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BEPORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of
MUR 1333
Stewart R. Mott

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 3,
1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

following actions in MUR 1333:

Take no further action.
Close the file.’

Send the letter as attached
to the General Counsel's
Report signed May 28, 1982,

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McDonald,

and Reiche voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 5-28-82, 3:30
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 6-1-82, 11:00




The above-described material was removed from this
file pursuant to the followinc exemption provided in the
Frgedom of Information 2ct, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):
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by other
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firancial information

Iinternzl Documents
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(6) Persomal privacy-
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files -
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

June 7, 1982

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 1333
Dear Mr. Kamenar:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on November 5, 1980, found reason to believe
that your client, Stewart R. Mott, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and 441a(a) (3), provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available, the Commission
has determined to take no further action against your client.
The Commission reminds your client, however, that it is
nevertheless a violation for a person to make expenditures in
cooperation, consultation, or concert with a candidate or his
agent, or at the request or suggestion of a candidate or his
agent, if such expenditures exceed the limitations of 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la. Furthermore, if the person making the expenditures is
himself an agent of the candidate, the expenditures are subject to
the limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la. Your client should insure
that this does not occur in the future.

The file in this matter will be made public within 30 days
after this matter has been closed. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within 10
days.




'If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan lelﬁ at
(202) 523-43529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: nne . os.
Associate General Counsel
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. FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 204063

]

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100 :
washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 1333 9£

v
Dear Mr. Kamenar:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on November 5, 1980, found reason to believe
that your client, Stewart R. Mott, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and 44la(a) (3), provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available, the Commission
has determined to take no further action against your client.
The Commission reminds your client, however, that it is
nevertheless a violation for a person to make expenditures in
cooperation, consultation, or concert with a candidate or his
agent, or at the request or suggestion of a candidate or his
agent, if such expenditures exceed the limitations of 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la. Furthermore, if the person making the expenditures is
himself an agent of the candidate, the expenditures are subject to
the limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la. Your client should insure
that this does not occur in the future.

The file in this matter will be made public within 30 days
after this matter has been closed. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within 10
days.




If you have any questions, please contact Johuthan Levin at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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May 28, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
PROM: Phyllis A. Kapson
SUBJRCT: MUR 1333

Please have the attached General Counsel's Report

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Levin
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In the Matter of
MUR 1333

Stewart R. Mott

I. Statement of the Case

This matter was referred to the Office of General Counsel by
the Reports Analysis Division in regard to a possible violation
of 2 U.8.C. §§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and 441a(a) (3) by Stewart R. Mott,
It appeared that Mr. Mott may have made expenditures that were
not independent and were, therefore, in-kind contributions,
totalling $95,181 in support of John B. Anderson's presidential
candidacy.

The evidence available at the outset of this matter indi-
cated that Mr. Mott made $95,181 in expenditures for the purposes
of obtaining radio time and newspaper space and for the "collec-
tion of signatures to support John Anderson for President®™ at the
time that Mott Enterprises, a company apparently connected
closely with Mr. Mott, was receiving compensation from the

Anderson for President Committee ("the Committee®”) in the amount




of $131,500 for mailing services, including direct mail
testing.l/

The receipt by Mr. Mott's organization of compensation or
reimbursement from Anderson's committee or his agent prior to or
at the time that Mr. Mott made his expenditures raised the
presumption, in the General Counsel's view, that Mr. Mott's
expenditures were made by an arrangement, coordintion, or
direction by Anderson or his agent. See 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b)
(4) (1) (B) . 2/ such an arrangement, coordination, or direction
would destroy the independence of Mr. Mott's expenditures and

make them in-kind contributions.

1/ Anderson Committee reports list payments to Mott Enterprises
on March 5, 1980, for "test mailing and fee"” and on March 18,
1980, for "mailing services." Stewart Mott's expenditures appear
to have been made during the period of March 11 through March 2},
1980. 1Included in the initial $95,181 Mott expenditure figure
was $5,000 reported on April 11, 1980, by Mr. Mott for the
®"collection of signatures®™ in support of John Anderson. Six days
later, Mr. Mott reported that "no reportable expenditure for such
purpose” had been made by him. Mr. Mott later explained that he
had contributed to a citizens group which was interested in
having Anderson's name placed on the general election ballot in
Massachusetts. This money was not used by this group and was
eventually returned to Mr. Mott.

2/ The pertinent language of the regulation requires that the
expenditures in question be made by or through a person who has
been compensated by the candidate's campaign. Although it did
not appear that Mr. Mott made his expenditures through Mott
Enterprises, it seemed plausible that, because Mr. Mott was
connected with Mott Enterprises, he himself was compensated by
the Anderson campaign and thus his expenditures were made by a
person compensated by the campaign.




In addition, it was clear that there were arrangements
between the Committee and Mott Bnterprises regarding the pro-
vision of and payment for the $131,500 in services. Because such
contact between the Committee and Mott Enterprises involved the
provision of an extensive amount of services, it appeared likely
that the Committee gave information to Mott Enterprises, and
hence to Mr. Mott, about its resources and needs prior to the
time of Mr. Mott's expenditures.

The Office of General Counsel submitted a report to the
Commission recommending that it open a Matter Under Review (MUR)
and find reason to believe that Stewart Mott violated 2 U.S.C.

§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and (a) (3) and that the Anderson for President
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(f) and 434(b). The Commission
voted on November 5, 1980, to open a MUR and find reason to
believe against Stewart Mott, but there were insufficient votes to
find reason to believe against the Anderson for President
Committee., The Commission approved written questions to be sent
to Mr. Mott only. These questions requested information as to the
nature and purpose of Mott Enterprises and its relationship to

Mr. Mott, the nature of the services provided by Mott

Enterprises, and the contacts that may have occurred between

Mr. Mott or his agents and John Anderson, his committee, or his

agents.
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On December 15, 1980, this office received a reply vhidh
included a legal analysis of the matter from Mr. Mott's attorney,
Paul Kamenar, and a sworn affidavit from Mr. Mott, replying to
our questions. Both the analysis and the affidavit challenged
the validity of the application of 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (1) (B)
and maintained that Mr. Mott's expenditures were independent.

Mr. Mott and his attorney asserted that the presumption of
coordination contained in the regulation goes beyond the scope of
the statute. They further maintained that, while Mr. Mott is the
owner and Chairman of the Board of Mott Enterprises, Mott Enter-
prises "is a corporation and is thus a separate legal entity from
Mr. Mott the individual.”

Mr. Kamenar and Mr. Mott also maintained that, apart from
the presumption, the expenditures "were not in fact made by any
‘arrangement, coordination, or direction'" between Mr. Mott and
John Anderson or the Anderson campaign. Mr. Mott admitted that,
while he did not have any "substantive contacts with the candi-
date or his campaign" concerning the direct mail services
provided by Mott Enterprises, the President of Mott Enterprises
(Daphne Dwyer) had several contacts with the campaign concerning
the services. Mr. Mott also admitted that both he and his staff
had contacts with Mr. Anderson and his staff, other than
Ms. Dwyer's contacts with the campaign, but maintained that none
of these contacts related either to Mott Enterprises' services or

to his expenditures.




Because the response and affidavit of Mr. Mott indicated
that indeed several contacts had been made between Mr. MNott and

the Anderson campaign, and because this office felt that a reason

to believe finding should be made against the Anderson campaign as
a predicate for directing questions to Anderson campaign
officials, we again recommended to the Commission that they find
reason to believe the Anderson for President Committee violated
2 U.S.C. §§ 441a(f) and 434(b). See General Counsel's Report
sent to Commission April 15, 1981. The Commission rejected this
recommendation, however, and directed this office to investigate
the possible violations of Stewart Mott by deposing Mr. Mott and
any appropriate representative of Mr. Mott or Mott Enterprises.
On May 1, 1981, the Commission issued subpoenas for documents and
deposition to Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer. OGC staff deposed Mr. Mott
and Ms. Dwyer on July 21, 1981.
II. Legal Analysis

A. The law applicable

Unlimited independent expenditures by an individual in con-
nection with an election to federal office are permitted pursuant
to the United States Supreme Court's decision in Buckley v.

valeo, 424 U.S. 1, 39-51 (1976). Commission regulations define




the term "independent expenditure” to mean

an expenditure by a person for a
communication expressly advocating the
election or defeat of a clearly
identified candidate which is not made
with the cooperation or with the prior
consent of, or in consultation with, or
at the request or suggestion of, a
candidate or any agent or authorized
committee of such candidate.

11 C.F.R. § 109.1(a). See also 2 U.S.C. § 431(17).

According to 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (1), "made with the
cooperation or with the prior consent of, or in consultation
with, or at the request or suggestion of a candidate or any agent
or authorized committee of the candidate” means "[a]ny
arrangement, coordination, or direction by the candidate or his
or her agent prior to the publication, distribution, display, or
broadcast of the communication."” Under 11 C.F.R.
$ 109.1(b) (4) (i), an expenditure will be presumed to be made by
such “"arrangement, coordination, or direction® if

(A) ([blased on information about the candi-

date's plans, projects, or needs
provided to the expending person by the
candidate, or by the candidate's agents,
with a view toward having an expenditure
made;

[m]ade by or through any person who is,
or has been, authorized to raise or
expend funds, who is, or has been, an
officer of an authorized committee, or
who is or has been, receiving any form
of compensation or reimbursement from
the candidate, the candidate's committee
or agent.

11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b) (4) (i).




BExpenditures that are not independent are in-kind contri-
butions subject to the limits of 2 U.S5.C. § 44la. See 2 U.S8.C.
s 44la(a) (7) (B) (1). Contributions aggregating in excess of
$1,000 to any candidate and his authorized political committees
with respect to any election for federal office are prohibited by
2 U.8S.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A). According to 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (3), no
individual may make contributions aggregating over $25,000 during
a calendar year.

B. Application of the facts to the law

In seeking to verify whether in fact Mr. Mott's expenditures
were independent, this office explored several factual issues:
(1) whether Mr. Mott was working for the Anderson campaign at the
time his expenditures were made, (2) whether anyone working for
the Anderson campaign gave their consent to, or requested or
suggested, the Mott expenditures, (3) whether and to what extent
Mr. Mott was involved with Mott Enterprises' services for the
Anderson campaign, and (4) whether the Anderson campaign gave any
information to Mr. Mott, through Mott Enterprises or otherwise,

with a view toward having Mott make expenditures.

If Mr. Mott was working for the Anderson campaign at the

time his expenditures were made it could be argued that he was an
“agent®” of the Anderson campaign and his expenditures would
clearly be non-independent. See 2 U.S.C. § 431(17); 11 C.F.R.

S 109.1(b)(4)(i). If Mr. Mott had been authorized to raise or




expend funds for the Anderson campaign or had received
compensation or reimbursement from the Anderson campaign, the
presumption would arise that his expenditures were non-
independent. See 11 C.F.R. § 109.1(b)(4) (i) (B). Also, if Mr.
Mott's expenditures had been made through Mott Enterprises, which

clearly was compensated by the Anderson campaign, the presumption

would arise that his expenditures were non-independent. 1d. E74

Mr. Mott stated in deposition that he had some contact with
the Anderson campaign prior to making expenditures advocating

John Anderson's election. In early January, 1980, Mr. Mott

3/ The effect of these presumptions would appear to be governed
by Federal Rule of Evidence 301:

In all civil actions and proceedings not
otherwise provided for by Act of Congress or by these rules,
a presumption imposes on the party against whom it is
directed the burden of going forward with evidence to rebut
or meet the presumption, but does not shift to such party
the burden of proof in the sense of the risk of
nonpersuasion, which remains throughout the trial upon the
party on whom it was originally cast.

The Conference Committee Report explaining Fed.R.Evid. 301, H.R.
Conf. Rep. No. 93-1597, indicates that if a party offers no
evidence contradicting the presumed fact, the factfinder may make
the presumption if the basic facts supporting the presumption are
shown. If the party does offer evidence contradicting the
presumed fact, the factfinder cannot make the presumption, though
it may infer the existence of the presumed fact if the basic
facts are shown. 1In other words, if a party offers contradicting
evidence, the factfinder may only weigh the evidence of the basic
facts (that would otherwise support a presumption) against the
contradicting evidence. 1In the present context, this would mean
that if a respondent offers evidence contradicting a presumption
that his or her expenditures were coordinated, the factfinder may
no longer presume there was coordination, though it may weigh
evidence that would otherwise support a presumption (for example,
evidence that the respondent had been compensated by the
candidate) against whatever contradicting evidence the respondent
presents. See Lequille v. Dann, 544 F.2d 1 (D.C. Cir. 1976).




attended a fundraiser at which he and his wife each contributed

$1,000 to the Anderson campaign. He hosted a fundraiser for the
campaign at his home in New York City on February 5, 1980, which
appears to have been arranged through contacts between Mr. Mott
and local Anderson campaign staff. 1In his deposition, he d4id not
recall whether the fundraiser was set up at his initiative or at
the campaign's initiative. Donations made at this fundraiser
were turned over to the Committee. Mr. Mott stated that he had
conversations at this fundraiser with Anderson staff in which the
campaign's financial needs were discussed "only in most general
terms.” Deposition of Mott, p. 30. He also stated that there
was no discussion of any possible independent expenditures
because he "wasn't contemplating making them and [he] wasn't
making them"™ at the time. Deposition of Mott, p. 31. Mr. Mott
also gave a speech at this fundraiser asking for contributions to
the campaign, but he did not recall anyone stating the purpose
for which the funds would be spent. Another fundraiser was held
at his Washington, D.C., residence during the third week of
February, "featuring the key people in the Anderson campaign.”
Deposition of Mott, p. 33. Although Mr. Mott was a co-host, he
did not attend the fundraiser.

At no time was Mott an officer or paid employee of the
Committee., It does not appear from the evidence available that
Mott had authority to authorize the expenditure of Committee

funds, except to the extent he coordinated with campaign staff as
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to the Committee's payment of expenses for the fundraisers with
which he was involved.

Mr. Mott stated that he first considered making expenditures
advocating the election of John Anderson on March 1 when he con-
versed with Tony Schwartz and Joe Napolitan, two media experts
who apparently did not have an "existing business relationship"®
with the Anderson campaign. During this conversation, the idea
of producing radio advertisements was conceived. Deposition of
Mott, p. 38. Mr. Mott testified that neither he nor the
individuals or firms assisting him in the production of
advertisements had any contact with the Anderson campaign with
respect to the advertisement expenditures. Mr. Mott stated that,
during March, when the advertisements were conceived, produced,
and aired, he had no contact whatsoever with the campaign.

Deposition of Mott, p. 71.

Mr. Mott had communications with the Anderson campaign in

April, after the purchases of the advertisements. On or about
April 14, 1980, David Garth (who became the manager of

Mr. Anderson's independent general election campaign) and

Mr. Anderson asked Mr. Mott to abstain from independent efforts
to have Anderson's name placed on general election ballots in
various states, Mr. Mott testified that he did not heed this
request, however, and that he continued such efforts for several
days after the request to stop. During the month of May,

Mr. Mott wrote two memoranda to Mr. Anderson giving advice on the
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'aii:all conduct of an 1ndqpend¢nt candidacy. no-teittti

he conversed with Anderson once and with other canpaign’oiigqggii

on two occasions. Mr. Mott estimated the date of his “"official"
entrance into the independent general election campaign as
August 1 when he attended a national finance meeting after having
been asked to help with fundraising.

The evidence thus indicates that Mr. Mott participated in
some activities of the campaign prior to his expenditures, i.e.,
hosting two fundraisers, attending another fundraiser, and con-
versing with the candidate and his staff. However, Mr. Mott's
participation in the Anderson campaign does not appear extensive
or ongoing, and his testimony indicates that his participation in
the campaign was not used by him or the Anderson campaign as a
vehicle for him to obtain knowledge pf the campaign's plans and
needs or to incorporate such information in decisions regarding
the making of expenditures. 1Indeed, his sworn testimony
indicates that it was not until after his participation in these
activities that Mr. Mott even thought about expending money for

expenditures advocating the election of John Anderson. 4/

4/ In MUR 321, the Commission found reasonable cause to believe
that Peter Secchia and a committee chaired by him violated

2 U.S.C. § 44la(a) (1) (A) by making excessive in-kind contri-
butions to the President Ford Committee ("PFC"). In that matter,
respondent Secchia was authorized to raise and expend funds for
the PFC and was reimbursed by the PFC. Mr. Secchia‘'s parti-
cipation in the activities of the PFC prior to the "independent"
expenditures included extensive fundraising and initiation and
implementation of a campaign technique known as "scatter
blitzing." During the making of independent expenditures by

Mr. Secchia and his committee, Mr. Secchia continued his involve-
ment in the campaign, including further communication with
"scatter blitzers®™ and communications with PFC staff and with
President Ford. After the cessation of "independent" activity,
Mr. Secchia engaged in some Ford campaign activities. Thus, the
facts in MUR 321 differ from the facts in the present matter.

Mr. Mott appears to have suspended his involvement in the
Anderson campaign while conducting independent activities, unlike
Mr. Secchia who maintained his involvement with the Ford
campaign.




-12-
It is true that Mott apparently was authorized to raise
funds on behalf of the Anderson campaign before he made his

expenditures and that this potentially raises the presumption

that his expenditures were non-independent. See 1l C.F.R.
§ 109.1(b) (4) (i) (B). However, as Mott has offered contradicting
evidence to the effect that he broke off all contact with the
Anderson campaign and that no one in the Anderson campaign knew
of, or authorized in any way his expenditures, the presumption of
coordination cannot be made; instead, the fact that Mott was
authorized at one time to raise funds must be weighed with the
other evidence avajilable. See footnote 3, supra.

The testimony of Ms. Dwyer and Mr. Mott revealed that
Mr. Mott was only marginally involved in decisions as to Mott
Enterprises' provision of services to the Committee. He seems to
have discussed the financial risks of doing the mailings with
Ms. Dwyer and reviewed data as to the success of the mailings.
It appears, however, that Ms. Dwyer was responsible for making
the arrangements for Mott Enterprises' part in the transaction.
Ms. Dwyer stated that there was no practice of keeping Mr. Mott
generally informed of what Mott Enterprises was doing for the
Anderson campaign. It appears that communications with respect
to the direct mail transaction occurred between Ms. Dwyer and the

campaign and not between Mr. Mott and the campaign. It does not
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appear from the evidence available that Mr. Mott or the Andoiaoﬁ:

campaign used Mott Enterprises’ involvement in the mail services
transaction as a vehicle for providing information about the
Anderson campaign's needs and resources.

Mr. Mott's expenditures were not made through Mott Enter-
prises. It appears, from the independent expenditure reports
filed by Mr. Mott, that Dresner Mercurio, Inc., New Sounds, Inc.,
Landco Labs, Inc., and Shaller Rubin Associates, Inc., were the
vendors utilized for his expenditures. While, according to
Mr. Mott's attorney, transcripts of the radio announcements pur-
chased by Mr. Mott are not available, the newspaper advertisement
has been obtained. 1In general terms, it extols the virtues of
John Anderson and encourages readers to support his campaign.
There appears to be no information contained in the advertisement
that was not a matter of general public knowledge at the time.
There is no basis, in the General Counsel's view, for believing
that the advertisement came about through knowledge or expertise
that could only be developed or provided by someone working
closely with the Anderson campaign. Nor is there any basis for
assuming that it was derived from the knowledge or expertise that
Mott Enterprises may have developed in providing direct mail
services for the campaign.

The evidence we have been able to discover does not, in the

General Counsel's view, provide a sufficient predicate for




finding probable cause to believe that Mr. Mott violated

2 U.8.C. § 441a(a) (1) (A) and (a)(3). As noted earlier, the
Commission twice rejected the recommendation that reason to
believe be found against the Anderson for President Committee and
that discovery be directed to Anderson campaign officials.
Accordingly, we have not explored whether any Anderson campaign
officials might deny Mott's allegations that no coordination took
place and that he was not an agent of the Anderson campaign at
the time he made his expenditures. While there is evidence that
Mott was at one time authorized to raise funds on behalf of the
Anderson campaign and that a firm of which he was owner and
president was compensated by the Anderson Committee, this
evidence must be weighed against the other evidence available
without making the presumption that coordination occurred.

In light of the fact that the evidence is very evenly
balanced, the fact that no discovery from Anderson campaign
officials has been obtained to date, and the fact that it is
unlikely that additional investigation would be fruitful now, the
Office of General Counsel recommends that the Commission vote to

take no further action in this case.




I11. RECOMMENDATION

1. Take no further action.
2. Close the file.

3. Send the attached letter.

5-2%— ¥
ate Charles N. Steele
General C gnsel

Kenfieth A. Gross /

Associate General Counsel

Attachment:
Letter to Counsel




- FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Pifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100 ;
washington, D.C. 20005

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

Based on information ascertained in the normal course of
carrying out its supervisory responsibilities, the Federal
Election Commission, on November 5, 1980, found reason to believe
that your client, Stewart R. Mott, violated 2 U.S.C.

§§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and 44la(a) (3), provisions of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and instituted an
investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available, the Commission
has determined to take no further action against your client.
The Commission reminds your client, however, that it is
nevertheless a violation for a person to make expenditures in
cooperation, consultation, or concert with a candidate or his
agent, or at the request or suggestion of a candidate or his
agent, if such expenditures exceed the limitations of 2 U.S.C.
§ 44la. Furthermore, if the person making the expenditures is
himself an agent of the candidate, the expenditures are subject to
the limitations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la. Your client should insure
that this does not occur in the future.

The file in this matter will be made public within 30 days
after this matter has been closed. Should you wish to submit any
materials to appear on the public record, please do so within 10
days.




If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan Levin at
(202) 523-4529.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




-
-
oo
(3]
Q
o
&y
=
-

Paul Kamenar




e
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- MR STEWART R, MOTT = =
800 PARK AVE N E
NEW YURK NY 10023
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DEAR STEWART, LR wel

IN THE LAST FEW DAYS | HAVE SEEN PRESS REPORTS THAT YOU AND OTMERS. ;

HAVE UEGUN TO UNDERTAKE EFPORTS WHICH MIGHY RESULT IN PLACING My NAME )
o' ON THE BALLOYS FOR TME GENERAL ELECTIONS IN NEW JERSEY AND

MASSACHUSETTS,

~+ WHILE 1 DEEPLY APPRECIATE THE INTEREST AND CONFIDENCE YOU 'NAVE 2
: EXPRESSED IN nY CANDIDACY, I MUST ASK YOU TO TAKE NO PURTHMER. $TEPS TO
PURSUE WHATEVER EFFORTS YOU MAY MAVE UNDERTAKEN, D

A ———— e . .

I HUPE, STEWART, THAT YOU UNDERSTAND THAT THIS COMMUNICATION 38 NOT
* NRITTEN OUT OF ANY OISREPECT OF YOU OR OQUY OF DISREGARD 'POR OyR 5
FRIENDSHIP, RATHER, IT IS INTENDED TO SET PORTH MY FEELING THAT ¥
UNLESS MY UNEQUIVOCAL DISAVOW OF YOUR ACTIVITIES IS PUT ‘ON.THE. RECORD
IN THIS FASHION, THERE COULD BE LEGAL CONSEQUENCES THAY 'COULD
CUNCEIVABLY IMPAIR FURTHER ACTIONS THAT I MIGHT CONTEMPLATE,

1 HAVE ASKED A GRQUP HEADED BY DAVID GARTM TO STUDY VARIOUS ISSUES

RELATED TO MY CAMPAIGN FOR NOMINATION POR ELECTION TO THE 'PRESIDENCY.

I RELJEVE vMAT MY CaMPAJGN WILL BE SUCCESSFUL ONLY IF 1, AND. I ALONE,
REMAIN IN A POSITION TO CUNTROL AND DIRECT IT, CONSEGUENTLY, 1 WAVE :
" NUT AND CANNOT AUTHORIZE ANYONE OTHER THEN DAVID GARTH, WIS GROUP AND
MY EXISTING CAMPAIGN ORGANIZATION TO UNDERTAKE. ANY INITIATIVES,

3120409332

I ASK THAT EFFECY'!HNEDXAT!LY YOU STOP WHATEVER ACTIVITIES YOy MAVE
UNDERTAKEN ON MY BEHALF,

WITH WAKMEST PERSONAL REGARDS, I AM VERY TRULY YOURS, i
CUNGRESSMAN JONN b, ANDERSON

19357 EsT
MGMCOMP MGM
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Jonathin Levin

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

RE: MUR 1333
Dear Mr. Levin:

Please find enclosed the documents that are being
voluntarily provided to the FEC.

All documents are to be treated as confidential. Further,
deleted information is propgfistary information which the client

does not wish to be released.

As always, respondents reserve all rights in the premises.

/-m‘trul yours,

Paul D.
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CONTACT: Stewart Mott: (212) 421-2155 FORRELEASE Saturday, March 22, 1980 ',-
(813) 983-815?
(813) 983-8121
Milton Shaller:(212) 980-5300

Tony Schwartz: (212) 581-5025

ANDERSON RECEIVES
MAVERICK SUPPORT

Dateline: 23 March, N.Y.C.

Stewart Mott, political maverick and philanthropist, announced yesterday that he had
embarked on an independent campaign expenditure on behalf of both John Anderson and

Ted Kennedy for President. He started with radio commercials in New York City and

I1linois to promote Anderson's candidacy. This independent campaign for Anderson is

continuing with 60-second and 30-second spots in Connecticut and Wisconsin at a cost
of some $80,000.

Today, Mott, heir to a General Motors fortune, is broadening his campaign to support
“the best candidate in each major party" by placing two full-page advertisements in

the New York Times urging New York and Connecticut supporters to vote for Anderson

and Kennedy and send financial support. The two-page ad cost Mott approximately
$40,000 and, according to a disclaimer in the ad, was not, “authorized by either the

Anderson or Kennedy campaigns."




Asscciates

- 909 THIRD AVENUE. NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022 - 980-5300

The radio commercials which Mott paid for were conceived and produced by political
consul tant Joe Napolitan of Springfield, Mass. and by the radio media expert, Tony
Schwartz of N.Y.C. Both provided their services to assist Mott in developing the

radio campaign for Anderson.

The full-page ads in the New York Times were developed and placed by Shaller Rubin

Associates, NYC.

Twelve years ago, Mott placed his first "double-truck® ad in the New York Times in

support of Nelson Rockefeller for President. Subsequently, he shifted gears and

spent $210,000 on the 1968 Sugene McCarthy campaign for the Democratic nomination

and another $100,000 for the Rockefeller candidacy in 1968. The following year he
supported both Republican John Lindsay and Democrat Herman Badillo in their respective

primaries for the mayoralty race in N.Y.C.

In 1972, Mott was a McGovern supporter and provided $400,000 for that race, the largest

single amount from any individual donor.

Since then, with the advent of federal campaign finance laws which restrict donors to

S1000 per election, Mott has been a persistent opponent of the Federal Election Cam-

paign Act (FECA). 1In 1975, he joined with co-plaintiffs James Buckley of New York and
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and Eugene McCarthy to challenge the provisions of the FECA which restrict individual
donations to federal candidates to only $1000 per election. Further, the Buckley vs.

valeo lawsuit challenged the restrictions of the FECA on independent expenditures.

Since 1975, the Federal Election Commission issued regulations restricting the right
of like-minded individuals to join together and make expenditures exceeding $1000 each
in support of or agiinst the candidacy of a federal candidate. Thus, a political ad-
vocate such as Norman Lear, who recently paid $50,000 for newspaper adas 1n an inde-
pendent expenditure for John Anderson in the 1980 Massachusetts primary, would be pre-

vented from joining Mott in his current activities.

In December 1979, Mott joined with the National Conservative Political Action Committee
and other plaintiffs in filing Mott vs. FEC, a challenge to the FEC regulations, to seek
a judicial ruling that he could indeed join together with nolitical donors such as Nor-

man Lear and others in making independent expenditures, exceeding $1000 per donor.

John Andérson's campaign has benefitted from the intervention of many independents and
liberal-progressive Democrats such as Mott, Lear and others. Mott believes that Ander-
son's strong showings in Massachusetts and Vermont are likely to be repeated in Connecti-

cut and Wisconsin on March 25th and April lst.
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CONTACT: FOR RELEASE:

Together, these independent expenditures of $120,000 represent the largest initiative
by any single donor to the 1980 Presidential process. Restricted by the recently-en-
acted campaign finance laws, political fat-cats are limited by a $1000 ceiling in their
donations to Presidential campaigns. However, owing to the 1975 Supreme Court decision,

Buckley vs. Valeo, in which Mott was a plaintiff, independent expenditures of unlimited

amounts are permitted provided there is an absence of any “coordination or pre-arrange-

ment” with the candidate or the candidate's committee.

Mott, who gave a fund-raiser at his home in NYC for Anderson on Feb. 5th, asserts that
he engaged in no cooperation or consultation with the Anderson campaign in planning his

advertising program. Mott also serves on the National Finance Committee for the Kennedy

campaign, but asserts further that the staff of the Kennedy campaign had no prior

knowledge of the Sunday New York Times insertion.

Asked why he was supporting two separate competing Presidential campaigns, Mott said:
“these are the only candidates in either of the two major parties who are presenting

a reasoned, thoughtful view of domestic and foreign policy for the 1980's and I would
be delighted if, in November, the electorate could be presented with a choice between

these two best nominees."




The Anderson for President Committee 1100 Talcott Bidg., Rocidord, IL 61101 815/964-3258-

Wilom G. radiord
Compoagn Manager

January 17, 1980

Mr. Stewart R. Mott
800 Park Avenue
Mew York, NY 10021

Cear Mr. Mott:

Thank you for your generous contribution of $1,000 to the
Anderson for President effort. Your assistance is crucial
to John's ability to proceed with the awesome challenge of
the race for the Presidency of the United States.

9 3

Because of support such as yours, we have offices in Boston,
Massachusetts, Concord, New Hampshire, Chicago, Illinois
and Madison, Wisconsin to complement our headquarters in
Washington, D.C. and this office in John's hometown.

2

To date, we have raised over $500,000. This modest

amount has allowed us to maintain our campaign effort at a
basic level. But to be successful in the early primaries,
as we must, reguires us to raise $250,000 between now and
March 1. So if you have any friends who might like to
join you in supporting John B. Anderson, please do all you

can to get them on board. I'm enclosing another contribution
envelope for such purposes.
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John B. is grateful that so many are becoming involved. We
all thank you.

Sinckrely,

7 7

rank P. io
Chairman

P.S. You may not be aware that a portion of your contribution
may be taken as a tax credit. Ask your tax advisor for
details or feel free to contact us for the specifics.
Again, thanks for your help.
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UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
WASHINGTON, D.C.

JOMN B. ANDERSON
ILLINOIS

Dear Priend:
When it comes to electing Presidents . . .
The politicians and press don't think you count.
You may exist, but you don't count.
You may have strong beliefs, but you don't count.

may- be- & well-informed, intelligent, courageocus, fair-minded citizen,
but don't count.

The reason they think you don't count is simple. They believe that
Presidential candidates are selected by fools, by citizens who believe lies,
evagsions, half-truths and soft soap.

I simply refuse to believe that. I've based my last act of political

faith on your existence. I do believe you count. That you and I can make a
difference in this country.

1'm assuming you want an honest man with sound experience to be President
of the United States. I also assume you'd be willing to help such a man run
for office. That's why I'm writing: to ask you to judge me and if you then

think I'm worthy, to send my campaign a contribution for whatever you can
afford.

If you and enough other concerned, issue-oriented citizens do, we'll make

some history together. We'll refute a lot of political nonsense that passes
€or truth in this country.

According to the conventional and miserable commentary on the ability of
Americans to make political decisions, I have committed public suicide because
of my willingness to speak clearly and independently on the issues. But, I
feel the issues must be addressed specifically. The times are simply too dif-
ficult, too dangerous for candidates not to make clear where they stand or how
they intend to approach our problems.

Let me give you three examples of how I stand on the issues:

Enerqgy

Now is the time to consider a higher gasoline tax. A S0-cent-a=gallon
“energy conservation tax” on all motor fuels could reduce our gasoline con-

sumption by 5-10%, saving up to three-quarters of a million barrels of fuel

(over, please)

Nes prused or mmisd @ G Pusd for e o The for Pres C 1100 Thicens Duidhag. Rochford. limmm 61100. A
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per day for more critical uses like home-heating oil and reducing our depen-
dence on foreign supplies.

Safeguards for the needy, elderly and business use of motor fusl would
have to accompany any hike in the gasoline tax. These could iaclude:

(1) Using the proceeds of the tax to reduce Social Security payroll taxes
and increase Social Security benefits; and,

(2) Allowing tax credits for those businesses unfairly penaliszed.

Of course, there would be some gas-consuming Americans who would "suffer”
from such a tax. Consider, however, the alternatives: longer gas lines,
uncertain fuel supplies, less heating oil, higher prices, ever-rising payroll
taxes, more pollution, more traffic congestion and greater dependence on
foreign oil.

As a counter to the dominance of the OPEC nations, I propose establishing
an Agency for International Energy Development to promote energy exploration
and development in Third World non-OPEC nations through low=interest loans or
technical assistance.

To further break the stranglehold of OPEC, I urge consideration of a
counter-cartel on the part of the major oil-importing nations that would
emphasize energy conservation to reduce the demand for oil and implement a
joint marketing strategy to give non-OPEC oil preferred access to our markets.
This could be accomplished by tariff penalties, a central purchasing authority
or agreed upon price ceilings so that downward pressure could be exesrted on
OPEC o4l prices.

Abortion

The high incidence of unwanted pregnancies saddens me. My wife, Keke,
and I have five children of our own and relish the rewards and satisfactions
of a close family life.

But there are circumstances when it should be possible to terminate an

unwanted pregnancy. And, the choice to do so is a matter to be decided by a
woman in conjunction with her God and her physician.

The government simply cannot be allowed to interfere with this intimate

choice. I am steadfastly opposed to a Constitutional amendment which would

ban abortions and feel that poor women should have the opportunity to choose
abortion as do women who can afford the cost.

Gun Control

Something simply must be done about handguns if we are to control the
arming of our society. I favor a waiting period before a handqun can be




purchased to allow a criminal records check, a strengthening of rules for
coamercial handgun dealers, the registration of all handguns at time of
purchase or transfer, & license to own a handgun, a mandatory prison sentence
for all persons using a handgun in a crime and a ban on the sale of small,

cheap, low=quality handguns.

I've cited these three positions because it can be seen that they either
require real sacrifice or they run counter to powerful, organized special
interests.

Now, that's what the next President of the United States is going to have
to do. Require real sacrifices. And challenge powerful, narrow interests.

It wasn't easy sitting in the heart of Iowa ~-- in farm country — urging
support of an embargo on the shipment of grain to the Soviet Union. But it
seemed to me that it was passing strange that those who were critical of our
foreign policy as being weak were unwilling to accept any measure of sacrifice

= when the first real test came to respond to the overt aggression that had just

taken place against Afghanistan.

Also, in Iowa, I wvas asked how you balance the budget, cut taxes and
increase defense spending at the same time. “You do it with mirrors,® I
answered.

And that's what it would take.

I don't recommend a general tax cut in 1980. Given the situation in the
country today with the very real prospect of recession and the impact that

would have on the receipts and expenditures of the federal government, I think
it's irresponsible to call for a 33-1/3% tax cut.

Rather, I would put the emergency excise tax om gasoline into effect.
Then I would recycle the proceeds of that tax to the wage earners of this

o country. In effect, I would give them the biggest tax cut in history =— $46
billion == by cutting their Social Security tax in half.

As far as federal spending is concerned, I oppose a Constitutional amend-
ment limiting it, but favor a statute which would peg federal spending to a
fixed percentage of our Gross National Product.

We need to make ocur federal system more responsive to the needs of our
people. That's why I sponsored the Regqulatory Reform Act of 1979 that would
set an eight-year Congressional timetable for a comprehensive review of all
requlatory agencies supported by sunset provisions which would terminate those
agencies or functions which no longer served a useful purpose.

National Defense.

I do not believe that we have become a weak and pitiful giant. I do not
think we are Number 2 militarily in the world. We can and we must design a
leaner, tougher, better fighting force than we have today.

(over, please)
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But, to suggest that as one element of this program we ought to invest $55
billion in the MX missile is to me not the wisest, most judicious use of our
nation's resources.

The limitations of this letter prevent me from sharing with you other spe-
cific positions. But, if you'll write me, I°'l]l tell you how I stand on any
question you may have.

I also want to tell you more about why 1I'm running for President.

I am a second generation American born of an immigrant father. Por some
two decades I have served in the Congress during some of the most turbulent
events in the history of our Republic. I have watched five Presidents and ten
Congresses grapple with the issues that have tested the very fabric of our
democratic society, woven as it is from the diverse strands of many nationali-
ties, cultures, and beliefs.

Today, far too many Americans loock upon government as an impersonal mono-
lith that will carry on regardless of their wishes and quite impervious to the
claims they would make against it.

It would be partisan in the extreme to suggest that this feeling is
entirely attributable to President Carter. But it is nonetheless true that
the present administration has in large degree lost the confidence of the
American people. It has temporized and vascillated while problems have
multiplied at an almost unbelievable rate.

Congress must share some of the blame.

In a period when it seeks to reassert its authority over both domestic and
foreign policy, it has the responsibility to deal with issues in a way that
demonstrates a recognition of the national interest. All too often this has
not occurred.

Clinton Rossiter, the great student of the American Presidency, said that
"the more Congress becomes, in Edmund Burke's phrase, 'the confused and
scuffling bustle of local agency,' the more the Presidency must become a clear
beacon of national purpose.”

Today that beacon has become shrouded in the politics of confusion and
indecision. Coherence and clarity of purpose are what we Americans seek. A
new national purpose which means that every American will come to believe that
each has a role to play in the solutions of problems that involve us all.

Today, the ambiguity of our national purpose is reflected in our problems
over energy. In the case of energy and diminishing energy resources, we are a
nation at war with ourselves, battling one another for what we consider our
fair share of the fading American dream.
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sut, the more we fight, the more we deplete our individual and national
energies, resources and potential.

The problem in calling a truce in this new battle of competing interests
is that most people don't recognize we are at war. After all, we are not

fighting against each other == as we see it ~-=- we're simply looking out for
ourselves.

But, we must recognize that we are all members of one or more special
interest groups and that the way to restore a common interest -— the way to

nurture the vital center == is not by declaring war on competing factions, but
rather by enlisting them in the unifying cause of a larger national purpose.

This will be the principal task of our nation's 40th President.

I believe that government -— for all the stigma that term bears these days
-- can still represent an answer to some of our problems.

We cannot dispense with government and substitute a vacuum which lacks
commitment and concern. That would only serve to invite social anarchy and
promote a goal of national selfishness.

What we must do is to bend government to our national purpose, channel its
energies in constructive directions and bring it under such coatrol that it
sexrves its citizens and not itself.

The dynamics of a Democratic society require individual effort and indivi-
dual participation. It also requires something more than a perception of cer-
tain issues as being the sole responsibility of an elitist group and alien to
the interests or capabilities of the average citizen.

e« « « AS long as 25 million Americans live below the poverty line . . .
as long as millions more are discriminated against because of race . . . as
long as unemployment persists, particularly among our young people and espe-
cially among black youth . . . as long as problems like these ravage our
nation, we cannot remain indifferent.

All this will require a President of strength and vision.

If there is a desire to reclaim basic American values of thrift, decency,
concern and compassion == and I believe there is -- it cannot be a self- 5
indulgent egocentric enterprise where we simply chant our own individual

mantra. Those values have to be translated into a system of thought where we

view ourselves and one another as part of a far larger enterprise -- the

buildinfig of a more just society.

(over, please)



‘_);D

3.3

1

2 Q y:

s o

(R Caies s
o

Other candidates may boast of superior organization or financial resour-
Still others speak in glittering generalities of their taleats for

ces.
leadership. But, I want to arouse the conscience and reason of America. To

speak of the America yet to be. To return to the spirit that made America

gmt.
Yes, I am a dark horse. I do not pretend that the task will be easy, or
the burden light.

But, I know I can do it, if I can count on some help from people like you.
Whether you are a Democrat, Republican or an Independent your help is crucial
if we are to raise the issues which must be raised in this campaign.

To those who say "he doesn't stand a chance,” I can only say that I will
A distinguished pollster has said, "A month is a lifetime in modern

persiat.
You can see that in the changing fortunes of Mr. Carter and Mr.

politics.”
Kennedy .

In making this effort, I do not want to go into debt. I have borrowed
money to stay in Congress. I am not going to add to those debts.

I put a very high priority on the education of my children. I have two in
college and two more to go. I've never been rich, I don't expect to be rich,
and I don't want to be rich, but I certainly don't want to end up in the

poorhouse, either.

If you will support me with a contribution of $25, $3S, $50, $100 or even
$250, I can send out hundreds of thousands of letters like this one to enlist
additional support. Together, we can galvanize the best part of our citi-
zenry. The part that experts in their conventional wisdom write off.

With your help, we can conduct a campaign with the strength and resources
to battle the non-voices, the maneuverers and the manipulators.

Sincere

John Be M“:WV‘\
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surviving the early primaries.”

Anderson. . . . Andemon did not help himmelf in
clevtorul Wrms. He just proved that he is 100 good
for this gaudy and not quite reputable trade.”

Anderson for Prexident Commitice

719 dth Street S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003
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the experts wrong...

John B. Anderson, with more than 18 years’ service in
Washington, has become one of the most

voices

in the capital. Here’s a sampling of what the nation’s press
has to say about the man who has the courage

Time Magazine

“How (0 persuade peopie (0 take him sefi-
ously is the predicament of the ten-term Republi-
can Congressman [rom lllinots a3 he pursues the
Presidency for the finst time in his life. By most
standards he should be a top contender. James
Gannon, Executive Editor of the Des Moines
Register cails Anderson a ‘silver-haired orator
with a goiden tonguc, a 17-jewel mind and a brass
backbone.’ Respected vn Capitol Hill for his
courage. he was onc of the first of the Republi-
cans to call foe the resignation of Richard Nixon.
Senator Robert Dole. a long-shot rival for the
GOP nununation hunseif, says {latly: "Andenaon
the brightest man running for President.’™

The Washington Post

*In the debate the might before, Andenon
had confirmed the posiuve rumors: he is 2 man
with a lively mind. his beliets have foundation in
somcthing firmer than the passing public mood.
and his sorties from the conventional path have
led him to tresh ideas.™

The New York Times

*The single most important policy test for
Presidenual candidates 1n 1980 1s energy. Their
posiions on energy necessarily tell where they
stand on foreign policy. intlation. cven the price
of goid. By this test, Mr. Anderson so far makes
morc sense than the other candidates.

“We don 't hinow il e s U best iman e
other respects. He says he s tinancially conserva-

to make the difference...

uve, and his ideas about liniung federal spending
certainly demonstrate that. He says he is socially
liberal, and he has surely been in the forefront of
civil rights legislation. He says he is bi-partisan, a
claim supported by his bold defense of the Presi-
dent’s cut-ofl of grain sales. We would like to
know more. He deserves at least the chance to
show more. We hope voters in New Hampshire
and other carly primary states give it to him.”

The New York Times

Tom Wicker: “Those big, strong Republican
candidatcs who want to get so tough with the
Suvict Union and Iran wrned chicken belore the
lowa farmers. . . . John Anderson of [llinois was
an honorablc cxception. He supported the grain
embargo and pointed out that the real lesson of
cvents 1n the Middie East is that the United States
has to become less dependent on imported oil.

“Otherwise. the Republican candidates con-
tinuc to show that when they talk tough, they
mean exactly what they seem to mean—that their
aiternative would be mulitary action whatever the
conscquences. a mindless recourse to violence be-
cause violence s possible, quick and understand-
able.”

The Atlantic Monthly

Walter Shupiro: “Ulumately, what is most
cenigmatic about Anderson is why he is putting
himsell through this ordeal . . Perhaps the best
cxplanation is also the simplest. John Anderson 1s
running for President and is willing to look
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Dear Congressman Anderson . . .
| want 0 help in your campaign for the Presidency. Enclosed is my contribution of:
0s$20 0OS2s OS$3s 0Oss0 Qsi00 O$250 QOtherS

Name

Address

Ciy

T enaile the Ambrvum be Wevalont ¢

O

Nome ol L

Caty & Mwse

O 1 would also like to volunteer time for the campaign. Please contact me.
Pleuse mauke hecks puvabie 10: Anderwes (or Presidest Committes

—

John B. Anderson shouid be president, but the “experts” say it can’t be done.
A ncws story trom Washington quotcs “One of the morc skillful political analysts,”
saying this about John Anderson:
“He 15 « noble man. But he doesn’t have a chance. He's 1ov good, he's o smart, he's
too honest. How can a man like thut expect to be President of the United States?”
You can prove the cxperts wrong.
John Anderson is moving up in the poils, He's moved from last to fourth. With your help.
he'll go higher.
The race is wide open. John Anderson can win.

Help us double your cuantribution. Whea you fill in the above information, your
contribution—up to the first $250—will qualily for matching funds from the federul
government.

A wpy of vt ;e @ hind ouh B Feduesl b <
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CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITIL & COMPANY
V0 NGO P MY I 160V c
St wng

ARLINGION. VIRGINIA 222u%

TELLPHONE (703 4229224

MEMORANDUM

TO: DAPHNE DWYER
STEWART MOTT

BILL BRENT
CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITH AND COMPANY

FEBRUARY 19, 1980

LISTS ORDERED FOR THE SECOND WAVE OP
ANDERSON FOR PR£§IDENT MAILING

The following lists have becen ordered for the second wave of
the Anderson for President mailing. If you have any
questions concerning these lists, please contact me.

List Quantity
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Anderson for Preiident Committee
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Anderson €or President Cormittee

April 3, 1980

Continuation Mail Statistics - Through 4/1/80
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Pkqg. Mld. Code Quantitv
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13 1Y L)
Code m\antltx Ret . Ret .

Date
Pkq. Mld.




62
The Anderson for President Gommittes 321 W. Siate St.. Room 100, Rockford, IL 61101 . 815/964-3258

April 24, 1980

Mr. Stewart R. Mott
122 Maryland Avenue, NE
washington, D.C. 20002

Dear Mr. Stewart R. Mott:

Thank you very much for your recent contribution of

$§600.00 to the Anderson for President Committee. Unfortunately,
we are returning your check as the Pederal Election Commission
regulations state that one person can not contribute over
$1,000.00 to any one campaign.

2

Thank you again for your interest and support.

Sincerely,

Controller

HK/dg
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enclosure: check
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Controller .,

~ Anderson. for Prosxdent Comttee_

/'321 W..State: Street,” Room: 100

; |111m°15 61101 “““X}'\? “’4;

’ "‘ n.\

,Per our conversauon. o£ _ tqda

\

o I am enclosmg a. ccpy of Stewart Mo;t s '




CRAVER, MATIHIRWS, SMITIl & COMPANY -
1701 NORTH FT. MYER OMIVE T
SUITL 602
ARLINGIUN, VIRGINIA 220009

TELEPHONE (703) 332-022¢

STEWART MOTT ASSOCIATES

JENNIE rnoursoﬁ

FEBRUARY 19, 1980

AUTHORIZATION TO ORDER MATERIALS FOR
ANDERSON FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE

We are requesting authorization to order the
folloving components on bdehalf of the Anderson
for President Committee.

The folloving are the best prices which we have
been able to odtain for the mailing schedule which
has been developed.

The quantity for each component i_

Letter (6-page): $
'Flyer:

#9 regular:

# 6 3/U wallet faap:

<
~N
g
N
™
™
o
<r
&
o

Total for printing (unionmn):
Postage:
Mailhouse:

® 100M vallet flaps x (fast delivery = 5 day)
LOOM wallet flaps x ( 8-day delivery)
IN ADDITION, PLEASE ISSUE CIHECKS FOR THE FOLLOWING

ITEMS. THESE SHOULD BE RECEIVED IN OUR OFFICE BEFORE
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 22:

Payadble to or lst class postage
Payable to lists

Payable to for fixed product
Payable to or business reply deposit




CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITIL ¢ COMPANY

VPN Fesestlte 11 WAV 40 Baird

L LT X
ANLING I N VIMGINIA »otun

o= o 1"V %)

ANDERSON FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE
CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITH & COMPANY
FEBRUARY 20, 1980

VENDOR INVOICES

Attached please find vendor invoices for services incurred on
your behalf by Craver, Mathews, Smith & Company. The invoices
have been approved and payment should be made to:

INVOICE INVOICE
VENDOR NO. DATE

Please reconcile the statement referred to above with invoices
previously passed through to you. If there is a discrepancy,
please contact our office. If the statement reflects an unpaid
invoice, payment should be made directly to the vendor.

o
™M
™M
©
<r
[ e
(9}
o

Thank you.

GL:cja
Attach.




The Anderson for President Commilte@ 719 8th St. SE Washington, D.C. 20003 202/544-1090 -

Pebruary 6, 1980

Ms. Daphne W. Dwyer II
Suite 4200

515 Hdadison Avenuea

New York, New York 10022
Dear Daphne:

To save time, I brought the attached Letter of Agreement
to New York with me last night with the hope that I would see
you there. Alas, you were nowhere to be found in that crush
of people.

I trust no delay in our mailing schedule attends.

Thanks so much for everything.

With every best wish.

Sincerely,

/[L‘/(( //’/’Czﬂ' :

Michael F. MacLeod
Campaign idanayer

MFM: jhE

Lnclosure
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CURAVER, MATHEWS, SMETH & VodMIANy
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MEMORANDUM

TO:

FROM:
DATE:
SUBJECT:

ANDERSON POR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE
ATTN: DAPHNE ODWYER

CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITH & COMPANY
MARCH 12, 1980
VENDOR INVOICES

At tached please f£ind vendor invoices for scrvices incurred on
your behalf by Craver, Mathews, Samith & Company. The invoices
have been approved and payment should be made to:

INVOICE INVOICE
VENDOR NO. DATE  AMOUNT




now york 10023 * (212) 421433

Nazch 6, 1960

Nr. Nichael Nacleod
Anderson For President Cosmittee
719 8¢th Street, S.E.

Nashington, D.C. 20003

For sexrvices rendered:

Nailing foe for-locu: List Rentals/
Exchanges ......$
POStAg® cocevvcsce
Nanagoment Pee ... -
o W

-Nu‘o remit to:

Nott Enterprises, Inc.
515 Madison Avenue
New York, N. Y., 10022
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wow york 10022 « (212) 4213183

rebzuary 20, 1980

Nr. Nichael NacLeod
Anderson for President Committee
719 8cth Street, S.B2.

Washingtom, D.C. 20003

m«rirxca rendered:

.,‘

. Production o;ooo

Test Mailing:

(on ) List BEXCRANGgES .occccee
mtm (First Clasgs) .cccecee
™
. :
mt: hm"““ r“ 000000000 000000 OCOITISGIOSIOSONILIOS =
N .3
3 o
n ()
o *Costs reflcct gquoted estimatus. Accounting of all {nvoices will be
< forthcoming.
{ on)
(Q\]

Please remit to:

Mott Enterprises, Inc.
515 Nadison Avenuc
New York, N. Y. 10022
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CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITI & COMPAN
INY wuRTH O MYEN OV
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TELLP: 'NR (70)) 822-923¢

-t

ANDERSON POR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE
ATTN: DAPHNE DWYER

CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITH & COMPANY
MARCH 24, 1980
VENDOR INVOICES

Attached please fincd vendor invoices for services incurred on
your behalf by Craver, Mathews, Saith & Company. The invoices
have been approved and payment should be made to:

INVOICE INVOICE
VENDOR NO. DATE _




February 22, 1980

Mr. Rob Smith

Craver, Machcews, Smith & Company
1701 North Fort Myer Drive
Arlington, Va. 22209

Dear Rob,

Attached {3 check numb in the amount of
« The Ch.ck.
. d for postage
for the Anders dent mailing. [Please provide
all postage receipts.

Thank vou.

Regards,

daphne W. Dwyer II

WD/ kme
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Desarxr m.. .

mmx mhod 1
Mdo:m tox mumt. Oouttta
719 Bigth. uz«c.sz
Washington, D.C. 20003

A
o

muacnuuqstodaumqmtl Ve uoulplmdud
encouraged.’’ kel A -

We me-m eonunuo the cmigu ‘and mail anothct_ names’
next week, and possibly et \Ananes in nid-warcn.

I am including herein a new aqr«-nt. between not.: znt:upzl.m.
Inc. and the And.zsoa for Pteudont co-tttea. It ensures an
ongoing direct mail camiqn wit.h un- similar to our pmioul
agreement. _- ' NI R .

Please :eview the enclosod. x: you have any quutions. ‘do nor.i
hesitate to cau oL -

'.'Wa:nqst reqards,
YO R "'. '.‘.l

Daphne w. owor n:‘

L4
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yosterday. "I believe the contract is in order and only requires

your signature. :

I. enjoyed our meeting and look forward to working with the
Anderson for Prosident Committeec.

It is my understanding there will be a fine gathering for

the Anderson fundraiser next Tuesday night. Should you decicde
to attend, I will see you thera.

Sincerely,

Oaphne W. Dwyer IX




suite 4200 + 318 medison avenve
now york 10032 ¢ (2312) 421-2188

Feb: uary 21, 1960

‘& m “u

Craver, Nathows, Smith & Company
1701 North Port Myer Drive

Suite 602

Arlington, Vizginia 22209
Decar Rob:

Enclosed are the fol lowing checxs:

5

Humh ' r Asure

Pleaso forward all checks. Also, provide invoices and/uc receipts
for all amounts.,

]
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Daphne N. Dwyor IZX




February 21, 1980

Mr. Michael MacLeod

Anderson for President Committee
719 8th Street S.E.

Washington, D.C. 20003

Dear Mike,

This letter serves to confirm our agreement that Mott Enterprises,
Inc. ("MEI”) will consult and advise the Anderson for President Committee
("Committee”) with their direct mail fund-raising campaign.

In connection with this, MEI will advise the Committee with every
phrase of the direct mail campaign and will contract for all copy-
writing, design/art work, list acquisition, printing and mailing ser-
vices (i.e. “services").

In addition, MEX will record all results of the mailings and pro-
vide the Committee with an analysis of the mailings based upon the
recorded results. For these services, MEI will charge a management
tee oSl per thousand pieces mailed.

Contents of the direct mail appeals and the design of the same
arc subject to the approval of the Committce prior to printing. All

0
™M
™
o
™
2]
(e
b3
c

2

3

costs of the mailing should be approved by the Committee prior to
contracting for services, and all invoices for services shall be
charged to the Committee at cost with no agency mark-up.
The Committee is responsible for timely payments of all costs

incurred as a result of the mailing and including MEI's fcc.
. The Committee will be billed for services and all invoices are
to be paid from the first receipts of the mailings. If the receipts
from the mailings are not sufficient to pay for the secrvices, tha

Committee agrees to pay the balance from the matching funds.

Lrdllv S0




Page 2
Michaol Maclocod
Pebruary 21, 1980

Mott Enterprises, Inc. shall have the right to keep and
maintain a copy of all the names and addresses of all respondents
to the mailing; i.e. those names and addresses who contribute to
the Anderson for President Committee through the direct mail so-
licitation. MEI shall have the right to include such names in a
data bank for the purpose of building a revolving list bank. The use
of such a bank will be available to the Committee for as long as
the Committee remains a client of Mott Enterprises, Inc. The use of
the list is permitted if available when requested, at maintenance
" cost (.ipproxiu:el_cr thousand) . MEI shall have the right to
retain the mailing list after the termination of this Agreement,

™M

’ and possession of the mailing list shall not diminish any claims
Ny

s which we may have at any time against any of your other assets
o available for the purpose of paying any amount owed by you to us

under this Agreement or otherwise.

If the above correctly sets forth our agreement, please sign

below and return one copy to Mott Enterprisaes, Inc.

Sincerely,

Mott Enterprises, Inc.

Daphne W. Dwyer II

President

ACCEPTED AND AGREED TO
this - day of February, 1980

By: Michael Maclcod, Campaign Director

Andcrson for President Committce

For:
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CRAVER, MATHLWSE SVda b s ondiian
VPNe betees 04 SN o barr o
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MEMO RANDUM

TO: DAPHNE DWYER, PRESIDENT
MOTT ENTERPRISES

FROM: ROGER CRAVER
CRAVER, MATHEWS, SMITH AND COMPANY

DATE: JANUARY 30, 1980
SUBJECT: PROPOSAL AND AGREEMENT

This memorvandum sets forth a proposal and ajgreenent wicrein
Craver, Mathcews, Smith and Company will provide consulting and
production services to Mott Ent=rprisns to assist you 1n your
work on behalf of the Anderson for Puinident Commatton,

As you know, CMS has played an active and «(fective cole in poli-
tical fund raising (or proaressive camtidates. ¥Fcom the Udall
Presidential Campaign in 1976 throudgh nur etfort:. fov the
Demccratic Natinonal Committee, to our wock on the Lcnatorial cuam=
paigns of Packwond, Bayh, floltzman, Culver and Mcliovecn and our
work with the Kennedy fovr President Cormittee, wue have gained
significant insights into the best, mont efficient ways to build
and resolicit a donor base (or candidatos,

In addition to our creative and manaqement expecicnce with regarerd
to political campaigns, we have developed an enviable track
record of producing the mailings at costs beneficial to our
clients. This i3 made possible by the volume of printing and
mailing we do when "ganqing® our weekly production requirements.

Because of our unique position and capacity to produce the sort

of mailings you contemplate for the Andecson Committee, we proposc _
to provide the following services:

l. Consult with you on the desiyn and impleomentation of a direct
mail test to determine the brecadth and intensity of donor sup-
port for the Anderson candidacy.

2., We will work with you on creating the puckage, uand seleccinn
the mailing lists.

3. we will serve as your aqent foc Lhe Lidding, puachasing
suypervision of production scrvices ot the tosl g Lang,

aned




we will supervise the cashiering, ntatistical compiiation and
analysis of the mailing returns, “iviag you a prom ¢ veport on
the results along with our recHmmeabi iong far cant (nuat iomn
should the teast warrant such contrawataon,

In return for thesc servicaes srave:r, Malhwews, Lugth and
Company will chavge MoLt IPntovprises o foe of "mr t houssandd
rieces into the mail,

In addition to our fec we will pas:. slong tH Mol Eateepeisnes
the invoices from the vendory who uapply the mailing. As is
our practice we will provide you with a tixcd=cost estimate of
each componcnt part before productiovon commences and we will
not commit Mott Enterprises to any work uatil we have veee izl
your signed authorization. When the L1nvolces are roecej ved
trom the vendors we will check them aqainst their nids and
pass them along to you for dircct payment without the custo-
mary agency markup.

This agyreement becomes ceffective upon tae date of cxecutuvm of
voth parties and may be cancelled by cither party upon weitten
notice.

Wwe look forward to working with you on this important project.

ACCEPTED ON BEIALF OF CRAVER, MATHIEWS, OMUTH AND COMPPANY RY:

Title

ACCERTED ON BEHALF OF MOTT ENTEHRPRILES

v
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o
ar
-

AILle TRYE

(2lease sign both copies of thisg aqgreenent, retawniag one Lot
vyodr tiles and returning one to Craver, Matnews, Smith and
company. Thank you.)







. L

| ‘ B FeDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
‘ ( s\‘ ; WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463
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July 7, 1981

HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

RE: MUR 1333
Dear Mr. Kamenar:

The Office of General Counsel is in receipt of your
written request of July 1, 1981, for an extension of time
for compliance with the subpoenas sent to you and
Ms. Dwyer in the above-captioned matter. Your request
that the documents be provided by July 15, 1981, and that
depositions be postponed until July 22, 1981, is granted.
However, no further extensions will be granted with
respect to these subpoenas.

If you have any questions, please contact
Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,
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Charles N. Steele //

enneth A, Gros
Associate General Counsel




4 \ FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
“ \‘ i WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463
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HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

MUR 1333 «fcr"l 7/3/

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

The Office of General Counsel is in receipt of your
written request of July 1, 1981, for an extension of time
for compliance with the subpoenas sent to you and
Ms. Dwyer in the above-captioned matter. Your request
that the documents be provided by July 15, 1981, and that
depositions be postponed until July 22, 1981, is granted.
However, no further extensions will be granted with
respect to these subpoenas.

If you have any questions, please contact
Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter,
at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

<«
-
Lap )
194
™M
™M
(e
<
o
o
e

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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LAWOPRICES
PAUL D. KAMENAR
1018 FIFTEENTH STREET, N.W.
SUITE 1100
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008

208) 398-0038
July 1, 1981

HAND-DELIVER

Jonathin Levin
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
RE: MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Levin:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation yesterday, this
is to request that the return dates for the subpoenas and
depositions be changed to July 15 and 22 respectively.

I learned yesterday that Ms. Dwyer's mother had died
last week and she has been out of town since then and will
not return to New York until next week. Also, Mr. Mott has
not been able to complete his search for relevant documents and
needs additional time to check several locations in both
Washington, D.C. and New York.

It is further understood that all parties reserve all
rights in the premises.

Very truly yours,

”?abﬂi:wg
Paul D. Kamenar

cc: Charles N. Steele, Esq.




LAW OFFICES
PAUL D. KAMENAR
mxggnmmc STREET, N.W.
SUITE 1100
WASHINGTON, 0.C. 20005
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%‘; WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

June 29, 1981
HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

This is to advise you that requests for extension of
tine must be made in writing. However, the Office of
General Counsel is treating your letter of June 23, 1981,
as such a request and is granting the request. Therefore,
the documents ordered to be produced by your clients in
our letter of June 18, 1981, are due in this office on
July 1, 1981, and the depositions referred to in our
letter are to be held on July 8, 198l.

It you have any questions, please contact Jonathan
Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 523-4039.

harles N. Steele
neral Counsel




a |  PAUL D. KAMENAR
: 1018 FIFTEENTH STREET, N.W.
~ SUTE 2100
= WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006
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June 23, 1981

Jonathan Levin

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

Re: MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Levin:

This is to confirm our telephone conversation of this
date that the return dates for the subpoenas and depositions

of Mr. Mott and Ms. Daphne have been changed to July 1 and
July 8 respectively.

It is also understood that all parties reserve all
rights in the premises.

Further, for your information, this is to advise that
with respect to item (c¢) in Mr. Mott's subpoena, that he does

not have covies of the radio advertisements that the Commission
requests.

Very truly yours,
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LAW OFFICES
PAUL D. KAMENAR
1015 FIFTEENTH STREET, N.W.
SUITE 1100
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20005

Jonathin Levin

Federal ElectionCommission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, D C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER 000/
MAY 28, 1981

REFERRAL OF LETTER REGARDING MUR 1333

The attached letter regarding a recommendation to quash
was received in Chairman McGarry's office and then

forwarded to the Secretary of the Commission. It is

\
¥

provided for your action.
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Attachment:

Letter from Paul D. Kamenar
Dated May 26, 1981
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May 26, 1981

John Warren McGarry

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

v 82avk |

Re: MUR 1333

ke

Dear Mr. McGarry:

On behalf of Daphne W. Dwyer, II and Stewart R. Mott,
I hereby request that the subpoenas issued to them last
week which were signed by you on May 12 be quashed.

This request is being made pursuant to FEC regulation
11 C.F.R. § 111.15 which expressly provide for the opportunity
for any person to whom a subpoena is directed to apply to
the Commission to quash or modify that subpoena. The grounds
for this request are as follows:

This MUR 1333 was initiated by the Commission alleging that
Stewart Mott may have violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and
44la(a) (3). As you know, last December 1980, we submitted a
detailed rebuttal to those charges including an affidavit by Mr.
Mott which were dispositive of the issues. For over five
months, no response was forthcoming from the FEC as to the sufficiency
of that rebuttal. Instead, Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer are served
with a broadly worded subpoena seeking voluminous documents and
seeking to take the deposition of both Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer.
Please notify us what information provided you in our December
submission was not adequate and why you cannot dismiss this action
based on that information.

(o]
wn
~
o
™
e ]
©
T
C
N
"

Since the information already provided indicates that no
violation took place of § 44la(a) (1) (A) and § 44la(a) (3), there
is no further need to pursue this matter. Any further inquiry
appears to be designed to obtain information that is outside the
subject matter jurisdiction of the FEC.

cc: Charles N. Steele
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May 26, 1981

John Warren McGarry

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

PO sho L20WNW |

Re: MUR 1333

Dear Mr. McGarry:

On behalf of Daphne W. Dwyer, II and Stewart R. Mott,
I hereby request that the subpoenas issued to them last
week which were signed by you on May 12 be quashed.

This request is being made pursuant to FEC regulation
11 C.F.R. § 111.15 which expressly provide for the opportunity
for any person to whom a subpoena is directed to apply to
the Commission to quash or modify that subpoena. The grounds
for this request are as follows:

This MUR 1333 was initiated by the Commission alleging that
Stewart Mott may have violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and
44la(a) (3). As you know, last December 1980, we submitted a
detailed rebuttal to those charges including an affidavit by Mr.
Mott which were dispositive of the issues. Por over five
months, no response was forthcoming from the FEC as to the sufficiency
of that rebuttal. Instead, Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer are served
with a broadly worded subpoena seeking voluminous documents and
seeking to take the deposition of both Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer.
Please notify us what information provided you in our December
submission was not adequate and why you cannot dismiss this action
based on that information.

Since the information alrcady provided indicates that no
violation took place of § 44la(a) (1) (A) and § 44la(a) (3), there
is no further nced to pursuc this matter. Any further inquiry
appears to be designed to obtain information that is outside the
subject matter jurisdiction of the PEC.

’ Very ly yours,

Paul Qkamenar

cc: Charles N. Steele
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

June 18, 1981

HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

washington, D.C. 20005

MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

This is to inform you that, on Junell, 1981, the
Commission voted to deny your motion to quash subpoenas
for documents and deposition sent to Stewart R. Mott and

Daphne W. Dwyer, II. A copy of the Commission's denial
order is enclosed.

Because the motion to quash has been denied, Mr. Mott
and Ms. Dwyer are ordered to provide the copies of the
documents listed in the subpoenas for documents issued
on May 12, 1981, and to appear for depositions pursuant
to subpoenas also issued on May 12, 1981. The documents
are to be submitted to the Office of General Counsel of
the Federal Election Commission by the close of business,
June 24, 198l1. Ms. Dwyer is ordered to appear for deposition
at the Javits Federal Euilding, 26 Federal Plaza, Room 1400,
New York, New York, on July 1, 1981, at 9:00 a.m. Mr. Mott

is ordered to appear at the same location on the same date
at 2:00 p.m.

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan
Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
) MUR 1333
Stewart R. Mott )

COMMISSION ORDER
The May 26, 1981, motion to quash subpoenas issued
to Stewart R. Mott and Daphne W. Dwyer, II, are denied.
The Office of General Counsel is authorized to take all
necessary and proper steps to ensure compliance with

the subpoenas.

June 16, 1981

Date cGarry, rman
ral Election Commission

ATTEST:

Targerce 2. Emmena

Marjorfe W. Emmons _
Secrdt/ary to the Commission
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HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

washingten, D.C. 20005

Res MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

This is to inform you that, on June 11, 1981, the
Conmission voted to deny your motion to gquash subpoenas
for documents and deposition sent to Stewart R. Mott and
Daphne W. Dwyer, II. A copy of the Commission's denial
order is enclosed.

Because the motion to guash has been denied, Mr. Mott
and Ms. Dwyer are ordered to provide the copies of the
docurnents listed in the subpoenas for documents issued
on May 12, 1981, and to appear for depositions pursuant
to subpoenas also issued on May 12, 198l. The documents
are to be subnitted to the Office of General Counsel of
the Federal Election Commission by the close of business,

+ 1981. Ms, Dwyer is ordered to appear for deposition
at
on . 1981, at « Mr. Mott is ordered to appear
at the same location on the same date at .

If you have any qguestions, please contact Jonathan ﬂéé&h@y
Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N, bteele
General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CHARLES STEELE \QQ/
FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER&?‘:*
DATE: JUNE 16, 1981

SUBJECT: COMMISSION ORDER REGARDING MUR 1333

The attached Commission Order, which was Commission
aporoved on June 11, 1981 by a vote of 6-0, has been signed

and sealed this date.
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Attachment:
Order (1)




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

Stewert R. Mott MUR 1333

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on June 11, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the
following actions regarding MUR 1333:

l. Deny the motion to quash the
subpoenas for documents and
depositions.

Approve the letter to counsel

for Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer as
attached to the General Counsel's
June 3, 1981 Report.

Authorize the General Counsel

to initiate a civil action
against these witnesses, pursuant
to 2 U.S.C. §437d(b), should they
decline to comply with the
subpoenas.

Commissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Reiche, Thomson
and Tiernan voted affirmatively in this matter.

Attest:

Y7, . W pmene

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 6-9-81, 9:30
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 6-9-81,11:00




June 9, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson
SUBJECT: MUR 1333

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

Attachment

cc: Levin
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June 3, 1981

In the Matter of )

)  MUR 1333 LN
Stewart R. Mott ) SENsul

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT IN OPPOSITION TO

MOTION ON BEHALF OF STEWART R. MOTT AND

DAPHNE W. DWYER, II, TO QUASH SUBPOENAS

On May 12, 1981, the Commission issued subpoenas for
documents and for deposition to respondent Stewart R. Mott
and to Daphne W. Dwyer, II, in connection with its investi-
gation of possible in-kind contributions by Mr. Mott to
the presidential candidacy of John B. Anderson in excess
ot the limits of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a)(l)(A) and 441a(a)(3)-.
Mr. Mott is a respondent in this matter, and Ms. Dwyer
is President of Mott Enterprises, a corporation which
received compensation from the Anderson for President
Committee while Mr. Mott made expenditures in support of
Mr. Anderson's candidacy.
On May <7, 1981, the Commission received a motion

to quash the subpoenas from Paul Kamenar who is representing
both Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer. Mr. Kamenar states that a
detailed rebuttal to the Commission's finding of reason to
believe that Mr. Mott had violated sections 44la(a)(1)(A)
and 44la(a)(3) was filed in December, 1980, and maintains
that the rebuttal was dispositive of the matter. He
proceeas to state that, instead of issuing a response as

to the sutficiency of the rebuttal, the Commission, more
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than five months after the submission of the rebuttal, 1sluid
a "broadly worded subpoena seeking voluminous documents® and
seeking to take depositions. Mr. Kamenar wishes to know what
information provided by him was not adequate and why this
matter cannot be dismissed based on the information already
provided. He finally contends that any further inquiry into
this matter is aimed at gathering information that is "outside
the subject matter jurisdiction®"™ of the Commission.

The fact that five months passed between the time that
a rebuttal was received and subpoenas were sent out is partially
due to an attempt by this office to pursue this matter by
recommending a reason to believe finding against the Anderson
tor President Committee and the sending of interrogatories to
the Committee. This approach was rejected by the Commission
and, instead, the Commission expressed an interest in pursuing
the investigation through the process of deposing Mr. Mott
and persons acting on his behalf or associated with Mott
Enterprises.

bespite Mr. Kamenar's claim that his rebuttal was dis-
positive of the issues, the denials of coordination between
Mr. Mott and the Anderson campaign were largely conclusory.
Statements were made that contacts occurred between Mr. Mott
or his staff and Mr. Anderson or the Anderson campaign staff
and that none of these contacts related either to services

provided by Mott Enterprises or to Mr. Mott's expenditures.




However, the rebuttal did not disclose what was stated
during such contacts.

Although Mr. Kamenar characterizes the subpoenas

for documents as “"broadly worded"™ and "seeking voluminous

documents,” the subpoenas were drafted with the intent
to obtain specific information relevant to the Commission's
inquiry. Some of the documents requested may provide
evidence of contacts between Mr. Mott or his staff and
Mr. Anderson or his campaign staff. Other documents may
provide information passing between Mott Enterprises and
the Anderson campaign which may have been conveyed to Mr.
Mott. Other documents subpoenaed may provide evidence of a
similarity between the radio advertisements paid for by Mr.
Mott and the texts of the mailings mailed through the
services of Mott Enterprises. 1In this way, we can determine
whether or not Mr. Mott had any involvement with the Mott
Enterprises—-Anderson campaign transaction and thus had
sufficient contact with the Anderson campaign to negate the
independence of his expenditures. Finally, the documents
requested may provide us with names of persons to depose
other than Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer.

Mr. Kamenar's assertion that any further inquiry appears
designed to obtain information outside the Commission's subject
matter jurisdiction is without foundation. The determination

as to whether or not expenditures expressly advocating the




election of a presidential candidate actually constituted
contributions subject to the limits of 2 U.S5.C. §§ 44la(a)(l)(A)
and 44la(a)(3) is clearly within the subject matter jurisdiction
of the Commission. Through the documents requested and the
taking of depositions, we are attempting to obtain information
which will enable us to make a further determination with

respect to the expenditures in question.

Recommendation

The General Counsel recommends that the Commission deny
the motion to quash the subpoenas for documents and depositions
and approve the attached letter to counsel for Mr. Mott and
Ms. Dwyer. It is further recommended that the Commission
authorize the General Counsel to initiate a civil action
against these witnesses, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(b),

should they decline to comply with the subpoenas.

Charles N.
General Counsel

Attachments

1. Motion to quash on behalf of Stewart R. Mott and Daphne
W. Dwyer, II.

2. Subpoenas for documents and deposition, approved by the

Commission on May 12, 1981.




Proposed denial order.

Proposed letter to Paul Kamenar, attorney for

Mott and Ms. Dwyer.
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PAUL D. KAMENAR M\ 7
1018 FIFTEENTH STRELT, N.W.
SUITE 1100

WASHINGTON, 0.C. 200SMAY 28 Al0: 0

May 26, 1981

John Warren McGarry

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Re: MUR 1333

ke

Dear Mr. McGarry:

On behalf of Daphne W. Dwyer, II and Stewart R. Mott,
I hereby request that the subpoenas issued to them last
week which were signed by you on May 12 be quashed.

This request is being made pursuant to FEC regulation
11 C.F.R. § 111.15 which expressly provide for the opportunity
for any person to whom a subpoena is directed to apply to
the Commission to quash or modify that subpoena. The grounds
for this request are as follows:

This MUR 1333 was initiated by the Commission alleging that
Stewart Mott may have violated 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a) (1) (A) and
441la(a) (3). As you know, last December 1980, we submitted a
detailed rebuttal to those charges including an affidavit by Mr.
Mott which were dispositive of the issues. For over five
months, no response was forthcoming from the FEC as to the sufficiency
of that rebuttal. Instead, Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer are served
with a broadly worded subpoena seeking voluminous documents and
seeking to take the deposition of both Mr. Mott and Ms. Dwyer.
Please notify us what information provided you in our December
submission was not adequate and why you cannot dismiss this action
based on that information.
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Since the information already provided indicates that no
violation took place of § 44la(a) (1) (A) and § 441la(a) (3), there
is no further need to pursue this matter. Any further inquiry
appears to be designed to obtain information that is outside the
subject matter jurisdiction of the FEC.

- y yours,

cc: Charles N. Steele




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

Stewart R. Mott
515 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered to
provide copies of the following documents to the Commission
which pertain to the Commission's investigation of a possible
violation of 2 U.S.C. §44la(a)(l)(A) and 44la(a)(3) by
yourself, Stewart R. Mott:

(a) All correspondence or other written
communication between you, your agents,
or your employees and John Anderson,
the Anderson for President Committee,
or any agents or employees of or
volunteers for John Anderson, the
Anderson for President Committee, or
the Anderson primary campaign.

All correspondence or other written
conmunication, including memoranda

or notes, between you and any director,
officer, or employee of Mott Enterprises
pertaining to any transaction between

Mott Enterprises and the Anderson primary
campaign and any transaction between Mott
Enterprises and Craver, Mathews, Smith & Co.
referring to services to the Anderson
primary campaign.

Transcripts of all radio advertisements on
behalf of the presidential candidacy of
John Anderson paid for by you.

Notice is hereby given that these materials must be

submitted to the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. by the

close. of business June 3, 198%- H}%C/l"’(/f'f -l = P /Opé




na to Stewart R. Mott

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission
has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., on this 12th

day of May, 198l.

Fedkral Election Commission

e W. Emmons
ry to the Commission




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination

Stewart R. Mott
515 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered
to appear for deposition in connection with the Commission's
ihvestigation of possible violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a)
(1)(A) and 44la(a)(3) by yourself, Stewart R. Mott.

Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be
taken at the Jacob K. Javits Federal Bldg., 26 Federal Plaza, Rm.
N.Y.,N.Y. at 2:00 p.m.on June 16,1981, and any and all
dates adjourned to by the Commission.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Flection Commission

has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., on this 12€h

day of May ., 198l.

arren McGarry, Chairma
Feddral Election Commission

ATTEST:

M ‘fdéﬂ]mm/

Marjoft Emmons
Secret ry to the Commission
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

Daphne W. Dwyer, II, President
Mott Enterprises, Inc.

515 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered
to provide copies of the following documents to the
Commission which pertain to the Commission's investigation
of a possible violation of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a)(1l)(A) and
44la(a)(3) by Stewart R. Mott:

(a) All correspondence or other written
communication, including letters, memoranda,
bills, and invoices, between you, or any
director, officer, or employee of Mott
Enterprises, and John Anderson, the Anderson
for President Committee, or any agent or
employee of or volunteer for John Anderson,
the Anderson for President Committee, or

the Anderson primary campaign.

(b) All correspondence or other written
communication, including letters, memoranda,
bills, and invoices, between vou or any
director, officer, or employee of Mott Enter-
prises, and Craver, Mathews, Smith & Co.
referring to services for the Anderson for
President Committee.

(c) Copies of the texts of all solicitations
and other mailings for the Anderson primary
campaign that were produced or mailed through
the services of Mott Enterprises.
Notice is herebyv aiven that these materials must be
submitted to the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. by the

close of business June 3, 1981.

Q—-p.4 of &6




.~&gﬁ§6éhl to Daphne W. Dwyer, II
Page 2

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

\

Commission has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C.,

on this 12th day of May , 1981.

Garry, Chalrman
Election Commission
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Yo

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination

T0: Daphne W. Dwyer, II, President
Mott Enterprises, Inc.
515 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered
to appear for deposition as a witness in connection
with the Commission's investigation of possible violations
of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44l1la(a)(1l)(A) and 44la(a)(3) by
Stewart R. Mott.
Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be
taken at the Jacob K. Javits Federal Building, 26 Federal Plaza, Room
1400, New York, N.Y. at 9:00 a.m. on June 16, 1981, and any and all
dates adjourned to by the Commission. g
WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission

has hereunto set ‘his hand at Washington, D.C., on this 12th

day of May , 1981.

Feqeral Election Commission

ATTEST:

' - ,4/7
M@ax» fd/ (a7l 7w~

Marjo W. Emmons
Secre Yy to the Commission




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )

) MUR 1333
Stewart R. Mott )

COMMISSION ORDER
The May 26, 1981, motion to quash subpoenas issued
to Stewart R. Mott and Daphne W. Dwyer, II, are denied.
The Office of General Counsel is authorized to take all

necessary and proper steps to ensure compliance with

the subpoenas.

John Warren McGarry, Chairman
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:
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Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

HAND DELIVERED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

This is to inform you that, on June , 1981, the
Commission voted to deny your motion to quash subpoenas
for documents and deposition sent to Stewart R. Mott and
Daphne W. Dwyer, II. A copy of the Commission's denial
order is enclosed.

Because the motion to quash has been denied, Mr. Mott
and Ms. Dwyer are ordered to provide the copies of the
documents listed in the subpoenas for documents issued
on May 12, 1981, and to appear for depositions pursuant
to subpoenas also issued on May 12, 1981. The documents
are to be submitted to the Office of General Counsel of
the Federal Election Commission by the close of business,

, 1981. Ms. Dwyer is ordered to appear for deposition
at -
on . 1981, at . Mr. Mott is ordered to appear
at the same location on the same date at 3

If you have any questions, please contact Jonathan
Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

,4 7‘7/0(/1 hnﬂ‘ 4




S \ B FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
(‘s ‘ , WASHINGTON,D.C. 20463

'Ju'hl""/

May 18, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Paul D. Kamenar, Esquire
1015 Fifteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: MUR 1333

Dear Mr. Kamenar:

Pursuant to the investigation being conducted with
respect to possible violations of 2 U.S.C. § 44la(a)(1l)(A)
and 44la(a)(3) by your client, Stewart R. Mott, the
Commission has issued the attached subpoenas which require
Mr. Mott to produce copies of certain documents by June 3,
1961, and to appear and give sworn testimony on June 16, 198l1.

Please confirm Mr. Mott's scheduled deposition
appearance with Jonathan Levin on our toll free line
(800-424-9530) or 202-523-4039 within ten days of your
receipt of this notification.

It you have any questions, please direct them to
Mr. Levin, the attorney assigned to this matter, at
202-523-4039.
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Chgf{es/

General Counsel

Enclosures

Subpoena for Copies of bocuments
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SUBPOENA

Stewart R. Mott
515 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered to
provide copies of the following documents to the Commission
which pertain to the Commission's investigation of a possible
violation of 2 U.S.C. S§44la(a){(l)(A) and 44la(a)(3) by

yourself, Stewart R. Mott:

(a) All correspondence or other written
communication between you, your agents,
or your employees and John Anderson,
the Anderson for President Committee,
or any agents or employees of or
volunteers for John Anderson, the
Anderson for President Committee, or
the Anderson primary campaign.

All correspondence or other written
communication, including memoranda

or notes, between you and any director,
officer, or employee of Mott Enterprises
pertaining to any transaction between

Mott Enterprises and the Anderson primary
campaign and any transaction between Mott
Enterprises and Craver, Mathews, Smith & Co.
referring to services to the Anderson
primary campaign.

Transcripts of all radio advertisements on
behalf of the presidential candidacy of
John Anderson paid for by you.
Notice is hereby given that these materials must be
submitted to the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. by the

close. of business June 3, 1981.




na to Stewart R. Mott

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission
has hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., on this 1l2th
day of May, 1981. )

Fedéral Election Commission

e W. Emmons
ry to the Commission
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Appear for Deposition Upon Oral Examination

TO: Stewart R. Mott
515 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Matter Under Review 1333

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission,
pursuant to 2 U.S.C. § 437d(a)(4), you are hereby ordered

to appear for deposition in connection with the Commission's

investigation of possible violations of 2 U.S.C. §§ 44la(a)

3 8

(1)(A) and 441a(a)(3) by yourself, Stewart R. Mott.

Notice is hereby given that the deposition is to be
taken at the Jacob K. Javits Federal Bldg., 26 Federal Plaza, Rm. 1400,
N.Y.,N.Y. at 2:00 p.m.on June 16,1981, and any and al