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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WVWIINC ON I).C. 20463

March 27, 1981

(CL<T11I L'L MAIL

RL'.L'URN hLCEI1P REQUESTED

iucliard ii. Jones
Mililer, Laiifield, Paddock

and btone
Waoeek building
birmingham, M1 48012

Re: MUR 1337

Dear fNir. Jones:

On iqovember 10, 1980, the Commission notified your
clients, br. John X. Jamrich, President of Northern
Nictiican University, Dr. Norman flefke, Dean of Students
ur Lle University, arid Nark Strong, President of the As-
S]ociated Students of Northern MIichigan University, of a
coiaipaiiit leqinq that they had violated certain sections
ut the L-eoeral Llection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

Tile C ccrlission, on Narch 24, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-
ication provided by Mr. Strong, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its
tile in this matter. This matter will become a part of the
p ublic record within 30 days.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

cc: Dr. John X. Jamrich
Dr. Norman hefke
Mr. Mark Strong



CE~IRT HD AIL,
RETURV IECEI REQUESTLD

Richard A. Jones
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone';
Wabeek building

0 birmingbam, 41 48012

Re: tIUIR 1337

Dear Mr. Joness

On ovember 10, 1980, the Conmission notified your
clients, Dr. John X. Jamrich, President of Northern
Michigan University, Dr. Norman liefke, Dean of Students
of the University, and Mark Strong, i resident of the As-
sociated 6tudents of Northern Michigan University, of a
complaint alleging that they had violated certain sections

C of the Federal Llection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

" Tue Commission, on ?arch 24, 1981, determined that
COon the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-

mation provided by you, there is no reason to believe that
a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

cc: Dr. John X. Jamrich
Dr. Norman JOefke
Mr. ark Strong

JT/dm 03/25/81
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FEDE RAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASIINC 10N, D( 20461

March 27, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John A. Hfowes
Bob Davis For Congress Committee
P.O. Box 189
Gaylord, Michigan 49735

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Hiowes:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of

a complaint alleging that the Bob Davis For Congress Com-

mittee had violated certain sections of the Federal

Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amenoed.

The Commission, on March 24, 1981, determined that

on the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-

mation provided by you, there is no reason to believe that

a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been

committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in

this matter. This matter will become a part of the public

record within 30 days.

General Counsel



CETIFIEL MAIL

John A. owes
Bob Davis For Congress Cotiittee
P.o. Box 189
Gaylord, Michigan 49735

R~e MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Howes:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that the Bob Davis For Congress Com-
mittee had violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March 24, 1981, determined that
Qn the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-
mation provided ky you, there is no reason to believe that
a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

JT/dm 03/25/81

f#R .



n I FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W,,,F1N(.C1-)N,) . 20403

March 27, 1981

CLWRL"IF1LL MAIL
R-,'.URN RLCLIPT' kLQUES IED

'Iru flonorable Robert Davis
i224 Lonjwortn House Office Builaing
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 1337

Ucar Corigressmaan Davis:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of
u coimpIaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
ot the Feaeral Lection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

h'lle Colmh1ission, on March 24, 1981, determined that
on the basis o the information in the complaint and infor-
iiiation provided by your conimmittee, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been cmmitted. Accordingly, the Commission closed its
tile in this iatter. This matter will become a part of the
,)ui)11c record within 30 days.

General Counsel



CERTIFIED MAIL
IRLTUIU RECLIPT RLULSTLD

The Ulonorable Robert Davis
1224 Longworth Htouse Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Re: MUR 1337

CDear Congressman Davis:

On November 10, 1980, the Comraission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on March 24, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-
mation provided by you, there is no reason to believe that
a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been

C comitted. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter. This matter will become a part of the public

--l record within 30 days.

00 Sincerely,

Charles . Steele
General Counsel

JT/dm 03/25/81



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WANHINCI)N. 1) 2046 1

March 27, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN PECEIPT REQUESTED

William R. Smith, Chairman
Marquette County Democratic Party
400 E. Crescent Street
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: MUR 1337

C Dear Mr. Smith:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-

legations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and

determined that on the basis of the information provided

in your complaint and information provided by the respon-

dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file

in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a

-- complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(8).

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

Ch rl-es-N'" SteE
General Counsel



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RE9UESTED

William R. Smith, Chairman
Martjette County Democratic Party
400 E. Crescent Street
Mar uette, MI 49855

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Smith:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-

leqations of your complaint dated Hovernber 3, 1980 and

C." determined that on the basis of the information provided

in your complaint and information provided 
by the respon-

CT dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file

in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a

complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(8).

Should additional information come to your attention which

you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file

a complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.

437q(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. 5 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

JT/dmm 01/16/81
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\AAONIN,I )C( 204bl

March 27, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT PEQUESTED

Geraldine DeFant, Chairperson
Fleventh District Democratic Party
815 W. College Avenue
Mar(uette, MI 49855

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Ms. DeFant:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
leqations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordinqly, the Commission has decided to close the file
in this matter. The Federal Election Campaiqn Act allows a
complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

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

General Counsel
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REgUESTED

Geraldine D*Fant, Chairperson
Eleventh District Democratic Party
815 W. College Avenue
Marguette, MI 49855

Res MUR 1337

Dear Ms. DeFants

The Federal Election Com'ission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided

in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
C" dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

C
Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file

ga in this matter. The Federal Election Campaiqn Act allows a

complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(8).

Should additional information come to your attention which

you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file
a complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.
S 437g(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

JT/dmm 01/16/81



FE- DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WVAMIINCTON, D C, 20401

March 27, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIl,
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

!1. David Ant'ony
0orrity Por Congress Committee
P.O. Box 212
Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Anthony:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the ai-

iegations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and

determined that on the basis of the information provided

in your complaint and information provided by the respon-

dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal Flection Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file

- in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a

complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(8).

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

a complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 [].S.C.

5 437q(a)(1) and i C.F.R. § 111.4.

General Counsel



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

ri. David Anthony
Dorrity For Congress Committee
P.O. Box 212

do Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

CRe: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Anthony:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated r!ovember 3, 190 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided

C in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal lection Carpaiqn Act of 1971, as amended

(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordinqly, the Commission has decided to close the file
in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a
complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.3.C. S 437q(a)(8).

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

S incerely,

Charles V. Steele
General Counsel

JT/dmm 01/16/81



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of )
MUR 1337

Congressman Bob Davis )
Bob Davis for Congress )
Northern Michigan University )
Dr. Norman Hefke
Associated Students of Northern Michigan )

University )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

C Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 24, 1981,

the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

following actions regarding MUR 1337:

1. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the
Bob Davis for Congress violated
2 U.S.C. § 441d and 11 C.F.R.

" §110.11.

2. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE Congressman
Davis violated S 441d and 11 C.F.R.
Sii0.ii.

3. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE that the
Associated Students of Northern Michigan
University violated the Act.

4. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE Northern
Michigan University violated the Act.

5. Find NO REASON TO BELIEVE Dr. Norman Hefke
violated the Act.

Continued



CERTIFICATION
MUR 1337
First General Counsel's Report
Dated March 17, 1981

Page 2

6. Send the letters as attached to the
First General Counsel's Report dated
March 17, 1981.

7. CLOSE THE FILE.

Camissioners Aikens, Harris, McGarry, Thcmson, and Tiernan

voted affirmatively for the decision; Ccmmissioner Reiche abstained.

Attest:

e') I

~24ii~
Date Marjorie W. Emmons

Secretary of the Ccmission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 3-17-81, 1:41
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 3-18-81, 11:00
Objection Filed. Placed on March 24, 1981 agenda
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WA 1IlN( 1()N, I)( 2046)1

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER/je

DATE: MARCH 20, 1981

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1337, First General Counsel's
Report; Received in OCS, 3-17-81, 1:41

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 11:00, March 18, 1981.

Conmissioner Reiche submitted an objection at 11:06,

March 20, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

Agenda for March 24, 1981.



Narth 17, 1981

MEMORANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons

FROM: Elissa T. Garr

SUBJECT: MUR 1337

Please have the attached First GC Report distributed

to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis. Thank you.



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K Street, N.W.

Washinqton, D.C. 20463

FIRST (GENERAI., COUNSEL'S RE.O1*A~P l' P I" 41

I)ATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL
BY 0GC'C) TiO E COMMISSION _ i/

COMPIIAINANTS' NAMES:

IRESPONI)ENTS' NAMES:

RELEVANT STATUTE: 12

INTERNAL REPORTS CHlECKED:

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED:

MUR # 1337
DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC: .i/07/80
STAFF MEMBER:
Judy Thedford

Wiltiam R. ";,mith, Chairman of Marquette
County Democratic Party

Geraldine Del'ant, Chairperson, Eleventh
District Democratic Party

M. David Anthony, Dorrity For Victory
Committee

Congressman Bob Davis, Bob Davis for
Congress, Northern Michigan University,
Dr. Norman llefke, Associated Students
of Northern Michigan University

U.S.C. § 44tid, 2 U.S.C. § 43-(8)

Bob )avis For Conqress - 1980
30 Day Post Election Report

N/A

SUMMARY OF A, LEGATIONS

A complaint (Attachment I) filed jointly by M. David Anthony,
representative for Dorrity Victory Committee, Geraldine DeFant,
chairperson for the Eleventh District Democratic Party, and
William R. Smith, chairman of Marquette County Democratic
Party, alleged that Congressman Davis violated 11 C.F.R. S 100.4
(a)iii[sic] in regard to certain contributions and 11 C.F.R.
§ il0.ila[sicl in regard to communications and advertising.l/

i/ The Regulations cited by the complainants appear to be the
Regulations effective as of May 1, 1977 which interpreted the
1976 Amendments to the Act.



-2-

The alleqations are based on a November I communication,
attached to the complaint, which is a sample ballot of seven
state questions mnd nine local questions. Printed on the
ballot is a stiitement, "This Copy of the Ballot Proposals
is provided by (niqressman BOB DAVIS and in association with
the Associated ;t udents of Northern Michigan university
(ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.)" Also printed on the ballot is
the name "Davis" which is repeated many times so as to
encircle the ballot.

The complaint states that the mailing is a political
document in that it indicated sponsorship of the document
on behalf of Congressman Davis and Davis's name appeared
on the document approximately 188 times. The document is
further described by the complainants as failinq to bear a
disclaimer stating that it was authorized and paid for by
Congressman Davis or a committee on his behalf; or that it
was authorized or paid for by another party.

The complaint also alleges that the communication was
mailed under a non-profit organization bulk mailing permit
issued to Northern Michigan University ("NMU") and, that
(jummed labels and envelopes with NMU's return address were
Spupplied and used in the mailing. An envelope bearing the
printed return address of IIMU was attached to the complaint.

Therefore, the complainants allege that the supplying of
gjummed labels and envelopes by NMU Student Association, and the
failure of the mailing to indicate the source of funds which
financed the mailing constitute violations of ii C.F.R. S 100.4
(a)iii and ; 110.1a.2/

Copies of the complaint were sent to all persons named in
the complaint on November 10, 1980.

II. Evidence:

On November 19, 1980, the Bob Davis for Congress (the "Com-
mittee") responded to the complaint (Attachment II). The
response addressed each violation alleged in the complaint
as follows:

- II C.F.R. § l00.4(a)iii was not violated as
this section defines "Federal Office";3/

2/ The citation of li C.F.R. § il0.ia appears to be a typographical
error and that § 110.11(a) was what complainants meant to cite.

3/ The Committee is referring to the Regulations revised as of
April i, 1980.



-3-

- 11 C.F.R. 1 l0.11a was not violated as the
brochure does not expressly advocate the
election of Congressman Davis, or solicited
support or contributions and is, therefore,
not a political document; and,

- 11 C.F.R. § 1l0.1a has no relationship to the
brochure.

The respondent committee explained the circumstances sur-
rounding the communication and revealed that it was to
provide information on proposals appearing on the Marquette
Michigan ballot; that the ballot stated, "This Copy of the
Ballot Proposals is provided by Congressman Bob Davis and in
association with the Associated Students of Northern Michigan
University."; and, that all expenses were paid for by the Bob
Davis for Congress. Copies of the Committee records were

C" submitted to demonstrate that the Committee paid all expenses;
and only voluntary labor was provided by NMU students in ac-
cordance with ii C.F.R. §00.7(b)(3).

Richard A. Jones responded for Dr. John X. Jamrich,
President of NMU, Dr. Norman Hefke, and Mark Strong. He stated
that his clients received a letter from the complainants which
informed them that they were not named respondents in the
complaint; and therefore, on that basis, no further action
should be taken (Attachment III).

Mark E. Strong, President of Associated Students of Northern
Michigan University ("ASNMU"), responded to the complaint on
November 20, 1980 (Attachment IV). His response presented the

ZO background of ASNMU and stated that their participation in
the printing of the ballot was to provide a service and information
to the students. Mr. Strong acknowledged that Congressman
Davis prepared, printed, and paid for the mailing. The response
confirmed that envelopes with an NMU return address were used
in the mailing and were provided by ASNMU. Under normal operating
procedures ASNMU has access to the envelopes. Congressman
Davis's staff reimbursed ASNMU for the envelopes and no student
or university money was used.

With regard to postage, Mr. Strong stated that the postage
was paid for by Congressman Davis's staff and explained the
non-profit stamp appearing on the envelopes. Specifically,
ASNMU was informed that the Permit #54 non-profit NMU stamp
could be used on the mailing; however, at a later date, the
students were informed by the post office that the non-profit
rate could not be used. Therefore, according to the Postmaster's
instructions, the "non-profit" was crossed off the first envelope
of every bundle of 50. The regular bulk rate was charged and paid
for by Congressman Davis's staff. In light of above explanation,
some envelopes, in fact, most, incorrectly bore the "non-profit"
stamp.
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Mr. Strong also acknowledged that the envelopes bore ad-
dress labels provided by ASNMU; however, Congressman Davis's staff
reimbursed NMU for the cost of the labels. Again, no student
or university money was spent.

The only contribution made by ASNMU was voluntary labor
to stuflf envelopes and distribute the pamphlet.

1i1. Legal Analysis:

As evidenced by the material submitted by Bob Davis for
Congress and Mark Strong, President of ASNMU, the communication
submitted by the complainant was paid for by the Committee.
Committee records were submitted which reflected payment of
printing, envelopes, address labels, and postage costs. The
ASNMU's response indicated that the non-profit postage stamp
appearing on the mailing was not used even though it appeared

C on the envelopes; that the normal bulk mailing rate was charged;
and paid for by Congressman Davis's committee. The ASNMU did
provide voluntary labor for stuffing the envelopes and distribu-
ting the pamphlet pursuant to Ii C.F.R. § 100.7. Therefore,
no contribution was made by ASFNMU or NMU to Davis' campaign.

2 U.S.C. § 441d and C.F.R. § l.t0.1l(a)(l) requires a dis-
claimer to be placed on a communication which expressly advocates
the election or defeat of a clearly identified candidate or which
solicits any contributions. The pamphlet at issue in this matter
does not solicit contributions. It is also the opinion of the
Office of General Counsel that the communication does not ex-
pressly advocate the election of Congressman Davis. No where
on the communication does it state that Davis is running for
election to Congress. Also, there are no phrases such as
"vote for" Congressman Davis on the communication. Thus, as
the communication is not a solicitation and does not expressly
advocate the election of Davis, there is no requirement that
a disclaimer be placed on the communication as prescribed by
2 U.S.C. § 441d.

However, even if the communication was advocating the
election of Congressman Bob Davis, the communication stated,
"This Copy of the Ballot Proposals is provided by Congressman
Bob Davis and in association with the Associated Students of
Northern Michigan University (ASNMU, Mark Strong, President)".
2 U.S.C. § 441d requires that if a candidate or his committee
pays for or authorizes a communication which expressly advocates
his election or solicits contributions, the communication
must clearly state that it was paid for by the candidate or
his committee. While the actual words "Paid for ... " did not
appear on the ballot, the "provided" imparts to the reader the
knowledge that the pamphlet was financed by Congressman Bob Davis.
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The Office of General Counsel recommends finding no reason
to believe that the Bob Davis for Conqress violated 2 U.S.C.

441i and it (.F.R. § 110.11 and that the Association Students
of NMU made a contribution to the Bob Davis for Conqress.

IV. Recomml:endA t ions:

I. Find no reason to believe that the Bob Dlavis for
Coneiress violated 2 U.S.C. § 441d and i C.F.R. [10.11.

2. Find no reason to believe Conqressman Daivis violated
441d 11 C.F.R. § ll0.li.

3. Find no reason to believe that the Associated Students
of Northern Michiqan University violated the Act.

4. Find no reason to believe Northern Michiqan University
violated the Act.

5. Find no reason to believe Dr. Norman lefke violated
the Act.

6. Send the attached letters.

7. Close the file.

Attachments:

I. Complaint
2. Committee Response
3. Jones Response
4. Stronq Response
5. Proposed letters (6)
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400 East Cresent
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- November 3, 1980

Federal Elections Commission
1325 "K" Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find a Federal Elections Conunission
Complaint with attached Exhibits for filing,--\ -

Thank you.

C PARTY

1 IIWIRS/ bc

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION 7"' / -

WASHINGTON, D.C.

(7 0 M P T, A I N T

THIS COMPLAINT is being filed against Congressman Robert

Davis of 220 W. Washington Street, Marquette, Michigan 49855, and is

filed by the Marquette County Democratic Party of 400 E. Crescent

Street, Marquette, Michigan 49855, The Eleventh District Democratic

Party, of 815 W. College Avenue, Marquette, Michigan 49855, and the

Dorrity for Victory Committee, of Post Office Box 212, Sault Ste.

Marie, Michigan 49783.

1. rhe above parties allege that Congressman Robert Davis

has violated Federal Election Commission regulations 100.4(a)iii in

regard to certain contributions and Section ll0.11a in regard to

communications and advertising.

2. That on information and belief on or about November 1st

a certain coimmunication attached as Exhibit A was mailed under a

non-profit organization bulk mailing permit issued to Northern

Michigan University and enclosed in an envelope bearing a printed

return address of Northern Michigan University, which is attached

hereto as Exhibit B.

3. That said mailing was a political document in that it

indicated sponsorship of the document on behalf of Congressman Bob

Davis and Congressman Robert Davis' name appeared on the document

approximately 188 times.

/ .



4. That the document bore no disclaimer indicating that

the document was authorized and paid for by Dob Davis or a committee

acting on his behalf or that it was unauthorized and paid by some

oLher party a. required by the regulation.

It is further alleged on information and belief that

certain gummed labels were supplied from the Data Processing Department

of Northern Michigan University and were used in regard to said mailing.

It is further alleged on information and belief that

certain envelopes bearing a printed return address of Northern Michigan

University were supplied and used in said mailing and constitute a

C contribution to said campaign under the Federal Elections Commission

regulations.

The source of information concerning the use of gummed

labels supplied by Northern Michigan University on information and

belief is Dr. Norman Hlefko, Dean of Students, Northern Michigan

University.
C

5. That all other information concerning the flier and

mailing of the same is based on the document itself together with

the envelope in which said document was contained.

6. That it is alleged that the supplying of gummed labels

and envelopes by the associated students of Northern Michigan Univer-

sity and the failure to indicate on Exhibit A the source of funds by

which the same was financed constitutes a *iolation of Section

100.4(a)iii and Section ll0.1a of the Federal Elections Commission

regulations.

Respectfully submitted,

DORRITY FOR VICTORY COIMITTEE

By:2 9
M. David Antnony, -

/ 1 Authorized RepreEtn-tive



ELEVENTH DISTRICT DEMOCRATIC PARTY

By: , . - - ,, .

Geraldine DeFant
Chai person

MARQIU UNT E O ICPARTY

C/hai rman

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
ss.

COUNTY OF MARQUETTE)

C

On this 3rd day of November, 1980, before me personally

came the above named, M. David Anthony, Geraldine DeFant and William

R. Smith, and made oath that they have read the foregoing Complaint

by them subscribed, and knows the contents thereof, and that the same

is true of their own knowledge, except as to the matters which are

therein stated to be on their information and belief, and as to those

matters they believe it to be true.

k_,~
Mry mamin Notary Public

Marquette C-0 ty, Michigan

my commission expires: May 28, 1984
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THIS IS AN EXACT COPY OF THE BALLOT PROPOSALS AS THEY WILL APPEAR ON THE OFFICIAL BALLOT FOR NiEMB 4.1lhO30 '
U)

I I I I I Ill ii I I I~i I , : ' . , .. . , ; . ' ' ."'.L ,PROPO 4L D', '' '

PROPOSAL TO DECREASEROPERTYTAXESNI NE YPES O

P ROPOSAL}AX IBIT A STEAD TAXES; 'TO REQUIRE 60% VOTER APPCOVAL rO RAISE STATE TAXES OR

A PROPOSAL TO MAKE LOCAL SCHOOL BOARDS RESPONSIBLE FOR SCHOOL PER. FEES; TO REQUIRE PARTIAL STATE REIMBURSE

O INCOME; TO LIMIT LEGISLATURE'S ABILITY TO cttANdE'
SONNEL AND PROGRAMS, TO REDUCE LOCAL PROPERTY TAX MAXIMUMS FOR OP- 'C TSEDITS OR CHANGE PER.PUPIL FORMUI.A. ,

ERATIONAL PURPOSES. TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL PROPERTY TAX PELIEF FOR The proposed amendmnt would. ,II

< SENIOR RETIREES, AND REQUIRE THE STATE TO RAISE REVENLIES NECESSARY 1. Prohibit noew types of homestead taxes, . , t YES 731

O FOR EQUAL PER-PUPIL FUNDING OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS. is o .' Prohibit no w or incesed state taxes without.:
The proposed amendment would: 3.P of thprove .

1. Make local school boards responsible for school persopnel and prograrl. 3. ProviEli for taxation of property by class. .

2. Reduce currenm mum property r county, townpnddutonl oprton4 Eliminate ctal property tax exemptions.

aeduc cur max mu. prop t r y educational oprton P , 5 Reduce approlsal of ali property to 2b% of 1978 vi lIl "h ts. ;.

.from 50 to 24.6mills and allocateMillege. Ballot Proposals future residential arid agricultural Increases to 21 per yll5
II 

Se) & '

3. Allow state 30.5 mill school property tax on non-homesteads. 6. Expand horesteed tax reductions for low.Inco en

4.Eiiaepoet os7. \ Mandate additional state reimbursement to locaoerneto prif q ls eeu
4. EiInate prop)ety tales on $25,000.00 of home assesemnts of retireee 65 and older. yby Possible reduction cilsome existing state ervln

5. , .ecuire general state taxation for equal per.pupil school ... is provded 8. Require 4/5 vote of lagisiaturs-to reduce Income tax exemptiohd or credlts or al1AlllepV

financing at highest state support level. pupil formula.

6. Limit local school tax to 7 mull or 1% Income tlax by vote of Should the proposed amendment be adopted? . . " .
electlors. 

YES 
" ,:'

YE... . , *;PPSL * *.',,

.Ecuinlaitionstoolnand ngqfrm the reucnuanonn ress a n PROPOSAL TO CONSTRUCT FOUR REGIONAL PI

syclmeit NO 15; MICHIGAN REFORMATORY, EFFECT OTHER STATE AND LOCAL CORRECTIOIAL
Should this amendment 69 KdOotwd "o . PURPOSE.S, DEVELOP PREVENTIVE PROGRAMS.ANPRVDTEFUDTEE- J

B O B t , FOR BY INCREASING THE STATE INCOME TAX BY id OF 1% FOR PERIOD.

1. Consetruction of 4 new riglonal prison facilities. a..
PROPOSALnBsfll.2. Demolition of Michigan Reformatory. . tu : . i YES

f" PROPOSAL E . 3, Other stat. and local correctional purposes and preventive,, . ,,0PROPOSAL TO REDUCE THtE LEGAL DRINKING AGE. ' programs.,, ,, ..
<rgtrams. y1the foregoing with an Increase In the st Income...

The propo*ed amendment would reduce the legal drinking age YES 162 tax by 1/10 of 1% for 5 eers beginning In 11.1, . .,

(A from 21 to 19 years of age .
Should this low be adopted?

. , PROPOSALG sSi

Should the amendment be adopted? NO. . and A PROPOSAL TO ALLOW THE LEGISLATURE TO PAS LAW RELATING TO THE IF ;

CONSTITUTIONAL EXEMPTION FROM CIVIL ARREST DUING LEGISLATIVE,SES-,:

>iSIONS.... . '. ,,'., '.

in association with 1. The Michigan Constitution now provides:, "Senat;oran p,.. ' 'j
,' resentatlves shell be prlvileged from cIvil arrest and cv l pro-

cats during sessions of the legIslature and for five dalncxt YES 184

PROPOSAL CA before the commencement and alter the termInati

PROPOSAL TO PROVIDE PROPERTY TAX RELIEF; TO REIMBURSE LOCAL AND TheAssociatedStu sphsIofhIy, sa eiteoe.dIn anyot.o,.p ospech In ithr house" N 8

STATE GOVERNMENTS WITH ADDITIONAL SALES TAX; TO MANDATE NET STATE 2. The proposed amendment would allow the legislature to paN 8

LOTTERY REVENUE FOR SCHOOLS; AND TO MANDATE STATE "RAINY DAY" FUND, taho sw tomodify this exemption.

TheTproposedNamendment would: Nornern Mic an iversity Should this amendment Lie adopted?

o . Eliminate property taxes on first $7,100,00 of home assesmentt for school end govern. PROPOSAL H
ment operations. The arnount of this exemption will Increase with future Inflation. 1 (A!M, M.n A PROPOSAL TO RESTRICT THE AUTHORITY OF THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR AND

2. Eliminate sales tax on home use ofelecttlcitygasand otherhetlngfuels. IUtJ, Mari( Str , SET UP A PROCEDURE TO FILL A VACANCY IN THE OFFICE OF LIEUTENANT

3. Increase sales tax by 1.5 cents per dollar to reimburse state and local government and GOVERNOR.

schools for lost tax'revenues Including new tax relief for renters. 
The proposed amendment would:

(A 4. Mandate use ofnet stew loOtteryrevenues for schools. ,. 
t oAlowen Incumbent uleg ltoro be eligible for appintment

6.2Modify.xtingconstitutionaequiementsconcerningstate YES 1682 nEliminate provision making lieutenant governorI prdent of

oid to local government end provide greater milllege reduc- the senate with thie righit to break tle vote.

Lv nm 
3. Allow the Governor to appoint to fill a vacancy In the office NO 189.

lions. I of Lieutenant Governor. sublect to the approvel of the ap*

Should this amendment be adopted? ONO 169 polntment by melorlty vote of both houses of the hlglature..

I Should this amendment be adopted?

>I

DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAylS DAVIS DAVIS 1AVIS DAVIS DAIS DAV
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0 , t ;,MARQUETTE COU TY I ",,

'ARCIUFTTE O : T "M" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM THE

TAT>ON .. . .... BOARD OF LIGHT AND POWER ,,
"I~ I" SEPARATE TAXLI TATION

'""" 41 .°';' " '" - This proposal would amend Chapter 13,Section13.A ofthe City "
0 Shall sapsrute tacx lirptltfons be established for an Indlfinite period, or until altered by the , iarter by the elimination of paragraphs 6 and 7n ,1Y2

voters ofte County, for"the' Count' of Marquette and the townships and school districts transfer of m i not to exceed 50% of nt Incomeof i t he tO YS

I<' within the cou tthea te of which shall not ecl15. mls sfollws tra'nferalofsumnottd.edofntIcm ft tlt o ,
• ,, ":. ,. ' i ,. , .  '0 ows.This Coy fthe t fund. .. No 212

County of Marat *. ,' 6.376 mils*' . I .Shell this emendmront repealing the transfer of sums requiremanti .(,!.,
Townships • 1.370 mills bedopted? .. A.

School distr~cto (a |chpol district located entire- iYE.S 1.,94 ,Ba...lot .P... . . .....a•.s
F1-F-A 'I octyo hatr P4,hp hllr-" "CHARTER AMENDMENLIMITING THE NUMNRO EM EVDB H

calve In addltion'millage equal to the town- 2 ml ' isBOAROF LIGHT AND
ship.mll elu)',%1 '40 ,.e .025 mlls . is provided by

Total , 4 ,.,,,.,, , 15.000 mills This proposal would amend Chapter 13, Section 13.7 of the YES 215
Charter so as to limit to two the number of consecutive terms that
a ebma serve on the Board of Light end Power..

S ,.,,. -. CITY OF MARQUETTE

AMENDENT T CHAPER 9i onn essriiaiiShall the Charter amendment to limit the Board ofLihan
..,.POOSDAENMN T HPTR9C ong --ssm an s., c.,r..o0,,.oo

.,IPPover members to two terms be adoptud?

Poposedampndment toChapter 9 of the Marquette City Chap- ' [""'H RRNOO D A VIS ...........

U%;: tar to allow .thoClty.Treasurer to emiess a One Per Cunt collection YES 199 "O" CHARTER AMENDMENT TO PROVIDE FOR AN ATTORNEY FOR THE BOARD.

fee on taxei collected by that office. 0 Ba: A VI W.OFLIGHTANDPOE

Shall the charter of the City of Marquette be amended to allow NO200 This proposal would amend Chapter 13 by adding Sectio

the Marquette City Treasurer to'assess a One Per Cent oollerction I to allow the Board of Light and Power to retain sepit eg.7(E 2
fee on taxes collected? ' coural. , Y

Shall this Charter Amendment regarding a Board of Light end NO 220
*"K" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING CONFIRMATION OF BOARD OFd Power attorney be adopted?L.L J C

1 LIGHT AND P OWER RATES aqd

This proposal would amend Chaptr 13, Section 13.3 to lllow the "P" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING ANTI.NEPOTlSM AT THE BOARD O"
Board of Light and Power to 1) set rates for the sale of eectricity in association with LIGHT AND POWE

and set charges for fees, rentals, and services provided by the Ii
Board, 21 define "rates for the sale of electricity", and 3) require YES 203 T
City Commission confirmation of rates for the sale of electricity tThis proposal would prohibit relatives of elected ofi

The Associated Students of working for the Board of Light and Power but not from working" Sel orqir iyCmiso con , 
; L" .fo thC.L .., ,. J

',<t but not of ch rg;l .or lts, rentals, and services. NO 204 If te i. . . , , . .

Shalrth tes n lm rnrntorequire City Commission Cnn Michigan University Shall this Charter Amendment to change theant-nol
o rtb t of charges be adopted? ".. '. quirements be adopted?

I.'L" CHARTfR AMENDMENT REGARDING BOARD OF LIGHT AND POWER (ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.) "0" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING LE'GTH OF TERM FOR BOARD OF

" "" '"',..TAX RATE I , LIGHT ANDPOWER

Th is proposal would amend Chpter13,Secton 1,6 o.reuir This proposal would amend Chapter 13, Sectlon 13.7ko fte_______
-that the paymentinlieu of tes by Publicu toCi

> 'General Fund would be at the minimum rate of 50mills. " - . , . Charter so as to change the length of term of Board of L J jj
<- ..... .... I'Power member from five years to three years. YES22

W IShall the Charter, Amendment to set a minimum payment In lieu [lh aem t'
oftaxeof50 I4bedpted" -' ' N 2 all the Charter amendment tochange Bord of LIght and

.... . lq be , ., dopted.. j, . .. N O 08Power terms from five to three years be adopted?

:.* V:.,..4i . , ' " . .... , . . . . , - . . ., . , , . ... . .....

S1 
.. W1",1". 1-"" .

0:'hAVIS'DAvfSrAVIS lAVlS 'AVIS DAVIS DAVISDAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS AVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVIS DAVl,
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Bob Davis Jor*Cang11ss
P.O. Box 189 -7

Gaylord, Michigan 49735
CHAIRMAN
Lincoln Frazirr
Marquette

CO-CHAIRMAN " November "9, 1980
Melanie Cook - Porca(o
Sault Ste: Marie

FINANCE CHAIRMAN
Harold Elgee
Gaylord Federal Election Commission

TREASURER Washington, D.C. 20463
Gloria Jackson
Marquette Attn: Charles N. Steele, General Counsel Re: Answer to MUR 1337 (80)

ASSISTANT TREASURER
Hank Dubbelde Dear Sir:
Escanaba

I am authorized by "Bob Davis for Congress Committee" to respond
to your letter of November 10, 1980 containing a copy of a complaint
filed by "Dorrity for Victory Committee" alleging certain violations

C" of Federal Election Commission (FEC) regulations by our committee.

Specifically, we are accused of violating FEC regulations 100.4 (a)iii,
110.lla and 110.la. in connection with the distribution of a brochure,
copies of which were attached to the complaint. Our response to these
accusations is as follows:

- 100.4 (a)iii. We can neither admit nor deny violating this
regulation since there is no such regulation in FEC regulations.
The regulations do contain Section 100.4, which relates to
definitions of "Federal office,", but we submit there is no
relation between this section and the matter brought forth
in the complaint.

- 10.lla. We categorically deny any accusation of violating
this regulation. The regulation says, in part, "... whenever
any person makes an expenditure for the purpose of financing
communications expressly advocating the election or defeat of
a clearly identified candidate or solicits any contribution
through any broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor
advertising facility, direct mailing or any other type of general
public political advertising, a disclaimer meeting the require-
ments of 11 CFR 110.11 (a)(1), (i), (ii), (iii), or (iv) shall
appear or be presented in a clear and conspicuous manner to
give the reader, observer or listener adequate notice of the
identity of persons who paid for or who authorized the communi-
cation..."

Paid. for by Bob Davis for Congress. Gloria Jackson. Treasurer.
- A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Elections Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Elections Commission. Washington. D.C.

S.... .- ... . . .



Federal Eleo n Commission S 161MUVZB All : 17
November 19, 1980 -

Page 2

The complaint filed by "Dorrity for Victory Committee" states
in section 3, "That said mailing was a political document in
that it indicated.sponsorship of the document on behalf of
Congressman-lob Davis and Congressman Robert Davis' name
appeared on the document approximately 188 times."

We acknowledge the presence of Congressman Davis' name on the
brochure, but we submit that nowhere in this brochure is there
any statement expressly advocating the election of Congressman
Davis, nor is there any statement expressly soliciting support
or contributions for Congressman Davis. The complaint, therefore,
does not substantiate the allegation that this brochure was a
'political document."

- 110.1a. We can neither admit nor deny an allegation of violating
this regulation since the provisions contained in this regulation
relate to "Contribution by persons" and have no relationship

to the circumstances surrounding the publication and distribution
of this brochure.

This brochure was intended to provide citizens information on various
proposals that appeared on the ballot in the City of Marquette, Michigan.
As stated on the brochure, "This Copy of the Ballot Proposals is provided
by Congressman BOB DAVIS and in associatioan with The Associated Students
of Northern Michigan University (ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.)" All expenses
incurred in the production of the brochure were paid by "Bob Davis for
Congress Committee." Attached for your review are copies of records
indicating that our committee paid for the postage, envelopes, gummed
lalels and printing costs. (Postage was calculated at standard political

0rates.) Everything that required monetary compensation was paid for by
"Bcb Davis for Congress Committee." The only exception was the labor
tit_ ized in stuffing brochures into envelopes. This labor was provided -

on a volunteer basis by students at Northern Michigan University in
compliance with FEC regulation 100.7 (b) (3). ,

The complaint, therefore, cites one statute that does not exixt, one
that, in our opinion, has no relationship whatsoever to circumstances
surrounding this brochure and another that we deny because of the obvious
nature of the brochure.

We ask that the Federal Election Commission dismiss this complaint.

Thank you for your kind attention.

Sincerely,

John A. Iowes

Authorized Representative for

Bob Davis for Congress Committee

Encl.

4 y
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November 21, 1980

-p c~~' -~-,

Ms. Judy Thedford
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1337(80) Complaint Against Congressman
Robert Davis

C-0

Dear Ms. Thedford:

As counsel to Northern Michigan University, we have

received from the University a letter sent by Charles N. Steele

to Dr. John X. Jamrich, President of the University, dated

November 10, 1980, which notified Dr. Jamrich of the above-

referenced Complaint filed with the Commission.

Subsequently, the Marquette County Democratic Party,

Complainant in this matter, sent a letter to Dr. Jamrich and

others, dated November 17, 1980, a copy of which is attached,

which states that neither Dr. Jamrich, Dr. Norman Hefke, Dean of

Students of the University, nor Mr. Mark Strong, President of the

Associated Students of N.M.U., was named as a respondent in the

Complaint. This letter further indicates that the Complainant

would undertake to eradicate the misunderstanding that resulted in

these parties being regarded as respondents.

Therefore, it is our understanding that neither Dr. Jamrich,

Dr. Hefke, nor Mr. Strong are to be regarded as respondents and
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MILLER, CANFIELD. PADDOCK AND STONE

Ms. Judy Thedford -2- November 21, 1980

thus, that none of these parties need take any further action with

respect to this Complaint. Please confirm this understanding.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone

By
Richard A. Jones

RAJ DGG gk
C" Enclosure

cc to Dr. John X. Jamrich
Dr. Norman Hefke
Mr. Mark Strong
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V. LAW OFFICES

BORDEAU CASSELMAN, ADAMINIK
128 WEST SPRING STREET ;

MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN 49855
1006) 226-2543

KENDRICKS. SOROEAU. CASSELMAN. GWINN OFFICEP1

AOAMINI & KEEFE. P.C. Flint Street
GEORGE T. KENORICKS Gwinn. Michigan 0':- : .

ROBERT M. BORDEAU (906) 346-3911

THOMAS P. CASSELMAN WILLIAt.: R. SMITH

STEPHEN F. ADAMINI

RONALDD. KEEFE November 17, 1980

JAMES E. NANCARROW

ROSCOE W. BALDWIN. of Counsel

Dr. Norman Hefke
Dean of Students
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Mr. Mark Strong
President
ASNMU
Marquette, MI 49855

Dr. John X. Jamrich
President
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: Complaint against Congressman Robert Davis et al.

-* :Gentlemen:

Please find enclosed a letter I recently received from
Charles N. Steele, General Counsel with the Federal Election
Commission. As you can see, this letter indicates receipt
of a complaint against Congressman Bob Davis and enumerates
Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong and Dr. Jamrich as other respondents
to this alleged campaign violation.

I would like to take this opportunity at this time to assure
you that neither Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were
in any way, shape or form named as respondents in this complaint
VTe complaint that was filed by the Dougherty for Victory
Committee, the llth District Democratic Party, and the Marquette
Democratic Party was against Mr. Robert Davis a-obne and
against no one else. I have absolutely no idea why Dr. Hefke,
Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were inldicated to be respondents
and I have made contact with the Federal Election Commission

3 p C 3
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November 17,' 1980
Page Two

on this date to clarify this matter. If for any reason
you are contacted by the Federal Election Commission,
and they indicate to you in any way that you have been
named as a respondent in a Federal Election Campaign
violation claim, you may be free to advise them that no
such complaint has been lodged against you by any of the
three entities that filed the claim itself. While it is
the belief of the undersigned that the University was
improperly used in the matter involved, I also believe
that the misuse was at the behest of Congressman Davis
and not as a result of any active participation by the
University or its administration. I would like to apologize
greatly for this misunderstanding on the part of the Federal
Election Commission and I simply am without explanation
as to why they saw fit to indicate any other respondent
other than Congressman Davis. I will inform you immediately
as the status of this case once I have received the clarifi-
cation from the Federal Election Commission. I hope that
this matter will not cause you any inconv nience. If you

have any questions, please feel free to p /l"on me.

Marquette Cqunty
Democratic Chairman

WRS :msb
Enc.
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'November 20, 1980

Judy Thedford _<
Federal. Elections Commission"
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1337 (80) Ct

Dear Ms. Thedford:

qThis letter is intended to give additional information regarding

the complaint filed by the Marquette County (Michigan) Democratic

Party (MUR 1337).

First, the communication from your office was received on

November 17, 1980. We are responding as quickly as possible and

this should be at your office by the 15 day deadline from the time

od receipt of your communication.

Second, I have enclosed a copy of a letter which we received

from the law offices of Kendricks, Bordeau, Casselman, Adamini,

Keefe, & Smith. The letter was written by William R. Smith, Chairman,

Marquette County Democratic Party, who ori.ginally filed the complaint.

It is his contention that we were not named as respondents in this

complaint. I contacted your office (although not yourself personally)

yesterday by phone about this point and w s advised to write this

anyway.

Finally, about the complaint, the Associated Students of Northern

Michigan University (ASNMU) was formed as a union of the students on

Northern's campus. Every student here is a member. The policy setting

arm of ASNMU is the Governing Board which consists of 12 elected rep-

resentatives, 2 elected executives, and 2 appointed executives. The

Governing Board fulfills the positions of student government and

advocate for the members of the whole (the student body). It is this

organization that distributed the mailing' in question.

The mailing was intended as a student information service. The

main features are the seven state questions and the nine local ques-

tions that appeared on the ballot this fall. We hoped to provide a

listing of these proposals so that the students would know before they

reached the polls exactly what would be on the ballot. Distribution

of such information is believed in the best interests of the students

to help them make informed decisions as voters.

The pamphlet was Prepared,-printed, and paid for by Congressman
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Ms. Judy Thedford - page 2

Davis's staff. I saw the original before it was sent to the printer
and had no objections to-it's format.

The pamphloff was mailed in envelopes bearing Northern Michigan
University on the return address. These were envelopes provided from
our (ASNMU's) supplies. These supplies are paid for by a discretion-
ary student activity fee which the students vote on levying every
two years. The money belongs to the students, is a pportioned by the
Student Finance Committee (a standing committee of- ASNMU composed of
students), and for which this Finance Committee, ind ultimatelt ASNMU,
is responsible. Northern Michigan University as on the return address
for two reasons. First, our offives are located on NMU's campus, and
second, we utilize the University's mass buying power to minimize our
expenses allowing us to'do more with the students' resources. The
University buys envelopes with that return address, and we use the
same envelopes for which the University is reimbursed out of the
Activity Fee. Thus, the envelopes were paid for by the members of

C our organization and bear NMU as the return address as is our normal
operating procedure. Finally, Congressman Davis's staff reimbursed
ASNMU for the envelopes. The bottomlineis that no student or
University money paid for those envelopes.

Postage was paid for by Congressman Davis's staff. I should
explain the non-profit stamp. Originally, ASNMU approached the

e Marquette Post Office about using that stamp. We were told that
there was no problem with our using it. Acting on that information,
we proceded to stainp each envelope with the Permit #54 non-profit
Nort-hern Michigan University stamp. However, once that had been
completed, we were informed by the. Post Office that we could not
mail it at the non-profit rate. Instead, we were instructed to
cross off the "non-profit" on the first envelope of every bundle
of 50 and then go ahead and mail the pamphlets. We did as instructed
by the Postmaster. The pamphlets were mailed at regular bulk-mail
rates (which Congressman Davis's staff paid for); but the stamp
appears on all the envelopes because of the chain of events described
above.

The envelopes also bore address labels which we provided. These
labels only had off-campus members of our organization on them. Also,
Northern Michigan University was reimbursed by Congressman Davis's
staff for them. Again, no-st-Uant-mOney-or-University money--was
spent for these.

The only contributions made by our organization was our vol-
untary labor to stuff and distribute the pamphlets. It was and is
our belief that that was a minimal "cost" in light of the benefit of
having the students informed about the issues.

In conclusion, there was never any intent to endorse any candi-
date over another. Indeed, had Mr. Dorrity approached us with the
same concernthat the students be informed, we would have worked with
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Ms. Judy Thedford - page 3

him in a similar way. .-rdo not-believe that anything improper hap-
pened, especialLy since the pamphlet clearly indicates who provided
it, thus complying with the intentions of the law. I reemphasize
that no state, University, or student funds were misused (or even
used). We wanted to inform the people whom we are responsible to,
not persuade.

Sincerely,

Mark E. Strong
ASNMU President

ASNMU Office
University Center
Marquette, Michigan 49855

Enclosure: Letter from Mr. William R. Smith

MES:mf
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LAW OFFICES

KENDRICKiORDEAU, CASSELMAN, ADAMINI EFE & SMITH
128 WEST SPRING STREET

MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN 49855

(906) 226.2543

KENDRICKS. BORDEAU. CASSELMAN. GWINN OFFICE

ADAMINI & KEEFE. P.C. Flint Str.1i
OEORGE T. KENDICKS Gwinn, Michigan

ROBERT M. BORDEAU (906) 346-3911

THOMAS P. CASSELMAN
STEPHEN F. ADAMINI WILLIAM R. SMITH

RONALDD. KEEFE November 17, 1980

JAMES E. NANCARROW

ROSCOE W. BALDWIN. of Ccunsel

Dr. Norman Hefke
Dean of Students
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Mr. Mark Strong

C President

" ASNMU

Marquette, MI 49855
e,-.

Dr. John X. Jamrich
President

rNorthern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: Complaint against Congressman Robert Davis et al.

Gentlemen:

Please find enclosed a letter I recently received from
Charles N. Steele, General Counsel with the Federal Election
Commission. As you can see, this letter'indicates receipt
of a complaint against Congressman Bob Davis and enumerates
Dr. Nefke, Mr. Strong and Dr. Jamrich as other respondents
to this alleged campaign violation.

I would like to take this opportunity at this time to assure
you that neither Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were
in any way, shape or form named as respondents in this complaint.
The complaint that was filed by the Dougherty for Victory
Committee, the llth District Democratic Party, and the Marquette
Democratic Party was against Mr. Robert Davis alone and
against no one else. I have absolutely no idea why'Dr. Hefke,
Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were indicated -to -be r espondents
and I have made contact with the Federal Election Commission

~8



November 17, 1980
Page Two

on this date to clarify this matter. If for any reason

you are contacted by the Federal Election Commission,

and they indicate to you in any way that you have been

named as a respondent in a Federal Election Campaign

violation claim, you may be free to advise them that no

such complaint has been lodged against you by any of the

three entities that filed the claim itself. While it is

the belief of the undersigned that the University was

improperly used in the matter involved, I also believe

that the misuse was at the behest of Congressman Davis

and not as a result of any active participation by the

University or its administration. I would like to apologize

greatly for this misunderstanding on the part of the Federal

Election Commission and I simply am without explanation

as to why they saw fit to indicate any other respondent

other than Congressman Davis. I will inform you immediately

C' as the status of this case once I have received the clarifi-
cation from the Federal Election Commission. I hope that

this matter will not cause you any inconv -nience. If you

have any questions, please feel free to ti on me.

V r, t ly 0

C

W amR. Smith

-O Ma quette County
Democratic Chairman

WRS :msb
Enc.
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASH N(; I( )N, I) 20401I

-a.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William R. Smith, Chairman
Marquette County Democratic Party
400 E. Crescent Street
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: MUR 1337

C- Dear Mr. Smith:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file
Cin this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a

complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(8).

Should additional information come to your attention which
you believe establishes a violation of the Act, you may file
a complaint pursuant to the requirements set forth in 2 U.S.C.

437g(a)(1) and 11 C.F.R. S 111.4.

Sincerely,

I

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

I ll I Im I I IIM .... 1 ... . i .



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHIIN(JON, DC 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPTREQUESTED

Geraldine DeFant, Chairperson
Eleventh District Democratic Party
815 W. College Avenue
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: MUR 1337

C* Dear Ms. DeFant:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided
in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended
(the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file
in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a

.. complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(8).

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGION, D C. 20463

its

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

M. David Anthony
Dorrity For Congress Committee
P.O. Box 212

i. Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

C, Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Anthony:

The Federal Election Commission has reviewed the al-
legations of your complaint dated November 3, 1980 and
determined that on the basis of the information provided

- in your complaint and information provided by the respon-
dents there is no reason to believe that a violation of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended

C (the "Act") has been committed.

Accordingly, the Commission has decided to close the file
in this matter. The Federal Election Campaign Act allows a
complainant to seek judicial review of the Commission's
dismissal of this action. See 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(8).

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steep.e
General ounser



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHING TON, D( 20403

CERTIFIEDMAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Richard A. Jones
Miller, Canfield, Paddock

and Stone
Wabeek Building
Birmingham, MI 48012

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Jones:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified your
clients, Dr. John X. Jamrich, President of Northern
Michigan University, Dr. Norman Hefke, Dean of Students
of the University, and Mark Strong, President of the As-
sociated Students of Northern Michigan University, of a
complaint alleging that they had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1981, determined that on
the basis of the information in the complaint and informa-
tion provided by Mr. Strong, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed
the file in this matter. This matter will become part of
the public record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

cc: Dr. John X. Jamrich
Dr. Norman Hefke
Mr. Mark Strong

I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

John A. Howes
Bob Davis For Congress Committee
P.O. Box 189
Gaylord, Michigan 49735

Re: MUR 1337

Dear Mr. Howes:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that the Bob Davis For Congress Com-
mittee had violated certain sections of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and infor-
mation provided by you, there is no reason to believe that
a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has been
committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file in
this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

. : ° .
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D( 2046.1

CERTIFIEDMAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Honorable Robert Davis
1224 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Davis:

On November 10, 1980, the Commission notified you of
a complaint alleging that you had violated certain sections
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on , 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and informa-
tion provided by your committee, there is no reason to believe
that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction has
been committed. Accordingly, the Commission closed its file
in this matter. This matter will become a part of the public
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
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Ms. Judy Thedford
Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1337(80)
Robert Davis

Complaint Against Congqressman

Dear Ms. Thedford:

As counsel to Northern Michigan University, we have

received from the University a letter sent by Charles N. Steele

to Dr. John X. Jamrich, President of the University, dated

November 10, 1980, which notified Dr. Jamrich of the above-

referenced Complaint filed with the Commission.

Subsequently, the Marquette County Democratic Party,

Complainant in this matter, sent a letter to Dr. Jamrich and

others, dated November 17, 1980, a copy of which is attached,
which states that neither Dr. Jamrich, Dr. Norman Hefke, Dean of

Students of the University, nor Mr. Mark Strong, President of the

Associated Students of N.M.U., was named as a respondent in the

Complaint. This letter further indicates that the Complainant
would undertake to eradicate the misunderstanding that resulted in

these parties being regarded as respondents.

Therefore, it is our understanding that neither Dr. Jamrich,

Dr. fiefke, nor Mr. Strong are to be regarded as respondents and

TELEPHONE (313) 64Pb 5000

'313) 564 -6910

TWX FIIMIN(,HAM ilo 0:32 494'

November 21, 1980
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Ms. Judy Thedford -2- November 21, 1980

thus, that none of these parties need take any further action with
respect to this Complaint. Please confirm this understanding.

Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Miller, Canfield, Paddock and Stone

By
Richard A. Jones

RAJ DGG gk
Enclosure

cc to Dr. John X. Jamrich
Dr. Norman Hefke
Mr. Mark Strong

4 -
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'Raw LAW OFFICES

KENDRICKS, BORDEAU, CASSELMAN, ADAMINI, KEEI0V&;SmI 1 i-'"- -

128 WEST SPRING STREET L', ,,

MAROUETTE. MICHIGAN 49855

(906) 226-2543

KENDRICKS, SORDEAU. CASSELMAN.
ACAMINI & KEEFE. P.C.

GEORGE T. KENDRICKS
ROBERT M. BOROEAU
THOMAS P. CASSELMAN
STEPHEN F. ADAMINI
RONALDD,. KEEFE

JAMES E. NANCARROW

GWINN OFFICE
Flint Street

Gwinn. Michigan
(906) 346-3911

WILLIAM R. SMITH

November 17, 1980

ROSCOE W. BALDWIN. of Counsel

Dr. Norman Hefke
Dean of Students
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Mr. Mark Strong
President
ASNMU
Marquette, MI 49855

Dr. John X. Jamrich
President
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: Complaint against Congressman Robert Davis et al.

Gentlemen:

Please find enclosed a letter I recently received from
Charles N. Steele, General Counsel with the Federal Election
Commission. As you can see, this letter indicates receipt
of a complaint against Congressman Bob Davis and enumerates
Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong and Dr. Jamrich as other respondents
to this alleged campaign violation.

I would like to take this opportunity at this time to assure
you that neither Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were
in any way, shape or form named as respondents in this complaint
The complaint that was filed by the Dougherty for Victory
Committee, the 11th District Democratic Party, and the Marquette
Democratic Party was against Mr. Robert Davis alone and
against no one else. I have absolutely no idea why Dr. Hefke,
Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were indicated to be respondents
and I have made contact with the Federal Election Commission



November 17,,' 1980
Page Two

on this date to clarify this matter. If for any reason
you are contacted by the Federal Election Commission,
and they indicate to you in any way that you have been
named as a respondent in a Federal Election Campaign
violation claim, you may be free to advise them that no
such complaint has been lodged against you by any of the
three entities that filed the claim itself. While it is
the belief of the undersigned that the University was
improperly used in the matter involved, I also believe
that the misuse was at the behest of Congressman Davis
and not as a result of any active participation by the
University or its administration. I would like to apologize
greatly for this misunderstanding on the part of the Federal
Election Commission and I simply am without explanation

V as to why they saw fit to indicate any other respondent
other than Congressman Davis. I will inform you immediately
as the status of this case -nce I have received the clarifi-
cation from the Federal Election Commission. I hope that
this matter will not cause you any inconv nience. If you
have any questions, please feel free to on me.

C-

l Wdiam R. Sm t

Marquette County
Democratic Chairman

WRS :msb
Enc.
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NORTHERN MICHIOAN UNIVERSITY

MARQUBTTE, MICHIGAN 40855

PRI SI~itNi Of il-I lUM J)~N1 fflDi

November 20, 1980

Judy Thedford
Federal Elections Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

RE: MUR 1337 (80)

Dear Ms. Thedford:
Lr

This letter is intended to give additional information regarding
C., the complaint filed by the Marquette County (Michigan) Democratic

Party (MUR 1337).

First, the communication from your office was received on
November 17, 1980. We are responding as quickly as possible and
this should be at your office by the 15 day deadline from the time
od receipt of your communication.

Second, I have enclosed a copy of a letter which we received
from the law offices of Kendricks, Bordeau, Casselman, Adamini,

CKeefe, & Smith. The letter was written by William R. Smith, Chairman,
Marquette County Democratic Party, who originally filed the complaint.

-- It is his contention that we were not named as respondents in this
complaint. I contacted your office (although not yourself personally)
yesterday by phone about this point and was advised to write this
anyway.

Finally, about the complaint, the Associated Students of Northern
Michigan University (ASNMU) was formed as a union of the students on
Northern's campus. Every student here is a member. The policy setting
arm of ASNMU is the Governing Board which consists of 12 elected rep-
resentatives, 2 elected executives, and 2 appointed executives. The
Governing Board fulfills the positions of student government and
advocate for the members of the whole (the student body). It is this
organization that distributed the mailing in question.

The mailing was intended as a student information service. The
main features are the seven state questions and the nine local ques-
tions that appeared on the ballot this fall. We hoped to provide a
listing of these proposals so that the students would know before they
reached the polls exactly what would be on the ballot. Distribution
of such information is believed in the best interests of the students
to help them make informed decisions as voters.

The pamphlet was prepared, printed, and paid for by Congressman
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Davis's staff. I saw the original before it was sent to tle lrinter
and had no objections to its format.

The pamphlet was mailed in envelopes bearing Northern Michigan
University oni the return address. These were envelopes provided from
our (ASNMU's) supplies. These supplies are paid for by a discretion-
ary student activity fee which the students vote on levying every
two years. The money belongs to the students, is apportioned by the
Student Finance Committee (a standing committee of ASNMU composed of
students), and for which this Finance Committee, and ultimatelt ASNMU,
is responsible. Northern Michigan University as on the return address
for two reasons. First, our offives are located on NMU's campus, and
second, we utilize the University's mass buying power to minimize our
expenses allowinq us to do more with the students' resources. The
University buys envelopes with that return address, and we use the

'same envelopes for which the University is reimbursed out of the
Activity Fee. Thus, the envelopes were paid for by the members of
our organization and bear NMU as the return address as is our normal
operating procedure. Finally, Congressman Davis's staff reimbursed
ASNMU for the envelopes. The bottom line is that no student or
University money paid for those envelopes.

1Postage was paid for by Congressman Davis's staff. I should
explain the non-profit stamp. Originally, ASNMU approached the
Marquette Post Office about using that stamp. We were told that
there was no problem with our using it. Acting on that information,
we proceded to stamp each envelope with the Permit #54 non-profit
Northern Michigan University stamp. However, once that had been
completed, we were informed by the Post Office that we could not

-- mail it at the non-profit rate. Instead, we were instructed to
cross off the "non-profit" on the first envelope of every bundle
of 50 and then go ahead and mail the pamphlets. We did as instructed
by the Postmaster. The pamphlets were mailed at regular bulk-mail
rates (which Congressman Davis's staff paid for), but the stamp
appears on all the envelopes because of the chain of events described
above.

The envelopes also bore address labels which we provided. These
labels only had off-campus members of our organization on them. Also,
Northern Michigan University was reimbursed by Congressman Davis's
staff for them. Again, no student money or University money was
spent for these.

The only contributions made by our organization was our vol-
untary labor to stuff and distribute the pamphlets. It was and is
our belief that that was a minimal "cost" in light of the benefit of
having the students informed about the issues.

In conclusion, there was never any intent to endorse any candi-
date over another. Indeed, had Mr. Dorrity approached us with the
same concern,that the students be informed, we would have worked with
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him in a similar way. I do not believe that anything improper hap-

pened, especially since the pamphlet clearly indicates who provided

it, thus complying with the intentions of the law. I reemphasize
that no state, University, or student funds were misused (or even

used). We wanted to inform the people whom we are responsible to,

not persuade.

Sincerely,

Mark E. Strong
.-- ASNMU President

ASNMU Office
University Center
Marquette, Michigan 49855

Enclosure: Letter from Mr. William R. Smith

MES:mf



4 LAW OFFICES

KENDRICKS, BORDEAU, CASSELMAN, ADAMINI, KEEFE & SMITH
128 WEST SPRING STREET

MARQUETTE, MICHIGAN 49855
(906) 226-2543

KENDRICKS, BORDEAU, CASSELMAN. GWINN OFFICE
ADAMINI & KEEFE. P.C. Flint Street

GEORGE T. KENDRICKS Gwinn, Michigan
ROBERT M. BORDEAU (906) 346-3911
THOMAS P. CASSELMAN
STEPHEN F. ADAMINI WILLIAM R. SMITH
RONALDD.KEEFE November 17, 1980

JAMES E. NANCARROW

ROSCOE W. BALDWIN. of Counsel

Dr. Norman Hefke
Dean of Students
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

C' Mr. Mark Strong

President
ASNMU
Marquette, MI 49855

Dr. John X. Jamrich
President
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855

Re: Complaint against Congressman Robert Davis et al.

Gentlemen:

Please find enclosed a letter I recently received from
Charles N. Steele, General Counsel with the Federal Election
Commission. As you can see, this letter indicates receipt
of a complaint against Congressman Bob Davis and enumerates
Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong and Dr. Jamrich as other respondents
to this alleged campaign violation.

I would like to take this opportunity at this time to assure
you that neither Dr. Hefke, Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were
in any way, shape or form named as respondents in this complaint.
The complaint that was filed by the Dougherty for Victory
Committee, the l1th District Democratic Party, and the Marquette
Democratic Party was against Mr. Robert Davis alone and
against no one else. I have absolutely no idea why Dr. Hefke,
Mr. Strong or Dr. Jamrich were indicated to be respondents
and I have made contact with the Federal Election Commission
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on this date to clarify this matter. if for any reason
you are contacted by the Federal Election commission,,
and they indicate to you in any way that you have been
named as a respondent in a Federal Election Campaign
violation claim, you may be free to advise them that no
such complaint has been lodged against you by any of the

three entities that filed the claim itself. While it is
the belief of the undersigned that the University was
improperly used in the matter involved, I also believe
that the misuse was at the behest of Congressman Davis
and not as a result of any active participation by the
University or its administration. I would like to apologize
greatly for this misunderstanding on the part of the Federal
Election Commission and I simply am without explanation
as to why they saw fit to indicate any other respondent

C_ other than Congressman Davis. I will inform you immediately
as the status of this case once I have received the clarifi-
cation from the Federal Election Commission. I hope that
this matter will not cause you any in conv ience. If you
have any questions, please feel free to 1 on me.

r-

V t ly o

W lam R. Smith
Ma quette County
Democratic Chairman

WRS :msb
Enc.
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Bob Davis for Congrss?
P.O. Box 1897

Gaylord, Michigan 49735 I 7Q
CHAIRMAN
Lincoln Frazier
Marquette

CO-CHAIRMAN November 19, 1980
Melanie Cook- Porcaro
Sault Ste. Marie

FINANCE CHAIRMAN
Harold Elgas
Gaylord F.ederal Election Commission

TREASURER Washington, D.C. 20463
Gloria Jackson
Marquette Attn: Charles N. Steele, General Counsel Re: Answer to MIJR 1337 (80)

ASSISTANT TREASURER
Hank Dubbelde Dear Sir:
Escarnaba

I am authorized by "Bob Davis for Congress Committee" to respond

C to your letter of November 10, 1980 containing a copy of a complaint
filed by "Dorrity for Victory Committee" alleging certain violations
of Federal Election Commission (FEC) regulations by our committee.

Specifically, we are accused of violating FEC regulations 100.4 (a)iii,
11.0.11a and 110.1a. in connection with the distribution of a brochure,
copies of which were attached to the complaint. Our response to these
accusations is as follows:

-100.4 (a)iii. W4e can neither admit nor deny violating this
regulation since there is no such regulation in FEC regulations.

r The regulations do contain Section 100.4, which relates to
definitions of "Federal office," but we submit there is no
relation between this section and the matter brought forth
in the complaint.

-110.11a. We categorically deny any accusation of violating
this regulation. The regulation says, in part, "... whenever
any person makes an expenditure for the purpose of financing
communications expressly advocating the election or defeat of
a clearly identified candidate or solicits any contribution
through any broadcasting station, newspaper, magazine, outdoor
advertising facility, direct mailing or any other type of general
public political advertising, a disclaimer meeting the require-
ments of 11 CFR 110.11 (a)(1). (1), (11)9 (iii), or (iv) shall
appear or be presented in a clear and conspicuous manner to
give the reader, observer or listener adequate notice of the
identity of persons who paid for or who authorized the communi-
cation..."

Paid for by Bob Davis for Congress, Gloria Jackson, Treasurer.
A copy of our report is filed with the Federal Elections Commission and is available for purchase from the Federal Elections Commission, Washington, D C
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November 19, 1980
Page 2

The complaint filed by "1)orrity for Victory Committee" states
.In section 3, "That said mailing was a pol.itical document in
that it indicated sponsorship of the document on behalf of
Congressman Bob Davis and Congressman Robert Davis' name
appeared on the document approximately 188 times."

We acknowledge the presence of Congressman Davis' name on the
brochure, but we submit that nowhere in this brochure is there
any statement expressly advocating the elect ion of Congressman
Davis, nor is there any statement expressly s oliciting support
or contributions for Congressman Davis. 'Thle ciompi aLut-, therefore,
does not substantiate the allegation that this brochure was a
'political. document."

- 1l0.la. We can neither adimit nor deny an allegation of violating
this regulation since the provisions contained in this regulation
relate to "Contribution by persons" and have no relationship
to the circumstances surroundl Ing the publication aInd distribution
of this brochure.

This brochure was intended to provide citizens information on various
proposals that appeared on the ballot in the City of Marquette, Michigan.
As stated on the brochure, "This Copy of thme Ballot Proposals is provided
by Congressman BOB )AVIS and in association. with The Associated Students
of Northern Michigan University (ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.)" All expenses
incurred in the production of tihe brochure were paid by "Bob Davis for
Congress Committee." Attached for your review are copies of records
indicating that our committee paid for the postage, envelopes, gummed
labels and printing costs. (Postage was calculated at standard political
rates.) Everything that required monetary compensation was paid for by
"Bob Davis for Congress Committee." The only exception was the labor
utilized in stuffing brochures into envelopes. This labor was provided
on a volunteer basis by students at Northern Michigan University in

compliance with FEC regulation 100.7 (b) (3).

The complaint, therefore, cites one statute that does not exixt, one
that, in our opinion, has no relationship whatsoever to circumstances
surrounding this brochure and another that we deny because of the obvious
nature of the brochure.

We ask that the Federal Election Commission dismiss this complaint.

Thank you for your kind attention.

sincerely,

John A. Howes
Authorized Representative for

Bob l)avis for Congress Committee

Enc 1.
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B& Davis for Congress
Box 189
Gilord, MI 49735 AllI 17

PO

Federal Election Commission

1325 K. Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Attn: Mr. Charles N. Steele, General Counsel



[tID[RAL ELE:CTION COMMISSION

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

The Honorable Robert Davis
1223 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 205].5 Re: MUR 1337(80)

Dear Congressman Davis:

C This letter is to notify you that on November 7, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1337. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee

7in connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is

-- received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal material's which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(E) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-4057. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Charles N. Stee
General Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures

I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
W ASHINGT ON, 1) ( '46 1

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Gloria J. Jackson, Treasurer

Bob Davis for Congress
P.O. Box 189
Gaylor, MI 49735 Re: MUR 1337 (80)

Dear Ms. Jackson:

C- This letter is to notify you that on November 7, 1980

the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that your Committee may have violated certain sections
ot the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1337. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken aqainst your Committee

C in connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-4057. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sei n c e"l.

har sN .
General Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures



SFFD RAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dr. Norman Ilefke
Dean of Students
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, MI 49855 Re: MUR 1337(80)

Dear Dr. Hefke:

C7 This letter is to notify you that on November 7, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1337. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee
in connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is

- received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal material's which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-4057. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerel -

ha S(,N. IeGefieral Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures
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(FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
\VA IIN(I N C I) .10461

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mark Strong, President
The Associated Students of Northern
Michigan University

.JI Marquette, MI 49855 Re: MUR 1337(80)

N Dear Mr. Strong:

C" This letter is to notify you that on November 7, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1337. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee

Cin connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be °submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any no,tifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-4057. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosures
Complaint
Procedures



FI:DERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

November 10, 1980CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Dr. John X. Jamrich, President
Northern Michigan University
Marquette, Michigan 49855 Re: MUR 1337(80)

Dear Dr. Jamrich:

C- This letter is to notify you that on November 7, 1980
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
Act") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of

* this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1337. Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

...... Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committee

C in connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response is

-- received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter.
Where appropriate, statements should be submitted under oath.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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If you have any questions, please contact Judy Thedford,
the staff member assigned to this matter at 202-523-4057. For

your information, we have attached a brief description of the

Commission's procedure for handling complaints.
Since y,

r s Sdle
General Counsel

Fnc ilosures
Comp Laint
Procedures
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IF-DERAL I LECTION COMM6SSION
A ',HIN( I)N, I)( 2046,1

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

William R. Smith, Chairman
Marquette County Democratic Party
400 E. Crescent Street
Marquette, MI 49855

Dear Mr. Smith:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of November 3, 1980, against Congressman Robert Davis, the
Bob Davis for Congress Committee, Dr. Norman Hefke, Mr. Mark
Strong and Dr. John X. Jamrich, which alleges violations of
the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been
assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondents will
be notified of this complaint within 5 days and a recommenda-
tion to the Federal Election Commission as to how this matter
should be initially handled will be made 15 days after the
respondents' notification. You will be notified as soon as
the Commission takes final action on your complaint. Should
you have or receive any additional information in this matter,
please forward it to this office. For your information, we
have attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedures for handling complaints.

Sincere '-,

/ rl



I LIDERA[ EIECTION COMMISSION

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Geraldine DeFant, Chairperson
Eleventh District Democratic Party
815 W. College Avenue
Marquette, MI 49855

Dear Ms. DeFant:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of November 3, 1980, against Congressman Robert Davis, the
Bob Davis for Congress Committee, Dr. Norman Hefke, Mr. Mark
Strong and Dr. John X. Jamrich, which alleges violations of
Lhe Federal Election Campaign lasw. A staff member has been
assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondents will
be notified of this complaint within 5 days and a recommenda-
tion Lo the Federal Election Commission as to how this matter
should be initially handled will be made 15 days after the
respondents' notification. You will be notified as soon as
the Coimmission takes final action on your complaint. Should
you have or receive any additional information in this matter,
please forward it to this office. For your information, we
have attached a brief description of the Commission's procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincerely,,..
/, // // //,

i :".' Counsel

>:-1

0 f

E EQg

22 2 0 C

3.311 J~n1979R. U ,

TnusRETURN R "~P 'EGSTRE " " EDANCUR IIAI



FEDERAL FL[CTION COMMISSION
1\ %W Ii I N I I I f V4 i

'-k

November 10, 1980

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECETPT REQUESTED

M. David Anthony
Dorrity for Victory Committee
P.O. Box 212
Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

Dear Mr. Anthony:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of November 3, 1980, against Congressman Robert Davis, the
Bob Davis for Congress Committee, Dr. Norman Hefke, Mr. Mark
Strong and Dr. John X. Jamrich, which alleges violations of
the Federal Election Campaign laws. A staff member has been
assigned to analyze your allegations. The respondents will
be notified of this complaint within 5 days and a recommendation
to the Federal Election Commission as to how this matter should
be initially handled will be made 15 days after the respondents'
notification. You will be notified as soon as the Commission
takes final action on your complaint. Should you have or
receive any additional information in this matter, please
forward it to this office. For your information, we have
attached a brief description of the Commission's procedures
for handling complaints.

Sincere.l4,
S />" ./ . .

ansel
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November 3, 1980

Federal Elections Commission
1325 "K" Street
Washington, D.C. 20463

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith please find a Federal Elections Commission
Complaint with attached Exhibits for filing,--A

Thank you.

PARTY

WRS/bc

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTIONS COMMISSION - ,,,*~

WASHINGTON, D.C.

THIS COMPLAINT is being filed against Congressman Robert

Davis of 220 W. Washington Street, Marquette, Michigan 49855, and is

filed by the Marquette County Democratic Party of 400 E. Crescent

Street, Marquette, Michigan 49855, The Eleventh District Democratic

Party, of 815 W. College Avenue, Marquette, Michigan 49855, and the

Dorrity for Victory Committee, of Post Office Box 212, Sault Ste.

Marie, Michigan 49783.

1. The above parties allege that Congressman Robert Davis

has violated Federal Election Commission regulations l00.4(a)iii in

regard to certain contributions and Section 110.11a in regard to

communications and advertising.

2. That on information and belief on or about November 1st

a certain communication attached as Exhibit A was mailed under a

non-profit organization bulk mailing permit issued to Northern

Michigan University and enclosed in an envelope bearing a printed

return address of Northern Michigan University, which is attached

hereto as Exhibit B.

3. That said mailing was a political document in that it

indicated sponsorship of the document on behalf of Congressman Bob

Davis and Congressman Robert Davis' name appeared on the document

approximately 188 times.



4. That the document bore no disclaimer indicating that

the document was authorized and paid for by Dob Davis or a committee

acting on his behalf or that it was unauthorized and paid by some

other party as required by the regulation.

It is further alleged on information and belief that

certain gummed labels were supplied from the Data Processing Department

of Northern Michigan University and were used in regard to said mailing.

It is further alleged on information and belief that

certain envelopes bearing a printed return address of Northern Michigan

University were supplied and used in said mailing and constitute a

contribution to said campaign under the Federal. Elections Commission

regulations.

The source of information concerning the use of gummed

labels supplied by Northern Michigan University on information and

belief is Dr. Norman Hefke, Dean of Students, Northern Michigan

University.

5. That all other information concerning the flier and

mailing of the same is based on the document itself together with

the envelope in which said document was contained.

6. That it is alleged that the supplying of gummed labels

and envelopes by the associated students of Northern Michigan Univer-

sity and the failure to indicate on Exhibit A the source of funds by

which the same was financed constitutes a violation of Section

100.4(a)iii and Section ll0.1a of the Federal Elections Commission

regulations.

Respectfully submitted,

DORRITY FOR VICTORY COMMITTEE

By )
M. David Anthon?,.
Authorized Repre ntive



ELEVENTH DISTRICT DEMOCRATIC PARTY

By: , .
Geraldine -DeFant
Chai 1erson

MAR ITT UNT E 0 IC PARTY

By:
W lira a •  ith o

airman

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
ss.

COUNTY OF MARQUETTE)

On this 3rd day of November, 1980, before me personally

came the above named, M. David Anthony, Geraldine DeFant and William

R. Smith, and made oath that they have read the foregoing Complaint

by them subscribed, and knows the contents thereof, and that the same

is true of their own knowledge, except as to the matters which are

therein stated to be on their information and belief, and as to those

matters they believe it to be true.

Mary ram Notary Public

Marquette o ty, Michigan

My commission expires: May 28, 1984
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STHIS IS AN EXACT COPY OF THE BALLOT PROPOSALS AS THEY WILL APPEAR ON THE OFFICIAL BALLOT FOR JVMB(I19O

M EPROPOSAL A
A PROPOSAL TO MAKE LOCAL SCHOOL BOARDS RESPONSIBLE FOR SCHOOL PER.
SONNEL AND PROGRAMS, TO REDUCE LOCAL PROPERTY TAX MAXIMUMS FOR OP-
ERATIONAL PURPOSES, TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL PROPERTY TAX RELIEF FOR
SENIOR RETIREES, AND REGUIRE THE STATE TO RAISE REVENUES NECESSARY
FOR EOUAL PER-PUPIL FUNDING OF PUBLIC SCHOOLS.
The proposed amendment would:
1. Make local achool boards responsible for school personnel and programs.
2. Reduce current maximum property tax for county, township and educational operations

from S0 to 24. mills and allocate mlllage.
3. Allow state 30.5 mill school property tax on non-homeeteeda.
4. Eliminate property taxes on 825,000.00 of home asesements of retirees 65 and older.
5. Require general state taxation for equal perpupll school

financing at highest state support level.

6. Limit local school tax to 7 mIlls or 1% Income tax by vote of
electors.

7. Exclude additional school financing from other revelnue and
spending limits of constitution and require millage reductlon
by clam.

Should this amendment be adopted?

YES 158

F7O 1
!jj~

PROPOSAL B
PROPOSAL TO REDUCE THE LEGAL DRINKING AGE.

The propoed amendment would reduce the legal drinking age YES 162
from 21 to 19 years of age.

Should the enendment be adopted? NO 163

PROPOSAL C
PROPOSAL TO PROVIDE PROPERTY TAX RELIEF; TO REIMBURSE LOCAL AND
STATE GOVERNMENTS WITH ADDITIONAL SALES TAX; TO MANDATE NET STATE
LOTTERY REVENUE FOR SCHOOLS; AND TO MANDATE STATE "RAINY DAY" FUND.
The proposed amendment would:

1. ElIminate property taxes on first $7,100.00 of home assesments for school and govern.
ment operations. The amount of this exemption will Increas with future Inflation. ,

2. Eliminate sales tax on home use of electricity, gas and other heating fuels.
3. Increase sales tax by 1.5 cenfs per dollar to reimburse state and local

schools for lost tax revenues Including new tax relief for renters.
4. Mandate use of net state lottery revenues for schools.
5. Mandate state "Rainy Day" fund.
6. Modify existing constitutional requirements concerning state

aid to local government and provide greater millage reduc-
tione.

Should this amendment be adopted? L

government and

YES 168

NO 169

EXHIBIT A

This Copy of the

Ballot Proposals

is provided by

CongresSman

BOB DAVIS

and

in association with

The Associated Students of

Northern Michigan University

(ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.)

PROPOSALb
PROPOSAL TO DECREASE PROPERTY TAXES AND PROHIBIT NEW TYPES OF HOME.
STEAD TAXES; TO REQUIRE 60% VOTER APPROVAL TO RAISE STATE TAXES OR
FEES; TO REQUIRE PARTIAL STATE REIMBURSEMENT TO LOCAL UNITS FOR LOST
INCOME; TO LIMIT LEGISLATURE'S ABILITY TO CWANdt4AkE EXEMPTIONS OR
CREDITSOR CHANGE PER-PUPIL FORMULA. ." . •
The proposed amendment would: 4 ' , YES 173
1. Prohibit new types of homestead taxes.t4 ,Y S ,i
2. Prohibit new or Increased state taxes without 601 voter op.provel.
. Provde for taxation of property by clas,. .l4*t .L NO 174

4. Eliminate certain property tax exemptions. r,.,
5. Reduce appraisal of all property to 25% of 1978 value; limit

future residential and agricultural Increaes to 2% per year. '.
6. Expand homestead tax reductions for low-Income and seniors, I rdludlng lNk
7. Mandate additional state relmbursement to local governments for portion 40 lost revenue

by possible reduction of sone existIng state services.
8. Require 4/5 vote of legislature, to reduce Income tax exemptlohi of credltt or ch t 'll p9'-

pupil formula.
Should the proposed amendment be adopted? .... .....

PROPOSAL ., ,,,

PROPOSAL TO CONSTRUCT FOUR REGIONAL PRISON"FACILITIES, DEMOLIS- TIE i
MICHIGAN REFORMATORY, EFFECT OTHER STATE AND LOCAL CORRECTIONAL'I
PURPOSES, DEVELOP PREVENTIVE PROGRAMS, AND PROVIDE THE FUNDS THERE.
FOR BY INCREASING THE STATE INCOME TAX BY 1110OF 1% FOR O EAR PERIOD.
The proposed law provides for:
1. Construction of 4 new regional prison facilities.
2. Demolition of Michigan Reformatory.. YES 180 f
3. Other state and local correctional purposes and preventive ..programs. ..

4. Funding the foregoing with en Increase In the state Income
tax by 1/10of 1% for 5 years beginnIng In1-1-81... 181

Should this law be adopted? .i

PROPOSALG ,
A PROPOSAL TO ALLOW THE LEGISLATURE TO PASS LAWS RELATING TO THEIR,
CONSTITUTIONAL EXEMPTION FROM CIVIL ARREST DURING LEGISLATIVE,SES-,:
SIONS. .. I I. I :,I . . , .I
1. The Michigan Constitution now provides: "Senators and rep .

resentatives shall ba privileged from civil arrest and civil pro-
cess during sessions of the legislature and for five days next YES 184
before the commencement and after the termination thereof.
They shall not be questioned In any other place for any
speech In either house."

2. The proposed amendment would allow the legislature to passNO 185
a low to modify this exemption.

Should this amendment be adopted?

PROPOSAL H
A PROPOSAL TO RESTRICT THE AUTHORITY OF THE LIEUTENANT GOVERNOR AND
SET UP A PROCEDURE TO FILL A VACANCY IN THE OFFICE OF LIEUTENANT
GOVERNOR.
The proposed amendment would:
1. Allow 2n Incumbent legislator to be eligible for appointment

to the office of lieutenant governor.
2. Eliminate provision making lieutenant governor president of

the senate with the right to break tie vote.
3. Allow the Governor to appoint to fill a vacancy In throffIce

of Lieutenant Governor, subject to the approval of thes ap-
pointment bv majority vote of both houses of the legislature.

Should this amendment be adopted?

YES 188

NO 189-
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' ,' ', .. MARQUETTE COU TY . "M" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM THE

'> TAX LIM);BOARD OF LIGHT ANDPOWER, .,,,' ,T.'e ,LEf AFlATE TAX LIMTATION

a -,., , This proposal would emend Chepter 13. Section 13.8 of the City
Saell slp t ,rpttlons be established for Cn indefinite period, or until altered by the Charter by the elimination of paregraphs 6 and 7 allowing the YES 211
voters of the County, for"the County' of Marquette and the townships end school districts transfer of sums not to exceed 50% of net income of the utilit to tl
within the courty , the ageggte of which shell not excee4 15. mills as follows: the generl fund. ofI ncomeof'

U1 C 'o rof6.375 mills" CThisCorY°f the .. NO 212
> County of Ir ,  .. -"Shall this amendment repealing the transfer of sums raru

Townships " -1.370millsr Balbe adopted?
< Intermediate School ostrIcts .30 mills YES 194 Proposals ' • ,

School districts (a pchpol district located entire- 'Y E"1 4'al o t.' '" '

ly within a'city or charter township shall re- I H-H'A "N" CHARTER AMENDMENTLIMITING THE NUMBER OF TERMS SERVED BY THE
calve In addition mllage equal to the town- NO 195dBOARD OF LIGHT AND
ship millage)'10" : ,': '': 7.025 mills is prov Bed by

Total . 15.000 mills This proposal would emend Chapter 13, Section 13.7(o) of the YES 215
Charter so as to limit to two the number of consecutive terms that

CY A U Ia member may serve on the Board of Light and Power.• , .... ... - CITY OF MARQUETTE

CongressmHnRPower members to two terms be adopted?
4 . I

Proposed amendment to Chapter 9 of the Marquette City Chap-
e: tar to allow sheCity Treasurer to asessa One Per Cent collection YES 199S D A I S "O",CHARTERI AMENDMENT TO PROVIDE FOR AN ATTORNEY FOR THE BOARDoHP

fee on taxes collected by that off Ice. B O B IPA ISOF LIGHT ANDOPOIE

," Shall the charter of the City of Marquette be amended to allow NO 200 This proposal would amend Chapter 13 by adng Section 13.7(p)
the Marquette City Treasurer to'assess a One Per Cent oollection to allow the Board of Light and Power to retain separate lal YES 219
fee on taxes collected? council.

i Shall this Charter Amendment regarding a Board of Light and 220
"K" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING CONFIRMATION OF BOARD OF

LIGHT AND POWER RATES and Power attorney be adopted?
I I ', . . ... _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ " _

This proposal would amend Chapter 13, Section 13.3 to illow the "P" CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING ANI
Board of Light and Power to 1) let rates for the sale of electricity in association with CIG AN TIPEP I A HB D
and set charges for fees, rentals, and services provided by the i i i
Board, 2) define "retes for the sale of electricity", and 1) require YES 203 This proposal would prohibit relatives of elected officils from

City Commission ofirmtlon of rtes for the sale of electricity The Associated Students of workng for the Board of Light nd Power but not from okn E 2
. . N.2 A soiae Stdnso for the City.

but not of charges for fees, rentals, and services.
V , .N,04f 

or te C. .i

Shall, the Charter amen dnt to,require City Commipe? on on- Northern Michigan University shall this Charter Amendment to change the antjnepotism re- NO 224
> flrateon of rates bulan~t of charges be Cyopted?miso cn' ". quirements be adopted?

ME. HRE MNMETRGRIGLNT OCEMFRBADO

"i .!L" CHARTfR AMENDMENT REGARDING BOARD OF LIGHT AND POWER (ASNMU, Mark Strong, Pres.)"0 CHARTER AMENDMENT REGARDING LE
< TAX RATE LIGHT ANDPOWER

This proposal would amend Chapter 13, Section 13.6 to require
t This proposal would amend Chapter 13, Section 13.7(o) of the

that the payment In lieu of taxes by Pv" ic utilities to the City
> F w bt m u o5Charter so as to change the length of term of Board of Ilght and

Y General Fund wEould be at the mSnimur .(a of 50 mills. 2Power member from five years to three yeen. . YES 227'a' YES '207'

S 'Shall the CharterAmendment to set a minimum payment In lieu I*Shall the Charter amendment to'change Board of Light and
'of taxeN of 50 mi lbeadopNted?O208 Power terms from five to three years be adopted? NO 228
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Marquette Count Democratc Party
400 East crecet*'tMorquetto, Michigan 49855

Federal Elections Commission

1325 "K" Street

Washington, D.C. 20463
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