sincerely,

Sy
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Heda Trana, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Hopewell County, Virginia
Hopewell, 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 committee had
violated certain s2ctions 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. § 4414d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mrs. Dorothy Bowles, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Goochland County, Virginia.

Kents 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. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Lawrence White, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Clarke County, Virginia
Battleton Drive

Berryville, Virginia 22611

Dear Mr. White:

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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.
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Sincgrely,
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"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. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Juan Whittington, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Amelia County, Virginia
Route 4, Box 136

Amelia, Virginia 23002

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and

you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future. "

Sincerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Dr. Van B. McCarter; Chairman

The Democratic City Committee
of Galax, Virginia

212 West Center Street

Galax, Virginia 24333

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S8.C. § 44la and
1l C.F.R. § 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. ; b

The Commission reminds you that making expenditures (not
authorized by the National Committee of a political party
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Kenneth Broon, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Grayson County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 45 A
Fnes, Virginia 24330

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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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" FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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

RE: MUR 1328
Dear Mr. Stokes:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman
The Democratic City Committee
- of Martinsville, Virginia
1605 Mulberry Road ™
Martinsville, Virginia 24112

RE
Dear Ms. Hall:

On December 31, 1,1980, 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 441la(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. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future. ‘

Sincerely,
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* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. F. E. Marsh, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Henry County, Virginia

Main Street 3

Basset, Virginia 24055

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, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Greene County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 221K
standardsville, Virginia 22973

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
believe that your Connittee bhad violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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' 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 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.

Oon May 4, 1982, the Commission found: 1) no reason to

"believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Gloucester County, Virginia
Gloucester, virginfa 23061

RE:
Dear Mr. Hicks:

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 teason to
believe that your Committee had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincerely,
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

David A. Bowers, Bsguire‘
404 Shenandoah Building
Roanoke, Virginia °24002

MUR 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.

The 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.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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\ * FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
.| WASHINGTON, D.C. 20063

Prentiss Webb, Treasurer:

Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.0. Box 20 T

Roanoke, Virginia 24002

RE MUR 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 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
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 thirt
cuys. 5

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




In the Matter of

The Democratic County

Committee of Rappahannock
County, Virginia, et al.

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Recnrding Secretary for the Federal Election

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

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

above-captioned matter:
1. merge MUR 1358 with MUR 1328;

2. find no reason to believe that the Roanoke County Democratic
Cammittee 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 election of Jimmy
Carter and Walter Mondale.

3. find that with regard to the Democratic County Committee
of Rappahannock County, the Democratic County Committee of
Amelia County, The Democratic County Cammittee of Clarke
County, the Democratic County Camnittee of Greene County,
the Democratic County Caomittee of Gloucester County, the
Democratic County Committee of Mathews County, the Democratic
County Cammittee of Goochland County, the Democratic County
Comittee of Lunenberg County, the Democratic City Committee
of Hopewell, the Democratic County Committee of Henry County,
the Democratic City Committee of Martinsville, the Democratic
County Camittee of Warren County, the Democratic City
Camittee of Galax, the Democratic County Camittee of Grayson
County, the Democratic County Camnittee of Lee County, and the

Roanoke City Democratic Committee,

Nn403 3092510

2

8

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 Mondale;

a)

{Continued)




®

Certification for MR 1328 and MUR 1358
May 4, 1982

b) no reason to believe that each violated
2 U.S.C. §4414 and 11 C.F.R. §110.11 for
failure to affix an adequate notice on their
respective advertisements.
4. Take no further action and close the file.
5. Send the letters attached to the General Counsel's
April 21, 1982 report in this matter.
Cammissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald, McGarry, and Reiche
voted affirmatively for the decision.

Attest:

i O Losmone

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Cammission
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DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 L S ek

CHARLES N. STEELE, GENERAL COUNBEL
MARJORIE W. maxm
April 23, 1982

OBJECTION - MOR 1328 & 1358 - GENERAL

COUNSEL'S REPORT signed 4-21-82;
Received in OCS, 4-22-82, 9:54

The above-named document was circulated to the Commission on
a 48 hour basis on April 22, 1982 at 4:00.

Caomnissioner Aikens submitted an objection on April 23, 1982
at 3:45.

This matter will be placed on the agenda for the Executive

Session of May 4, 1982.
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April 22, 1982

Marjorie Emmons
Steven Barndollar
MUR 2328 & 1358

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report
distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.
Thank you.

Attachment
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BEFORE THE PEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIQNcciy

In the Matter of e Nrane 82 APR 22 A’g,‘
The Democratic County and

Committee of Rappahannock
County, Virginia et al. MUR 1358

GENERAL 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 complaint
(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;

o) the Democratic County Committee of Warren County;
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P) the Democratic City Committee of Galax; and,

q) the Democratic County Committee of Grayson County;
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 MUR 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. § 44la(d).




The respondents replied, through counsel, to the allegations
made by the complainant by letters of December 8, 1980 and
January 20, 1981. (See Attachment 1IV). It is the respondents'
contention that the advertisements in question were placed in
newspapers of limited circulation, and that the respondents had
no intent to violate the Act. 1In 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 Committee 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
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December 10, 1980 letter (See Attachment II), is a copy of the
newspaper advertisement in question. The § 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 cbunty)”‘“
contends that it neither placed an advertisement nor authﬁttlld
the placement of any advertisement advocating the election of a
presidential candidate in the 1980 election and points to the
fact that the complainant has not brought forth any supporting
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
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denying the allegation, gives a credible explanation of who did
sponsor an advertisement in Orange County advocating Jimmy
Carter's re-election.

II1. 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
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recommends that the Commission £ind no reason to believe that they
violated the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as a-ondod.
The following analysis pertains to the remainder of the rospondonts
who did place advertisements.

Party Expenditure

Under 2 U.S.C. § 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
candidates 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
committees 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. 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 coﬁ¢i§§9ﬁ5;i
these ratification agreements are not sufficient to lltilty‘fhi
agency requirements of 11 C.F.R. § 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. § 441la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b).

All the expenditures in question are below $1,000. On the
basis of 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f), these committees may have believed
that they could have made expenditures up to $1,000. 26 U.S.C.
§ 9012(f) prohibits expenditures in excess of $1,000 by “any
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




1_1,
elective public office. 26 U.S.C.
§ 9002(9).

Party committees, such as these respondents, could have
relied upon § 9012(f)'s prohibition on expenditures exceeding
$1,000, as a grant of permission to all political committees,
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. § 9002.9 contains an exception,
for the purposes of § 9012(f), to the definition of
political committee found at 26 U.S.C. § 9002(9); the
regulation states that for the purpose of § 9012(f) the term
*political committee™ shall be defined in accordance with 11
C.F.R. § 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
jurisdiction over entities not involved in Federal
elections. 1It is arguable that some of the local party
entities in question are not political committees under the
narrower definitions found at § 100.5(c), since they may not
have made "expenditures aggregating in excess of $1,000
during the calendar year." 11 C.F.R. § 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 § 100.5(c), a local
party entity making expenditures of up to $1,000 would not
be a political committee and therefore 26 U.S.C. § 9012(f)
would not apply. Under the broader definition of political
committee found at 26 U.S.C. § 9002(9), a local party
committee may have relied on § 9012(f) as authority to spend
up to §1,000 on behalf of a publicly funded presidential
candidate. Thus, if § 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 § 9012(f). Rather, as set forth,
infra, the confusion over definitions and the regulations
supports the conclusion that the Commission should take no
act;?n against a party committee making expenditures of up
to ,000.
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" Commission explicitly adopted this view with respnct'ﬁﬁfﬁifty

committees in its 1977 regulations. 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(b) (5)

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

The explanation and justification for this regulation cast

additional light on this provision:

[S]Jubordinate state party committees may make
coordinated or uncoordinated expenditures of
up to $1,000 on behalf of the party's
Presidential ticket. These expenditures are
reported to the Presidential candidate's
principal campaign commitee but do not count
against any spending limitations. This
provision is derived from 26 U.S.C.

§ 9012(f).

While it is true that the Commission in its 1980 regulations
deleted § 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




question, may have interpreted § 9012(f), particulatly'fi

the Commission's 1977 regulation, as permitting expenditﬁtdlg(

whether coordinated or not of up to $1,000 on behalf of
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
party committees may have interpreted § 9012(f) to permit
expenditures of up to $1,000 to further the election of their
Presidential candidate militate against further Commission action
against these respondents except for a findi..; of reason to
believe that they have violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and 11 C.F.R.

§ 1310.7(a) and (b).

Notice Provision

2 U.S.C. § 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)




The advertisements used by the respondents expressly
advocate the re-election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale hy,
using such words as "re-elect®, "vote for®, "elect", or “vote®.
The advertisements contain a statement that clearly says the
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/Mondale Committee as required by 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a) (3).
However, there is a discrepancy between the requirements of
2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(3) and 11 C.F.R. § 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
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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 respondents
violated 2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11.

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
election of Jimmy Carter and Walter Mondale.

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
County, 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,
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a) find reason to believe that each violated 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la 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 Mondale;

find no reason to believe that each violated

2 U.S.C. § 4414 and 11 C.F.R. § 110.11 for failure
to affix an adequate notice on their respective
advertisements.
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l'ctcaotuuhu action and close the file.
Send attached letters.

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
rﬁsﬁv_

eth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Attachaents
I. Complaint
II. Addendum to complaint
II1I. Complaint against Lee County
IV. Respondent's response to complaints
V. Letter of DNC
Vi. Letter to respondents
VII. Letter to complainant
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GLENN J. BEDAM, JR. (703) &21-1000 1700 PENNSYLWANIA AVENUE, N.W.
J. CUATIS HERGE A 2 WABHINGTON, O.C. 80008
— / ; {202) 393-713¢

b . JR. ! . ay g
:?:';I:VL'D. :‘:":::'-' . Octobex 30, 1980 TWR/TELEX: 710-821-0806

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER - . casLt: 8 A
KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR EReE
JOMN ROBERT CLARK I

J.8TANLEY PAYNE, JR.

General Counsel

Federal Election cOmm;ssion
1325 K. Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Member of the Commission:

This letter constitutes a complaint filed on =
"behalf of our client, the Repubhlican Party of-Vizginia, 1153
East Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political
committee as defined under 2 U.S.C. §431(c), against the.
Democratic County Committee 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
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. §441(d), which states that the advertise-
ment was placed by authority of Edward Baily, Treasurer of

the Rappahannock Democratic Party.
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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.

10,




General Céunsel
Page Two
October 30,1980

2 U.8.C. §441(a) (d) (1) states in applicable part,

"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.
§441(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 Natidnal Committee of a political party may

make expenditures authorized by this section

through any agent, including state and subordinate
”n

Farty com s.

In AO\1980-87, e Federal Election Commission
determined that sions 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 adver-
tisements in support of presidential and vice presidential
candidates can only be made if authorized and reported by
the national committee.

The advertisement disclaimeat the
advertisement was not paid for by the \Démocratic County
Committees of Amelia, Clarke, and Rappahannock Cauntieg as
agents of the Democratic National Committee. 1If 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.
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Your prompt attention to this complaint womnld be

appreciated.

Subscribed and swo, to
before me this J0¥8 day
of October, 1980.

Sincer

J. rtis Herg L’
Counsel for the Republican
Party of Virginia

My commission expires .Q/@/y '

Attachmept
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GLENN . SEDAM, UR. : : (?03) ‘8:1-1000 1700 PENNEYLMMNIA AVENUE, N.W.

J. CURTIS HERGE % mm [ X5 ’m.
—_ (z02) 3937128

ERREAT RIRRART YR December 10, 1980 TWR/TELEX: 7102 831-0096

MICHAEL D. HNUGHES Pebre

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER CABLE: sEDShEneE

RAREN LUSSEN BLAIR

JOMN ROBERT CLARK IN

J.BTANLEY PAYNE, JR.

General Counsel - .

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

TinS W

Dear Members of the.Commission:

This letter constitutes an addendum to a complaint
filed with the Commission on October 30, 1980, on behalf of
our client, The Republican Partz of Virginia. 115 East Grace
Street, Richmond Virginia 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
to include the following Committees:

Ik, The Democratic County Committee of Roanoke County,
Virginia, Ms. Betty Ann Saunders, Chairman, 5134
Remington Road, S.W., Roanqgke, Virginia 24014.
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The Democratic County Committee of Greene County.
Virginia, Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman, Route 1,
Box 221K, Stanardsville, Virginia 22973.

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

The Democratic County Committee- of Gloucester
County, Virginia, Mr. C. F. Hicks, Chairman,
Gloucester, Virginia 23061.
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"Glncral Counsel

Federal Election Commission

Page Two

D.cember 10 1980

The Democratic County Committee of Mathtul County,
Virginia, F. Paul Blanock, Chairman, Mathews,
Virginia 23109.

The Democratic County Committee of Goochland
County, Virginia, Mrs. Nancy Bowles, Chairman,
Kents Store, Virginia 23084.

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

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

The Democratic County Committee of Botetourt'
County, Virginia, Mr. Claude D. Carter, Chairman,
Post Office Box 368, Daleville, Virginia 24083.

The Democratic County Committee of Henry County,
Virginia, F. E. Marsh, Chairman, Main Street,
Basset, Virginia 24055.

The Democratic City Committee of Martinsville,
Virginia, Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman, 1605 Mulberry
Road, Martinsville, Virginia 24112.

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

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

The Democratic County Committee of Grayson .County,
Virginia, Mr. Kenneth Broom, Route 1, Box 45,
Fries, Virginia 24330.
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Federal Election Commission
Page Three
December 10,,1930

Attached hereto as Exhibits A through N are copies

of advertisements, advocating the election of Jimmy 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.

{he Roanoke Times and World News of November X,
980;

The Ameila Bulletin Monitor of Octobe; 30, 1980;
Green County Record of October 30, 1980;

Clarke County Courier of October'23, 1980;

Clarke County Courier of October 30, 1980:

The Gloucester - Mathews Gazette Journal of
October 30, 1980;

The Goochland Gazette of October 30, 1980;

The Kenbridge - Victoria Dispatch of October 30,
1980;

Fincastle Herald of October 30, 1980;

Progress Index of October 30, 1980;

Martinsville Bulletin of November 2, 1980;

.Martinsville Bulletin of November 3, 1980;

The Front Roval-Warren Sentinel of October 30,
1980;

The Galax Gazette of Octobef 31; 1980.

2 U.S.C. §441(a)(d)(1l) states in applicable part,

TR s e - e g eee
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General Counsel _

Federal Election Commission
Page Four

December- 10, 1980

"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
e{;;tion ﬁampaign of candidates for federal
ocfice...

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S.C.’
§441 (a)(d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1l) 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 sectiom.
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. 3

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)(l) states that ahy disclaimer:

"...shall be presented in a clear and conspicuous

manner to give the reader, observer or listner
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General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
Page Five

December 10,1980

adeguate 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)(l) 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.
Sincefedy, ‘/ 5

Curtis Hexge
Counsel for the Republicen
Party of Virginia

Subscribed and sworn to me this k day of

December, 1980.

Not PUbllu s

My Commission Explres ;5;% /5 i% :

Attachments
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OTE FOR X SECURE nmnié

DEMOCRATICCANDIDATES
¢ Jommy Carter for Prosbent

¢ Waller Mondale for Vice-Presideat
% Dosald §. Caldwell for Commonvealth Atty, *
¢ Gory Miter, ol Diskict Sopossor
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VOTE DEMOCRATIC

Jimmy Carter

Nov. 4th

By authority of Lawrence W. White, Jr., Chairman, “larke Co. Demo. Comm.
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Created 8-1/2 million new jobs in the economy— :

ter increase than in any comparable period in President Carter mmwuz&msmmu
to the establishment of a woridwide energy consenvation
mmwmdmmomh

of Aigharistan.

Saved the Social Security system from certain -

bankouptey. :

D Reduced the Federal work force by over 20,000

employees —the first reduction in its size since - -
1920s.

0 nqumaﬂmmmum
saving consumers millions of
=) Mwmhdnnﬁmby'lﬂ 3
‘With a record lilee this. President Carter and - -
_Vice President Mondale have earned their second -
"term. Re-elect President Carter an November 4th
Keep him working for your future.

Authorized by the Carter/Mondale Re-Election
Committee. Inc.
Robert S. Strauss, Chairman

‘Gloucester County Democrat_lc Commlttee

C.F. Hicks, Chairman

Mathews Coﬁnty Democratic Commlttee

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman
w®

(s sévertnement 9osd fov by the Glowcester Covnty Demecretsc Commeties, the Mathews Connty Demecratc Commriter 08¢ the Demociatc Ratona: Commettrel

T e N T [ ] ot s R et i e

YT - E—— e ae W SR Y e WP SReeeees




'Take a‘milnute io read fhe lieai Carter recordl -
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7 DCnadl—Vznilﬁonunobsmmceaom WMD&C‘HMQ
ammuﬂn In any comparabis penod tn olhel'
. Appoiated more and other

: Dlldfard’cmfvebinsscmtoCon mxnmlulondulm lldh

;. bit as impressive as Lyncon Emden
&m“nu ;\enncdvs. SavedeoddSﬂ'hymﬁmm
e o T P e D e Pkl ert et by s MG
esergy plan-a will make : over
wnm ton om;nodandm:securemme u‘plovmwm fmmnugm
DPM&W‘udlnnProﬁtsTulmumch Dmmmmumm
7. takes unearned profits from the big oil companies mmummﬂomd
and gives the money 1o those who cannot afford to Dlncrusdl«knl
~ heat their homes. - With a record like this,

t the Middle East Peace Treaty Presiden
Egypt-a framework for peace
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On Tuesday, Nov.4th, Vote Carter-Mondale
' For Goochland For Virginia .-

FOR AMFERICA!

Pand I'ar by the Democraisc Cmmnll«dwtmy
Ny T. B:.-lu.Can .
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General Counsel

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

Dear ﬁembers of the Commission:

This letter constitutes q_gggg%g%%; filed on
behalf of our client, Republican Party of Virginia, 115 East
Grace Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219, a political committee
as defined under 2 U.S.C. §431(c), against the Democratic
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, fer the broadcasting of

the commercial nine times between November 1, 1980 and
November 4, 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..."




General Counsel
- Federal Election Commission
. Page Two ,
" December 22, 1980

National party committees are limited by 2 U.S8.C.
§441(a) (d)(2), 11 CFR 110.7(a)(1l) 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 sectionm’
through any agent, including state and subordinate
party committees." S

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 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
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.
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11 CFR §110.11 (a)(l) 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 personms
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
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ction Commission

for the broadcasting of the advertisement, the disclaimer
broadcasted with the advertisement violated 11 CFR §110.11(a)(1).

Your prompt attention to this complaint would be
appreciated.
Since{ Y,

il e

J. Curtis Hexrg
Counsel for thé Republican
Party of Virginia

Enclosures

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ﬂ_‘/ day of
December, 1980
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The fo}fb@{&z, 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 referendqm.

Now you, your children, and the County are the losers. The
County is further in debt, the services have been c¢ut, 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. 1In 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. ’
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In the County election of 1971, the Republican
party gained contrxol 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
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were defeated for reelection in 1975. After their defeat,
they held numersus meetings to spend all the County monﬁy.
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.
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Don t vote to%?{i"t .ﬁxe Federal Govermnt: in the hlndz of
an :anompcunc person, who ‘might plunge us into war at any
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.
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political party for the office of L saelus”

be held on /Z / & / M , do hereby roquuf station
time as follows: : ' i

~—LENGTR OF BROADCAST— ~—~——T0U0—— P—?A!&—\ ~—TIMES PER WEEK— ,~—=TOTAL NO. WEEKS— F—-‘Aﬁ——-\
S Dere - 3 = / #6.52

7 M’ILM ﬁpu.) / ' / / A 2p. 00

DATE OF FIRST BROADCAST DATE OF LAST BROADCAST

'///Iﬂd 702 % /fd Total Charges:

The broadcast time will be used : <2__
1 reepresent that the advance payment for the above-described broad time, has been “furnished by

and you are authorized 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 n, is: ( ) a corporation; (}) a committee; ( ) an association; or ( ) other
unincorporated group. The names and offices 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 coraparable 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. 1 further agree to indemnify and hold harmless the
station for any damages or liability that may ensuc 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 personplly using/thetime). .

-~ Accepted )’

Rejeetsd | by

This application, whether accep or rejected, will be available for public inspection for a period of two
years in accordance with FCC regulations (AM, Section 73.120; FM, Section 73.290; TV, Section 73.657).

TN T %G SAITe it emar- e - — - -
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LAWS AND REGULATIONS GOVERNING POLITICAL BROADCASTS

From the Communications Acs of l’&‘, ‘: . 5100
Section 312. (3) The Commission may tepaliiihay station license or
construction permit— s o .
e o o v

(7) for willful or zepeted failure to sllow reasonable access to or to
permit purchase of reasonsble amounts of time for the use of a broad-
casting station by a’legally qualified candidate for Federal elective
office on behalf of his candidacy.

Section 313. (3) If any licensee shall permit any person who is a
legaily qualified candidate for any public office to wee a broadcasting
station, he shall aford equal opportunities to all other such candidates
for that office in the use of such g 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 subsection upon any licensee tc allow the use of its station by any
suh’cmdidare. Appearance by 2 legally qualified cardidate on any--
(1) bona fide newscast,
(2) bona fide news interview,
3) bona fide news documentary (if the appearance of the candi-
(2 date is incidental to the presentation 3 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 deemcd 10 be use of 8 icasting station within the
meaning of this subscction. Nothing in the foregoing sentence shall be
construed as relieving broadcasters, in connection with the presentation
of ncwscasts, news ‘interviews. news documentaries, 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 afford ressomable oppor-
tunity for the discussion of conflicting views on issues of public im.
poctance.

(b) The charges made for the use of any broadcasting 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,
10 such office shall not exceed— P

(1) during the forty-five days preceding the date of a primary or
primary runoff election and dunng the sixty days preceding the
date of a general or special election in which such person is a can-
didate, the lowest unit charge-of the station for the same class and
amount 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 section:

- (1) The term “broadcasting station™ includes a community an-
tenna television system. ¥
(2) The terms “licensce™ and “station licensee™ when used with
respect to a community antenna television system, mean the operator
of such system.
(d) The Commission shall prescribe appropriate rules and tegula-
tions to carry out the provisions of this section.

From the Rules of the Commission Governing Radio Broedcast
Sersvices. (The foregoing Seciions of the Communications Act
Rovern uny inconsislencies betuween the following vules wnd those
Sections):

Section 73.120. Broadcasts by candidates for public office

(3) Definitions. A “lecally qualified candidate™ means any person
who has publiclv announced that he is a candidate for nomination by
a convention of 3 political party or for nomination or election in a
primary. special. or general election, municipal. county, state or na-
tional. and who mecis the qualifications prescribed by the applicabie
laws to hold the ofhce for which he is a candidate, 50 that he may be

%
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voted for by the electorate directly or by means of delegates or electors.
and wheo:

(1), has qualified for a place on the ballot or

(2) is eligible undet 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 bona 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 candidates
for that office to use such facilities: Prossded. That such licensee shall
have no power of censorship over the materisl broadcast by any such
candidate.

(c) Rates and practices. (1) The rates, if any, charged all such
candidates for the same omce shail de unitorm and shall not de rebated
by any means direct or indirect. A candidite shall, in each case, be
chsrged no more than the rate the station would,charge if the candidate
were 3 commercial advertiser whose advertising was directed to promot.
ing its business within the same area as that encompassed by the pas-
ticular office for which such person is a candidate. All discount privi-
leges otherwise offered by a2 station 10 commercial advertisers shail be
available upon equal terms to all candidates (or public office. (2) In
making time available to candidates for puhlic ofice no licensee shall
make any discrimination between candidates in charges, practices, 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 other
agreement which shail have the effect of permitting any legally quali.
fied candidate for any public office to broadcast to the exclusion of
other legally qualified candidates for the same public office. |

(d) Records: inspection. Every licensee shall keep and permit pub-
lic inspection of a complete record of ail requests for broadcas: 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 1 week of the day on which the first
prior use. giving rise 10 the right to equal opportunities, 2
Provided, bowever, That where a person was not 3 candidate at the
time of such first prior use, he shall submit his request within 1 week
of the first subsequent use after he has become a legally qualified an-
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-
wassion slieil have the butdew of proving that he and his opponent are
legally qualified candidates for the same public office. (Corresponding
rules—FM, 73.290; TV, 73.657)

Section 73.112 Program Log:

{3) the following entries shall be made in the program log: © © ¢
(1) (v) An entry for each program presenting 3 political angi-
date. showing the name and political affiliation of such candi-
date ¢ * ¢

(2) (iii) An entry showing that the apptopriate announce-
ment(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 shail be
made in such 2 way as to indicate the matter to which it
felates. © o o

(4) (ii) An entry for each announcement presenting a pelitical
candidate, showing rthe name and political affliation of such
candidate. o

(Corresponding Rules—FM, 73.282: TV, 73.670)
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Decembexr 8, 1980

S
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 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 44la (d). The Democratic National
Committee is forwarding directly to the Federal Election
Commission a statement confirming this authorization.
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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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Lg. e advertisements were placed by the locll '
COmmitt QSi 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. Por

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,

T ‘ , ’
‘Lawrence H. Framme, III
Counsel for the Amelia
County Democratic Commjttee,
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 _ day of

My commission expires:

Notary Public




Given under my hand this _/Z 4 day of Qg . :vmbg ~ '
198 ©. Tl
My commission expires: Ao L/ [198Y

&Mﬁ//ﬁ%w

Nofary

David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Committee

0

Given under my hand this day of

My commission expires:

Notary Public
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January 20, 1981

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

Gentlemen:

This response to the above-named Complaint is filed on
behalf of all local Democratic Committees 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 committees are enclosed. Similar doc-
uments from the Orange and Gloucester committees have already
been sent directly to you. Documents from the Roanoke,
Mathews, Hopewell, Martinsville and Grayson committees are
being sent directly to you. 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

L8 PV 9QRVT |{
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intent on the part of any committee to violate the Act. In

those instances sét forth below where committees made in-

quiries about their ability to advertise, they were unfortunately
given incorrect information by persons in the Virginia Carter/
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 44la (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.

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 advertlslng 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 44l1a (d). The Democratic National Committee
has not yet responded to. this request, but the Committee
expects it to act favorably on " .its request and to
report this expenditure in its next report to the

. Commissicn. 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 tﬁe Virginia Republican Party did not contain a
copy of amny advertisement placed by the Orange County
O pemocratic Committee. The Orange County Democratic
. Committee did not authorize the placement of any
newspaper advertising advocatzng the election of a
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
funds. To the best of the knowledge of the Orange
County Democratic Committee that advertisement was
r 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["
" 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 dlsmlss the Complaint
against it.

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 Glouces County Democratic Committee and the

7




' Federal Election Commission
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Page Four

Mathews County Democratic Committee. The cost of the
advertisement was $1 0. 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 44la (4d) 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 regquest 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.

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
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unambiguously referring to presidential‘candidatol'
at their own expense.

The Goochland County Democratic Committee has re-
quested the Democratic National Committee to rltify
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.

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 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.

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 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. ;

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 Headgquarters that such advertising
was pexmissible 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 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
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
equests ‘the Commission to dismiss the Complaint against
t.
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9. The City Democratic Committee of Martinsville, Virginia
Hall, Chairman, and Henry County Democratic Committee,
F. E. Marsh, Cha;rman. 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 advertlslng 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 thatthey did not violate the Federal Election
Campaign Act and, therefore, ask. the Commission to
dismiss the complaint against them.
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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

T\
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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 Committee
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 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
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 expendituresas agency ex-
venditures 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,
mmission to dismiss the Complaint against
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For the foregoing reasons, the Committees respectfully
request the Commission to dismiss the complaints against 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 swvorn to by
each of the committee chairmen will be forwarded to the
Commission directly from each chairman as soon as possible.

THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ROANOKE COUNTY
THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF GREENE COUNTY

THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF ORANGE 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 LUNENBURG COUNTY
THE DEMOCRATIC CITY COMMITTEE OF HOPEWELL, VIRGINIA
THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF BOTETOURT COUNTY
THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF HENRY COUNTY

THE DEMOCRATIC CITY COMMITTEE OF MARTINSVILLE, VIRGINIA
THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMITTEE OF WARREN COUNTY
THE DEMOCRATIC CITY COMMITTEE OF GALAX, VIRGINIA

THE DEMOCRATIC COUNTY COMMI E OF ON COUNTY
By: ; “——»" Sy, 2
i

Liwrence H. Framme, IIX
Counsel




Fedéril Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

- MUR-1328

Dear Mr., ‘Taylor,

: 'I{Ep e read the response filed in behalf of
the &/%;be /7 ' Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.
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: tm:u Election Commission

washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of

the WARREN COUNTY i Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of

my knowledge.
%% b4 &/H

___WARREN COUNTY Democratic
Committee

STATE CF VIRGINIA

CCUNTY WARREN, TOsIt

1, [ elerorr /- %/ab‘ » A totary Public in and
for the State and “ounty afcresaid, do hereby certify that
Claude A, Stokes, Jy. whose name is signed above have this

day personally appeared and acknowledged same before me in
State and County aforesaid.

Given under my hand this 2hth day of January, 1981
My comnission expires the 3rd day of Februery, 1981

fltr 7 L %e[é,

NOTARY PUBLIC /
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William 'raylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr, Taylor,

, T have read the response filed in behalf of
the éﬁa'{_zd -é%d(%lx Democratic Committee and
the facts’/ sta therein are true to the best of
my knowledge. : :

_éﬂ(é)( ép// f Democratic |

Cormittee /

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.

aeereibees

’ // » "’

v'.'

\My Commxssmn expires 2/11/81.

tary Public

g2 :0ly BAWVU |




Federal Election Commission
Washxngton. D. C. '
Attn: (William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of

the facts
my knowledge.

State of Virginia

County of Grayson, to wit:

Wi
The foregoing instrument'was acknowledged before me this 26th d§ym‘_‘.. -},
of January, 1981, by Kenneth R. Brooms, Chairman of Grayson céunhy "/
Democratic Committee.

Notary fPaoblic

My Commission expires January 9, 1983..




redo:al Election Cammission
Wcahingtoa} D, €.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of

the Mathews Democrati¢c Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of

[;m ?JM,

_Mathews _ : Democratic
Committee

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 22nd

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

Ctre 727 g
Notary Pu

My Commission expires: ' August 10, 1981

©
™
™
©
<
(=
(o]




Federal .lection Commission
Washingtoa, D. C. |
Attn: .William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I_have read.the xesponse filed in behalf of
the Democratic Committee and
the facts ated therdin/are true the best of

my knowledge.

Democratic

STATE OF VIRGINIA
County of Orange, to-wit:

Subscribed and sworn to before :me, a Notary Public for the
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

L2 1w H3RYE |t




Ped'crai Election cOmiuion
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esqui:c

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of

the Alesry Covn Democratic Committee and
the Tacts’ stated therein are true to the best of

/Q@Vﬂl»/ ng/fy Democratic

Committee
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Bsquir.’

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

1 have read the response filed in behalf of

the gvocove Spunty Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

.?:’ _ ‘sfﬁz:;u, \u?/ Aé&ZL*¢€§%_;

¢4;2f; Democratic

Committee 67
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P&dcr.afl Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William 'hylo:, Esquire

MUR-1328 z

Dear Mr. Taylor,

_ I have read the response filed in behalf of

the Democratic Committee and
the facts stateg rein are true to the best of

my knowledge. ‘

9

Pemocratic

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 FuEIlc ' ;

My Commission Expires: October 24, 1981.
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

I have read the response filed in behalf of
the oA n 84 S Democratic Committee and
the facts stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

N‘i\d \ve ..’L Democratic 5‘%

Committee

:
N e
S,
Sy

O
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Swornftb:haéléusscribed before me this 3rd day of February,

/(l'"l+|.v -\/i-'i“‘{/()'é‘ééb
Ann B. Winn, ‘Notary Public
My commission expires 9/26/83

\
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Pedural E:I.oct.ton Comiuion
Washington, D. C.
Attn:  William '.l‘aylor, Esquin

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

my knowledge .

Committee /’
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Pederil Election.Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

- MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor, °

- I have reag the response filed in behalf of
the Democratic Committee and

the fact$ stated therein are true to the best of
my knowledge.

MW%«

—Chairman

I';7L544*4Z£H Democrat;c

Committee

3 Yo & ﬁ‘24¢22~\.4LZZZq*
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“Lawrence White, Chairman .
Clarke County Democratic Commiittee

Given under my hand this day of
198__.

My commission expires:

Notary Public

\
David Moore, Chairman
Rappahannock Democratic Committee

Given under my hand this _J| O day of DQSb ba

R TEE I
el ’
Paa i U]
3 Uy \
1980 .

My comﬁission expires: M_‘ll,, [958] -;

-

Notary P;:b lic
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Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C.
Attn: William Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. iaylor,
I have read the response filed in'behalf of

the Democratic Committee and
the facts stateg %ﬁerein are true to the best of

my knowledge.

an

__Lunenburg 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.

5¥QASE3A

Notary Public




Attfii“William Taylor, Esquire
. MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Taylor,

Lawvrence H. Framme, III is authorized to

represent the Democratic
Committee in connection with the above-named

complaint. Z/M

ha;rman

Mathews
Committee
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Federal Electéon.Commission
wuhingtono D. €
Attn: Willim Taylor, Esquire

MUR-1328

Dear Mr. Tavlor,

I have read the r sponse filed in behalf of
Democratic Committee and

the facts state erein are true t best ot
my knowledge.AS 5 own o« l‘vru«J .frx

A'f/w AeeeTo,
K

81IWAN R ( Bux #07, Dalevills, Un )_4,;3,

- /71 Democratic
Committee
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‘March 10, 1981

Federal Blectioh Commission
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 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-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 lLee 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.

Respectfyll mitted,

[
om—

awfence H. Framme, III

LHF,III/cfr

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

-
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" DEMOCRATIC
'NATIONAL !

o

COMMITTEE 7625 Massechusetts Aws., N.W. Weshington, D.C. 20038

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. 8 44la(d) (2) as
specified in the agreement.

Sincerely,

At lodtizi

Patricia Whiteaker
Controller '

<

60 €9 0Cuyvw It
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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:

1. The Committees agree to comply fully with the appli-
cable provisions of tge Federal Election Campaign Act of ‘1971,
as amended (2 U.S.C. et seq.) the "Act"), and with any other
applicable provision of S 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. 8 432(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 purvose 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
committée of a political party specified in section 315(d) (2)
of the Act (2 U.S.C. 8§ 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. .

kst /%

~




As attorney for the‘c tt. » Please date and sign beoth
copies of this lettery tai one copy: and return the ' ;
copy to the Democratié National Committee, 1625 Massachusetts
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036, Attention: Patricia
Whiteaker. .

Sinccrolyr

Charles E. )

Treasurer

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

vDate H 3’//‘/ y

30

Names of Committees:

Democratic County of Grayson County

Democratic City Committee of Galax

Democratic County Committee of Lunenburg Couty
Democratic County Committee of Goochland County
Democratic City of Martinsville

Democratic County Committee of Henry County
Democratic County Committee of Greene County
Democratic County Committee of VWarren County
Democratic County Committee of Botetpurt County
Democratic County Committee of Mathews County
‘'Democratic County Committee of Gloucester County
Democratic Committee of Clarke County
Democratic Committee of Amelia County
Democratic City Committee of Hopewille
Democratic Committee of Rappahahnock County
Democratic County Committee of Lee County
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Grayson County
Route 1, Box 45
Fries, VA 24330
Democratic City Camittee of Galax
212 West Center Street
Galax, VA 24333

Deamocratit County Committee of
Lunenburg County
Fenbridge, VA 23860

~ Democratic County Committee of

Goochland County
Kents Store, VA 23084

Democratic City Camittee of
Martinsville

Democratic County Committee of
‘Henry County A
Basset, VA 24055

Democratic County Committee of
GGreene OCounty

Route 1, Box 221K

Standardsville, VA 22973

Democratic County Committee of
Warren County

1016 Virginia Avenue

Front Royal, VA 22630

Democratic County Conmittee of
Botetourt County

P.O. Box 368 .

Daleville, VA 24083

Democratic County Cammittee of
Mathews County
Mathews, VA 23109
- and -
Democratic County Committee of
Gloucester County
Gloucester, VA 23-61

Martinsville Bulletin
Martinsville, VA

Greene County Record $ 86.24
Standardsville, VA 22973 :

Front Royal, VA 22630

Fincastle Herald
Fincastle, VA

$195.00




$229.85

$ 83.16

Hopewell
3408 Vinton Street
' Hopewell, VA 23860

12) Democratic Committee of
Rappahannock County
Washington, VA 22747

o )

13) Democratic County Comittee of -
lee County

P.O. Box 404

Jonesville, VA 24263
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Democratic City Committee of

Hopewell
3408 Vinton Street
Hopewell, VA 23860

Democratic Committee of

Rappahannock County
Washington, VA 22747
Democratic County Committee of
" Lee County

P.0O. Box 404
Jonesville, VA 24263

Progress—-Index $ 83.1%
15 Franklin -

Petersburg, VA

Fauquier Times
Democrat (o.
P.O. Box 631 "

Arlington, VA 22186

Pernington Gap, VA

$ 94.60
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Watkins Elleson, I1I, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee

- of Orange County, Virginia

P.O. Box 1080

Orange, Virginia 22960

Dear Mr. Elleson:

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. § 441d; anhd,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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

MUR 1328

Dear Ms. Saunders:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after congidering 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Claude D, Carter, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
. of Botetourt County, Virginia
P.O. Box 368

Daleville, Virginia 24083

RE: MUR 1328

beat Mr, Carter:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
 WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Heda Trana, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Hopewell County, Virginia

Hopewell, Virginia 23860

MUR 1328
Dear Ms. Trana:
On January S, 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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 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 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44l1la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
 WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Mrs. Dorothy Bowles, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Goochland County, Virginia

Kents Store, Virginia 23084

RE

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. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and

11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

F. Paul Blanock, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
. of Mathews County, Virginia
Mathews, Virginia 23109

Dear Mr. Blanock:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) and
you should take immediate steps to insure that this activity does
not occur in the future.

Sincereiy,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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* 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 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. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and

11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. BHowever, 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 appeat 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. § 44la(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. § 441la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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 FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Constance Dudley, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
of Greene County, Virginia

Route 1, Box 221K
Standardsville, Virginia 22973

RE:
Dear Ms. Dudley:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S5.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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i FEDERA‘. ELECTION COMMISSION
 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. F. E.. Marsh, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
- of Henry County, Virginia
Main Street

Basset, Virginia 24055

Dear Mr. Marsh:

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, .8. 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 441la and
11 C.F.R. § 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.. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Ms. Virginia Hall, Chairman
The Democratic City Committee
. of Martinsville, Virginia
1605 Mulberry Road
Martinsville, Virginia 24112

bear 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
_ WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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

- of Warren County, Virginia

1016 Virginia Avenue

Front Royal, Virginia 22630

Dear Mr. Stokes:

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. § 4414; and,

2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General.Counsel
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D FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Mr. Kenneth Broon, Chairman
The Democratic County Committee
. of Grayson County, Virginia
Route 1, Box 45

Fnes, Virginia 24330

Dear Mr. Broon:

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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECT ION COMMISS!ON
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Dr. Van B. McCarter, Chairman

The Democratic City Committee
of Galax, Virginia

212 West Center Street

Galax, Virginia 24333

MUR 1328
Dear Dr. McCarter:

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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

A. B, Keysen, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee

. of Rappahannock County, Virginia
Washington, Virginia 22747

RE: MUR 1328

Dear Mr. Keysen:

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. COGe.
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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. WASHINCTON, D.C. 20463

Juan Whittington, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
of Amelia County, Virginia

Route 4, Box 136

Amelia, Vvirginia 23002

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 Canpaign Act of

1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, «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. § 4414d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 110.7(a) and (b) in connection with the above
referenced MUR. However, after conBidering 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Lawrence White, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
. of Clarke County, Virginia
Battleton Drive

Berryville, Virginia 22611

bear 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 Canpaign 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. § 441d4; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




o
~m
™
(=
T
oo
N
ac

- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Mr. Paul Harris, Chairman

The Democratic County Committee
- of Lee County, Virginia

P.O. Sob 404

Jonesville, Virginia 24263

Dear Mr. Barris:

On January S, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint, designated MUR 1358, alleging that your committee had
violated certain sections of the Federal Election Canpaign Act of
1971, as amended, or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, .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. § 4414d; and,
2) reason to believe that it had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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. § 44la and 11 C.F.R. § 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

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General_Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
 WASHINGYON, D.C. 20463

Prentiss Webb, Treasurer

Roanoke City Democratic Committee
P.0O. Box 20

Roanoke, Virginia 24002

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 s 1982, determined that on the

. basis of the information in the conplaxnt and information

provided by your committee, 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.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, 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, the
Roancke City Democratic Committee, of a complaint alleging that
your committee had violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on i , 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 findind.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
- Associate General Counsel
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* FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

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

RE: MUR 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
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 Colinty 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. § 4414; and,
2) reason to believe that they had violated 2 U.S.C. § 44la and
11 C.F.R. § 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. § 44la(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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.v:lohtien ot U.8.C. § 441a and 11 C.FP.R. § uo.nu and (b)

you should eakc izmediate steps to insure that thil activ ty
not occur in the future.

The rolpcotivc committees have also been notitt.d of the
Commission's finding. If you have any questions, pluu contact

rhms J. whitoheat at (202) 523-4000.
Sincerely,
Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenheth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge

7600 O0ld Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

MURs 1328 and 1358

Dear Mr. Herge:

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. § 441d has been committed; and, 2) reason
to believe that a violation of 2 U.S.C. § 44la and 11 C.F.R.

§ 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.
See 2 U.S.C. § 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.
§ 437g(a) (1) and 11 C.F.R. § 11l1.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




TO: Office of General Counsel
A ON:Bi11 Taylor

THROUGH: STAFF DIRECTOR(R{.
FROM: ASSISTANT STAFF DIRECTOR FOR REPORTS ANALYSIS ?ﬂ-

MUR No. 1328 DATE OF ORIGINAL REFERRAL

**PURPOSE: INFORMATION |

The attached addendum was filed on May 7, 1981 with the DNC Services Corp's
12 Day Pre-Special Election Report for Maryland.

OUTCOME: (if spplicable)

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




DNC SERVICES CORPORATION/ DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE
ADDENDUM TO THE REPORT
MAY 7, 1981

" The DNC Services Corporation entered into certain
agreements with various local Democratic Committees
designating those committee's as its agent for the
purpose of making expenditures pursuant to 2USA 44la(d)
influencing the election of Jimmy Carter in the
November 4, 1980 presidential campaign.

Attached is a listing of those designated committ.cs b
and the expenditures made.
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$ 98.00

$195.00
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CERTIFICATION

I, Lena L. Stafford, Recording Secretary for the Federal
Election Commission's Executive Session on April 30, 1981, do hereby
certify that the OCommission decided in a vote of 6-0 to return the
above titled matter with regard to MURs 1328 and 1358 to the General
Counsel for further consideration in conformance with Oonmission

Camnissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thamson,

Attest:

S-4-5/ (ﬁwo?&ﬁzw
Recording Secretary

Date
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE _@
MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER v
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE SSION

APRIL 23, 1981
ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MURs 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, 198l1.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

N

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION

CHARLES STEELE

APRIL 22, 1981
ADDITIONAL OBJECTION - MURs 1328-1358
General Counsel's Report, dated 2-25-81,
signed 4-20-81; Received in OCS, 4-21-81,
10:03
You were notified previously of an objection by
Commissioner Reiche.
Commissioner Harris submitted an additional objection
at 3:38, April 22, 1981.

This matter will be discussed in executive session

on Tuesday, April 28, 1981.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE
PROM: ‘ MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY cusm?’ﬁ/
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 ax; 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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April 21, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W.Emmons
PROM: Elissa T. Garr
SUBJECT: MURs 1328 and 1358

Please have the attached First GC Report distributed
to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basés. Thank you.




ibruary 25, 1981 :
In the Matter of 81 APR2I Al “
In the Democratic County MUR 1328

Committee of Rappahannock and
County, Virginia et al.

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

3 08 Statement of Facts

By letters dated October 30, 1980 and December 10, 1980,
The Republican Party of Virginia (complainant) filed a complaint
(see attachments I, 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;
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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;

o) the Democratic County Committee of Warren County;
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p) the Democratic City Committee of Galax;,
q) the Democratic County Committee of Grayson County):

Virginia, (collectively the respondents).

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 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 MUR 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. § 4414, 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<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>