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.. DEM. ELECTION C 0A.4 .'s

The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to- the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Infornition Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

4
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(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(5) Internal Documents

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
f iles

(8) 3anking Information

(9) Well InfOrmation
(geographic or
geophysical)
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The above-described material was removed from this
file pursuant to the following exemption provided in the
Freedom of Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules andpractices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking
Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking Information

(9) Well Inf~rmation
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed ; 'f
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(5) Internal Documents

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking Information

. (9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to- the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and
practices

(3) Exempted by other
statute

(4) Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(5) Internal Documents

- (6)

(8)

(9)

Personal privacy

Investigatory
files

Banking Information

Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)
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The above-described material was removed from this file
pursuant to the following exemption provided in the Freedom of
Information Act, 5 U.S.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information

(2) Internal rules and" practices '

(3)

V_0 (4)

Exempted by other
statute

Trade secrets and
commercial or
financial information

(6) Personal privacy

(7) Investigatory
files

(8) Banking Information

(9) Well Information
(geographic or
geophysical)

(5) Internal Documents

Signed

Date

FEC 9-21-77



GLENN J. SEWAM, JR. so ~6aS~ ~V
J. CURTIS MERGE MIA1V~Z1
ROGERT R, SMPARKS, JR.

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER (703) 531-1000 1700 PENNSYLV4M AVENUE. N. W.

WASNNOTON!W. C. eOGC6t
JAN,5 A. CHERR October 12, 1983 1(o 00 0
JOHN ROBERT CLARK M

B. ERIC SIVERTSEN T'EX6 7 pI-OS--

SHARON L. POWERS CSE ~4EG
CLAIRE M. SOCCELLA

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

Dear Sirs:

7%,., Enclosed is the amended Statement of Organization, fMC

Form 1, of MediAmerica National Candidates Committee (formerly

known as National Candidates Committee), 1900 North Beauregard
Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22311.

Very truly yours,

J. Curtis Herge

Enc]osure

cc: Virgi.nia State Board of Elections
Jonathan M. Levin, Esq.
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?.ediAmerica, Inc.,
The National Candidates )

Committee
D. Richard Geske )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 23,

1983, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

following actions in MUR 1363:

1. Approve the conciliation
Nagreement as submitted

with the General Counsel's
Memorandum to the Commission
dated September 20, 1983.

.T 2. Close the file in this
matter.0

3. Approve the letters as
attached to the Memorandum

ndated September 20, 1983.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McGarry and Reiche

voted affirmatively in this matter; Commissioner McDonald

did not cast a vote.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 9-20-83, 3:40

Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 9-21-83, 11:00



September 27, 1983

E. Mark Braden, Chief Counsel
Republican National Committee
Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center
310 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Braden:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
o .Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
MediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,
the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
.individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter the
Commission determined there was probable cause to believe that
MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated

0 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (1),
. provisions of the Act. On September 23, 1983, a conciliation

agreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by
CD the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of this

agreement is enclosed for your information.

The file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have any
questions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gene Counsel

Associate Genera Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



E. Mark Braden, Chief Counsel
Republican National Committee
Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center
310 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Braden:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
to Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
N MediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,

the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
' individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter the
T Commission determined there was probable cause to believe that

MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated
oD 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (1),

provisions of the Act. On , 1983, a conciliation
agreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by

0 the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of this
agreement is enclosed for your information.

oThe file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have any
questions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



Richard B. Messick, Legal Counsel
National Republican Senatorial Committee
Stanton Square Office Townhouses
404 C Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Messick:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), byMediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,
the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter theCommission determined there was probable cause to believe that
0D MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 441b(b) (4)(A) (1),V provisions of the Act. On September 23, 1983, a conciliationagreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by7 the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of thisagreement is enclosed for your information.

cc The file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have anyquestions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Gener unsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



Richard E. Messick, Legal Counsel
National Republican Senatorial Committee
Stanton Square Office Townhouses
404 C Street, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002 /,

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Messick:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
0D Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
N MediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,

the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter the
1" Commission determined there was probable cause to believe that

MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated
( 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (1),
q. provisions of the Act. On , 1983, a conciliation

agreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by
0 the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of this

agreement is enclosed for your information.

CThe file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have any
questions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned
to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



%September 27, 1983

Lawrence J. Halloran, Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Halloran:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
MediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,

N the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter the
Commission determined there was probable cause to believe that

- MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated
2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (1),
provisions of the Act. On September 23, 1983, a conciliation

. agreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by
the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of this

o agreement is enclosed for your information.

The file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have any
O questions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned

to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: K nneth A. Gros1
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



Lawrence J. Halloran, Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, S..
Washington, D.C. 20003 9 %

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Halloran:

This is in reference to the complaint you filed with the
Commission on January 15, 1981, concerning violations of the

0 Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the Act"), by
MediAmerica, Inc., the National Candidates Committee (formerly,

N the National Republican Candidates Committee), and three
individuals.

After conducting an investigation in this matter the
Commission determined there was probable cause to believe that

Ir MediAmerica, Inc. and the National Candidates Committee violated
2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), 433(c), and 441b(b)(4)(A)(1),

' provisions of the Act. On , 1983, a conciliation
V. agreement signed by counsel for the respondents was accepted by

the Commission, thereby concluding the matter. A copy of this
0 agreement is enclosed for your information.

n The file number in this matter is MUR 1363. If you have any
C questions, please contact Jonathan Levin, the attorney assigned

to this matter, at 202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement



September 27, 1983

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esquire
Sedam & Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
Suite 1100
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Sparks:

On September 23, 1983, the Commission accepted the
conciliation agreement signed by J. Curtis Herge, Esquire, and a
civil penalty in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C.

N SS 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), 433(c), and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i), provisions
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter, and it will

9 become a part of the public record within thirty days. However,
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4) (B) prohibits any information derived in

"T connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.

0 Should you wish any such information to become part of the public
'q record, please advise us in writing.

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

)

co •Sincerely,

Charl N. Steele

Associate 
General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement



Robert R. Spsrks, Jr., Esquire
Bedam & Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
Suite 1100
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363 be / g /3

Dear Mr. Sparks:

On , 1983, the Commission accepted the
m conciliation agreement signed by J. Curtis Herge, Esquire, and a

civil penalty in settlement of violations of 2 U.S.C.
% SS 432(e) (5), 433(b) (2), 433(c), and 44lb(b)(4)(A)(i), provisions

of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.
.Accordingly, the file has been closed in this matter, and it will
become a part of the public record within thirty days. However,
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (B) prohibits any information derived in
connection with any conciliation attempt from becoming public
without the written consent of the respondent and the Commission.

oD Should you wish any such information to become part of the public
. record, please advise us in writing.

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

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Conciliation agreement
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in, the attor of

Medifter ica, Inc.
The National Candidates )

Committee ) MUR 1363
D. Richard Geske )

CONCILIATION AGREEMENT

This matter was initiated by a signed, sworn, and notarized

complaint by the Republican National Committee, the Republican

Senatorial Committee and the National Republican Congressional

Committee. An investigation has been conducted, and probable

cause to believe has been found that MediAmerica, Inc., violated

2 U.S.C. S 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) by soliciting contributions to the

National Candidates Committee from persons other than the

executive and administrative personnel of MediAmerica, Inc., its

o stockholders, and their families. In addition, the Commission

has found probable cause to believe that the National Candidates
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), and

441b(b) (4)(A)(i) by its failure to disclose its relationship as

the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc., and for

soliciting contributions from persons other than the executive

and administrative personnel of MediAmerica, Inc., its

stockholders, and their families. The Commission has also found

probable cause to believe, alternatively, that MediAmerica, Inc.,

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) in connection with MediAmerica,



2-.

Inc.' s, advances of goods and services to the titI -1 Cat

Committee and that the National Candidates Committee violated,

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by accepting corporate contributions from

MediAmerica, Inc. The Commission has also found probable cause

to believe that D. Richard Geske violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

consenting to the corporate violations by MediAmerica, Inc., and

that the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(c)

by failing to timely amend its statement of organization to list

a new treasurer.

NOW THEREFORE, the Commission and Respondents, having duly

N" entered into conciliation pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (4) (A) (i)

do hereby agree as follows:

I. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Respondents and

the subject matter of this proceeding.

II. Respondents have had a reasonable opportunity to

c demonstrate that no action should be taken in this matter.

III. Respondents enter voluntarily into this Agreement with

the Commission.

IV. The pertinent facts in this matter are as follows:

1. Respondent MediAmerica, Inc., is a corporation duly

organized under the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

2. Respondent National Candidates Committee is a

political committee pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 431(4).

3. D. Richard Geske is the President of MediAmerica,

Inc., as well as a member of its board of directors and

majority shareholder of MediAmerica, Inc.



S4. D Richard Geske is the Chairman of the Nat ...

Candidates Committee.

5. The National Candidates Committee (formerly the

National Republican Candidates Committee) filed its

Statement of Organization with the Commission on

June 30, 1980.

6. The National Candidates Committee has been operated

and directed solely by employees of MediAmerica, Inc.

7. The National Candidates Committee has never listed

MediAmerica, Inc. on its Statement of Organization as its

connected organization.

8. The National Candidates Committee has never included

the name of MediAmerica, Inc., in its name.

9. MediAmerica, Inc. has solicited contributions to the

National Candidates Committee from persons other than the

o executive and administrative personnel of MediAmerica,

Inc., its stockholders, and their families.

10. The National Candidates Committee has solicited

contributions from persons other than the executive and

administrative personnel of MediAmerica, Inc., its

stockholders, and their families.

V. Respondent MediAmerica, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C.

5 441b(b)(4)(A)(i) by soliciting contributions on behalf of the

National Candidates Committee from persons other than the executive



and administrative personnel of MediAmerica, Inc., ita

stockholders, and their families.

VI. Respondent National Candidates Committee violated

2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 432(e) (5), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) by failing

to report, on its Statement of Organization, that Medi .MerL0a.,.

Inc., is its connected organization, by failing to include

MediAmerica, Inc., in its name, and by soliciting contributions

from persons other than the executive and administrative

.personnel of MediAmerica, Inc., its stockholders, and their

families.

VII. Respondent National Candidates Committee violated

2 U.S.C. S 433(c) by failing to timely amend its Statement of

Organization to list a new treasurer.

C: VIII. Respondents will pay a civil penalty to the Treasurer

of the United States in the amount of one thousand dollars

O ($1,000), pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a) (5) (A).

o IX. Respondent National Candidates Committee will change
its name to include the name of MediAmerica pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

S 432(e) (5).

X. Respondents agree that they shall not undertake any

activity which is in violation of the Federal Election Campaign

Act of 1971, as amended, 2 U.S.C. S 431 et leg.

XI. The Commission, on request of anyone filing a complaint

under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(1) concerning the matters at issue

herein or on its own motion, may review compliance with this

agreement. If the Commission believes that this agreement or any

requirement thereof has been violated, it may institute civil



°w

action for relief in the United States Dctritt Court

District of Columbia.

XII. This agreement shall become effective as of the date

that all parties hereto have executed same and the Co s.4n has

approved the entire agreement.

XIII. Respondent shall have no more than thirty (30) day* from

the date this agreement becomes effective to comply with and

implement the requirements contained in this agreement and to so

%0 notify the Commission.

FOR THE COMMISSION:

Charles N. Steele
General Co 1

Ken eth A. GrosU /
Associate General Counsel

FOR RESPO ENTS

Counsel for Respo dents

0

cc.
Y"MA&A
Dat

Date



Itw vatical ,Caidates , mtte ) MR 1363bbdtaAmw'ia, Inc.)
D. Rb*id Gnsk)

I, Xhriatte w. auwns, Revrig Seeta for the ftderal lan

cmuission Becu=tve Session on April 13, 1983, do hereby certify that

the Cmissin took the fo1 actios in RM 1363:

1. V004 by a vote of 4-2 to find pcebe ceme to believe
that Ibi1is Oni, Iwo#, and the. Ratioa Cadidates
oitts ioatdi 2.s.C. 441b(b) (4).(A) (i) in oft

with the cwnmications/-clicitatiogu for the atioal
Canddalin ~uiitseberyord the stc A il derw and tiv

and istativ per--sonl of Z'diakri,, Inc., theft
fmd I i and that the National C tes C~zutte violated
2 U.S.C. S433(b) (2) for its failu=e to list OadPi , .,

qr as its conrnected organization and 2 U.S.C. S432 (e) (5) for its
failure to include "NediaMurica" in its name.

Ccmss _-s Har ris, McDona3d, IMoawr, and 1I*che voted
affirmatively for the decision; COmissicners Aike and
El Ulott disented.

2. rieci IM a vote of 4-2 to find prc*dble caus to believie,
in the altenave, tat M tmerica, Mnc., violated
2 U.S.C. S44lb(a) by advancing goods and smvces to the
Nai& a Candidates O~mnittee and U1 C.F.R. S114. 10(a) by

advancin goods and services to the National Candidates
CO ittee not in the ordinary course of the oorporation' s
business, and that the National Cndidates COuuttee
violated 2 U.S.C. S441b(a) by knowingly accepting suh advance.

Ocmuissioners Harris, McD ald, MGmrry, and Faiche voted
affirmatively for the decision; Ccumissicners Aikens and
Elliott dissented.

CCNTINEIM CN PAGE TM



a) Find~ pcbmlom to bo~iq that idard
Gs~mvioltad2 U.S.. -$442b( b

- ) Fin~d p4aC a bUs Aioa
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In the Hatt -9 W.

The National Candidotes ComNittee ) 16- 133
MediaAmerica, Inc. )
D. Richard Geske

GENERAL COUNSEL 'S REPORT XUI-..I,
APR 12L13

I. BACKGROUND

On January 16, 1981, the National Republican Senatorial

0 Committee, et 4., filed a complaint which alleged that

0 MediaAmerica, Inc., is the connected organization of the National

co Candidates Committee (and that the latter is, therefore,

V MediaAmerica's separate segregated fund). Complainants assorted
.T*o

that if this is true, then MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National

Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) by

Vr soliciting contributions from individuals other than the

C executive and administrative personnel of MediaAmerica, or its

MO stockholders and their families.

Co. Alternatively, the complainant suggested that should

MediaAmerica, Inc., not be viewed as the connected organization

of the National Candidates Committee (and the latter not be

viewed as the separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica, Inc.),

then MediaAmerica, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by

impermissibly financing the activities of the National Candidates

Committee through subsidization of the committee's expenses.



xxtensions of credit by MediaAmerica, Inc., to th*Natii).

Candidates were alleged to have been inconsistent with the

provisions of the Act. The President and Director of

MediaAmerica, Inc., D. Richard Geske, was asserted to have

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to MediaAmerica's

activities in contravention of the Act.

Several reporting violations were also raised in the

complaint.

On July 14, 1981, the Commission determined there was reason

to believe that MediaAmerica, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. 55 441b(a)

and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) and that the National Candidates Committee

r') violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(c), 433(b) (2), 441b(a) and

441b(b)(4)(A)(i). In addition, the Commission concluded that

0D there was reason to believe D. Richard Geske violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(a). The details which supported the Commission's
CD

determinations are more fully set forth in the General Counsel's

Brief.

On January 6, 1983, respondents submitted a brief which

denied any violation by respondents under any theory 1/ and

encouraged the Commission to conclude that there is no probable

cause to believe respondents violated the Act.

1/ Respondents have earlier admitted a minor reporting
violation (failure to timely amend the committee's Statement of
Organization to reflect a change in the office of treasurer.
(See 2 U.S.C. S 433(c)). We would assume that respondents
failure to mention this in their brief does not indicate a change
in their previous position.



The Of fice of General Con* a

submitted by respondents and has concluded that no new facts o

legal analysis have been presented which would alter our view as

expressed in the General Counsel's Brief of November 26, 1982.

The General Counsel believes that the efforts which MediaAmerica,

Inc., and the National Candidates Committee made to maintain the

appearance of separateness do not remove their actions from the

prohibitions of the Act. 2/

S 2/ During the course of the investigation into this matter,

o this Office deposed certain individuals association with
respondents. One of those individuals, Mrs. Terre Linehan,

ir stated that she never had been requested to participate in the
committee's efforts. Other than for the purpose of providing

I some preliminary background information as to MediaAmerica's
overall management structure, Ms. Linehan's deposition produced
no information relevant to the issues in this matter. No

o reference to her testimony has been made in the General Counsel's
Brief.

On January 19, 1983, Counsel for respondents submitted a
letter requesting a copy of Ms. Linehan's deposition. On

C1 January 25, 1983, this Office informed counsel that we would
decline the request.

Finally, on January 28, 1983, Counsel for respondents filed
co another request for the deposition of Ms. Linehan (See Attachment

1), arguing that it may provide exculpatory evidence. Counsel's
understanding of what Ms. Linehan testified to is based upon what
she apparently recounted to Mr. Geske in a later discussion of
the matter.

This Office has considered the issues presented by counsel
in favor of releasing the transcript and has concluded that, on
the basis of the Commission's role as an investigative agency,
release of the transcript is inappropriate. There is no
statutory right of access to investigative files; indeed
investigations conducted by the Commission may even be viewed as
analagous to proceedings conducted by a Grand Jury. Furthermore,
considering that decisions of the Commission are subject to de
novo review by the appropriate district court, (in the event that
civil suit was instituted under 2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(6)(A))
respondents would at that time be entitled to evidence under
normal discovery rules.
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IV. RECO MNDATIONS

1. Find probable cause to believe that MediaAmerica, Inc.,

and the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

' S 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) in connection with the

o communications/solicitations for the National Candidates

Committee beyond the stockholders and executive and

administrative personnel of MediaAmerica, Inc., or their families

Sand that the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 433(b)(2) for its failure to list MediaAmerica, Inc., as its

connected organization and 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(5) for its failure

to include "MediaAmerica" in its name.



2. rind robable cause to believe:# in the
that MediaAmerica, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a) by 
goods and services to the National Candidates committee And that

the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.SC. S, 441b (&) by

knowingly accepting such advances.

3. Find probable cause to believe that D. Riohaj4 Gek*

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to MediaAme rOa's

advances to the National Candidates Committee.

4. Find probable cause to believe the National Candidates

' Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(c) by failing to timely a&end
00 its statement of organization.

5. Send the attached letter and proposed conciliation

agreement.

0

00 Date General u

By: nth A- Gross 7
Associate General Counsel

Attachments
1. Request from Robert Sparks, January 28, 1983
2. Proposed conciliation agreement
3. Letter to Robert Sparks, counsel for respondents
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M"r. Danny L. McDonald,
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR,1363

Dear Chairman McDonald:

This firm represents the respondents in this matter, D.
P Richard Geske, MediAmerica, Inc. and National Candidates
. Committee. In that capacity, we filed with the Commission on

January 6, 1983, our Brief for respondents in response to the
Co General Counsel's Brief to the Commission. In his Brief, the

General Counsel recommended a finding of probable cause that
Srespondents violated certain provisions of the Federal Election

r Campaign Act (FECA).

The General Counsel's Brief contains extensive
.. quotations from, and relies heavily on, .three depositions taken

in the :course ,f thei.Anvestigation -nis matter. The,
depositions were-taken of Messrs. Geske and Roanin andM-s. King,
S cll.urrent.or former principals or Iuployes ,of _edi rica-or
National Candidates C ttee. We attended the deposition of Mr.
.Geske, but in accordance with the policy of the Office of -General
Counsel, we were not informed of, and hence were not able to
attend, the deposition of Mr. Romanin or Ms. King. After
reviewing the General Counsel's Brief to the Commission,-supplied
to us pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(3), we asked for and received
from the Office of General Counsel copies of the depositions of

the .above individuals. Using those depositions, we prepared our
Brief, which we filed with the Commission on behalf of the
respondents, on January 6, 1983.

On January 18, 1983, this -irm learned that the Office
of General Counsel had deposed Ms. Tere Linehan, a former
employee of MediAmerica. Ms. Linehan told Mr. Geske that she



Mr,, Danny L. McDonald
January 28. 1983
Page Two -,

testified under oath in her deposition as to matters which we

believe are exculpatory of the violations asserted by the General
Counsel in his probable cause Brief to the Comission. i

Accordingly, by letter dated January 19, 1983, we wrote :to the
General Counsel, asking for a copy of Ms. Linehan's depositiOn,$
and any other depositions taken in this matter, so that we sight
review them and, if appropriate, prepare a supplementary Srie in
response to the General Counsel's Brief. I enclose a copy of
that letter. I also enclose a copy of the response of Kenneth A.

Gross, Associate General Counsel, denying our request.

Mr. Gross states that because Ms. Linehan's deposition

Swas not referred to by the General Counsel in his Brief to the

Commission, we are not entitled to review that deposition to see
r' if it contains exculpatory material. Except to say that in-his

c1  view FECA does not require it, Mr. Gross cites no authority 
for

his refusal, nor even any policy of t General Counsel of which
rT we are aware, to justify his refusalT.. We do not believe tatb

the letter or the spirit of FECA or the Commission's regulations
thereunder permit the General Counsel to select what evidence it
will rely on in its recommendation to the Commission, with the
result that it can thereby select what evidence it must disclose

0 to respondent or his counsel. It seems to be the position of the
General Counsel that where evidence exculpatory of a respondent

r is found by the General Counsel in the course of his investi-
-gation of a matter, so long as the General Counsel does not

mention that evidence in his Brief to the Commission, respondent
",) and his counsel may not have access to that information. We

contend that that policy is inimical to due process, common

-sense, -and fair proceedings under FECA.

,Me -bring this matter to the attention of ,the Commission
because-we are aware that -the General Counsel is about -to present

* its recommendation in the referenced matter to the Commission for

a vote on probable cause. We think it imperative that -the

Commission know that exculpatory evidence may exist.

. i/Such an ,unsupported statement of policy may violate 2 U.S.C.
S5437f(b), ,which forbids the promulgation of rules or regulations
under FECA except pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S438(d).

S/I."

;°-pci.



,Kr Danny L.McDonald
0APUge" Tr .483,m

It may be that Ms. Linehan's deposition, and any other
depositions taken by the Commission in this case of which we are
not now aware, do not exculpate respondents and are not relevant
to the current proceedings. But neither we nor the Commission
knows that at this point. Only the General Counsel knows what
evidence exists in this case, and he has selected the evidence
the Commission and the respondents are to see.

We understand that should the Commission vote to find
probable cause in this matter, should conciliation fail, and
should the Commission vote to institute a civil action for
relief, respondents may be successful in obtaining the now-

1% withheld evidence. We believe, however, that respondents should
be permitted access to the General Counsel's secret evidence
without first having to be sued in federal court. It may be

co that, after reviewing all of the General Counsel's evidence,
respondents may admit the alleged violations and a conciliation

"T agreement could be reached, obviating the need for civil
o proceedings. But so long as respondents in this matter believe

that evidence which exculpates them is being withheld by the
r Commission, they cannot conciliate this matter. Thus, the

General Counsel's position in denying the requested evidence has
o exactly the opposite effect intended by FECA. The Act favors

conciliated agreements between the Commission and respondents.
It does not favor protracted and expensive federal court

o proceedings to resolve disputes. But that will be exactly the
result of the position taken by the General Counsel in this

, matter.

We would be happy to communicate directly with-the
Commission or, if necessary, through the Office of General
Counsel, to answer any questions you may have in this matter.

"AA Sincerely,

Robert R. S ks, Jr.

cc: John T. Dolan

0/1



FEDERAL

January 25, 1983

Robert Sparks, Esquire
Sedam & Serge
Suite 1100
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Sparks:

This is in response to your letter to this Office
dated January 19, 1983, wherein you requested a copy of
a depopA;on taken by the Office of General Counsel ofTere Liiienan in the above-captionedmatter. I have re-
viewea the file and note that Ms. Linehan's testinony
was not referred to in the General Counsel's Brief.
we believe the statute does not contemplate making her
deposition available to you under these circumstances.

Should you have any further questions, please contact
Stephen Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter,
at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,
0c

Counsel

c~u~i 1



M.r. Stephen Zltiw
Offic, of General Counsel
r Zederal Election Ccomnission BY hA.D
1325 X Street, nI.W.

0 Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: M!R 1363

Dear 14r. MAms:

On January 18, 1983, this firm learned for the firsttime that in the course of the Comission's investigation of0 this matter, you or another member of the Office of General
Counsel deposed Ms. Terry Lanahan at length concerning, among
other things, what, if any, influence Mr. Geske exerted on
her to become an officer of NCC.

o mention is made of that fact in any part of the
General Counsel's Brief to the Coission" recaiending afinding of probable cause in this utter. We helieve thatMs. Lanahan testified clearly that Mr. Geske did wot in =e
manner pressure her to act as treasurer for MCC. The failure
of the General Counsel to inform the Comnission of this
evidence is puzzling. It seems that the General Counsel has
selectively distilled for the Co=aission only that evidencethat seems & to support the General Counsel's recommendation,
and has ignored all contrary evidence. Counsel for NCC would
normally be unable to present that evidence to the Co=ission, isince it has long been the position of the General Counsel
that counsel lor respondent is not permitted -to attend
investigative depositions and,is not even entitled to know
that such depositions have been taken.

I I
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X hereby request a copy of Ms. Laaans dopt
taken in this mtter, and copies of a. otbhe 4pt4s
taken (other thsn those of essrs. Osake and X"amnSn .
Mes. King* vbch you have aLready suppljed to no), so tat
vs may review them, and fully and .letly adviset ,

_--s-On of aU, the evidanoe available In jth matte.

X - oclk orvard to your iAie response, o that8
this firm can prepare its submission to the 0son efe
a final Vot is. taken on proable cause.

Sincerely,,.

Robert R Sparks , Jr.

1

~WV~ \ 9c~~9yJ~~

$Phen nJam

sty 21. 3
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Robert Spar ks,. Esquire

Sfie 1100
8)00 Greensboro Drive
HcLean, Virginia 22102

k. Re: MUR 1363
MediaAmerica, lnc.
National Candidates Committee
D. Richard Geske

- Dear Mr. Sparks:

Go On , 1983, the Commission determined there is
probable cause .to believe that your clients violated the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, in Connect ion wi th

M MediaAmerica, Inc.'s, relationship with the National Candidates

Committee.

o -The Commission has a duty to attempt to correct such
violations for a period of 30 to 90 days by informal methods of

Nr conference, conciliation and persuasion, and by entering into a
conciliation agreement. If we are unable to reach an agreement

o during that period, the Commission may institute civil suit in
.. United States District Court and seek payment of a civil penalty.

, 4 - -We enclose a conciliation -agreement *that this office Is
pr*pared tto recamend to the Commission 'in settloeent o"ths

* -.. matter. If you *greewith the provisions of the encloo4d

agreement, please sign ana return it along with the¢ tiviJi:ena Y
to b e Commission within ten days. I will then recommend that

t e-Commission approve the agreement. Please make your check for
the civil penalty payable to the U.S. Treasurer.

For your information, your written request for a copy of the

transcript of Terre Linehan's deposition was submitted to the
Commission for consideration along withyOur-response brief.. The
Commission was advised that Ms. Linehan testified* that.she .did
not perform services on behalf of the .National Candidates
Committee and that she was not asked to do so.

'/.



vt you haveanyquestions or suggestion$. for thane# in the
encoee4 Goncjiation agreement, please contact 8"t. bo Ms, the
Staff ember assigned to this matter, at (2O2)3 4 39.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

,4 Enclosure
Conciliation Agreement

0

I7 /
1, I
I
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MARJORIE W, E)O0N81;70rDY C. RAN~SOM

MARCH 17, 1983

MUR 1363 - Comprehensive Investigative
Report #3, signed March 15, 1983

The above-named document was circulated to the

Conmission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 11:00,

Plarch 16, 1983.

There were no objections to the Investigative

Report at the time of the deadline.
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In the Matter of

The National Candidates
Committee and D. Richard
Geske

MUR 1363

COMPREHENSIVE INVESTIGATIVE REPORT # 3

The Office of General Counsel is presently reviewing a draft

of the probable cause report in the above-captioned matter.

Respondents' counsel has recently made a request for a copy of

the deposition transcript of Ms. Tere Linehan. (Ms. Linehan is

not represented by counsel and is not named as a respondent in this

matter.) The subject of this request and the position of the

General Counsel is treated in the probable cause report which should

be forwarded to the Commission within thirty days.

General Counsel

-

0~
~q.

0~

r')

Date
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Phone

Marchi 1 1#083.

Mr. Charles N. Stpeel
General Counsel
Mr. Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General, CounIsel
Federal Election -CIOOEisti1i
Washington, D.C. 20463

-

Re: MUR 1363

Gentlemen:
We are in receipt .pf*your letter of 2/18/83. It Is ay uderstanding

that the matter u rer' w (MUR 1363) has bten cl sa.

We wish to thank you fl ton to this matt 4

DRG/dr
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Mr. Danny L. McDonald
Chairman "o
Federal Election Commission r.
1325 K Street, N.W. ""
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: 13§3

Dear Chairman McDonalds

This fIrm represents the reipondents in this matter, D.
Richard Geske, . JiAmerica, Inc. and National Candidates
Committee. In that capacity, we filed with the Commission on
January 6, 1983, our Brief for respondents in response to the

- General Counsel's Brief to the Commission. In his Brief, the
General Counsel recoumended a finding of probable cause that

"Tr respondents violated certain provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act (FBCA).

The General Counsel's Brief contains extensive
quotations from, and relies heavily on, three depositions taken

co in the course of the investigation in this matter. The
depositions were taken of Messrs. Geske and Romanin and Ms. King,
all current or former principals or employees of MediAmerica or
National Candidates Committee. We attended the deposition of Mr.
Geske, but in accordance with the policy of the Office of General
Counsel, we were not informed of, and hence were not able to
attend, the deposition of Mr. Romanin or Ms. King. After
reviewing the General Counsel's Brief to the Commission, supplied
to us pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437g(a)(3), we asked for and received
from the Office of General Counsel copies of the depositions of
the above individuals. Using those depositions, we prepared our
Brief, which we filed with the Commission on behalf of the
respondents, on January 6, 1983.

On January 18, 1983, this firm learned that the Office
of General Counsel had deposed Ms. Tere Linehan, a former
employee of MediAmerica. Ms. Linehan told Mr. Geske that she



Mro Danny Lo McDonald
Januaty 28, 1983
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testified under oath in her deposition as to matters which we
believe are exculpatory of the violations asserted by the Useral
Counsel in his probable cause Brief to the Commission.
Accordingly, by letter dated January 19, 1983, we wrote to tb '

General Counsel, asking for a copy of Ms. Linehan's depositt.o
and any other depositions taken in this matter, so that we mit
review them and, if appropriate, prepare a supplementary irAil in
response to the General Counsel's Brief. I enclose a copy of
that letter. I also enclose a copy of the response of Kenneth A.
Gross, Associate General Counsel, denying our request.

Mr. Gross states that because Ms. Linehan's deposition
was not referred to by the General Counsel in his Brief to the
Commission, we are not entitled to review that deposition to see
if it contains exculpatory material. Except to say that in his
view FECA does not require it, Mr. Gross cites no authority for
his refusal, nor even any policy of t4q General Counsel of wich '
we are aware, to justify his refusal .- ( We do not belleve tht
the letter or the spirit of FECA or the Commission's tgUoli - s.
thereunder permit the General Counsel to select what evidence It
will rely on in its recommendation to the Commission, with the
result that it can thereby select what evidence it must disolose
to respondent or his counsel. It seems to be the position of the
General Counsel that where evidence exculpatory of a respondent
is found by the General Counsel in the course of his investi-
gation of a matter, so long as the General Counsel does not
mention that evidence in his Brief to the Commission, respondent
and his counsel may not have access to that information. We
contend that that policy is inimical to due process, common
sense, and fair proceedings under FECA.

We bring this matter to the attention of the Commission
because we are aware that the General Counsel is about to present
its recommendation in the referenced matter to the Commission for
a vote on probable cause. We think it imperative that the
Commission know that exculpatory evidence may exist.

I/Such an unsupported statement of policy may violate 2 U.S.C.
S437f(b), which forbids the promulgation of rules or regulations
under FECA except pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 5438(d).
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It may be that Ms. Linehan's deposition, and any other
depositions taken by the Commission in this case of which "*
not now aware, do not exculpate respondents and are not E*lot,
to the current proceedings. But neither we nor the Caoisme .
knows that at this point. Only the General Counsel knows .at
evidence exists in this case, and he has selected the evidence
the Commission and the respondents are to see.

We understand that should the Commission vote to ftnd
probable cause in this matter, should conciliation fail, and
should the Commission vote to institute a civil action for
relief, respondents may be successful in obtaining the now-
withheld evidence. We believe, however, that respondents should
be permitted access to the General Counsel's secret evidence
without first having to be sued in federal court. It may be

00 that, after reviewing all of the General Counsel's evidence,
respondents may admit the alleged violations and a conciliation

IT agreement could be reached, obviating the need for civil
proceedings. But so long as respondents in this matter believe
that evidence which exculpates them is being withheld by the

1"7 Commission, they cannot conciliate this matter. Thus, the
General Counsel's position in denying the requested evidence hasC1 exactly the opposite effect intended by FECA. The Act favors
conciliated agreements between the Commission and respondents.
It does not favor protracted and expensive federal court
proceedings to resolve disputes. But that will be exactly the
result of the position taken by the General Counsel in this
matter.

We would be happy to communicate directly with the
Commission or, if necessary, through the Office of General
Counsel, to answer any questions you may have in this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert R. Skks, Jr.

cc: John T. Dolan



January 25, 1943

Robert Sparks, Esquire
Sedam & Herge
Suite 1100
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLeaii, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Sparks:

This is in response to your letter to this Officedated January 19, 1983, wherein you requested a copy of
a deposlion taken by-the Office of, eneral. Counel of,Tere LiaienanwLn the above-captioned, matter, . have re-
'Viewed the file and note that Ms. Linehan's testimony
was not referred to in the General Counsel's Brief.
le believe the statute does not contemplate making her

o deposition available to you under these circumstances.

Should you have any further questions, please contact
Stephen Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter,

0 at (202)523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

Gene 1 Counse

By: Kenneth A. ros
Associate Genera Counsel
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Mr. Stephen Him
Office of General Counselkeral Election Commission BY AND1325 K street, 4N.W.

'! Washington, D.C, 20463
co

R s .
SDear Mr. Wma i

On January 18, 1983, this firm learned for the firsttime that in the course of the Commission' i.nvestigation ofCO this matter, you or another mmber of the Office of GeneralCounsel deposed Ms. Terry Lanahan at length concerning, UOngother things, what, if any, influence Mr. Geske exerted ono her to becage an officer of NCC,
No mention is made of that fact in any part of theGeneral Counsel's Brief to the Comission rec=suending aco finding of probable cause in this matter.* We believe thatMa. Lanahan testified clearly that Mr. Geske did not in anynanner pressure her to act as treasurer for NCC. The failureof the General Counsel to inform the Conmission of thisevidence is puzzling. It seems that the General Counsel hasselectively distilled for the Coaission only that evidencethat seems to support the General Counsel's recommendation,and has Ignored all contrary evidence, Counsel for NCC wouldnormally be unable to present that evidence to the Commissionesince it has long been the position of the General Counselthat counsel for respondent is not permitted to attendinvestigative depositions and~is not even entitled to knowthat such depositions have been taken.



j I hereby requet a copy of U. ahn depoUs*m
taken Iothis matter, and copies of all other dpos. &

(othe han those of Messrs. Geske and Rmanin an
Ns. King, vhtoh you have already supplied to me), so that

e may reviev them, and fully and cmpletely advise th e
"omisslon of all the evidence avaaleba in this mattec.

Z lok forward to your imdiate response, so tb t
this iz.m can prep Lats submision to the tmission beaowe
a fiJnal vote is taken on probable caus.

4incerely.

lobert R. Spaks. Jr.

V)

0 -0 Ulm

Ito 1983jrt:z



TEDE RALIVT
WASHINGON

January 25, 1983

Robert Sparks, Esquire
Sedam & Herge
Suite 1100
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Sparks:

cO This is in response to your letter to this Office
dated January 19, 1983, wherein you requested a copy of
a deposition taken by the Office of General Counsel of
Tere Linehan in the above-captioned matter. I have re-
viewed the file and note that Ms. Linehan's testimony

117 was not referred to in the General Counsel's Brief.
We believe the statute does not contemplate making her

0 deposition available to you under these circumstances.

Should you have any further questions, please contact

o Stephen Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter,
at (202) 523-4039.

Sincerely,



044N IJ. SIDAM JR.

"RCR R. SARKS, in...
A. MARK CHItSTOPHER i7,o) 53I,00o 1,oo *EN WNUC. N.

JANIS A. CHERRY WAH#*#,.C. 80OQ0

JOHN ROBERT CLARK U .... 10@
U. ERIC SIVERTSEN JaL*r 918-0SS6
SHARON L. POWER.S January. 19, 1983
CLAIRE M. SOCCELLA

Mr. Stephen Mims
Office of General Counsel
Federal Election Commission BY HAND
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Mims:

On January 18, 1983, this firm learned for the first
time that in the course of the Commission's investigation of
this matter, you or another member of the Office of General
Counsel deposed Ms. Terry Lanahan at length concerning, among
other things, what, if any, influence Mr. Geske exerted on
her to become an officer of NCC.

No mention is made of that fact in any part of the
General Counsel's Brief to the Commission recommending a
finding of probable cause in this matter. We believe that
Ms. Lanahan testified clearly that Mr. Geske did not in any
manner pressure her to act as treasurer for NCC. The failure
of the General Counsel to inform the Commission of this
evidence is puzzling. It seems that the General Counsel has
selectively distilled for the Commission only that evidence
that seems to support the General Counsel's recommendation,
and has ignored all contrary evidence. Counsel for NCC would
normally be unable to present that evidence to the Commission,
since it has long been the position of the General Counsel
that counsel for respondent is not permitted to attend
investigative depositions and is not even entitled to know
that such depositions have been taken.



Mrz. stophen Mims" .. ..Page Tw'o .. ""'' "

January 19, 1983

I hereby request a copy of Ms. Lanahan's deposition
taken in this matter, and copies of all other deposition.II
taken (other than those of Messrs. Geske and Romanin and
Ms. King, which you have already supplied to me), so that
we may review them, and fully and completely advise the
Commission of all the evidence available in this matter.

I look forward to your immediate response, so that
this firm can prepare its submission to the Commission before
a final vote is taken on probable cause.

Sincerely,

c Robert R. Spks, Jr.

C
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GLENN J. SWDAM, JR. ~-
J. CURTIS HERGE N IJA 06...
ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR. -

A. MRK CRISTPHERSUITE 01101
A. MARtK CI.4ISIOPHER (703)J 03*OOO1700 P NN0Y1.VANIA'AVWENU. N. W.

JANIS A. CHERRY 
WSINGTON 0. C. 0006

too**S08-1000
JOHN ROBERT CLARK Z January J, 1M83
D. ERIC SIVERTSEN TEIr' 710-031@-000

SHARON L. POWERS . SESAMMERIE

CLAIRE M. DOCCELLA

Commission Secretary
Federal Election Commission -

1325 X Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Re: UR 1363

+" q • .

Dear Sir:

Enclosed herewith, in accordance with 11 CjpR 111.16(c),
Iare ten (10) copies of the Brief of National Candidates

Committee, MediAmerica, Inc. and Mr. D. Richard~ Geske, the
respondents in the above-captioned matter. The tim for sub-

7- mitting this Brief was extended to January 7, 1983, as confirmed
in a letter from the General Counsel to the undersigned dated

C, December 15, 1982.

We are submitting to the Office of General Counsel
under separate cover, together with a copy of this letter, three
(3) copies of the enclosed Brief.

Very truly yours,

J. Curtis Berge

enclosures

cc: General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
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In the spring of 1980, Mr. D. Richard Geske ha a

series of conversations with a number of his friends about his

idea of organizing a new multicandidate committee. He formulated

his plan following publicity about the potential impact on

Federal elections of the so-called Obey-Railsback campaign reform

legislation, it being his belief that contribution limitations in

that legislation encouraged the establishment of additional

committees. (Geske deposition at page 9.) One of the

individuals most interested in Mr. Geske's idea was Mr. John D.

Romanin, who later served as National Finance Chairman and

Treasurer of the committee which was established. (Geske

deposition at page 23.) Mr. Romanin has testified that both he

o and Mr. Geske were interested and active in politics and believed

'7 that the new committee provided them with an opportunity to play

0 a more direct role in the political process. (Romanin deposition

at pages 7, 8 and 13.) They hoped to accomplish that result by
00

raising funds for the committee through the medium of direct mail

solicitations.

The original Statement of Organization of the committee

was filed with the Commission on or about June 30, 1980, the

committee's original name being "National Republican Candidates'

Committee." The Statement of Organization was signed by Karen

Dent, who, at Mr. Geske's invitation, volunteered to be the

committee's treasurer. (Geske deposition at pages 20, 25-26.)

-1-



While Mr, Qe0*6s . Rcmainin and Mrs. not we;. a
NediAmerica, Inc., Kr. Gecke has testified that he

them about his plans for the committee in their capaocity as his

friends and not as business colleagues. (Geske deposition at

pages 14, 15, 22, 24, 37-42.) Neither the idea for, nor the

proposed organization of, the committee was ever presented for

consideration or approval by the Board of Directors of

MediAmerica, Inc. Indeed, both Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin

testified that Mr. Geske was solely responsible for forming the

committee. (Geske deposition at page 9; Romanin deposition at

pages 8 and 9.)
0o One of the goals of the committee's organizers was to

solicit contributions to the committee through the use of direct

mail while limiting the committee's overhead and operating costs

C to the maximum extent possible, thus enabling the committee to

1W maximize its contributions to candidates. (Geske deposition at

O page 27.) Messrs. Geske and Romanin investigated a number of

n alternative means of administering the committee's affairs.
00 These included the possibility of hiring full time personnel to

administer the committee's affairs, looking for office space and

investigating the fees charged by various direct mail and market-

ing firms. (Romanin deposition at page 10; Geske deposition at

pages 27 and 30.) It was concluded, nonetheless, that the prices

charged by MediAmerica, Inc. for direct mail and marketing

services were the best available in the industry. (Geske

deposition at page 30; Romanin deposition at page 10.) As a

-2-



VW .. 8 tequence he committee retained edieric, Inc. t

its direct mail fundralsing and related administrative at, 4

(Geske deposition at page 45.)

ediAmerica, Inc. (lediAmerica") is a direct mailS fund

raising and marketing firm, which represents a number of

candidates, political committees and issue-oriented nonprofit

organizations. (Romanin deposition at page 5.) As such, the

services rendered to the committee by tediAmerica were the same

or similar to the services it rendered to its other clients.

(Romanin deposition at pages 36 and 37; Geske deposition at pages

102-106.) In addition, the terms upon which credit was extended

CO to the committee by XediAmerica was similar to the terms upon

which MediAmerica extended credit to its other clients. (Romanin

deposition at page 80; King deposition at pages 38 and 39.) In

o) fact, MediAmerica was fastidious in identifying the expenses

incurred by the committee, including the allocable share of

o personnel costs, files, office space, telephones, supplies,

computer time, etc., and in billing those costs to the committee

at its usual rates. (King deposition at pages 11-13, 27 and 28;

Geske deposition at pages 109,110, 121 and 124.) Furthermore,

space in MediAmerica's offices was specifically delineated and

set aside for the exclusive use of the committee and the com-

mittee paid rent for that space. (Romanin deposition at page 72;

Geske deposition at pages 109-111.) As officers of the

committee, Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin made every reasonable effort

to discuss the committee's affairs and policies in their "free

-3-
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deposition at page 25) and 'usually over dinner ,lasanin ! M

deposition at pages 16 and 41). The very few dioussions Ur.

Geske and Mr. Romanin had in their office about the committee's

affairs were measured, cumulatively, in "minutes." (Geske

deposition at page 121.) On the other hand, the basic,

fundamental rule for those at NediAmerica who performed a fund-

raising or administrative function for the committee was that of

"fulfilling a service to a client" and MediAmerica billed the

committee for those services. (Geske deposition at pages 48 and

o 49.)

MediAmerica produced and mailed two direct mail fund

raising solicitations on behalf of the committee. The first

Vr solicitation was dated October 25, 1980 and the second was dated

0 December 5, 1980. MediAmerica billed the committee $8,305.92 for

the production and mailing of the first solicitation (see
C

MediAmerica invoice #758); $9,543.60 for the production and

00 mailing of the second solicitation (see MediAmerica invoice

#000010); and, $2,064.50 for salaries, administrative and

operating costs (see MediAmerica invoices #772 and #776). Of

that obligation, the committee paid MediAmerica a total of

$5,564.50 on December 1, 1980 and an additional $2,000.00 on

January 10, 1981. The balance of the committee's obligation to

MediAmerica, $12,349.52, remains outstanding.

While the Office of General Counsel takes the view that

that outstanding obligation supports a finding that either (1)

-4-



Litq i th rep*te i~tdln
(2) the extension of credit to the committee by Medl 14

unlawful, it should be noted that Mr. Geske has testified that

the obligation has remained unpaid upon the advice of Counsel.

(Geske deposition at pages 101-102, 107 and 108.) in order for

the committee to be able to pay the remaining obligation, It

would be necessary for the committee to again solicit funds by

means of direct mail solicitations. For the reasons set forth

below, Mr. Geske and the committee were advised not to solicit

additional funds on behalf of the committee and, therefore, to

leave unpaid the balance still due MediAmerica.

(1) By letter dated December 12, 1980, the
Vr United States Postal Service complained to the

committee that the use of an altered eagle
logotype on its direct mail solicitations
appeared to infringe upon the official logo
utilized by the Postal Service.

(2) In the second half of December, 1980
qW and in the first week or ten days of January,
C1981, representatives of the Republican National

Committee (RNC)g the National Republican Congres-
sional Committee (NRCC) and the National
Republican Senatorial Committee (NRSC) telephoned

co Messrs. Geske and Romanin to complain about the
use of the word "Republican" in the name of the
committee:/ and to complain about the text of the
solicitations mailed by the committee.

(3) On January 15, 1981, the RNC, NRCC and
NRSC executed and filed the instant complaint
against the respondents.

!-/These concerns were later remedied when National Republican
Candidates Committee changed its name to National Candidates
Committee ("NCCN).

-5-



(4) *~3t~4ated Januar~y .21pUnited t Poal ve a ain Vit to r
coammittee about the apparent use of the altered
eagle logotype.

(5) On February 10, 1981, a Federal grand
jury empaneled to investigate a mail fraud
complaint lodged against the committee relating
to the text of its direct mail solicitations
issued a subpoena for certain documents and
records of the committee to be produced to the
grand jury.

As a consequence of the foregoing, the committee was faced with a

possible civil and/or criminal action based upon the alleged un-

authorized use of an official seal and registered trademarki a

criminal investigation based upon the text of its solicitationsj

c and, a compliance proceeding before the Federal Election Comis-

sion on the question whether the committee is the separate

segregated fund of MediAmerica. This state of affairs led to the

advice of counsel referred to by Mr. Geske, a matter that will be
C

developed further in the next portion of this brief.

ARGUMENT

00I . THE CREDIT EXTENDED TO NATIONAL CANDIDATES
COMMITTEE BY MEDIAMERICA, INC. WAS EXTENDED IN
THE ORDINARY COURSE OF THE CORPORATION'S BUSINESS

Corporations are prohibited from making contributions

or expenditures in connection with any Federal election. See 2

U.S.C. 441b and Part 114 of the Commission's regulations. The

term "contributiont in this context, is defined to include the

extension of credit for a length of time beyond normal business

or trade practice. See 11 CFR 100.4(a)(6). Moreover, according

-6-
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tion may extend credit to a political committee on ly I.th

credit is extended in the ordinary course of the orporation',.

business and the terms are substantially similar to eztentons of
credit to nonpolitical debtors which are of similar cisk and: saze

of obligation.

In its Brief, the Office of General Counsel recommends

that the Commission find probable cause to believe that

NediAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. 441b(a) by extending credit to MCC

and that MCC violated 2 U.S.C. 441b(a) by knowingly accepting

such credit. It also recommends that the Commission find

probable cause to believe that Mr. Geske violated 2 U.8.C.

441b(a) by consenting to NediAmerica's extension of credit to

MCC. These recommendations are grounded upon the initial

03 extension of credit to MCC by NediAmerical a question whether the

cost of the mailing list used for the solicitations made by MCC

was charged to NCCI and, the fact that, since January 10, 1981,

the sum of $12,349.52 has been owed HediAmerica by NCC.

With respect to the initial extension of credit to MCC

by NediAmerica, it is neither unusual, nor unlawful, for a direct

mail fund raising and marketing firm to extend credit to a polit-

ical committee. In Advisory Opinion 1979-36, for example, a

direct mail fund raising and marketing firm, Working Names, Inc.,

sought approval to develop a fund-raising campaign for the

Committee for Fauntroy, a plan that included the initial exten-

sion of credit to its client. Specifically, Working Names was to

-7-
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Steries, such expenses plus a fee to be pa L£

f"the mailings. Bvidence was presented to the C.Isib t t,

within the direct mail industry, this proposed typ of financing

arrangement represented an ordinary mode of operation,, In

addressing the request for its opinion, the Commission 00noluded,

as follows:

...if, in fact, (1) the proposed
financial agreement with its provisions for
expenses to be initially incurred by Working
Names, and for limited liability on behalf of

N the Committee if the direct mail is Ounsuc-
cessful," is of a type which is normal
industry practice and contains the type of

c credit which is extended in the ordinary
course of Working Names' business with terms
which are substantially similar to thosegiven
to nonpolitical, as well as political, debtors
of similar risk and size of obligation, and if
(2) the costs charged the Committee for ser-
vices are at least the normal charge for

o services of that type, then the amounts ex-
pended by Working Names will not be considered
to be campaign contributions. If, however,
any of these provisions deviate from Workingo3 Names' normal course of doing business, then a
prohibited contribution could result.

The working relationship between MediAmerica and NCC net the

requirements set down by the Commission in AO 1979-36.

In its investigation into this matter, the Office of

General Counsel heard testimony from Mr. Geske, Mr. Romanin and

Mrs. King that the type and terms of credit extended to NCC by

MediAmerica was no different than the type and terms extended to

its nonpolitical, as well as political, clients. (Geske deposi-

tion at pages 98 and 102-106; Romanin deposition at pages 36, 37

and 53; King deposition at pages 38 and 39.) This testimony

-8-



NediAmerica of similar services, nd th exenio o t. stiia

credit, to Its nontpolitical, as wel as Its other political,,

customers, lurthermore, the same testimony andlinvoices

demonstrate that the charges to MCC by MediAmerica were no les

than the normal charges MediAmerica billed for services of the

same type.

The Office of General Counsel suggests that the

extension of credit by MediAmerica to MCC was outside the

ordinary course of its business because it was not negotiated at
ca *arm's length," which the Office of General Counsel suggests

results in something other than *a normal vendor-vendee relation-

ship.* (General Counsel's Brief at page 13.) It is not clear,

o in making this argument, whether the Office of General Counsel

believes MediAmerica charged too much or too little to NCC. On
page 8 of its Brief, for example, the Office of General Counsel

charges that "no effort appears to have been made to explore
00

whether any other direct mail firm could provide better or

cheaper services to the National Candidates Committee." As noted

on page 2 of this Brief, however, Messrs. Geske and Romanin did

investigate the terms offered by other suppliers and concluded

that MediAmerica was the best for the job. In any event, there

appears to be no challenge by the Office of General Counsel to

the essential facts that MediAmerica provided the same or similar

services to its other customers; that it extended the same or

-9-



e no* itical, as vell as political, oeew ii the.

costs charged MCC by IedlAmerica for the services We-s at $.st

the normal charge tor services of that type. The Ftderl l
Rtx* tio 'Campaign Act# as interpreted by the Comm*s'onwqie

no more.

A. The Record Shows that NediAaerica
Billed National Candidates Committee for the

Mailing Lists Used in the Solicitations

At one point, the Office of General Counsel contends

e0- that LediAmerica's extension of credit to MCC was outside the

normal scope of services rendered to its clients (General

Counsel's Brief at page 13). At another point, however, the

Office of General Counsel concedes that NediAmerica did no more

for MCC than what it - and others like it in the industry - has

o done for other clients. For instance, at page 8 of the General

Counsel's Brief, the General Counsel observes:
cc It is true that NediAmerica billed the

National Candidates Committee for most ascer-
tainable expenses and that this is standard
procedure for most direct mail firms such as
MediAmerica. (See Advisory Opinion 1979-36.)

But the Office of General Counsel thinks it Is on to something,

for the Brief continues:

However, at least one considerable
expense which MediAmerica appears to have
incurred on behalf of the committee was not
billed to the committee, namely the cost of
renting the mailing list(s) used by
MediAmer ica.

-10-



£a~laIe fO urncertain~ty a5 to tI own~hi O t
SGeske deposition at pageo 36, w~ Romanin deosition at

pagesr2D-3O), and Nr. Geslees failure to recall whether or not

th* cost of the list was billed to XCC. (Goko deasitio at

pages 72, 122 and 123.) It is evident elsewhere In t'he record,

however# that NediAmerica d charge MCC for the rental of the
list.

In FEC Exhibit 1 to Mr. Geske's deposition, consisting

of notes which were taken at an initial planning meeting between

Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin, it Is noted that NJDRO (Mr. Romanin)

was charged with the responsibility of compiling the mailing
list. Furthermore, Mr. Romanin testified that he believed

MediAmerica had invoiced MCC for the rental of the list.
Co (Romanin deposition at page 52.) In addition, on Schedule D of

the original Report of Receipts and Disbursements, FEC Form 3X,

filed by MCC for the period 10/1/80 - 11/24/80, the nature of the

00 debt owed to MediAmerica by MCC is described as "Mailing Service,

List Rental - Account Payable." (Emphasis added.) Moreover, on

Schedule D of the original Report of Receipts and Disbursements,

FEC Form 3X, filed by 1CC for the period 11/25/80 - 12/31/80, the

nature of the debt owed NediAmerica by MCC is described as

"Direct Mail, Postage, List Rentals, Printing.* (Emphasis

added.) It is evident, therefore, that 1CC was billed by

MediAmerica for the rental of the mailing lists, notwithstanding

the uncertainty, at times, of Messrs. Geske and Romanin as to the

-11-



billin for ucof te~t. #
na~ertainties in recollection, in the face of clear atd
consistent documentary evidence that the cost of the llsts vLB

billed to NCC, do not support a finding of probable cause.

B. This Proceeding, Not an Unlawful
Extension of Credit, Accounts for the Nonpayment

of NCC's Debt.

Finally, the Office of General Counsel suggests that

the respondents should be found in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a)

because NCC has made no effort to repay its $12,349.52 debt to
KediAmerica since January 10, 1981. The Office of General

ml Counsel fails to advise the Commission, however, that that debt

has not been paid, pending the outcome of these proceedings, on

the advice of counsel.
0D In the deposition taken of Mr. Geske by the Office of

General Counsel, one finds the following colloquies:

Q. Why hasn't the committee contributed
to any other candidates since [December
29, 19801?

A. On advice of counsel.
Q. What?
A. On advice of counsel. Basically not

do anything until the matter is settled.
Don't raise money. Don't do anything. Do as
little as possible.
[Geske deposition at pages 101-102.1

Q. I refer to the fifth page of the
document, marked Schedule D, Debts and
Obligations, excluding loans. Can you tell me
why there is still this outstanding debt
figure of $12,349 if MediAmerica likes to have
payment?

-12-



Q. If you could be more specific as to
that on advice of counsel. Are ou sain-
that the committee shoal not 0------R--'?

A. h no. The committee should always
Dav the debt and I -an :*iMre will.

es deposition at page lO1o Emphasis added.]

The specific factual reasons why NCC was advised to
take no action to pay the balance of its debt to NediAmerica are
enumerated on page 5 of this Brief. Prior to the occurrence of

those events, the record shows that NediAmerica promptly billed

TNCC for its services and expenses and that it was being paid
0o within a commercially reasonable period of time. (See pages 5

and 6 of the General Counsel's Brief and page 4 of this Brief.)
Faced, however, with the possibility of (1) a civil and/or

criminal proceeding for the alleged unauthorized use of an

official seal and registered trademark; (2) a criminal investiga-

0 tion relating to the text of its solicitations; and (3) an

allegation by the Office of General Counsel that it was in
Go violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) for having solicited

contributions from a prohibited class, NCC ceased all of its

fund-raising activities pending the conclusion of all three

matters. It would have been foolhardy for NCC to continue its
solicitation activities while the propriety of those very solici-

tations was under investigation and it faced the risk that such

activities might result in compounding a violation of 2 U.S.C.

441b(b)(4)(A)(i). It is and always has been Mr. Geske's

-13-
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that MCC will reinstitute fund-raising operations up
conclusion of this matter and, from the proceeds of thow,

operations, pay the balance of Its debt to Nedijmerica.

In conclusion, it is evident that NediAmerica rendered
services to MCC that were the same, or similar to, the type of
services NediAmerica rendered to its other customers. The costs
for those services, including the costs of space, equipment

rental, salaries, supplies, list rental and administrative

services, were billed to MCC by NediAmerica at its normal rates
and upon credit terms no more favorable than that extended to its

co nonpolitical, as well as its other political, customers.

Mr Finally, to the extent that NediAmerIca has presently outstanding

any unpaid invoices due it from NCC, that is due to the advice of
o counsel that NCC not solicit any additional contributions until

this matter is resolved. Without such solicitations, MCC cannot
C pay what it owes to NediAmerica, for it has no other source of

revenue. To suggest, as the Office of General Counsel does in

its Brief, that NCC should be faulted for still owing money to
INediAmerica is querulous, at best; disingenuous, at worst. The

Office of General Counsel should not be permitted to point to

MCC's unpaid debt to MediAmerica as evidence of an unlawful

extension of credit, when the General Counsel's own investigation

(and other investigations of NCC) has made the only means of

repaying that debt impracticable.
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reject its argument that respondents be found guilty for not
paying off MCC's debt during the pendenoy of these proeengs,

the Office of General CouuIel alternatively recomminds that dC
be found to be the separate segregated fund of Medifterio. The

arguments advanced in support of that recommendation are strained

and almost overreach.

For example, the General Counsel argues that the

relationship between MediAmerica and MCC Owas more than' that of

0o a vendor-vendee and cites, as 'evidence," the following:

Shirley King (former Treasurer of the
National Candidates Committee) has testified
that she was instructed to serve as treasurer
of the comittee by Geske because of the
position which she held as company
accountant....she has stated that she was
compelled to perform the duties of treasurer
of a poitical committee.' [General Counsel's
Brief at page 10. Emphasis added.]

That statement finds no support in the record. The record shows

that Mrs. King willingly accepted an invitation to serve as the

treasurer of NCC. Specifically, the following passage appears on

pages 6 and 7 of Mrs. King's deposition:

WQ. ...Can you identify that [an amended
Statement of Organization] as the first time that
you ever signed a report to the Commission for
the committee?

A. I believe so.
Q. You are saying that from that point on

there were other cases when they asked you to
sign documents?

A. Right.
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this?' I said sure, [Ihi added

Ur. Geske also testified that he asked other Medihmerica

employees if they would like to participate and that, if they

said no, he would find someone else who was interested. (Geske

deposition at pages 20 and 25-26. See also Romanin deposition at

page 20.) Such testimony does not support the conclusion in the

General Counsel's Brief that Mrs. King was "instructed* or

"compelled" to serve as an officer of the committee.

At pages 10 and 11 of the General Counsel's Brief,cO

there appears, for no apparent reason having to do with this

investigation, a lengthy and irrelevant description of Mr Geske's

qT association with individuals who happen to have a relationship

o with NCPAC.*-/ But that is not all. There then follows this

1W speculative, unsubstantiated and illogical conclusion on page 12

of the Brief: "Thus, there appears to have been an interest in

CO using MediAmerica's resources to establish a political committee

to assist candidates representing conservative causes.u Even if

that were true - and we do not for a moment concede that it is -

it is not sufficient to support a finding of probable cause to

believe that NCC is a separate segregated fund of MediAmerica.

The deposition of Mr. Romanin is replete with averments that Mr.

.!/In this passage, "NCPAC" appears ten times and "Dolan" appears
seven times, none of which is relevant to this matter.

-16-
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Contributions and separate segregated funds and that they *tlil
from the very outset - and with the advice of counsel - to avoid

even the appearance of MCC's being the separate segregated fund

of NediAmerica. (Romanin deposition at pages 7, 8, 15, 17, 18,

23, 93, 94 and 95.-/

As if it proves a point bearing on this case, the

Office of General Counsel reports at page 12 of its Brief: "By

Geske's own admission, the committee was organized to provide for

an alternative source of fund raising to the regular Republican

Party machinery." That may or may not be so, but it is not

evidence of a violation of the Act and has nothing to do with

this matter. That observation by the General Counsel may reflect

"17 an animosity toward independent political fundraising and
0 expenditures, but that is for Congress and not the Office of

General Counsel, to address.

We realize that a simple declaration, albeit under oath, that a
respondent was aware of, and sought to avoid a violation of,
the law is not dispositive of the issue. But Romanin is clear
on this point in his deposition. Please recall that Romanin
was, at the time of his deposition, no friend of Geske (Romanin
deposition at page 95) and had every reason to "shade" the
facts to Geske's detriment. To his credit, Romanin did not do
so and stated unequivocally that Geske, not MediAmerica, was
the driving force behind the founding of NCC, and that everyone
concerned was scrupulous about observing the proprieties in
order to avoid even the appearance of wrongdoing. It should
also be recalled that, at the time of her deposition, Mrs. King
was hostile to Mr. Geske. (King deposition at page 47; Geske
deposition at pages 57 and 58; Romanin deposition at page 91.)
Nevertheless, Mrs. King was clear that a distinction was main-
tained between Mediamerica and NCC.

-17-
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is reported: "[I]t is clear that all of the day-tcday

activities of the National Candidates Committee were carried out

at the premises of MediAmerica and by MediAmerica employees,

Richard Geske, John Romanin, Karen Dent and Shirley King.'

First, it is not true that all NCC activities were conducted at

NediAmerica. On page 73 of Mr. Romanin's deposition, Mr. Romanin

was asked: "How much time would you and Rich [Geske] put in at

work on the committee itself?" Mr. Romanin's answer was: 'Very,

very little. Very little time. Negligible.' Furthermore, as

noted above, Mr. Geske testified that his in-the-office

discussions with Mr. Romanin about the committee were measyred,

cumulatively, in 'minutes.' In fact, Messrs. Geske and Romanin

- made it a point to discuss all committee affairs outside their

o offices and on their own free time. (Romanin deposition at pages

'IT 16, 41 and 86; Geske deposition at page 25.) Furthermore, the
C Office of General Counsel fails to advise the Commission that

within the MediAmerica offices a specific area was delineated for

the exclusive use of NCC and NCC activities for which the

committee was charged. (Romanin deposition at pages 71 and 72;

Geske deposition at pages 27 and 109-111.) The committee paid

rent for that space directly to the landlord on December 1, 1980

and on January 12, 1981.

It is important, in considering this matter, to keep in

mind that the putative connected organization in this case is a

direct mail fundraising firm. If MediAmerica were a drugstore, a

-18-
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organization, the result might be different. Therea*.

examples, however, of situations where persons associaite4 wit*h'

direct mail firms also have a direct role In the organisation and

operation of Federal political committees, For example, in NUR

297, the Committee for Responsible Youth Politics was found not
to be connected to The Viguerie Company even though the

connection between the two was closely parallel to the one at

hand. Another example is-the Progressive Political Action

Committee, or PROPAC, and its relationship with Mr. Victor Kamber

T and the direct mail firm known as The Kamber Group. In the July
co 14, 1982 edition of The Baltimore Sun it is reported that, like

NCC, PROPAC was organized by political activists associated with

a direct mail firm:

0 Lending an even more striking aspect to
PROPAC is the fact that the private business

%T most deeply imbedded in its operation is The
Kamber Group, a two-year old Washington
public-relations firm with a growing direct-
mail advertising arm.

As Mr. Kamber acknowledges, PROPAC is not
only the brainchild of a respected political
activist (Mr. Kamber] long identified with the
labor movement, but also of a hustling public-
relations man [Mr. Kamberj with direct mail
fund-raising expertise.

Furthermore, like MediAmerica, The Kamber Group handles all the

fund raising and administrative chores for PROPAC:

The Kamber Group, headed by Mr. Kamber,
houses PROPAC at its suite of offices in a
downtown Washington high rise. The firm also
collects and counts PROPAC's contributions and

-19-
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In addition, his private firm sends out
the letters. The money that comes in moves
first through his company before reaching the
PAC. Some of the money makes its way to
private vendors via the same route....
Baltimore Sun, July 14, 1982.3

The vendor-vendee relationship between The Kamber Group and

PROPAC also has a striking similarity to the relationship between

NediAuerica and MCC:

[Mr. Kamber] also says that he and The
Kamber Group have gone to extraordinary
lengths to avoid making money from PROPAC,

CD accepting essentially a token $1,000 monthly
fee for services to avoid entanglements with
federal election law. That law forbids in-
kind as well as monetary corporate
contributions in connection with federal
elections.

The only other PROPAC money that goes to
him or his firm, he says, is reimbursement for
such things as phone bills, messengers and
delivery services because there is *no way to
separate the bills.

FEC reports covering the period January,
1981, to March, 1982, show payments totaling amodest $13,608 to The Kamber Group but none to
Mr. Kamber himself. He says he accepts no pay
for his efforts on behalf of PROPAC. [Id.]

Finally, almost like a reflection of the relationship between Mr.

Geske and NCC, The Baltimore Sun reports, "For all practical

purposes, PROPAC begins and ends with Victor Kamber. e Ld.

In its brief, the Office of General Counsel relied upon

the same series of articles in The Baltimore Sun in an effort to

tie MediAmerica to NCPAC. (General Counsel's Brief at page

-20-
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relevant and conspicuous parallelisms between Ner J

Kamber Group, on the one hand, and MCC and PROPAC, on the ther.

In light of the foregoing, the Commission Is encOuraged

to make its own careful analysis of the complete record. An

noted above, Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin are political activists

who hoped to play a more direct role in the political process.

Mr. Romanin testified that he and Mr. Geske *had dealt with

enough PACs0 to know the distinction between separate segregated

funds and independent committees and that MCC was not meant to be

a separate segregated fund. (Romanin deposition at pages 7, 8

and 93-94.) Thus, they knew the rules and they played by those

rules. They discussed the committee, its formation and its

I r operation, outside the office and on their free time. Mr. Geske

oinvited - he did not instruct or compel - others to

V" participate. Mr. Geske did not present the matter to the Board

0 of Directors of MediAmerica, because he wanted NCC to be

independent. (Mr. Geske testified, on pages 6 and 7 of his

deposition, that he believes Board approval is necessary to

establish a separate segregated fund.) To the contrary, Mr.

Geske engaged MediAmerica to provide the same service to MCC that

it provides to numerous other political and non-political clients

and upon the same terms and conditions. MediAmerica was careful

to delineate space on a floor plan for the exclusive use of

NCC. MediAmerica billed 3CC for that space, for its separate

telephone and for all other identifiable expenses.

-21-
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establish MCCI Mr, Geske did. Red I4i Ca 414 I t .

NCCi Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin did so on their free t .

KediAmerica did not finance or unlavfUlly extend credit to Ic,
1CC was billed for all the services tendered to11C an 4 Eat ll

its identifiable expenses. The reasons some of those bills are

still unpaid have been explained at length. MCC Is not the

separate segregated fund of MediAmerica.

For the reasons stated, the record does not support a

finding of probable cause to believe that MediAnerica or Mr.

Geske unlawfully extended credit to MCC and it does not support a
Go

finding of probable cause to believe that MCC is the separate%-T

segregated fund of MediAmerica.

Respectfully submitted,

0 SEDAN & BERGE, P.C.
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102~~(703) 821- 00.

By o ert -A

J. (74rt Hego dr

By:

Attorneys for Respondents

January 6, 1983
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SEDAM & HERGE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

SUITE 1100

8300 GREENSBORO DRIVE
MCLEAN, VIRGINIA 22102

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

FIRST CLASS MAIL

L ~ i, ?. ii-!



December 15, 1982

J. Curtis Merge, Esquire

Suite 1100
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, Virginia 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

si) This letter is in response to your request dated December 8,
1982, for an extension of time to prepare a responsive brief in

' the above-captioned matter. Your request is hereby granted.
ca, Please submit your response no later than January 7, 1982.

Should you have any further questions, please contact
Stephen Mims at 523-4039.

Sincerely,

Charles. Steele
Gener 1

/oi



GLENN J. SEDAM,JR. ,

J. CURTIS MERGE NZZY3WA *0
ROERT R. SPARKS, JR. B ,e.i .+

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER (709) 1-100N NW+ o1700..S-,ooo Voo z cmuc,- v w

JANIS A. CHERRYWAI@M E @0
JOHN ROBERT CLARK M 8?*) SlF l1
5. ERIC SIVERTSEN T94 7see**

SHARON L. POWERS -

CLAIRE M. SOCCELLA . ....

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Stephen Rims, Esq.

ca Re: MR 363

fz, Dear Mr. Steele:

By letter dated November 26, 1982, you reported thatthe Office of General Counsel is prepared to reoamend that the

Federal Election Commission find probable cause to believe that
Cthe respondents in the above-captioned matter are in violation of
",. certain provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended. Enclosed with your letter, which was received in
this office on December 1, 1982, was a copy of the General
Counsel's Brief. On December 8, 1982, we were authorized by our
clients to prepare a responsive brief.

In light of the delay in receiving authority to proceed
and in light of the forthcoming holidays, we respectfully
requested an extension to January 7, 1982 within which to file
our brief.

S ince



Ills x ott, NweV

noduto, 'vC A*g4ES".

Lt~ulonsStepen M., q.



WA fit cyokb, 20 40

November 26, 1982

Mr. J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam a Berge
83:00 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Berge-

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on.
January 16, 1981, and information supplied by you, the Commission
determined on July 14, 1981 that there was reason to believe that

, your clients had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended. Specifically, the Commission determined

-_that there was reason to believe (1) MediaAmerica, Inc. violated
2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b) (4) (A)(i); (2) Richard Geske

Vr violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a); and (3) the National Candidates
Committee (formerly the National Republican Candidates Committee)

Sviolated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(5), 433(c), 433(b)(2), 441b(a) and
,T 441b(b)(4)(A)(i). Accordingly the Commission instituted an

investigation of this matter.
0

After considering all the evidence available to the
qr Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to
0 recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe that

a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not approve
r") the General Counsel's recommendation.

co Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your position on the issues and replying to the
brief of the General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should
also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.



~#t.9t N # 'brktf "Ard any brief which you myvii' ll be coQii*@40 bythe Commission before proceeding toof probable cause to believe a violation has occurred.

Should you have any questions, please contact Stephen Mims
at (202) 523-4039.

Charles N.Stee e
General Counsel

0
qqw

0
Enclosure

Brief



TO$ The Commission

flOK: Charles N. Steiv
General Counse

SUBJECT: 4UR1

Attached for the Commission's review is a brief stating the
position of the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues

~ -of the above-captioned matter. A copy of this brief and a letter
notifying the respondents of the General Counsel's intent to
recommend to the Commission a finding of probable cause to believe
was mailed on November 26, 1982. Following receipt of the
respondents' reply to this notice, this Office will make a further
report to the Commission.

0

Attachments
1. Brief
2. Letter to respondents



BEFRZ

in the Matter :of

The National Candidate')
Committee, MediaAmerica,
Inc, Richard Geske ) MUR 1363

)
)
)
)
)

GENERAL COUNSEL' S BRIEF

I. Statement of the Case

This matter was brought to the attention of the Commission

by a complaint filed by the National Republican Senatorial

Committee, et. al., on January 16, 1981. That complaint set

forth alternative arguments:

1. MediaAmerica, Inc., a Virginia based direct mailing

firm, is the connected organization of the National

o Candidates Commn'ttee which is, therefore, MediaAmerica's

separate segregated fund. Accordingly, MediaAmerica and the
0

National Candidates Committee violated the Act by making

communications to and soliciting contributions from

individuals other than MediaAmerica's executive and

administrative personnel, stockholders and their families.

2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i). Furthermore, the

National Candidates Committee, by failing to indicate this

relationship in its name and on its Statement of

Organization violated SS 432(e) (5) and 433(b) (2).

2. Alternatively, the complaint suggested that if

MediaAmerica is found not to have been the connected

organization of the National Candidates Committee (and

/4/. ip



the National Candidates Committee was not its separate

segregated fund), then MediaAmerica violated the Act by

financing the activities of the National Candidates

Committee by subsidizing its overhead expenses and by

extending credit to the National Candidates Committee in a

manner inconsistent with the provisions of the Act.

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Richard Geske, as a result of his

position and involvement with MediaAmerica and the National

Candidates Committee, is alleged to have violated the

Act in his capacity as an officer and director of

MediaAmerica by consenting to MediaAmerica's activities

in contravention of the Act.

Numerous other violations were alleged which deal with

o reporting inconsistencies:

1. The committee's first treasurer, Karen Dent,
failed to sign reports submitted by the committee,

2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(1), and failed to properly identify

the relationship between MediaAmerica and the National

Candidates Committee.

2. John Romanin violated 18 U.S.C. S 1001 by signing

committee reports as treasurer when he was not

treasurer or, in the alternative, if he was treasurer

he failed to properly amend the committee's statement

of organization to reflect that fact. 2 U.S.C.

S 433 (c).
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The Commission, on July 14, 1981 found. -that there a

reason to believe that MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C.

SS 441b(a) and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) on the ground that it

appeared to be the connected organization of the National

Candidates Committee. The Commission also found reason to

believe the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

SS 432(e) (5), 433(c), 433(b) (2), 441b(a) and

441b(b) (4)(A)(i) on the basis that it appeared to be the

separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica. In addition, the

0O Commission found reason to believe that Richard Geske

IT violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to impermissible.

corporate expenditures.

The Commission's action was based upon the

consideration of a combination of circumstances, namely (1)

C MediaAmerica, Inc., by the authority of its President and

4 Director, Richard Geske, 1/ and its Vice President, John

0 Romanin, 2/ extended a large amount of credit for services

rendered to the National Candidates Committee (formerly

known as the National Republican Candidates Committee); (2)

the National Candidates Committee shared office space with

and was entirely operated by employees of MediaAmerica,

Inc.; (3) by the authority of Richard Geske and John

Romanin, the National Candidates Committee solicited

contributions from persons other than MediaAmerica's

1/ He was at the same time chairman of the National Candidates
Committee.
2/ He was at the same time treasurer of the National Candidates
Committee.
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executive and administrative personnel, stookholders and

their families; (4) all of the committee's decisions were made by

Richard Geske and/or John Romanin and (5) no persons, other than

employees of MediaAmerica, participated in the day to day

decision-making process of the National Candidates Committee.

The National Candidates Committee filed its Statement of

Organization with the Commission on June 30, 1980. Geske

testified the idea was first discussed during the summer of 1980.

The discussions were joined by, among others, John Romanin, Terry

co Dolan and Rhonda Stahlman and at times took place at

MediaAmerica's offices. The purpose of forming the National

M Candidates Committee, according to Geske was to form another

7 political committee to effectively counter the effects of
0 proposed legislation directed towards reducing the contribution

limitations of political committees. See Geske deposition atC
pages 9 - 10. Although no formal board resolution was passed by

0 MediaAmerica authorizing the formation of the National Candidates

Committee, the decision to establish the committee was made

entirely by MediaAmerica officers or employees.

The solicitations carried out by MediaAmerica on the

National Candidate Committee's behalf consisted of at least two

efforts. The second effort was conducted as a post general

election attempt to raise funds to retire the debts of certain

specific candidates (without their prior consent or approval).

MediaAmerica directed these" solicitations to persons included on
/ mmailing list (numbering perhaps as many as 12,000)'who had no
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apparent relationship with MediaAmerica, Inc.. These na"et wi*-

contained in a list possessed by MediaAmerica. Ownership of the

list is uncertain, as Geske contends that the list was held by

Romanin (Geske deposition at page 36), while Romanin asserts that

any list used by MediaAmerica for this purpose was obtained by

'the company either through its own efforts or by rental from

another firm. Romanin deposition at pages 29-30.

The entire operation of the National Candidates Committee

was carried out by MediaAmerica employees Karen Dent and later

0 Shirley King (both of whom served as treasurer), who filed and

17 signed the reports, batched and deposited contributions.

(Although the records were created by these persons, according to

Ms..King, they were then personally maintained by Mr. Geske).

The National Candidates Committee's Statement of Organization

appears to indicate that their bank account was opened in the

nO name of the committee by Karen Dent, then the bookkeeper for

' MediaAmerica, Inc. One phone line was added to MediaAmerica's

phone system and was designed as the committee's. A file drawer

in a conference room at MediaAmerica was set aside for the

National Candidates Committee's records.

The expenses of the National Candidates Committee were

initially incurred by MediaAmerica and then billed to the

National Candidates Committee. The first billing was made on

October 27, 1980, for the,,production and mailing of 8,778 "Urgent

Grams" together with amount6 necessary for the reimbursement of

general overhead costs in the amount of $ 9,305.92. A payment
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of $ 5,564.80 was made by the National Candidates Committee on,
December 1, 1980. Subsequent billings were made by MediaAmerica,

Inc. on November 18, and 26, 1980, as well as during December,

1980 which totaled $ 10,608.10. The National Candidates

Committee made a payment of $ 2,000 on January 10, 1981. Thus,

since January 10, 1981, the $ 12,349.52 balance owed by the

National Candidates Committee has been outstanding. MediaAmerica

appears not to have included in its billings a fee for the usage

of any mailing list.

Responding to the Commission finding, respondents admitted

that they failed to amend the Statement of Organization to

reflect the change in treasurer, 2 U.S.C-S$ 433(c), but denied

any finding that MediaAmerica is the connected organization of

National Candidates Committee or that National Candidates

Committee is the separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica.

Respondents contended that to reach such a conclusion would lead

"to an absurd result" because Mr. Geske was aware that "a

political action committee of a corporation is severely limited

in from whom it may solicit contributions." Respondents pointed

to the fact that MediaAmerica has only "one individual

stockholder [Richard Geske] and approximately six executive or

administrative personnel on its staff." 3/

3/ It should be noted that in addition to Richard Geske, counsel
for respondents, J. Curtis Herge, is also a Director ofMediaAmerica. Geske relied upon the advice of counsel (Mr.
Herge) prior to forming the-National Candidates Committee.
This may explain his assertion that he was aware of the law.

IO

0

0

Co
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to the National Candidates Committee but contended that the

relationship between the two entities was that of vendor-vendee

rather than that of connected organization -separate segregated

fund.

Ii. Legal Analysis

The term "connected organizationw is defined at 2 U.S.C.

S 431(7) as "any organization, which is not a political committee

but which directly or indirectly establishes, adinis-ters, or

"0 financially supports a political committee." The Commission's

regulations further specify that "the term 'financially supports'
C)

does not include contributions to the political committee but

does include the payment of establishment, administration and

solicitation costs of such committee." 11 C.F.R. S 100.6(c).

CO As noted supra, although MediaAmerica did not pass a formal

resolution to create the National Candidates Committee as its

separate segregated fund, its officers or employees acting within

the scope of their authority, arranged for the formation of the

National Candidates Committee and authorized MediaAmerica to

incur the initial expenses of the National Candidates Committee.

The only persons who had any direct responsibility for the

/
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affairs of the National Candidates Committee were employed b

MediaAmerica or acting as one of its officers or directors.

Therefore, it appears that MediaAmerica indirectly "established"

the National Candidates Committee withing the meaning of 2 U.S.C.

431(7).

With regard to the administration of the National Candidates

Committee, it is clear that all of the day to day activities of

the National Candidates Committee were carried out at the

premises of MediaAmerica and by MediaAmerica employees Richard

(D Geske, John Romanin, Karen Dent and Shirley King.

9, Finally, as to financial support of the National Candidates

f Committee, it is clear that MeddaAmerica'- initial extension of

credit assisted the National Candidates Committee. It is true
C3

that MediaAmerica billed the National Candidates Committee for
V.

most ascertainable expenses and that this is standard procedure

, for most direct mail firms such as MediaAmerica. 4/ However, at

0 least one considerable expense which MediaAmerica appears to have

incurred on behalf of the committee was not billed to the

committee, namely the cost of renting the mailing list(s) used

by MediaAmerica.

No effort appears to have been made to explore whether any

other direct mail firm could provide better or cheaper services

to the National Candidates Committee. Respondent Geske, in

testimony provided during the investigation of this matter,

admitted that the rates for',services offered by other

4/ See Advisory Opinion 1979-36.,
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organizations were not sought as he knew that MediaAmerica was

the best. See Geske deposition at page 31. Respondent Romanin

indicated that he believed that Geske sought comparative bids

from other firms and stated that he believed at the time of the

organization of the National Candidates Committee that utilizing

the services of MediaAmerica would possibly contravene the Act's

prohibitions. See Romanin deposition at pages 11 and 12.

Respondents contend that any acts by Geske to organize or

S control the National Candidates Committee were beyond the scope

O of his corporate duties and hence ultra vires. 5/ Accordingly,

'T they argue that the formation of the committee cannot be

attributed to the corporation. Geske was, however, the

President, Chairman and sole stockholder of MediaAmerica, and it

. appears from the investigation that Geske's acts were never

o questioned by the Board of Directors because they believed the

11*0 relationship to be legal. Geske (as noted above) even indicated

0 that he had discussed this matter with J. Curtis Herge, a

director of MediaAmerica.

The notion that the relationship between MediaAmerica

and the National Candidates Committee was more than just

vendor-vendee is evidenced by the fact that regular

employees of MediaAmerica were called upon to serve as

5/ Response to reason to believe notification, July 30,
1981, page six.
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officers of the National Candidates Committee. Shirley King

(former Treasurer of the National Candidates Committee) has

testified that she was instructed to serve as treasurer of the

committee by Geske because of the position which she held as

company accountant. Although she allocated her time for

performing services for National Candidates Committee, she has

testified that on numerous occasions she objected to performing

National Candidates Committee duties. Respondents claimed,

S however, that King's responsibilites as treasurer were merely

CO part of the services which MediaAmerica offered its client, the

" National Candidates Committee. Although King apparently never

was solicited by National Candidates Committee, she has stated

that-she was compelled to perform the duties of treasurer of a

political committee.

The background of the National Candidates Committee and

NMediaAmerica gives further support for the proposition that

oD MediaAmerica was the driving force in the establishment of the

National Candidates Committee and that the plan was to use the

resources of MediaAmerica to assist in political electioneering.

At the time of the formation of the National Candidates

Committee, numerous personal acquaintances of Geske were called

upon to make initial contributions to National Candidates

Committee. Among those persons were:

1. R.K. Stahlman, Secretary of MediaAmerica, member Board

of Directors of NCPAC.

/ .,O



2. Maiselle Shortley,, Vice President ad ,Drectolr of

MediaAmerica, sister of NCPAC Executive Director Terry

Dolan, presently employed as secretary to Morgan

Blackwell who was formerly associated with Richard Viguerie

and is now special assistant to the President.

3. John T. Dolan, Exec. Director of NCPAC, former member

of MediaAmerica Board. 5/

4. Mr. Curt Clinkscales, associated with CLCO, Inc., which

t* handles direct mail for the National Conservative

Foundation, a NCPAC affiliate.

Each of these persons, including Geske, has had at least

some substantial relationship with NCPAC.- Mr. Dolan has publicly

acknowledged that MediaAmerica was originally a NCPAC spin-off,

the product of an idea he had to cut costs for his organization

o and for other conservative groups. 6/ The NCPAC state affiliate,

r', NCPAC-SEF was initially a 50% shareholder in MediaAmerica. Mr.

( Dolan has further indicated that in addition to trimming costs

for such sevices as direct mail advertising and media buys, the

plan was to fqnnel NCPAC-SEF's portion of any profits to

conservative candidates in states where corporate contributions

are permitted. Some conflict appears to have arisen, however

between Dolan and Geske which resulted in Geske's purchase of

NCPAC-SEF's 50% interest in MediaAmerica.

5/ This relationship, according to Mr. Dolan's interview in the
Baltimore Sun on July 13, 1982, terminated prior to the formation
of the National Candidates Committee.

6/ The Baltimore Sun, Tuesday, July 13, 1982. ,
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Thus, there appears to have been an interest in uSing

MediaAmerica's resources to establish a political committee to

assist candidates representing conservative causes. By Geske's

own admission, the committee was organized to provide for an

alternative source of fund raising to the regular Republican

Party machinery.

The circumstances presented thus lead to two possible

results. The first alternative is that regardless of whether

respondents intended to establish the National Candidates

0 Committee as a separate segregated fund, it was, by way of its
q' creation and closeness to MediaAmerica, a separate segregated

fund in fact. The second alternative would be to view

MediaAmerica's activity of effectively subsidizing the National
0

Candidates Committee's political efforts as constituting

C corporate expenditures.

We recommend that the Commission make alternative probable

C cause findings using both theories. Because MediaAmerica, Inc.,

directly or indirectly established, administered, and financially

supported the National Candidates Committee we recommend that the

Commission find probable cause to believe that MediaAmerica, Inc.

and the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

S 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) in connection with the communications/
solicitations for the National Candidates Committee beyond the

executive and administrative personnel and stockholders of

MediaAmerica, Inc., and that the National Candidates Committee

violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2) for its failure to list



'1Couse' 910 ie10

MediaAmerica, Inc., as its connected organization and 2 U Ce

5 432(e) (5) for its failure to include "MediaAmerica" in

its name. In addition, because the relationship between

MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee does

not appear to be a bona fide vendor-vendee situation, we

recommend that the Commission find, in the alternative, probable

cause to believe that both violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) in

connection with MediaAmerica's subsidation of the committee's

expenses. The extension of credit by MediaAmerica, Inc., to the

National Candidates Committee appears to be outside the ordinary

course of its business and therefore outside the exemption from

I" S 441b(a) set forth at 11 C.F.R. S 114.10(a). First,

S MediaAmerica's officials appear to have established and
C controlled the National Candidates Committee; thus we are not

presented with a situation whereby an independently organized and

controlled group came to MediaAmerica to procure services on an
CO ann'slength basis. Second, the background behind MediaAmerica's

own formation suggests that it was designed to utilize the

corporate assets (including its ability to extend credit) to

assist certain conservative groups by cutting their direct mail

costs. This does not suggest a normal vendor-vendee

realtionship. Third, the authority that MediaAmerica, Inc.,

exercised over the National Candidates Committee resulted in the

latter not making any effort to repay the $ 12,349.52 debt

outstanding since January 10, 1981. This too undercuts

respondents' argument that a normal vendor-vendee situation

existed. ,. /, f, /3
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III. Recommendations

1. Find probable cause to believe that MediaAmerica, I1%.,

and the National Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C.

3 441b(b) (4) (A) (i) in connection with the communications/

solicitationsfor the National Candidates Committee beyond the

stockholders and executive and administrative personnel of

N MediaAmerica, Inc., or their families and that the National

00 Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2) for its

failure to list MediaAmerica, Inc., as its connected organization

and 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(5) for it failure to include

"MediaAmerica" in its name.

2. Find probable cause to believe, in the alternative, that

C7 MediaAmerica, Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by extending

* credit to the National Candidates Committee and that the National

Candidates Committee violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by knowingly

accepting such credit.

2. Find probable cause to believe that Richard Geske

violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to MediaAmerica's

extension of credit to the National Candidates Committee.

Date Charles N. Steele.
General Counsel



Mr. J. Curtis Berge, Esquire
Sedam & .erge
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Berge:

Based on a complaint filed with the Commission on
January 16, 1981, and information supplied by you, the Commission

0. determined on July 14, 1981 that there was reason to believe that
your clients had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act

K of 1971, as amended. Specifically, the Commission determined
that there was reason to believe (1) MediaAmerica, Inc. violated

'O 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i); (2) Richard Geske
r violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a; and (3) the National Candidates

Committee (formerly the National Republican Candidates Committee)
) violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e) (5), 433(c), 433(b) (2), 441b(a) and

441b(b)(4)(A)(i). Accordingly the Commission instituted an
T investigation of this matter.

After considering all the evidence available to the
'q Commission, the Office of the General Counsel is prepared to

recommend that the Commission find probable cause to believe that
0- a violation has occurred. The Commission may or may not approve

the General Counsel's recommendation.

co .Submitted for your review is a brief stating the position of
the General Counsel on the legal and factual issues of the case.
Within fifteen days of your receipt of this notice, you may file
with the Secretary of the Commission a brief (10 copies if
possible) stating your position on the issues and replying to the
brief of the General Counsel. Three copies of such brief should
also be forwarded to the Office of General Counsel, if possible.



... -.0 lis :.. .. |i !'~t • any brief which you may
/.y. A0mi* ission before proceeding to av!

, prOable au*u to, believe a violation has occurred.
Should you have any questions, please contact Stephen Mims

at (202) 523-4O39*

Charles N. Stee eGeneral Counsel

Enclosure
Brief

03
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Novmber 26, 1.982

MMWWlADUK TO: Marjorie W. * Euuis

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: MUR 1363

Please have the attached Memo and Brief distributed

to the Comnission on an informational basis. Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Mims

-7.



ON, D.C. 2D43

NW(RAMUMTO: CRAMtLS N. STEEL

FROM: MARJORIE W. DUOS/JODY C, IASOM e

DATE: OCTOBER 5, 1982

SUBEJCT: MUR 1363 - Comprehensive Investigative
Report #2, signed September 30, 1982;
Received in OCS, 10-1-82, 12:37

The above-named document was circulated to the

Commission on a 24 hour no-objection basis at 11:00,

October 4, 1982.

There were no objections to the Comprehensive

Investigative Report at the time of the deadline.

0



In the Matter of ))
National Candidates Committee,) MUR 1363

et al.

COKPRUEWSIVM" IUZNSTIGATIVU REPORT #2

This matter involves the National Candidates Committee

(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee),

MediaAmerica, Inc. (a corporation with which the committee is

allegedly connected) and two of MediaAmerica's officers, Richard

V Geske (President and sole stockholder) and John Romanin (former

, Vice-President). The issue is whether the relationship between

~r MediaAmerica and the National Candidates Committee is such that

0 MediaAmerica would be considered in fact the connected

organization of the National Candidates Committee and the
0

committee the separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica.

co Respondents by way of materials submitted to this Office and in

depositions taken during the investigation of this matter, have

asserted that the relationship is more properly viewed as vendor-

vendee.



i bi s fjft$e h s coi*mb&* pleted the review ot tbe 160 *f te

corrected transcripts (which was received on September 13, 1982)

and is presently preparing a brief which we expect to circulate

to .he sCommisson within the next two weeks.

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By:
Kenoieth A. el os Couse
Associate General Counsel

0uw

CO

0r

0

0o
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October- 1, 1982

NN ORWDUM TOO Marjorie W. Bons

flax N Phyllis A. aysoA

SUBqBCTS MUR 1363

Plese have the attached Comprehensive Investigative

Report #2 distributed to the Commission on a 24 hour no-

objection basis. Thank you.

co

Attachment

cc: Mims

C,

r')

W



MEMORANDUM FOR THE FILE MUR 136).

FROM: MIMS M
SUBJECT: SUBPOENA TO HAL STALVIK

The subpoena addressed to Hal Stalvik which was *eturni
the Conutission undeliverable as addressed should be piaced
original file. At this time there is no need to otinue
make additional efforts to reach Mr. Stalvik as it &av s
his testimony will not be necessary in this matter.

##

0

0
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April 5, 1982
Me. Karen Tandy
Assistant United States Attorney
117 South Washington Street
Alexandria, VA 22314

Re: National Republican
Candidates Committee
4UR 1363

Dear Ms. Tandy:

In January, 1981, the Federal Election Commission began an
investigation of allegations that the National Republican
Candidates Committee (now known as the National Candidates
Committee) violated certain provisions of the Federal Election
Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (Matter Under Review #1363).

During its investigation, the Commission has become aware of%an investigation conducted by the United States Postal Service of
matters which were presented before a Grand Jury. A review of
materials supplied by counsel for the National Candidates

.7 Committee and conversation between this Office and Mr. Fisher of
the U.S. Postal Service, indicate that some issues raised in the

0 Postal Service's investigation may also involve matters before
the Commission (e.g. a possible violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441d
which requires, inter alia, that certain statements appear on

cD solicitations made ni the name of a candidate for federal office
which are not authorized by the candidate).

co Accordingly we request that you make available to the
Commission whatever material you or the U.S. Postal Service might
have regarding the investigation of the National Candidates
Committee other than that material subject to the provisions of
Rule 6(e) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. If you should
have any questions regarding this request please contact Stephen
Mims, the staff member assigned to this matter at 532-4060.

Sincerely,



May 5, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUES

Mr. Hal Stalvik Re: MUR 1363
1514 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

( Dear Mr. Stalvik:
CO
,

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975, has'
n the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted
'" by the Commission, it has issued the'attached subpoena which requires
0 you to appear as a witness and give sworn-testimony on May 19 , 1982,

and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
c being conducted by. the*Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
Smaking public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

co the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is being made.

You may. consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



Plea onfirm your sehoduled appearance with Btpe RiOtms a t
(202)523-4060 within ten days of your receipt of this notification
yoai have ,,ay questions, please direct them to-Mr. Mims, the staff,
;member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

BY:

Enclosure
Subpoena to 'Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

0

Mn.,



Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to
section 437d of Title 2 of-the United States Code, you are hereby

C0 I subpoenaedoto appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the
matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee
(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.
al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

o 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. §5 441b(a)
and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of
MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a). Notice is hereby given
that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C., begining on May 19, 1982 at 2:00 p.m. and continuing each day
thereafter as necessary.



Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

o) ATTEST:

I Marjorv W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



May 5, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Re: MUR 1363
Ms. Tere Linehan
1515 South Jefferson Davis Htghway
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Ms. Linehan:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975, has
>' the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted

by the Commission, it has issued the'attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on May 19 , 1982,

O and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
c being conducted by. the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
'?4 making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is being made.

-law You may-consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



'14*a ~ O~ Sc~~ ~~rgheduled appearance with Stepe isa(202$... .060withjin -ten days of your receipt of this notification.o-r ve assi nqeStions" please direct them to Mr. Mims, te staffember s ed to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General unsel'

BY: Kenneth A. Grosg/
Associate 'General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

0



Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the
CO

matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

zr al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

o Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e)(5),.and

1 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)
0

and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on May 19 , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.



Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

oD ATTEST:

Marjor W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

00



May 5, 1982

CERTIFIERD MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REUX TED

Re: NUR 1363
Mr. Wayne A. Brill
5840 Cameron Run Terrace
Alexandria, VA 22303

Dear Mr. Brill:

7The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975, has
the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted

nr by the Commission, it has issued'the attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on May 20 , 1982,

o and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
o being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
M' making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
00 investigation is being made.

You -may consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the.
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



S your seduled appearance with St.ob at(20,2)5234060 within ten days of your receipt of this f tfioion. If*It
you have.any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mimr, the statf
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele,
General Counsel

BY: K nneth A.Gross'
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

0-

oq
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TO: WAYNE A. BRILL

Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

0O subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

w matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

up) (formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

Sal. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b)(2), 433(c), 432(e)(5), and

441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)C
and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

q MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on May 20 , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.



. .t

Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of March,

1982.

0A

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

"ATTEST:

SMarjorg W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECE -E"U3ST'D

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge.
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA. 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the Commission
had found reason to believe that your clients, MediaAmerica, Inc., the
National Candidates Committee, and Richard Geske, had violated theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amend.. . February 22,
1982, you were served a subpoena for the production of certain records

* pertaining to the Commission's investigation of.this matter which was
due on March 12, 1982. That deadline was extended, per your request,
to March 26, 1982. Examination of other information available to the
.Commission has led it to determine that additional information isnecessary. Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issuedthe attached subpoenas which require that your clients, Richard Geske,
and John D. Romanin appear to answer questions which will assist theOD Commission in carrying out its statutory duty of supervising
compliance with the Act.

ca If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen Mims,the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles * Steele

har,.L/s.St'

BY: Kenneth A. Grosg(-
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2.of the United States Code, you are hereby

-subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

%r matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

S(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. 5S 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)

r',and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of
co MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on May 24 , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.



$i~bpoena to: R.9 G,61

w

Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjoi Wt Emmons sioSecretqy to the Commission

00
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Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

V matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee i

(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

al. On June'29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the
0! Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)'

and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given '

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining-on May 21, 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.



Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

o %ATTEST:

eMarjor W. Emmons
Secreta y to the Commission

law.



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Hal Stalvik Re: MUR 1363
1514 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Dear Mr. Stalvik:

The Federal Election Comuission, established in April, 1975, has
the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of
1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted.Z by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requires

CD you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on May 19 , 1982,
and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
C1 being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

0 the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is being made.

- You may-consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F;R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be.given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



please confirm your isheduled appearance with Stephen mts at.
1202)521-4060 within ten days of your receipt of this notification. If
you have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Dgcuments

v

0

0



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms,.. Tepe-Lnean Re: MUR 1363
1515 South Jefferson Days H!%hay
Arlington, VA 22202

0 Dear Ms. Linehan:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975, hasSthe statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conductedr by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requiresyou to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on May 11 , 1982,
and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigationo being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibitsSmaking public any investigation conducted by the Commission withoutthe express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is being made.

You may. consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting thedocuments and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be sorepresented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by theCommission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 centsper mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



Pitae -onfirm your scheduled appearance with Stephen Mi'it at
(202)520-4060 within ten 4ays of your receipt of this notification. If
you have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Dqcuments

'647
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTED

Re: MUR 1363
Mr. Wayne A. Brill
5840 Cameron Run Terrace
Alexandria, VA 22303

0
Dear Mr. Brill:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April, 1975, has
, the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conductedv- by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on May 20 , 1982,

0 and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
0 being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. S 437g(a) (12) (A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
E making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
investigation is being made.

You may. consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



rleaqe confirm your ohduled appearance with- tii at "-(2) 524-4060 -within• ten Aa sOf your receipt of this notification. If
you have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

0

0
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REUITSED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA. 22102

Re: MUR 1363

SDear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the Commission
-had found reason to believe that your clients, MediaAmerica, Inc., the
National Candidates Committee, and Richard Geske, had violated the

v Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. On Februaky 22,
1982, you were served a subpoena for the production of certain records

Spertaining to the Commission's investigation of this matter which was
. due on March 12, 1982. That deadline was extended, per your request,.

to March 26, 1982. Examination of other information available to the
c3 Commission has led it to determine that additional information is

necessary. Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued
Sthe attached subpoenas which require that your clients, Richard Geske,

C71 and John D. Romanin appear to answer questions which will assist the
Commission in carrying out its statutory duty of supervising

. compliance with the Act.

* *If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen Mims,
the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena
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MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE

MARJORIE W. EMM'S/JODY CUSTEI0

MARCH 29, 1982

MUR 1363 - SUBPOENAS

The attached subpoenas regarding MUR 1363 have been

signed and sealed this date.

Attachment:
Subpoenas (5)



In the Matter of ) .1363) M~UR 16

MediaAmerica, Inc.
National Candidates Committee )
Richard Geske )

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on March 25,

1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take

the following actions regarding MUR 1363:

1. Authorize issuance of the five
subpoenas as submitted with the
General Counsel's March 23, 1982
memorandum.

2. Approve sending the five letters
o as attached to the General Counsel's

memorandum dated March 23, 1982.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, Harris, McGarry and

Reiche voted affirmatively; Commissioner McDonald did not

ccast a vote in this matter.

Attest:

Date Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of the Commission Secretary: 3-23-82, 10:14
Circulated on 48 hour vote basis: 3-23-82, 4:00



March 29, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: MarJorie W. Eutons

PROMS Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: MUR 1363

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thank you.

VAttachment

cc: Mims

0

r'J



SNITIVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463 MA

March 23, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Couns /JV

SUBJECT: Authorization to Issue Subpoenas in
Connection with MUR 1363

On February 11, 1982, the Commission authorized the issuance of
a subpoena for documents necessary for further investigation of
possible violations of the Act by MediaAmerica, Inc., the National

c Candidates Committee (formerly known as the National Republican
Candidatus Committee) and Richard Geske, President of Media merica,
Inc., and Chairman of the committee. This Office made concurrent
efforts to contact other persons informally who may have relevant
knowledge of the matters at issue. The names of these other persons
were provided by Shirley S. King, former committee treasurer and
employee of MediaAmerica, in a deposition to which she voluntarily

o submitted on September 16, 1981. To date, efforts by this Office to
contact those individuals have not been successful.

Accordingly, the Office of General Counsel recommends that the
Commission authorize the issuance of subpoenas for deposition and
document production to the following persons:

1. Richard Geske, President and Director of MediaAmerica,
Inc., and Chairman of the committee, through Mr. Herge, his
counsel.

2. John D. Romanin, former treasurer of the
committee and employee of MediaAmerica.

3. Wally Brill, auditor for MediaAmerica who also
assisted in setting up the books for the
committee.

4. Tere Linehan, Assistant Secretary of MediaAmerica, Inc.,
who was in charge of phone banks and fundraising.



-IN

Page 2
Memorandum for the Coimidaston

S. Hal Stalvik, employee of MediaAmerica, Inc., who was
in charge of computer services and packaging of
the mailing lists,

Recommendation

1. Authorize the attached subpoenas (3).
2. Approve sending the attached letters (3).

Attachments
1. Subpoenas (5)
2. Proposed letters ()

m



CERTIFIED MAIl
RETURN RECIT R TD

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA. 22102

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

-- On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the Commission
had found reason to believe that youk clients, MediaAmerica, Inc., the
National Candidates Committee, and Richard Geske, had violated the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended. On February 22,
1982, you were served a subpoena for the production of certain records

I pertaining to the Commission's investigation of this matter which was
due on March 12, 1982. That deadline was extended, per your request,
to March 26, 1982. Examination of other information available to the

o Commission has led it to determine that additional information is
necessary. Consequently, the Federal Election Commission has issued

VF the attached subpoenas which require that your clients, Richard Geske,
and John D. Romanin appear to answer questions which will assist the
Commission in carrying out its statutory duty of supervising
compliance with the Act.

co If you have any questions, please direct them to Stephen Mims,
the staff member handling this matter, at (202)523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

Subpoena to Agpear For Deosition and Produce Documents

TO: RICHARD GESKE

Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursluant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

o subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

N" matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Coimittee

o (formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the
co

Committee violated 2.U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

441b(b) (4)(A)(i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)

and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that you violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

Notice is hereby given that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K.

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., begining on April , 1982 at 10:00

a.m. and continuing each day thereafter as necessary.
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Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set hip hand at Washington, D.C., this day of March,

1982.

U

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

co
Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

SNOW
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BEFORBE fT * ....." : ....

Subpoena to A~ea r For De 4s11ion tig nd Produce, Domerts

TO: JOHN D. ROMANIN

Re: Matter Under Review'1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

( section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

q subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

S(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.
0

al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

~ 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)

co and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on April , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.



Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

estgblishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

~q.

0

C

Iv)

0,

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

P



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Wayne A. Brill Re: MUR 1363
5840 Cameron Run TerraCe
Alexandria, VA 22303

Dear Mr. Brill:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April ,, 1975, has
the statutory duty of enforcing the.Federal Election paign.Act of

~' 1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted
by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on April

o 1982, and to produce certain documents.

- Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. S 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits

V) making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without
-O the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
M. investigation is being made.

You may consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



f.-Ae*. cofn~ fIr YOUr Vscheduled appearance with Rt*phon Mims at.(2O2)52 -4O6O within ten days of your receipt of this oif ti. fyou have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staffmember assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kennetb A. Gros
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

0'

0

gQqq~c~
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Subpoena to Appear For Devsition and ProduceDooumehts

TO: WAYNE A BRILL

Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the instance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

Q section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

'q subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard, to the

matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

(formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe.that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b)(2), 433(c), 432(e)(5), andC,

, 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)

c and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on April , 1982 at 10':00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.
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Pucsuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

pciq4/k



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Re: MUR 1363

Ms. Tere Linehan
1515 South Jefferson Davis Highway
Arlington, VA 22202

Dear Ms. Linehan:

The Federal Election Commission, established in April,.1975, has
the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Campaign Act of

r" 1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation'being conducted
by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on April

o 1982, and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

C' U.S.C. $ 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
making public any investigation conducted by the Commission without

S the express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
Sinvestigation is being made.

You may consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting the
documents and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned by the
Commission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.

Fpaq



Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Stephen Mime at
(202)$2 4060 within ten days of your receipt of this notification. If
you have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce Documents

I.
vw-

- 0

Ile-
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Subpoeaa to A~pear For Deposttion and Produce o' euents

TO: TERE LINEHAN

Re: Matter Under Review. 1363

At the inseance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United. States Code, you are hereby

. subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

n matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

%T (formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.

03 al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

V
Committee violated 2 U.S.C. 55 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and

441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)

00 and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on April , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.
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Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

establishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this day of March,
1

, 1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

Tr~

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Hal Stalvik Re: MUR 1363
1514 Rhode Island Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

M Dear Mr. Stalvik:

The Federal Election COmmission, established in Apri1, 1975, has
the statutory duty of enforcing the Federal Election Qzupaign Act ofS 1971, as amended. In accordance with an investigation being conducted

. by the Commission, it has issued the attached subpoena which requires
you to appear as a witness and give sworn testimony on April-

o 1982, and to produce certain documents.

Since your testimony is being sought as part of an investigation
S being conducted by the Commission, the confidentiality provisions of 2

U.S.C. 5 437g(a)(12)(A) apply. This section of the Act prohibits
n making public any investigation conducted by the Commission withoutthe express written consent of the person with respect to whom the
C investigation is being made.

You may consult an attorney who may assist you in submitting thedocuments and accompany you at the deposition. If you intend to be so
represented, please advise us, in writing, of the name and address of
your attorney prior to the date of the deposition.

Pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S 111.14, a witness summoned.by theCommission shall be paid $30, plus mileage at the rate of 22.5 cents
per mile. You will be given a check for the appropriate amount at the
time of your deposition.



Please confirm your scheduled appearance with Stephen MiO at.
(202)521-4060 within ten days of your receipt of this notification. If
you have any questions, please direct them to Mr. Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Xnclosure
Subpoena to Appear for Deposition and to Produce DVcuments

0re)

0

0
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Subpoena to Appear For Depo'ition n rdc owet

TO: HAL STALVIK

Re: Matter Under Review 1363

At the inseance of the Federal Election Commission pursuant to

section 437d of Title 2 of the United States Code, you are hereby

subpoenaed to appear for deposition as a witness with regard to the

matter of MediaAmerica, Inc., and the National Candidates Committee

' " (formerly known as the National Republican Candidates Committee), et.
03 al. On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to believe that the

Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2), 433(c), 432(e) (5), and
0

441b(b) (4) (A) (i), that MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a)

~ and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of

MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). Notice is hereby given

that the deposition will be taken at 1325 K. Street, N.W., Washington,

D.C., begining on April , 1982 at 10:00 a.m. and continuing each day

thereafter as necessary.
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Pursuant to section 437d of Title 2, United States Code, you are

further hereby subpoenaed to produce on the same day any and all

documents in your possession or control which relate to the

estiblishment, financing, and administering of the National Candidates

Committee.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election Commission has

hereunto set his hand at Washington, D.C., this day of March,

1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:00

0D

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

P21g tre,
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F.R. joy". Noe"0Y Pubi
V.P. & we Mi. June 4, 1982 D.C.-Va.-Md.

'cc

Jonathan LevinO0
Attorney, FEC
1325 K Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005

Re: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' COMMITTEE, MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Levin:

17 The transcript of Wallace J. Brill's deposition
taken on May 20, 1982, is ready for filing. Signature
was waived.

As I recall, you mentioned to Mr. Brill that
he would be able to read the deposition and note any
changes; therefore, I've kept the original in our
offices until we hear from you.

".., If you have any questions, please, call Fred
Joyce at the above number.

If by July 5, 1982, Mr. Joyce has not heard from
you, we will file the deposition.

Sincerely,

Sandra Vinson
Reporter/Notary

cc: FEC
file



Before the

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

~X

In the Matter of:

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' : MUR 1363
COMMITTEE, et al.

----------------- x

Washington, D.C.

Thursday, May 20, 1982

fil Deposition of

WALLACE J. BRILL

a witness in the above-entitled matter, was called for

examination by counsel for the Federal Election Commission,

pursuant to agreement, taken at the offices of the Federal

Election Commission, 1325 K Street, NW, Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 11:42 a.m., before Sandra Vinson, a Notary

Public in and for the District of Columbia, when were

present on behalf of the respective parties:

Milton Reporting, Inc.
OFFICIAL REPORTERS

1601 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Suite 301
Washington, D.C. 20009
Phones: (202) 833-3598

833-3599
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I For FEC:

2 Jonathan Levin

Attorney
3 1325 K Street, NW

Suite 700
4 Washington, D.C.

Stephen Mims
Legal Intern

6 1325 K Street, NW

Suite 700
Washington, D.C.

8
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2 Tax Return, 1979, MediAmerica, Inc., 6 pages 37
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1 Thereupon,

2 WALLACE J. BRILL

3 a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

4~ Federal Election Commission and, after having been first duly

5 sworn by the notary, was examined and testified as follows:

6 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL
ELECTION COMMISSTION

7

BY MR. LEVIN:
8

9 Q. State your name and address for the record, please.

10A. Wallace J. Brill, 6221 Executive Boulevard, Rockville,

91 Maryland 20852.

12 Mr. Brill, as a preliminary matter, I want to advise

q1T113 you in light of your volunteering to appear here that your

14 statement here is sworn, and this is going to be a deposition.

15 If you wish to stop at any point, you are free to do

16 so. And, if at any point you wish to ask an attorney before

17 answering any question, you are free to do so.

18 What is your occupation?

19 A. I'm an accountant, a certified public accountant.

20 Q. For whom do you work?

21 A. Myself. I'm self-employed.

22 You contract out to various clients?



1 A. Yes. Correct.

2 Q Did you do any work for MediAmerica?

A. Yes, I did.

4 When did you work for them? From what date to what

5 date?

6 A. The ending date was sometime early in 1980 and I

7 started ---

8 Take your time.

9 A. I don't know if I've got anything in here to help

10 me with it.

11 Would this help you all? This won't be submitted as
12

0an exhibit but just as a refresher of recollection.

417 13 A. This was in March of 1981, but I didn't do any work

for them. They called me and I couldn't find the time.

1515 Q. This document was a letter from Mr. Brill to Richard

16 'Geske, dated March 29, 1981. That wouldn't help you then?

17 A. I think it was somewhere in the spring of 1979.

18
How did you --

19
A. Wait a minute. The bills. Let's go back. Can we?

20 I began work on May 29 of 1979.

* And how did you become associated with MediAmerica?

A. I met Rich Geske and John Romanin at NCPAC.



A.
0

engaged

Are most

A.

thq same

-A.

Q.

A.

MediAmerica?

A. Primarily, I was engaged to perform an audit for the

year 1979. Finally, I issued an unaudited financial statement.

Most of the time I spent on MediAmerica was spent on

bookkeeping and payroll tax returns.

0. Why would you have issued an unaudited financial

statement for 1979?

A. The records were such that I had to issue an unaudited

statement.

Q. The functional equivalent would be a sworn statement

C)

V

Q.

5

What were you doing there? Were you working for NCPAC?

An audit for NCPAC, yes.

What kind of experience do you have with groups

in political activity? In general, is it extensive?

of your clients political groups?

Somehow, at one time, I might have had four or five at

time. Now, I have none.

Four or five out of how many?

Total clients?

Yes.

I would guess forty.

Could you describe in general what you did for



6

I that this was exactly what the finances were?

2 A., My degree of responsibility is far greater on an

3 audited statement.

4 I see. Okay.

Did you work on the auditing in 1980 for MediAmerica?

6 A. No. Wait a minute. I did it in 1980 for 1979.

7 Q Did you do work for MediAmerica that would cover the

8 financial statement for the year 1980?

9 A. No. I did not handle their financial statement.

10 Q. Or bookkeeping or any other accounting?

1 A. Yes. I helped them prepare the payroll tax returns

12 for the quarter ending March 31, 1980.

13 Anything after that?

14 A. I'm sure not.

15 From the period of April 1st to -- let me rephrase that

16 You did no work that would cover any of the accounting

17 or financial aspects of MediAmerica covering the period from

18 April 1980 until the end of the year?

19 A. That would be true. What you said is true.

20 Ntoa. Did you do any auditing with respect to the National

21 Republican Candidates' Committee?

22 A. No, sir.



Q- Do you know what the National-Republican Candidates'

Committee is?

A. I guess it's a PAC.

Q. Do you remember it being set up? Do you know anything

about it?

A. I told Mr. Mims on the phone Monday that I never heard

the name, but I guess I have because there's a memo in which

Shirley King is given a chart of accounts for a PAC.

MR. LEVIN: Let's go off the record.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Would you have a chart of accounts with you in your

records?

A. I don't have a chart of accounts. I have a memo that

I found this morning. Here it is.

MR. LEVIN: For the record, Mr. Brill has handed us

a m'emorandum and I will read it: To Shirley King; Subject:

Enclosures; it's dated 10-11-80.

"Dear Shirley: At long last is enclosed is a chart of

accounts for a PAC. In all probability it's too much for a new

organization; use the accounts as the need arises.

C,

r(.



I "The significance of the AECO suffixes is A equals

2 general and administrative, B equals general and political,

3 C equals direct political, and D equals fundraising.

4 "Good luck."

5 And, it's signed Wally.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7 Would you explain this?

8 A. Sure. You're not accountants?

9 No.

10 A. The chart of accounts is a list of general ledger

911 accounts. In a set of books -- can we stop?

12 I was going to ask if that's enough.

13 Q. You might want to go on to be a little more explicit.

C714 A. The general ledger is a book in which there is an
T15i account, a sheet of paper, for each classification, the assets,

16 liabilities, net worth, expenses, income. A chart of accounts

17 is a listing of what each one of those accounts should be.

18 Q. So, you prepared this for the National Republican

19 Candidates' Committee and sent it to Shirley King?

20 I A. Right.

21 Q What was Shirley King supposed to do with the chart

22 of accounts? Was she supposed to set up the books?
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I A I'm sure she was.

2 Do you know if those books were set up?

3 A. No.

4 Q. From where did you gather the data for this?

5A. The political action committees that I have done work

6 for.

7 So, it's a blank form and this is a way of helping to

8 set it up?

A.L No. It's a list, like, accounts receivable, accounts

10 payable, federal income withheld, contributions received,

01 contributions dispersed--

12 Q. So, there were no actual figures on the charts at this

13 time?

C14 A. Just names of general ledger accounts.

15 Categories?

16 A Categories.

17 1 see.

18A. Every one of the numbers is a separate account.

19Q. Do you know if the National Republican Candidates'

20Committee, which is the committee I refer to after this, had

21
separate books?

22A. I do not know.
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Do you know how they kept -- I'm sorry. Go ahead.

2 A. I do know that none of the accounts were co-mingled

3 in the MediAmerica books.

4 Q How were they kept separate?

5 A. Because I know that the only thing in the Medi-

6 America books were the MediAmerica transactions.

7 Q That's from your personal knowledge of having seen

8 the MediAmerica books?

A . Yes. And, I have never seen the books for the

10 committee.

lei I I Q Would, to your personal knowledge, all of the
"T

12 documents that you worked from to settle the books have been off

13 MediAmerica documents?

14 A. Yes. You are saying it right. Yes, sir.

15 BY MR. MIMS:

16 Did you ever see, in performing your audit of

17 MediAmerica, the deposit procedures they used, or deposit slips,

18 to be sure, I guess, that there was no way for any organization'

19
I deposits to go into the MediAmerica accounts?

A. I know that I never saw the name of that committee

on the documents or pieces of paper. I'm sure that all the

22 i cash that went into MediAmerica belonged to MediAmerica, because
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MediAmerica issued invoices to their customers and the checks

that came in had to match up with the invoices they sent to

their customers.

Q Were invoices sent to the committee, the National

Republican Candidates' Committee?

L I don't know.

Q You don't recall seeing any invoices sent to the

committeee or payment received from the committee for

MediAmerica?

L I don't recall it.

the

the

for

BY MR. LEVIN:

Do you recall seeing any check stubs dealing with

committee with the committee name on it with payment from

committee or anything like that? Any checks or check stubs

record-keeping purposes.

A. Say the name again.

The National Republican Candidates' Committee.

A. I don't think so.

Maybe they could have been a customer?

A. Right.

Q. You don't recall?

A. I don't.

9
0
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1 But, you say there were invoices reflecting

2 transactions between MediAmerica and the National Republican

3 Candidates' Committee?

4 No, sir. I don't remember that.

5 BY MR. MIMS:

6 Q Do you know whether or not MediAmerica set up any

7 safeguards to ensure that committee moneys did not end up in

8 MediAmerica accounts? Did they try to separate the committee

9 moneys from the MediAmerica moneys?

10 A I don't think they were operating when I was there

11 because I've never seen a bank statement for that committee.

12 How did they handle the phone-bank receipts for

1 13 their other clients?

14 A. They had a phone bank going.

15 O For which they had sizable receipts?

16 A. Yes.

17 Q Were the receipts the result of billing their

18 clients for their services or were they generated from phone-

19 bank solicitations directly?

20 A. They did bill clients for the services of the phone

21 Hbank.

2Q Do you know if any receipts from individuals came
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to MediAmerica as a result of the phone-bank

L At no time did I ever see it.

MR. MIMS: Okay.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Do you know how MediAmerica would arrive at a

billing? In other words, what was the basis of billings? Was

it accurate in your determination?

. To their phone-bank customers?

Q The billings in general for the direct-mail

customers or the phone bank or whatever services they performed.

A I really don't know how they put those bills

together.

You would have no way of knowing either way if they

accurately reflected the amount of the services provided to

the committee?

A. As an accountant, what I would do at the end of an

accounting period -- see, if your expenses exceeded your

income, you didn't bill enough.

Did you notice any of that?

A.



O What form are you referring to?

A" The statement of income and retained earnings.

That' for the end of the year 1979; correct?

A. Yes, sir.

MR. MIMS: So we can see what we are referring

in the transcript, I'll have the reporter mark this FEC

Exhibit 1.

to
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TIP

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 1, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify that document, FEC Exhibit 1?

A. Yes, I can. It's the financial statement for

MediAmerica, Inc., for the twelve-month period ending December

31, 1979, by me.

And, we are referring to what's marked at the top

Exhibit B, which is attached to FEC Exhibit 1.

Now, this is with reference to the prior question

as to income and expenses of MediAmerica.

A.
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20 Let me ask: you said you did auditing for NCPAC.

21 Have you done it for other political committees?

22 x. Yes. There was
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22

that you have audited?

x This is not a political committee. This is a

buiiness.

Let's take a category of this particular entity and

political committees, one group, and compare them. For the

purpose of the question, how would this compare with the

financial situation of the political dommittees, the ones that

you are familiar with?

I

I don't need to know the names.

How does it compare with othet political committees
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21 Did they say another problem was that people weren't

22 paying MediAmerica?



I A. Yes. Not paying as quickly as they would like to

2 be paid.

3 a Did anybody ever make a suggestion to them that

4 perhaps they ought to use a different procedure to collect this

S money or ensure this money was paid?

6 A. I don't know that they had a procedure other than

7 calling people up and asking them to please pay their bill.

8 Q. Let's go back a few steps.

9 Did you notice any kind of written agreement between

10 MediAmerica and their customers for providing services? Let's

11 say a written contract.

12 A. No. I never saw such.

13 Q. Was there a written memorandum of agreement that

might not appear formally as a contract? Was there any evidence

15 that they had an agreement other than a bill or voucher?

16 A. I have not seen such.

17 Q. You never saw a written memorandum?

18 A. Never saw a written memorandum.

19 Q. So, the only evidence you would have that there was

200 any agreement between MediAmerica and those people for whom

Ithey were providing services would be the bills and vouchers?

2 2 A. The bills and invoices they sent to their
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customers, correct.

a How would that compare, let's say, to other

businesses in general?

L. in general, most businesses deal with their

customers on an open account.

OL You mean there ate no written contracts. The only

evidence is the invoice or bill?

A. Correct. And, in some cases, customers may send in

a purchase order to render services or ship goods.

Q. This would be like an on-going customer; correct?

A. Correct.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q. This would be done without confirmation, without

written confirmation, prior to the performance of services in

amounts of several thousand dollars' worth?

A. Yes. I've done a great deal of work for electrical

contractors and have known them to do substantial sums of work

with no written contract or written agreement.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. How about a company that saw itself developing a

pattern where people just weren't paying? Did you know of any

companies like this and that said: we better get this down in



writing? Any of your clients over the years?

A No. No.

Let's get more specific then.

How would this compare to the political committees

that you have worked for, such as NCPAC?

Would they be working on a contractural basis, if

they provided any services, on a written contractural basis?

A I can't recall NCPAC ever rendering any services

for anyone.

O Did anyone ever make any comment that you heard,

second-hand or first-hand, as to the need perhaps to be more

vigilant in the collection of obligations to MediAmerica, the

payment of bills and the receipt of money that was owed them?

In other words: we've got to find a way to make

sure we get payment, because our cash-flow situation is pretty

bad.

A. I can't remember them talking about a different

procedure of collecting accounts receivable, no.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q Did you, during the process of conducting the audit

for MediAmerica, ever see any invoices or bills which they

might have received from anyone else? For advertising? Do

C,14T

09
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you have any idea how they generated business?

2 Oh, yes. I have seen invoices from radio and

3 television stations.

4 Q. Do you know the substance of the invoices? Was it

5 for MediAmerica advertising or work that might have been

6 performed for a client?

7 A. Or services they performed for a client.

8 Q. Do you have any idea or any knowledge of how

9 MediAmerica obtained those clients in the first place?

10 A. Not the least.

11 I. So, they did not enter into an advertising campaign

12 to promote their services; did they?

17 13 A. That's correct. The advertisements or the adver-

14 )tisements placed were for others, for customers.

15 Did you ever see any of the advertisements? Were

16 any of them attached to any of the invoices, from the

17 newspaper, say?

18 A. No. I just don't remember.

1) iAs an accounting procedure, I wouldn't necessarily

20

go through all their invoices. I would go to the books of the

21 account and look for checks that were written to pay people and

22 isee that they were classified as to salaries or rent or

ii
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advertising, whatever it was; but, to actual'ly. sit down and go

through all the invoices, no.

a Who prepared the books of the accounts for the

period you did audit?

A. I guess that was Karen.

Karen Dent; is that correct?

A. Yes. And, there was another girl that helped her.

Q. Could it have been Shirley King?

A. No. Before Shirley. At the time that Karen was

there. It was a part-time girl. She did have help.

(Discussion off the record)

MR., LEVIN: I'm going to have the reporter mark

this as FEC Exhibit 2.

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 2, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.

N7.D~

BY MR. LEVIN:

I'm showing a copy of FEC Exhibit 2 to you.

Can you identify that document?

A. Yes. This document is form 941, the employer's

quarterly federal tax return.

Q. On the right-hand side, just below the middle of



might have it.

Can I ask something off the record?

MR. LEVIN: Off the record.

(Discussion off the record)

C,

23

{the page, there are some letters, MA and TCC.

Is the MA for MediAmerica?

L Correct.

And, what does the TCC stand for?

. I was afraid you were going to ask that.

It stands for the bank account for TCC, payroll for

TCC. That was a large customer that utilized their phone bank

and they kept track by payroll records of who was on the phones

doing TCC work and who did MediAmerica work.

But, of course the federal government looks for one

tax return for an entity. The significance of MA and TCC and

the numbers is that the MA indicates MediAmerica's share of

this expense, of these taxes, and the number for TCC indicates

the amount of money that is attributable to the customer, TCC.

The TCC: what does that stand for?

A. I'm not trying to be evasive and I'm not getting

that old, either, but I can't remember what it stood for.

I'm just trying to think of some form here that
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I MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

2 BY MR. LEVIN:

3 Q Mr. Brill, you want to explain the significance of

4 TCC, the bank reconciliation; is that correct?

5 L Correct.

6 Q Go ahead.

7 A. MediAmerica maintained a checking account that it

8 designated TCC. MediAmerica attempted to get advances from

9 TCC which it put into a separate bank account to use to pay

0-T 10 TCC employees. It was a method for accounting for the cash

I' they received from TCC.

12 MR. LEVIN: For the purposes of the record, I'd

13 like to have the reporter mark this FEC Exhibit 3.

14 (The document referred to was
marked for identification

15 FEC Exhibit 3, a copy of which
A. is attached to the original

16 transcript of this deposition.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Now, I'm showing FEC Exhibit 3 to Mr. Brill.

19 iFor the record, this is the bank reconciliation

20 that you were discussing, this document that is a bank

reconciliation, FEC Exhibit 3; is that correct?

A. That's correct.
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BY MR. MIMS:

Q. You indicated a few moments ago that MediAmerica

was paying the employees of TCC. Correct me if I'm wrong.

. No. They are not TCC employees. They were

MediAmerica employees who were doing TCC work.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q It might be helpful to make one more effort at

least to pinpoint what TCC is.

Is it possible, as you said before, that it's a

conservative coalition?

A. I think I said "caucus." I think it was after the

convention.

Q. Is it a political committee?

A. I don't know that for a fact.

QL Was it a politically oriented client? It may not

have supported candidates, but it may have done issue work.

A. The extent of my knowledge of TCC was seeing checks

come in from TCC and bills go out to TCC.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q. Were the checks in large amounts or numerous checks

for small amounts?

A. There were four checks for larger amounts.

- . ~.
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0 Based on the invoices from MediAmerica to TCC?

& Correct.

O What kind of services did MediAmerica provide TCC?

A I think it was mostly a phone bank.

. Do you know if MediAmerica provided similar

services for other organizations, for other clients?

A I don't know. I don't remember.

Q Do you, as an accountant, have any idea why

MediAmerica would have established a separate banking account

for a client, itemizing payment to MediAmerica employees, as

opposed to merely submitting an invoice to TCC for work done?

A Yes. They attempted to get advances from TCC, money

paid ahead. They would take the money and put it in this

account and it was a way for knowing when it was time they

needed another advance from TCC.

In other words, TCC would have pre-paid that and

you have the agreement to get the money up front.

Q Would that have been a written agreement?

A. I don't know.

Q. Are you saying that TCC had some kind of special

relationship that other clients did not have?

A. I am confident that it was one, if not the biggest
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one, then one of their bigger clients.

2 I don't remember anyone else, any other customer,

3 having been provided with a separate banking account. So, I

4 guess we could consider it very large.

5 BY MR. LEVIN:

6 Let me establish this.

7 Is there any of the same set up for the National

8 Republican Candidates' Committee?

9 A. Not that my memo of October of 1980 to Shirley

10 indicates, enclosing the chart of accounts for a PAC.

11 The memo read into the record toward the beginning

12 of this deposition?

"T 13 A. I lost my place. TCC existed way before October

14 11 of 1980.

15 Q How much way before?

16 A. I believe MediAmerica started in 1978. I didn't

17 file a tax return for 1978; someone else did. But, I'm

18 confident that their name was prominent throughout calendar

19 year 1979.

20 Q Would it have started at the same time that

21 MediAmerica did? In 1978?

22 A. I don't know.



A.

separate?

A Yes.

A full, separate street address?

A. Correct.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Would the payroll checks, in other words, employee

checks, be issued from TCC as well as from MediAmerica, let's

say, for time spent on TCC work?

A. When you say checks from TCC, I'm trying to

distinguish that we don't have a TCC banking account. It

really belongs to MediAmerica.

Q. In whose name is the banking account?

A. It's just a designation of TCC internally. As far

as the world is concerned, as far as the bank is concerned,

it's MediAmerica.

Then the account is separated from other MediAmerica

C,

A-1

TIT
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It could have started before?

Or after. Correct.

BY MR. MIMS:

Did you see the invoices for TCC?

I'm sure I have seen them.

Were the mailing addresses of TCC and MediAmerica
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. bank funds?

2 L Correct. They had two checking accounts.

3 Q One for MediAmerica and one for MediAmerica, slash,

4 TCC?

5 A Slash TCC.

6 Q Well, the operation of the TCC account, was that

coming from MediAmerica or were they dealing with some outside

8 group of people?

oA 9 The employees?

10 . In other words, we have established that TCC is a

11 client of MediAmerica, but who is MediAmerica dealing with?

712 An outside group of TCC people or was it dealing solely

13 in-house?

14 A. No. TCC is another entity.

15 Q. This other entity, however -- do the people who

16 constitute this other entity also work for MediAmerica or are

17 there people in TCC who have an association with MediAmerica?

18 A. No. There is really no way in examining MediAmerica

19 records that I would know that. I would have no way of knowing

20 the names of the people at TCC.

21
21 But, did you get a sense of it being outside people?

22 A. Definitely. I got the impression that it was anothe
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organization entirely. They hired MediAmerica to conduct a

phone bank.

You said TCC had a different address. Did it

headquarter out of a totally different place or did they merely

have different mailbox numbers?

A. I don't remember the address, but the bills were

mailed out and the checks mailed from TCC.

Q And was it a mailbox number or an actual street

address?

A. I'm afraid I don't know.

(Discussion off the record)

Q. When MediAmerica was doing its work for TCC, would

they set up a separate facility within the office? A separate

file drawer, a separate desk, a separate phone line for TCC?

A No.

Q In other words, you are saying that with the

exception of the fact that they set up this account to keep

special tabs on TCC, they treated TCC no differently than they

treated their other clients?

A. That's the way I observed it, yes.

Let's say a good client.

I don't understand something. If it's a good client
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I why have they gone to the trouble of keeping such tabs on them;

2 in other words, to make sure there is another account, to make

3 sure they are getting payment for services provided for TCC?

4 A Again, I believe that's the only client they had

that they got paid in advance and used a bank account for those

6 funds which were received in advance.

7In other words, this was the only client that was

8 actually -- all the other clients were paying after services

0were received or somewhat after; is that correct?

14 10 A In the main, yes. That was the method of doing

I I business.

12 And, you are saying that because TCC made it a

13 practice of doing that, MediAmerica set up this account? Or,

14 was it because MediAmerica decided that for some reason it

should obligate TCC to pay in advance?

16 A. Well, I think it was expedient to get the cash

17 any way they could.

18 Q What I am trying to get at is, in addition to being

19 a large client, was TCC as an entity paying this money in

2009 advance and they found this was a good way to take that money

in, or was there some reason why MediAmerica was singling

22 22 TCC out and saying you have got to pay this way?
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A. It's possible they singled TCC out in the very

beginning because they were going to be such a big operation

that MediAmerica could not have funded it, so they said to TCC:

if you want me to open a phone-bank operation of the kind you

describe, you are going to have to give me money up front; I'll

put it in a separate bank account and you can look, if you want,

to see what's in the separate account; but, we can't fund it;

you have to give us cash up front.

Q Do you know of any other client they did that with?

A. I don't know of anv.

TCC,

from

Q.

what

this

BY MR. MIMS:

Do you have any idea, in providing services for

kind of gross profit MediAmerica might have derived

service for TCC?

A I don't.

BY MR. LEVIN:

So, you don't know whether the funds paid by TCC

just covered the costs of MediAmerica?

A. The truth of the matter is that they could have

lost money.

A.

On TCC?

Or made an unconscionable profit. I have no notion.

C)%~
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1 BY MR. MIMS:

Did they make an unconscionable profit or lose

3 money on any other clients they had?

4 L Their bookkeeping system is not suchthat you could

tell. Forwhat you are saying you need a job-cost system,

6 and they don't have such a system.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q. You have no idea of whether three hundred or three

r. 9 thousand pieces went out for the money they were receiving?

10 A That's correct. I have no way of knowing.

40. 11 Q That wouldn't have been on any of the documents

12 that you might have seen?

- 13 A. I think if a person sat down and went through the

"€ .'14
TCC invoices and put them over here and then goes through the

15 books and gets out every expense that was applicable to TCC

16 and determined some sort of profit -- I guess it could be done.

17 (Discussion off the record)

18 Q. Now, is it correct that you stated before that there

19 were checks issued to employees from TCC, but MediAmerica did

all the paying of the employees, MediAmerica employees?

A. That's whatI said but you realize I didn't audit

22 TCC so I wouldn't know what checks they wrote.

II
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1 To?

2 . To anybody.

3 I'm saying that, to my knowledge, MediAmerica paid

4 all the MediAmerica employees who did work for TCC on those

5 premises.

6 Q Did MediAmerica somehow separate out the payments

7 it was making to its employees for actual work done for TCC

8 as opposed to work done for the rest of its clients?

9 A Yes.

10 They did?

11 A. Yes.

12 Q Could you elaborate on that then?

13 A By some method with which I'm not familiar, each

14 employee's hours spent on TCC work was indicated on some

15 document and, on payday, the hours they worked for TCC were

16 paid out of the TCC account. All other payroll was paid out

17 of the MediAmerica account.

18 BY MR. MIMS:

19 If you had someone working on the TCC business

2 during any given pay period, as well as other MediAmerica

business, would that person be paid out of one check?

A. Two checks.

I
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They would receive two, separate, distinct checks?

A. No question. That's one of the reasons I had such

a time with it.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Would this kind of arrangement been true for any

other client of MediAmerica?

A. I'm sure that was true for all of 1979.

Q Then this situation was unique? No other committee

had a set up which would keep tabs on time and issue separate

checks from different accounts; is that correct?

A Could I say this?

Q Sure.

A. They might have kept separate time on other clients

-- I don't know -- but not separate pay checks.

Q Separate time, keeping time separate might have

been for billing those other clients?

A. Yes, sir.

4 Did TCC have any control over that account, over

that MediAmerica/TCC account?

Let's say, did they have drawing rights? Was there

any way to use the money in that account?

A. Some person at TCC could easily have been a



I signatory on that account and there's no way on earth I would

2 ever have known it.

3 Q So, it's possible then that MediAmerica had this

4 account -- let's call it, for convenience, the MediAmerica/TCC

5 account -- and these moneys would not have been solely used

6 for MediAmerica services for TCC?

7 A. I'm sorry. I did listen, but I lost the trend.

8 O I know it's complicated.

9 I have envisioned this account here and,- for

10 convenience sake, we are calling it MediAmerica/TCC. We

11 already know that MediAmerica has drawing rights on it, has the

12 right to use those funds the way it sees fit, and they have

.q. 13 decided to use them solely for TCC.

C7 14 Is it possible that TCC could have also dipped in

15 and used those funds for its purposes, maybe apart from

16 MediAmerica?

17 A. In the time I was there, I did not ever see a

18 check go through that account that was not allegedly for

19 employees or other purposes on the MediAmerica premises.

w)0 Q So, you saw all the checks that went through that

21 account while you were doing the auditing?

22 A. I saw them all listed in a book.

: !:i 
:.
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MR. LEVIN:

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 4, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.

And, we are showing FEC Exhibit 4 to

Mr. Brill.

A.

tax return

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify that document for the record?

Yes. This is a form 1120, U. S. corporation income

for the year ending December 31, 1979.

C1
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BY MR. MIMS:

O Were you aware that they were totally limited to

employees' pay checks, FICA, Social Security, so forth?

A I guess I was trying to be all-inclusive. I can't

think of any check having been written from them except for

employees or payroll taxes.

Q Were those totally limited to employees' payroll,

FICA, Social Security?

A. Yes.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: I'll ask the reporter to mark this

FEC Exhibit 4.
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BY MR. MIMS:

I have one question off this keturn and that is on

page 2 of the return, Schedule E, Compensation of Officers,

two officers are listed, Richard D. Geske and John D. Romanin,

and the item provides the amount of compensation.

To your knowledge, did these individuals, Mr. Geske

and Mr. Romanin receive any compensation from other sources

during this period -- from clients, perhaps -- 'which was not

itemized on this income tax return?

A. There's no way in the world I would know if ABC

Company paid Rich Geske $500 to consult with them on some

matter. I wouldn't know and it would be up to them to report

that $500. But, these are sums paid to them by MediAmerica.

MR. LEVIN: Let's go off the record for a second.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.
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We already have in as an exhibit the financial

statements of MediAmerica for the year ending December 31, 1979,

and I believe that has been marked FEC Exhibit 1. If it's not

marked exhibit 1, at least, we have identified it as the

financial statement at the end of 1979.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Mr. Brill, referring to Exhibit B on that financial

statement, these figures cover the entire year of 1979; is that

right?

A.

last item

expenses c

record?

That's correct.

Item number 2 under Income and the fifth from the

under Expenses is labeled "Receptions."

Now, the income of receptions is $45,305 and the

f receptions is $18,026; is that correct for the

A. Correct.

Q. Could you explain what these receptions were? Do

you know?

A. I remember one time I was there and they were

talking about a reception that they had been hired to hold at

someone's house, literally. I guess maybe they ordered the

food. It sounded like as a caterer.

0
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people

a That they were the caterer?

L. It sounded like it. They must have invited all the

or conducted the reception.

Who asked them to do this?

A. I guess a client, a customer.

Q. A political committee or a politically oriented

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

ii>

'0

C>

T

C)

C)

organization?

A. I would think so.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q. Were there any invoices other than the caterer?

A. I'm sure they sent invoices. That is what created

the $45,000 income. Yes, sir, they sent out the bills for it.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. I know it's been a long time, but do you recall

who they did that for?

A. I'm sorry. I'm not sure I ever knew.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q. Is it possible that the proceeds could have been

collected at the reception by MediAnierica?

A. I'm sure not.

a May I ask how you're sure not?

A. I don't remember a huge amount of green money that
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I was collected somewhere and deposited for a reception.

2 BY MR. LEVIN:

3 O This income that went to MediAmerica, what would

4 that represent? Is that a fee from a committee that's being

benefited?

6 A. I don't remember who was billed or who paid the bill.

7In essence, what you were saying before was that it

8 is a possibility that, in addition to doing mailing services

and phone services, MediAmerica was engaging in campaign-

10 oriented services, such as catering a reception; is that right?

11 L I'm sorry I used the word caterer. I don't know

12 what they did there. They must have provided substantial goods,

13 too.

14 Q. Were these checks from individual contributors or

15 would this money have been received from a client paying a

16 percentage of the receipts that the client got from the

17 reception?

18 A. No. MediAmerica received no contributions.

19 MediAmerica arranged for receptions. I guess, they sent out

2 invitations, maybe made arrangements with caterers, that kind

21
of thing.

22 Q They spent $18,000 doing that?



42

1 For the receptions, the printing expenses, bills,

2 maybe there wasn't even a caterer.

3 a Are we talking about more than one reception here?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Are you saying then that the $45,000 might have

6 been a fee, an aggregate of fees, they received for performing

7 this service?

8 A Yes, sir. That's what I'm saying.

9Do you know whether they made arrangements where

10 they would get a percentage of each contribution?

A. I don't know.

0 12 Would you know if contributors might have been

'13 informed that when you make this contribution to committee X,

14 then fifteen percent of the money is going to MediAmerica?

15 A. I don't know that there were contributions involved

16 at all.

17 . Somehow, somewhere, money was made somewhere along

18 the line so that MediAmerica could get paid by that committee.

19 A. Suppose -- and this is strictly a "suppose"; I don't

20 know that it's true -- but suppose that some politically
21
21 ioriented organization said: we want to have a reception -- and

22 picking somebody out of the blue sky -- at the vice president's
'I



home on Sunday morning and invite all these people. Let's

contact Rich Geske and have him do it. And, he says, okay,

I'll make all the arrangements and it's going to cost you

$25,000, or based on the time we spend or whatever expenses

have got, and we will send you a bill.

Q. We are talking about something that could be a

non-political event?

A. Could be.

we

Q. Okay.

Items six and seven under Income: awards, badges,

buttons, and flags is six,. and bumper stickers and pens is

seven. Would you tell us what that is about?

A. Not in great detail. I can tell you what I think

it is, the majority of it.

When Pope John came here, they bought all kinds of

memorabilia and sent people down to the Mall, wherever it was

the Pope appeared, and tried to sell them.

Q. Would any of these have been for political

committees, political candidates?

A. I have no idea.

Q. Would any of these have been political buttons or

flags or badges or stickers and pens? Buttons that had a

N

C:,



I candidate on it whereby the money would go directly to

2 MediAmerica?

3 L. That is money from the person who bought the pen

4 or something?

5 O Exactly.

6 A. I don't think that's the case. If anything, if it

7 was political in nature, I think it would be something like

8 having a printer print 10,000 bumper stickers and sold them to

9 the candidates' committee or whatever, not that they got

10 contributions for these items. I don't think so.

11 Q. So, this would be another kind of service, in

12 addition to the mail and phone services?

13 A. They were varied.

14 Q. Basically, they did about any kind of service for

15 the committees, not just direct mail and phone banks?

16 A. Right.

17 Q. So, on item two of Expenses, where it says "awards,

18 badges, buttons, and flags," this would have been income they

19 received from committees that were paying for services, in

20 addition to income they may have received from Pope John Paul's

2] visit?

22A. Maybe I misunderstood. The expenses: that's the



amount of money they paid out to outside suppliers to buy

buttons, flags, pens, and so forth.

Q. Right. I confused the two. Exactly.

So, the money they paid out is these items?

A. Right.

(Discussion of f the record)

MR. LEVIN: I have no further questions, Mr.

Do you have a statement that you want to make for the rec

0.

1N

at this time?

THE WITNESS: I think, finally, I would like to say

that I am reasonably confident that no funds flowed through

MediAmerica bank accounts in calendar year 1979 which were not

properly documented and supported on their books of account.

MR. LEVIN: That's it then.

Do you wish to waive signature?

THE WITNESS: That's fine. I'll waive signature.

MR. LEVIN: Thank you very much for coming.

(Thereupon, at 12:45 p.m., the taking of the

deposition was concluded.)

(By stipulation of counsel
and agreement of the witness
reading and signature waived

Brill.

ord
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I CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

2 I, Sandra Vinson, the officer before whom the foregoing

3 deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness whose

4 testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was duly sworn by

me; that the testimony of said witness was taken by me in

6 shorthand and thereafter reduced to typewriting under my

direction; that said deposition is a true record of the

8 testimony given by said witness; that I am neither counsel for,

9 related to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action

10 in which this deposition was taken; and further that I am not

a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed by

12 the parties thereto, nor financially or otherwise interested

13 in the outcome of the action.

14

15

16 a CL

17 Notary Public in and for the
District of Columbia

18

19 My commission expires:

20o July 14, 1986
~21

21ii
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Jonathan Levin
Attorney, FEC
1325 K Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005

N Re: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' COMMITTEE, MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Levin:

The transcript of Wallace J. Brill's deposition
taken on May 20, 1982, is ready for filing. Signature
was waived.

C As I recall, you mentioned to Mr. Brill that
he would be able to read the deposition and note any

V changes; therefore, I've kept the original in our

S. offices until we hear from you.

If you have any questions, please, call Fred
Joyce at the above number.

If by July 5, 1982, Mr. Joyce has not heard from
you, we will file the deposition.

Sincerely,

Sandra Vinson
* Reporter/Notary

cc: FEC
file
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y. Il~tlIhmW Notary PublicY. ,ggagg D.C.-Va.-Md.

October 27, 1981

Scott Thomas, Esq.
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W. Cz
Washington, D. C. -

-0
Re: National Republican Candidates' Committee

Dear Mrs. King: r -.

The court copy of your deposition in the above-captioned case, taken
October 19, 1981 , is submitted herewith for your reading and

0signing as agreed to by counsel.

Please follow the procedure enumerated below in order to comply with
the rules:

1. Make corrections in ink.
2. Any language stricken or corrected should have a single

line drawn through it and your initials, so that the
court may have before it the language as transcribed as
wvl. as (orrecl;.c(d.

3. Place an asterisk at the end of each correction and at
the bottom of each page state your reason for the correction.

The rules require a reason for any change or correction. It may be
general; such as, "to correct stenographic errors," or "to clarify
the record," or "to conform with the facts."
Please sign on the line indicated and return this court copy to this

office as soon as possible.

Very sincerely yours,

MILTON REPORTING, INC.

fc:
•filte,/



E",.AI ELWCTIQN COMMILSSION
S WA5IflN4I0t4. D.C. 39We

February 5, 1982

Mrs. Shirley Elaine King
2059 Huntington Avenue
Apartment No. 901
Alexandria, Va. 22303

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mrs. King:

Enclosed are two copies-your deposition, taken on
" - October 19, 1981. One copy is being sent to you for any

corrections you may have and your signature. The additional
copy may be retained by you for your file. The deposition
must be signed within thirty days of your receipt of this •
letter. If the signed deposition has not been returned
within that time, it may be used as though signed pursuant to
Rule 30 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and
Commission regulation 11 C.F.R. S 111.12(c).

If you have any corrections of only a word or two, they
may be made on the copy of the deposition.

If you have any corrections of more than a word or two,
please do not make the corrections on the deposition itself.
On the separate sheets of paper we have enclosed, note the
page and line numbers to be changed and quote the precise
language you wish to change. Then on the same sheet of paper
(or a continuation if necessary) state in detail any
corrections you wish to make. Please sign and date any
correction sheets used and return them and the corrected
deposition copy in the envelope provided.

It is our understanding that you are not represented by
counsel in this matter. Until receipt of contrary notice
from you in writing, we will continue to communicate with you
directly.



If you have any further questions, please feel free to
contact Stephen Mims at (202)523-4060.

Sincerel

Scott E. Thomas
Assistant General Counsel

Enclosure:
Deposition
Correction Sheet



i have reviewed a copy of the transcript of the
deposition given by me to the Federal Election Commission on
October 19, 1981 (pages 3 through 49 inclusive) and, except
as noted below, it contains a correct transcript of the
answers given by me to the questions therein recorded.

Page No. Line No. Original Language Modified Language

ell
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, 1982
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Washington, D. C.

Monday, October 19, 1981

Deposition of

SHIRLEY ELAINE KING

a witness in the above-entitled matter, was called for

examination by counsel for the Federal Election Commission,

pursuant to agreement, taken at the offices of the Federal

Election Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington,

D. C., beginning at 1:25 p.m., before Karen Hinnenkamp,

a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia,

when were present on behalf of the respective parties:

Milton Reportinig, Inc.
OFFICIAL REPORTERS

1601 Connecticut Ave., NW., Suite 301
Washington, D.C. 20009
Phones: (202) 833.3598

833-3599

Before the

ftbg ELECTION COMISSION

In the Matter of:

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' : MUR 13
COMMITTEE, et al.

---------------- X

0

63
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WITNESS:

SHIRLEY ELAINE KING

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR
THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION:
(Mr. Thomas and Mr. Mims)

For the Federal Election Commission:

SCOTT THOMAS, ESQ.
STEVE MIMS
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C.

CONTENTS

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21



Thereupon

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

10o

22

11

9l

SHIRLEY ELAINE KING

a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

Federal Election Commission and, after having been sworn

by the Notary, was examined and testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL

ELECTION COMMISSION

BY MR. THOMAS:

Q Would you state your name, please?

A Shirley Elaine King.

Q Is it Mrs., Miss or Ms.?

A I am a widow, Mrs. I am Mrs. Edward George King, III

Q Mrs. King, as a preliminary matter, I just want

to advise you that in light of the fact that you have

volunteered to appear here, we have asked that you swear

that your statements are going to be true here and this

is going to be a deposition.

A Fine.

Q I wanted to make sure that you are aware that

certainly if you wish to stop at any point, you are free

to do so. If at any point you feel you would rather have

an attorney to help you answer questions, you are free to
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1 do that.

2 At the outset, I just wanted to go back to the reason

3 that we got in touch with each other. It is my understanding

4 that you have signed certain forms and reports of the committee

5 known as the National Republican Candidates' Committee and

6 that you no longer wish to have your name on the record

7 as being an official of that. Could you sort of explain

8 the background of that situation?

9 A All right. Let me ask you something. Wait a

10 minute.

11Q Off the record?

A Yes.

13 (Discussion off the record.)

14
THE WITNESS: I don't know when my name became on it.

15
IDo you have the first report that I signed?

16
MR. THOMAS: We can get that, yes.

17
(Discussion off the record.)

18
THE WITNESS: I don't know. But anyway, what I want

19
to know from you is where should I start?

20o
* BY MR. THOMAS:

Q I think probably to serve your interests, if you

-. submitted a letter --
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SL ol f the rec )

THOMAS:

Q * , my understanding is that you want to have

YOur name d as an officer of this committee.

A

Q the Treasurer.

I Wou:Assume that it would be adequate if you drafted

a letter arsent it to the attention of the Federal Election

Commission id stated that effective that day, you wanted

to have You.name removed as the Treasurer of that

~'

t -,; 7

L

A 1 't remember when I actually II when

he askcdo ,' is, and we signed some things and they

Were send., hen we had a report and John signed it

and I ,&*.ve4igned it instead of John4" But some way

or othe was a mixup. They didn't.*get the correct --

wait a r Let methink. john signp - the report and

Sh% ned e o and theAhtie wpre

2 sa John

ani. He s. ed it a~d I should have

igned i nk ratwas of the 'first reports we

ent i d down here somebody'said I had to

!In. .n.
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A See, I can't remember when I actually -- when

he asked me to do this, and we signed some things and they

were sent in, and then we had a report and John signed it

and I should have signed it instead of Johx'° But some way

or other there was a mixup. They didn' get the correct

wait a minute. Let methink. o signo the report and

I sho;d have sined -e repo and thef'Iije wre"
A,

When, u sa AJohn- ;

John fpmaniA' He s ed it ad I should have

signed it. I tifink t was of the first reports we

went I . I called down here,;N somebod said I had to

get th reports4'in "  I 'tj

scussi of the rec

BY ~.THOMAS:

Q -Agai my understanding is that you want to have

your name removed as an officer of this committee.

A Right.

Q As the Treasurer.

I would assume that it would be adequate if you drafted

a letter and sent it to the attention of the Federal Election

Commission and stated that effective that day, you wanted

to have your name removed as the Treasurer of that



... committee. That should be able to serve as essentially

2 an amended statement of organization. I would think that

would be adeuqate to protect your interests in this matter.

4 We have now located a statement of organization amendment,

and it is dated January 13, 1981. It is the amendment which

6 purports to change the Treasurer of the committee to yourself,

S. King.

8 I would prefer at this point, just for expedience,

not to have to mark all of these as Commission exhibits.

1I0 They are in the public record.

11A Okay.
12

12 But I am now showing that statement or organization

13 amendment to you. Can you identify that as the first time

C1 14
that you ever signed a report to the Commission for the

15
committee?

16
A I believe so.

17
Q You are saying that from that point on there were

18
h other cases when they asked you to sign documents?

19 U
A Right.

Q You did so against your will or
21

A No, no. When he first asked me to do it, I said
22

fine. Let's put it this way: "We need a Treasurer for NRCC.
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Do you want to do this?" I said sure, and then I signed.

Then I realized that they had a problem. Unfortunately,

I don't know when I realized that they had the problem.

Probably after the 31st. Wasn't there a report signed on

the 31st that came in?

Q Of 1981, July 31st?

A No, no. Wasn't there one on January 31st? Isn't

that the end of the year that we had to sign one, the 31st

of January?

Q Yes.

MR. MIMS: That was the year-end report.

THE WITNESS: I think I did that, and I signed it.

That is the one John should have signed?

MR. MIMS: The year-end report was due January 31st.

So if you became Treasurer on January 13th, then you could

have signed that report, if you filed it after January 13th.

THE WITNESS: I think I signed all of the reports that

were filed.

MR. MIMIS: Romanin did sign some.

THE WITNESS: Okay. Would you tell me which ones he

signed? He signed this one.

7
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1 BY MR. THOMAS:

2 Q That one being the one covering the period from

3 July 1, 1980 through September 30, 1980.

4 A Now I did this one.

5 Q You did that one?

6 A I worked it up. He signed that one. The next

7 one would be December, the end of the year?

8 Q What you are looking at now is a report covering

9 the period June 30, 1980 through September 30, 1980, but

10 it is dated and signed on February 25, 1981. That report

11 was submitted with the committee's response to the Commission's

12 notification of a possible violation. It was filed much

13 after the fact, essentially, as an amendment.

14 A Okay. Yes, I did that.

15 MR. MIMS: Prior to the time that you assumed the office

16 1of Treasurer, did you have. any other position with the committeo

17 as, for example, custodian of books?

18 THE WITNESS: Let me explain to-you the situation.

19 I worked for Media America as the officer manager and the

20 ' Iaccountant and I also did NRCC's books. The books that

we had at that time, we did not actually have a set of books.

We didn't set up a set of books. We were supposed to, but
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we never got around to .t. We sent out several mailings

and the money came in and we batched the money together'

and put it in the bag. I was responsible for that. Then"

*we paid out moneys from a checkbook, and we had-- Vthink-

the first bank account we had was with the First Viiginia

Bank.. Was that it?

MR'. MIMS: Just a moment.

THE WITNESS: Don't take this down.

(Discussion off the record.)

THE

$300. I

Q

A

MR.

THE

WITNESS: When I went there, Karen had deposited

deposited all the money from the $300 on.

BY MR. THOMAS:

Karen?

Dent.

MIMS: She was originally the Treasurer?

WITNESS:.. Yes. I replaced her.

MR. MIMS: According to a statement of organization

whichwas dated February 25, 1981, which was made effective

back to July 23, 1980, you are listed as the custodian of

records.

THE WITNESS: Yes. Yeah, I started to work July 23rd

C

03
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I of 1980 and I did take over the bookkeeping, such as it

2 was.

3 BY MR. THOMAS:

4 Q You indicated that there was supposed to be a

5 separate set of books set up. Was that a separate set for

6 the committee that you were referring to?

7 A Yes.

8 Q Why did that never take place?

9 A We never hired an accountant to give me the chart

10 of accounts is why. You see, when I went to Media America,

11 Media America had had an embezzlement. The bookkeeping

12 was like eight months behind. Frankly, I didn't have the

1713 time to get the other, you know, NRCC's books set up.

14 Now I did get the filing system set up, but to actually

15 do the bookkeeping I didn't. But what I did was I kept

16 records of all the dpst.I pocpidevery check

17 that came in with my deposit slips, and then I also -- they

18 ran me a printout of the people who contributed and I had

19 a record of that. That was set up in the filing system.

20 But Wally Brill was supposed to come over and do our audit

21and then he was going to show me exactly how to set up the

22books. I had never kept books for a committee of any sort,



I so I did it that way, with the understanding we would go

02 back and correct it. Then, of course, we got into the problem

3 of being investigated, or whatever we are doing, and it

4 all stops. I mean, there were no more mailings. There

5 were no more moneys coming in.

6 1 think we had a little bit of money in the bank, and

7 what we paid was the telephone bill and Curtis Herge.

8 Q What kind of a procedure did you have for separating

Ohl 9 the various expenses that were incurred on behalf of the

10 committee, the National Republican Candidates' Committee?

A You mean like the rent?

12 Q All categories of expenses that you can explain.

V13 A Which one do you want to take first? Staff

(71 14
salaries?

15
Q Staff salaries would be fine.

16A Staff salaries, for instance, if I spent -- and

17
in some of these reports -- let's go back here and get one

18
Hand I will explain it better.

19 MR. MIMS: I think just before this, just before the

2)0
* H regular Xerox pages --

THE WITNESS: Let's take this one, November 26th.

Secretary, receptionist, answering the telephone, 40-hour
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1 week, $160. What I did was this: I took and figured out

2 how much our receptionist who worked for Media America was

3 answering the phone for the committee and how much of my

4 time was spent in answering the phone for the committee.

5 Then Anita Gosain set up the files. I actually took the

6 time that she worked and that we paid her for and billed

7 the committee. Then filing at $4 an hour. That was the

8 same thing. The supplies, I ordered the supplies for the

9 committee through Media America's charge account because

10 we didn't have one at that time for the committee and then

91 1 listed it down. Key punch, I got that from John because

12 didn't know. The key punch I think is when they put the

13 names into the computer, and he gave me that. The Xerox

14I
Imachine, that was the copies and the supplies to take the

15
copies of the checks that we deposited in the bank. And

16
the IBM typewriter, the file cabinet, the desk and desk

17 Ichair was what we actually charged them for a typewriter,

18
a desk, a desk chair, and a file cabinet.

Q You say "we charged them."

A Media America charged them.

Q The committee?

A The committee. Down here it says accounting,
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15
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17
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19

20

general office. I have S. King, 8.24 times 3 hours.

The FEC reports, caging and batching, and bank deposits.

Q Those are your hourly service charges which you

computed for the time you put in for those various functions?

A Right.

Q Was there ever any discussion between you and

either Mr. Romanin or Mr. Geske as to how to keep track

of this?

A He asked me how.

Q He asked you to come up with the method?

A He asked me how to do it. I actually took the

hours -- for instance, when we were real busy on the batching,

one time it took three of us I think like a day or so because

the checks would come in in like $5 amounts, $10 amounts,

$20 amounts, and we would have a slew of them. I was off

one day and "Bunny" sat down and did the checks and did

them all wrong because she didn't keep a record of them

when she listed them. We had to go back and list them all

over again.

What we did was we actually took the checks, listed

them, took photocopies of them, which made more work, but

after all, if you don't have a set of books set up, you
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I have to do something, because if somebody would ask you

2 where did the money go to or who gave you the money, you

3 have to have something.

4 Q Let's backtrack a little bit. Can you just give

5 an overview of how Media America is organized? Who are

6 its officers, and so forth, and how are its decisions made?

7 A Geske is the president. Romanin is the vice

8 president. I don't know who the other officers are. I

9 think Rhonda Stahiman is something, but I am not sure what.

10 When you say organized and who does the decisions,

11 the decisions are all made by D. Richard Geske. Ile makes

12 all the decisions concerning that company.

13 Q Does Romanin make any decisions?

14 A Truthfully, not really.

15Q What is his function? What is his role there?

16 A He is an administrative assistant, which means

17 that he does anything and everything that Rich wants him

to do. But basically speaking -- well, he quit last year

19
and he has quit again, from my understanding. He quits

20
every October.

21 I can assure you no, he doesn't really make decisions.

Geske tells him what to do. Hie is simply paid, just like
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I I was paid, and he does what he is told, and that is exactly

2 about what it is.

3Q Media America is a corporation; is that correct?

4A Yes.

5Q Do you know who owns the stock of the company?

6 A Yes.

7Q Who is that?

8 A D. Richard Geske.

9Q Is there a board of directors?

10 A Yes, I think there is. They have meetings

occasionally, but I don't know who they are either.

12Q Do they make any of the business decisions of

13 the corporation?

14A Well, they might, but I think that since they

15 own such a little amount of stock -- and I think at one

16 time NCPAC owned stock. If I remember right, they owned

17
shares and we bought them back. I can't remember if we

18
Ipaid $2,000 or $2,500 for them, but it was a very low amount.

19
In other words, you have to have so many shares of

* 20
stock being outside yourself in order to be incorporated.

21
KI believe that is all -that is out.

22
I I think Maizel Shortley is an officer at Media America.
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2 know who else.

Q Rhonda Stahlman?

4 A Rhonda Stahlman.

Q Do either of the latter two persons have any decision

6 making role?

A I have never even met Maizel Shortley. I don't

8 think Rhonda Stahlman does either, but I don't know because

I have never been to the board of directors meetings. In

r 10 fact, to actually see them come in and go to a board of

1 directors meeting, I have never seen that. But I understand

12
0they had one around Christmas of last year. But again,

13 1 really don't know.

(2~ 14 Q There was a list of names that was provided either

15 in the response of the committee to our notification of

16 a possible violation or by you to me over the phone. I

17 wondered if you might clarify, to the extent you know, what

18
position any of these people had with Media America and

19
also what role, if any, they played with the company.

2)0
J. Curtis Herge.

A He is a lawyer.

Q Was he an officer or director, to your knowledge?
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I! A No, no. He was the lawyer he hired after he got

2 into the problems. He had another lawyer, but I don't know

3 what happened there. All I know is that Herge is the one

4 that he has now.

5 Q To your knowledge, did he have any role with the

6 committee, the Republican Candidates' Committee?

7 A No. He was just an outside lawyer hired to get

8 Geske out of the mess that he got into, I think. That is

9 the extent of it.

10 Q How about an individual named Dennis Davis? Did

1 he have any position with the company or with the committee?

12 A I never even heard of him.

TT 13 Q Michael Hughes?

14 A I have never heard of him either.

r15
15 Q You have indicated Maizel Shortley. With regard

16 to Maizel Shortley, did she have any role with the committee

17 as distinguished from the corporation?

18A Not that I know of, because you see, I have never

19
I met her either. Now I know that Geske talked to her, but

20
I don't know why or about what. I understand that he and

2 Terry and she are all friends. Of course, he and Dolan

22 shared a house together for years, until the IRS got after
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Dolan and Dolan moved out. So Maizel Shortley is Dolan's

sister, I think. I am almost positive of that. But to

the best of my knowledge, I have never seen her. I have

only seen Terry Dolan twice and Rhonda I know. Rhonda comes

in and out. But I don't think they sit down and have board

meetings per se.

Q Does Terry Dolan, to your knowledge, have any

official position with Media America or with the Candidates'

Committee?

A No, no, not that I know of. They are just friends.

Q How about Tere Linehan? What position, if any,

did she have with the company and/or the committee?

A Tere Linehan is in charge of the phone bank fund-

Iraising part of the company. She was there when they organized

the committee. I was not. You know, evidently they all

sat down and thought this up a long time before I got there.

Q You actually got there when?

A July 23rd.

oOf 1980?7

A Yes.

oThat is when you first became employed with the

company?
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I A With Media America. But Tere has been with Geske

2 for about three years, three years January. So I mean,

she was there when it all started out or they formed the

committee, she and Karen Dent and Rhonda and Geske and so

forth, I mean the whole company.

6 Q What sort of duties does she perform for the company?

A She runs a telephone phone bank, and what this

8 is -- have you ever received a call from a candidate or

from a cause wanting you to contribute money? That is what

10 she does.

1I 1 Q How about with the committee? Did she ever have

12 any role with any of the committee's activities?

13 A No.

14 Q She never helped with any of the solicitations

15
or preparing the solicitations?

16 A No. All we actually did, we only sent out the

17 mailings. That is solicitation, but it is not like ringing

18 H
the phone. We sent the mailings out and they were printed

19
in the bank. At the time we did this, it was under the

20 supervision of John, Rhonda and Hal Stalvik.

21
Q Who is Hal Stalvik? What position did he have

22
with the company, if any?
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I A He was in charge of the computer services is what

2 they call it. He was actually in charge of the bank, running

3 the machines to print the information, the package.

4Q He actually helped with the mailings for the

5 Candidates' Committee?

6 A What he did, he sent them out. I mean, he was

7 responsible for getting -- well, Geske made the package

8 up, I think. Somebody wrote it up. I think Geske wrote

9 it up. Hal was under John. Therefore, Hal took the package

10 as an incoming job and packaged it and sent it out.

11Q Just to follow up on one more individual whose

12 name you have given me, Wally Brill. What position, if

13 any, does he have?

14A Wally Brill was the CPA for Media America.

15Q To your knowledge, did he have any participation

16 at all with the activities of the committee?

17A No. The only thing he had was I called him and

18 asked him could he give me a chart of accounts for the

.19
committee. He did send me a chart of accounts so that I

20
could set up, you know, a set of books. But that was the

21
extent of it.

Q That is what you were referring to earlier?



1 A Yes, Wally.

2 Q You have indicated you think that the Candidates'

3 Committee was set up sometime before July 23rd when you

4 became employed.

5A Yes.

6 Q To your knowledge, who actually was responsible

7 for setting it up?

8 A Well, according to rum~or, Tere Linehan said that

93 John Romanin and Geske and Karen Dent. Now to my way of

10 thinking, I think Richard Geske set it up on -- I think

* he got the idea.

12 Would you wait a second?

13 (Discussion off the record.)

14 BY MR. THOMAS:

is Q What activities did the committee actually carry

16 1out? What was the scope of its activities?

17A You mean what did they do?

18Q What did they do?

19
A Well, they sent out mailings. They collected

20
* money.

Q How many mailings did they send out, do you recall?

22A Three or four, I think. I am not really sure
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about that, but I think it was three or four.

Q Did you ever see any of the actual mailings, the

text of any of the mailings that went out?

A Yes.

Q Do you recall what those mailings stated? Were

they asking various individuals to contribute to the committee

or to contribute to other candidates? How was that working?

A Would you go off the record again?

(Discussion off the record.)

THE WITNESS: I am not sure, but I think one went~out

that was asking to help -- something about Reagan's campaign

debts, and to help offset the campaign debts, or something

like that. They were all on that similar line, asking people

for money.

BY MR. THOMAS:

Q For money to be sent to the committee, the Republican

Candidates' Committee, or to the various candidates? Do

you recall that?

A I think the money was to be sent to us.

Q The commnittee?

A Yes, the committee.

Q Do you recall if any mailings were sent out before
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Ithe election in November -

2 A Oh, yes.

3Q -- as distinguished from after?

4A Now wait a minute. I think they were. It should

5 say in here. Maybe they weren't.

6 Q One of the documents provided to us by the committee

7 in response to the Commission's notification includes an

8 apparent billing dated October 27th from Media America to

C") 9 the National Republican Candidates' Committee. It refers

Ln 10 to a drop date of 10-25 and 10-26. Does that refer to dates

*1 that the mailing was made?

12A Yes. That is when the mailing went out.

13Q Your best recollection is that that mailing asked

14 that moneys be sent to the National Republican Candidates'

~~15
Committee?

16
A Yes.

17
Q Are there any other --

A All of them did. I mean, we didn't ask for send

19
your dollars to Ronald Reagan or, you know,, to John Doe.

10
* It was send the money back to us.

Q Do you recall any discussion after you came aboard

as to what the purpose of the Candidates' Committee was?
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I A Well, what I thought the idea was was to collect

2 money to help elect certain representatives. I think we

3 did give 10 people donations of $500. What I actually thought

4 the idea behind it was was to more or less be another NCPAC,

5 you know. And I am sure you have heard Terry Dolan get

6 up and say he had a million dollars to defeat any candidates.

7 I thought that was the idea behind it.

8 Q Do you recall ever having any discussions with

9 Mr. Geske about the activities of the committee?

10 A In what way?

liiiQ Discussions about the planned mailings, for example.

12A No. The only thing I really talked to him about

C13
13 was the percentage of response we got -- what we sent out,

14
how many responses we got -- things to do with the accounting

15 more than anything else.

16
Q Would he have these discussions with you at the

17
office and during business hours?

18
A Yes.

19
Q To your knowledge, did any of the meetings or

2?0
discussions about the plans or activities of the committee

ever take place anyplace other than at the offices of Media

America?
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I A Not that I was aware of. I man, they may have

2 gone out and had lunch with the other people, but anything

3 that was discussed with me was discussed in the office.

4 Q Did you take your directions from Mr. Geske only?

5 A Yes.

6 Q From Mr. Romanin?

7 A No, dear. I didn't work for Mr. Romanin. No

8 way.

9 MR. MIMS: I would like to interject a question.

10 THE WITNESS: Sure.

11 MR. MIMS: When contributions were made by NRCC to

12 any of the candidates or any mailings were made on behalf

13 of NRCC requesting contributions to assist certain candidates,

14 were any of those candidates at the same time clients of

15 Media America?

16 THE WITNESS: I don't think any of them were ever clients

17 of Media America, that I know of, truthfully.

18 MR. MIMS: Do you have any idea how the candidates

19
were chosen?

I THE WITNESS: No, I have no idea.

21 BY MR. THOMAS:

Q We have talked about your understanding of who
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was in control of Media America." What is your understanding

2 of who was in control in terms of being able to make the

decisions of the Candidates' Commc ittee?

A D. Richard Geske. There is no getting around

it. It was his committee. I mean, John may have made

6 decisions and other people may have made decisions, but*

I certainly wasn't aware of them if they were being made.
8

I mean, everything we did on the committee, the mailings,

the whole bit, came from Geske.

10
Q What role, if any, did Karen Dent have in any

11 of the decisionmaking?

0 12 A I imagine that she probably had the same thing

14 I had, except that at the time she did, she collected $300.

And to the best of my knowledge, I met the girl one day.

00 1

16 That was about it.

17
Q 0 The services that Media America provided for the

committee, to your knowledge, were any of the printing or

19
other accounting or staff services provided to the committee

20
from any source other than Media America?

21
A Not that I was aware of.

22.

22 -Media America essentially carried out all of the
k Qe
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1 necessary staff support functions?

2A When I was hired, it was understood that when

3 the committee got going, half of my salary would come from

4 the committee and half of my salary would come from Media

5 America. Eventually it was going to be the same way with

6 the receptionist.

7 At that time, that was all we discussed. I think

8 eventually we were going to get a fund-raiser, but that

9 was way down the road.

I)10 Q When you say you were going to get a fund-raiser --

A They were going to hire a fund-raiser or a director

12 or something, but that was way down the road.

13 Q Was this understanding about having your salary

Ibe shared half and half -

15flA Eventually.

16Q -- wstaevrptiQ -eventually, wa htee u nwriting?

17 A No.

18Q Was there ever anything actually of how you computed

19
the value of your services to the committee?

10f
A No. I actually took -- the amount of my salary

21 was $8.24 or 25 cents an hour. I actually took that hourly

22rate times the hours that I actually worked for the committee,
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1 and that is how it was computed; the same way with the

*2 receptionist.

3 Q In terms of the computer services provided on

4 behalf of the committee, how was it computed as to how much

5 should be billed to the committee by Media America?

6 A They charge so much per -- the package rate, for

7 instance, is so much to print the page. It is so much for

8 affixing the stamp, so much for folding it. They come up

9 with a rate, like 27, 30 cents per piece, and you just multiply

10 that times the amount they send out. That is how you get

II the bill.

12
oQ The computer service for printing up the mailing

V 13 labels, for example, is computed into that cost?

14A Right. If it is an affixed label, it is I think

a penny or maybe two cents, something like that.

16 Q The Commission made its notification of a possible

17
violation around January of 1981. Do you recall any

18
discussions concerning the Commission's finding of a possible

19
1violation that you had with anyone that was associated with

20 Media America or the committee?

A I am trying to think. You see, I thought the

2-2

problem was later than that, because I had signed those
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reports and sent them in and I wasn't aware of a problem

until after the reports had gone in, because I know sometime

in February I asked for my name to be taken off. When did

we send that large --

Q This is a copy of that. As you can see, this

is dated February 25th. This is a response of Mr. Herge

to the Commission's notification of a possible violation.

Included with that is a certification that the matters set

forth in that response letter are true. You might note

that that which is also dated February 25th has a signature

line for you.

A Yes.

Q Do you recall signing that document?

A Yes.

Q I believe you indicated to me on the phone that

you weren't given an opportunity to review the actual response

itself. Is that true?

A That is right. I think it was a day or two later

he said I might peruse this at my convenience, that that

was the cover letter I had signed. I thought I was signing

to take my name off.

Q Did he tell you that is what your signature was?

p
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Treasurer.

Also, just for purposes of clarifying, included
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A Yes. That was the idea behind it.

Q Prior to signing this, you had requested your

name be removed from the records?

A Right. That was the agreement there, that I was

supposed to have my name taken off, because I know I sent

the reports in. Then there was some problem. Somebody

in the office said to me, "He took ;John's name off to protect

him. He puts yours on. You have had it." I said, "No

way." So I asked him to take it off. That is what we were

supposed to be doing. Then he gave me the report to sign --

I mean to read -- after I had signed the cover sheet.

Q Did you ever get a chance to read it and then

did you in fact read it?

A No. I didn't get time to read it all. He took

it back the next day. He gave it to me late in the afternoon

and came and took it back the next day.

Q You had already signed the letter indicating that

the statements in the earlier response were true?

A But I hadn't read it. I didn't even see it until

later. In fact, I thought I was signing to get my name
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2 by Mr. Herge, were copies of amended statements of organization'

3 and reports of receipts and expenditures. We have already

4 had you identify some of these. As you can see, the first

5 that bears your name is the statement of organization amendment

6 listing you as Treasurer and changing the name of the committeel

7 to the National Candidates' Committee. Am I right, it is

8 your recollection that you did in fact sign these reports?

9 A Yes.

10 Q How did that come about? Did they present that

one letter that you signed along with the various reports

12 and ask you to sign all of~them at once?

13 1 A No. I signed the reports, and John and Rich were

14
in his office, and he called me in and --

15
Q Rich?

16
A Geske. And I think the way it was put, "We decided.

17
to take your name off as Treasurer and we are going to put

John back on," and so we signed, and that was it.

19
'IQ You signed that letter jointly?

A I signed the cover sheet to the letter and then

I think it was either the next day or the following day

he said to me, you know, "You signed it that you had read



32

1 this." No, what he said is, "You might peruse this at your

2 esr. hsi te -Ican't remember what he said.

3 But what he meant was this is what you signed that you had

4 read, because I got very vocal about it and went out and

5 told Tere Linehan what an s.o.b. he was; that I had signed

6 it, I hadn't read it, and he was supposed to have taken

7 my name off and he didn't.

8 Then when it came time to sign the one in July, I think

0 that was the next report --

Iy10 Q I believe that is correct, yes.

A -- I said to him again, "I thought my name had

12
Hbeen taken off. You said we had sent it in."

13 "Well, Mrs. King, we only have until tomorrow to send

C: 14
it in and, therefore, we just didn't get your name taken

15
Ioff, so you will have to sign it."

16 Q This is while you were still employed with Media

17
America?

18
A Yes.

19
Q And you did in fact sign; is that correct?

20
A I did sign it.

2 1
Q Then it was after that that you and I had our

first communication.
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I A Right; because you see, it was becoming very obvious

2 that he wasn't going to take it off. I called a lawyer

3 who is a friend of mine and he told me to go down. I said,

4 "You know, if I go down, I can no longer work here."9

5 Q When you say "go down," you mean to the Commission?

6 A To the Commission. So that is what I did.

7 Now can I read the report I signed?

8 Q You certainly may.

9 A Okay, fine.

10 (Discussion off the record.)

I I ITHE WITNESS: When Media America had the job order

12 from NCC, we billed them, and then when we collected moneys

13I
from the mailings, we paid the bills.

14 BY MR. THOMAS:

15 Q Would you clarify your "we's" there? Media America

16 would bill the committee and then the committee would turn

17
around and pay the bills?

18
A Pay any other bills we had to pay, the telephone

19
bills, whatever.

20
Q You were more or less responsible for making that

21
judgment as to when to pay and how much to pay?

2...A Right. I was responsible.
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2 for example, disputes as to how much should be paid and

3 when?

4A Yes. We would talk about that, yes.

5Q Do you recall him ever saying, "No, don't pay

6 this now, pay it later," and you disagreeing with him?

7A No. Usually he would go along with that.

8 Q Was that the kind of situation where he would

9 come to you and ask you what you thought should be done?

10A No. I would have so much money in the bank account

11 ndten- you see, I collected the money for Media America

12
and I always made everybody pay their bills, and that included

13 the PAC, because well, if they had $4,000, $5,000 in their

14
Iaccount, they might as well pay some. or, for instance,

15
r ~ when we sent out the contributions to the various candidates,

I6 think there were 10, and we sent out $500 apiece to them,
17

Ior it may have been more than $500 apiece, but, you know,
18

Ihe did discuss that he wanted to send that out. But then,
19

Hof course, he also had to pay some on the bills to Media
20

America from the committee.
21

Q Those decisions as to which candidates to give

contributions to and how much, who made those decisions?
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A

Q

A

am not

Q

to have

America

example

A

(D

Q

A

committ

I would say Richard Geske did.

Did you, yourself, make those kinds of decisions?

No, no. I didn't even know the candidates. I

at all politically minded.

But specific discussion with Mr. Geske about whether

the committee pay off part of its bill to Media

*, you don't recall any specific disagreement, for

, in the approach you had with Mr. Geske about that?

Hold a minute.

iscussion off the record.)

BY MR. THOMAS:

Go ahead.

Mr. Geske and I would decide how much money the

ee was going to pay to Media America on its overdue

invoices.

Q Do you ever recall any discussions with Mr. Geske

or with any of the other persons working for Media America, or

for the committee, about possible federal election law problems

resulting from the overlap of staff and personnel of the

company and the committee?

A Yes. I think Geske said, and I don't remember

when this was, that he was having trouble and that the idea

C7
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1 was that the committee should be separate from Media America,

2 and at that time -- wait a minute. I don't know when we

3 last sent the last bill for the use of the office space.

4 (Discussion off the record.)

5 BY MR. THOMAS:

6 0 Could you give some sort of description of how

7 the office space was allocated between the committee and

8 the company?

9A The committee's office was the conference room

10 and it was being used by Media America's secretary, the

filing room, the coffee room, the water cooler, and there

12 was a phone in there for Media America. There was a phone

13 in there for the committee. There was a phone in my office,

C" 14
which was separate, for the committee, and there was a phone

15
in the reception area for the committee. The filing room,

16 which was the conference room at that time, was also Media

17
America' s filing room.

18
IQ In other words, what you are saying is that for

19 each piece of space that was to be used by the committee,
20(

it was at the same time being used by Media America?

21
A That is right.

Q For non-committee functions?
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A The committee did not basically have a room by

itself. They didn't have an office. They had three phones.

Everybody just sort of switched around.

o Were the phone charges, costs, of the committee

billed --

A Separate. They had their own phone.

Q They were billed to --

A -- the committee.

o The committee paid that separately?

A Yes.

Q You have referred to a rent payment. We have

a record of a rent payment on December 1st, 1980 and on

January 12th, 1981 to a Mark Winkler Management Company.

What did that rent payment represent?

A That represented the payment for the conference

room space that was supposed to have been used by the committee

and that was a portion of Media America' s rent payment to

Mark Winkler.

Q Was there ever any effort made to apportion any

of the other costs of renting space to the committee; in

other words, other than trying to apportion out this rent

of this conference room? Was any of the other office space
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1 of Media America charged as rent?

2 A No, no. You see, they were supposed to have the

3 conference room and they were supposed to pay $275 a month

4 for it, plus the desk, the telephone, and the typewriter,

5 and whatever, and their filing cabinet. But it never came

6 to be. It was just they started decorating the offices

7 with Sloane and the secretarial desk came in and it was

8 the wrong one, so the secretary was moved into the conference

9
room.

10 (Discussion off the record.)

0P BY MR. THOMAS:

12
0l With regard to Media America and its relationship

13
with the committee, it is our understanding that the company

C71 14
provided many services and that the committee then was billed

15for those services and even as of this date there are many

16
debts outstanding as to what the committee owes Media America.

17
Did Media America enter into any similar kinds of client

relationships with other committees during that period of
19

1980?

20
*A Wait a minute.

21
(Discussion off the record.)
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1 BY MR. THOMAS:

2 Q Without naming names of any other specific clients,

3 can you tell me if there were any other instances when Media

4 America advanced services to a client and then waited a

5 long period of time for repayment?

6 A Yes.

7 Q If you can mention approximate dollar amounts

8 for some of those so we can get some sort of perspective

9 as to how large some of the other types of outstanding debts

10 were that were carried.

11 A Some of them were between $60 to $70,000 for one

12 particular group. Another group went as high as $120,000.

13 Another group was up about $35,000.

14 Q In any of those instances that you are referring

ISIto, was the group that was involved in any sense organized

16 Iby or controlled by the same group of individuals as controlled

17 Media America?

18A Wait a minute.

19 (Discussion off the record.)

20
THE WITNESS: Just Rhonda Stahlman.

21
BY MR. THOMAS:

Q To your knowledge, did the National Republican
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ICandidates' Committee ever bid for a contract for the services

W2 that it wished to have provided?

A No.

4 Q Who would have made that decision, to your knowledge?
A It would have either been Geske or Romanin, one

6 or the other of them.

70 Do you know how it was decided who would receive

8 these mailings on behalf of the committee?

ri 9A When you say who received them, what do you mean?

1)10 Q Who would be given these letters and how was that

decided? Who would they be mailed to? In other words,

12 how was the mailing list selected?

13A I think they bought a mailing list.

Cl- 14
I MR. MIMS: Bought it? Would you know from whom?

15

16 THE WITNESS: No. But I think there are people who

16 sell mailing lists.

17 BY MR. THOMAS:

18
Q When you say they bought a mailing list, do you

19
mean media America bought a mailing list?

P 21A Media America would have bought a mailing list,

I am sure. That is the way it was generally done. Some

committees have their own mailing lists, but since this



1 particular group -- wait a minute.

*2 (Discussion off the record.)

3 THE WITNESS: I don't know what lists were used or

4 where they came from, but Hal Stalvik would probably know.

5 BY MR. THOMAS:

6 Q Earlier I asked you if you recalled any conversations

7 with Mr. Geske or anyone else working with Media America

8 about the need to maintain this separate appearance of the

9 committee. Do you recall any other discussions about that?

10A Well, they were supposed to have their own space91 and their own people and their own phones and their own

12 desk and they were supposed to be a separate entity, but
13 they weren't.

14
Q What are you basing that statement on? Is that

15
based on conversations that you did have with Mr. Geske?

16
A Yes.

170 He indicated that that was how it was to be set
18 up

19
A Yes; that they were to have their own bookkeeping

20
system, their own bookkeeper and, you know, the receptionist

21
w as -to answer the phone so much for them. In other words,

221
they were to have their own payroll system and everything.



1 The only reason we hadn't set up the payroll system was

2 because it was just beginning, and so we billed them through

3 Media America. But eventually, for instance, half of my

4 salary would have come from the committee and half of it

5 would have come from Media America. But it never materialized.

6 Q To your recollection, was this discussion that

7 you had with Mr. Geske about maintaining this separateness,

8 was that discussion had before the notification came from

9 the Commission that there was a possible violation involved?

10 For example, did it date back to shortly after you came

*1 aboard at Media America?

0 12 A I do remember him saying that NRCC had to have

13 its own file cabinet, and it did have its own file cabinet,

15
file cabinet. That was kept separate. But I understood

16 that they were to have an office by themselves, which never

17
happened.

18
I MR. MIMS: Did you have access to all the records?

19 THE WITNESS: Yes. Well, wait a minute. I had access

20to all the records except what were kept in the bottom of

21
Geske's credenza.

22 ~
MR. MIMS: What might that have included, as generic
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I as possible? What kinds of categories of records?

2 THE WITNESS: All the letters from the FEC, all the

3 responses from Curt Herge, the bank book. The bank

4 reconciliations were in there, and other miscellaneous

5 information.

6 MR. MIMS: Did you actually do the reconciliation?

7 THE WITNESS: Of the bank books, yes.

ek r8 MR. MIMS: So nothing would have transpired in that

9
0 way that you wouldn't have known about?

tn10 THE WITNESS: No.

90 BY MR. THOMAS:
12

Q Your recollection is, though, that some of these

13conversations with Mr. Geske did take place before the

14
Commission's notification came?

15
A I think so, yes, because we set it up basically

16 that way, you know, with the idea that the conference room,

17

18 they were going to rent the conference room. And at the

18time we were talking about this, we had a file room, and

191 then the file room was moved into the other room so we would

20 have another office. Then I moved from my office into another
21

office and the file room was moved back into another office.

22

Now, there are other people there in the conference room.
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1 So basically what happened was NRCC was just sort of pushed

92 around, moved around I should say.

3 Q We might as well go ahead and clarify, and I think

4 you have already referred to this, but to the extent there

5 was separateness, there was a separate file drawer for NRCC.

6 A There was a separate file cabinet.

70 File cabinet, or drawer within a file cabinet?

8 A There was a separate file cabinet. And when I

9 left Media America, NRCC had a file drawer in a cabinet

10 in the Media America file room. But at the time the committee

11 was active, they had their own file cabinet and their own

12 telephone, and that was all they had.

- ~ 13 Q When you say their own telephone, do you mean

(171 14 a separate telephone or do you mean a separate push button?

15A They had a separate push button on the set, that

16 was it.

170 So there was no additional phone installation

19
A Yes, yes. The telephone company came over and

p 2OI actually brought the line in, and it was listed in the

21 directory as the National Republican Candidates' Committee.

The only thing was it was set into our sets. We could just
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1 answer the phone for all of it.

2 MR. MIMS: I suppose one of the last questions I had

3 was in your examination of the response filed by Mr. Herge,

4 was there anything in here which you find from your knowledge

5 you couldn't agree with, or any additional information that

6 you might like to add, from your personal knowledge, to

7 this response?

8 (Discussion off the record.)

9 THE WITNESS: Page 2 of the response of February 25th --

10 (Discussion off the record.)

1 11 MR. MIMS: Referring to page 2 of the response from

12 NRCC dated February 25, 1981 --

13 THE WITNESS: Media America did finance through credit --

14 (Discussion off the record.)

15 THE WITNESS: They did finance through the credit

16 and they did administer through Mr. Geske and they did control,

17 s0 it really wasn't separate. It was like a subsidiary

18 of Media America is what it was.

19 (Discussion off the record.)

20 BY MR. THOMAS:

Q Mrs. King, could you tell us the names of any

22employees of Media America who worked for Media America
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during the time that the Republican Candidates' Committee

was active?

A Yes. Bernadine Wheeler. We called her "Bunny."

Q What position did she hold?

A She was a secretary/receptionist.

Tere Linehan. She ran the phone bank. Jack Kanak.

He is a salesman, more or less. Then we had Carolyn J.

Phelps. She was a secretary. That would be about it.

Q One final area of inquiry. You have indicated

to me in our phone conversations that you no longer are

employed by Media America.

A No.

Q Could you explain to me how that came about and

the circumstances under which you are here speaking with

us today?

A I asked Mr. Geske to take my name off of the

committee. I was told that it was off. And when we signed

the July -- was it the 31st? --

Q Yes.

A -- the July 31st report, again my name was still

on it. I asked him to take it off again, and he just walked

out of the room.

A0

rn_

9
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The second problem with Mr. Geske is that I was hired

on a 28-hours-a-week basis. I now have overtime -- wait

a minute.

(Discussion off the record.)

THE WITNESS: I asked him to take my name off, and

the other reason behind my resignation was the fact that

I was hired on a 28-hour week basis and there was always

a dissension over my Fridays off, plus the fact that I am

tired of working 40, 60 hour weeks. I gave two weeks' notice.

On the 15th of September, we got into quite an argument

about my overtime, comp time, which when I worked comp

time I was told if I left, I would either be paid for it

or given vacation time. He told me at a quarter after four

I could have forty-five minutes comp time and go home,

and I did.

MR. MIMS: Was there any reference during this conversation

to your responsibilities as Treasurer or any Commission

actions, investigations?

THE WITNESS: No. I don't think Mr. Geske wanted to

take my name off. I don't think there was anybody else

that would sign it to be Treasurer.
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I BY MR. THOMAS:

92 Q I want to be clear on this, though. You had given

3 your notice of resignation prior to at any point being told

4 by Mr. Geske to take your comp. time and go home?

5A Yes.

6 Q Are you saying when he told you that, that

7 effectively he was saying "Go home, you are through here"?

8 A Yes. He took my keys.

9Q But you had already given notice?

10 A Yes. My two weeks' notice would have been up

on the 17th.

12 Q And a dispute developed as to whether you would

19-T13 get compensated for your comp time and overtime; is that

14 correct?

15A That is right.

16 Q Despite that disagreement that you had, is any

17of the testimony that you have given today in any way false

18
or incorrect in an effort to try to in any way get even

19 with Mr. Geske for any disagreement you may have had?

A No. And I think if you will check out the other

21people that I mentioned, I think that they will tell you

22 the same thing.
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1 MR. THOMAS: Thank you very much for your time.

92 THE WITNESS: You are welcome.

3 (I have read the foregoing
pages 3 through 49, inclusive,

4 which contain a correct transcript
of the answers given by me

5 to the questions therein recorded.)

6

7
SHIRLEY ELAINE KING

8

9
0,

CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC
10

I, Karen Hinnenkamp, the officer before whom the foregoing

12deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness

C whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was
V 13

14 duly sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was

15 taken by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced to typewriting

by me; that said deposition is a true record of the testimony
16

17 given by said witness; that I am neither counsel for, related

to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action in
18

Iwhich this deposition was taken; and further that I am not
19

a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed
20

21 by the parties thereto, nor financially or otherwise interested

in the outcome of the action.

KMy commission expires: Nci ary i n n fi
July 31, 1983 the District of Columbia
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July 23, 1982

Jonathan Levin, Esq.
Federal Election Cumission
1325 K Street, N.W., Suite 700
Wshingtcn, D.C.

RE: NTICNAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' CaM=IT , et al.
DEPOSITIN CP JCHN D. RCaANIN - DKT. NO. MR 1363
MAY 21, 1982

D Dear Levin:

tfl
The deponent has been notified by letter dated June 4, 1982

of the availability of the original copy of the above referenced

7 deposition for reading and signing in our office.

r.-I As of this date, we have not heard from the deponent requesting

an extension of time nor indicating a desire to read and sign the

transcript. Therefore, the original copy (unsigned) is being

forwarded to the coturt for filing.

Sinc e rel

eR.Jo e,
General Mgr.

cc:
file
court



PI. 
v .. Oat lldr.

June 4, 1982

John D. Romanin
1493 Chain Bridge Road
Suite 101
McLean, Virginia

Re: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' COMMITTEE, MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Romanin:

On behalf of counsel who took your deposition on
•May 21, 1982, you are hereby notified that the transcript

of your deposition is now ready and available at the above
address for reading and signing.

As I understood Mr. Levin, he indicated that he

would be in touch with you about the reading of it.

Any changes in the transcript should be noted on

an errata sheet. The errata sheet should then be signed
C by you, notarized, and returned to Fred Joyce at the above

address.

If you prefer to come to our offices for reading

and signing, please, contact Mr. Joyce to make arrangements.

If by July 5, 1982, we have not received any

request for extension of time or otherwise heard from you,

it will be assumed that reading and signing are no longer

desired, and the deposition will be filed.

Sincerely,

*
Sandra Vinson
Reporter/Notary

cc: evin
FEC
fi e

D.C..Va..Md.
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Before the

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

x

In the Matter of:

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES' : MUR 1363
COMMITTEE, et al.

Washington, D.C.

Friday, May 21, 1982

Deposition of

JOHN D. ROMANIN

a witness in the above-entitled matter, was called for

examination by counsel for the Federal Election Commission,

pursuant to notice, taken at the offices of the Federal

Election Commission, 1325 K Street, NW, Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 10:00 a.m., before Sandra Vinson, a Notary

Public in and for the District of Columbia, when were

present on behalf of the respective parties:

Milton Reporting, Inc.
OFFICIAL REPORTERS

1601 Connecticut Ave., N.W., Suite 301
Washington, D.C. 20009
Phones: (202) 833-3598

833-3599
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I For FEC:

2 Jonathan Levin
Attorney

3 1325 K Street, NW
Suite 700

4 Washington, D.C.

5 Stephen Mims
Legal Intern

6 1325 K Street, NW

Suite 700
7 Washington, D.C.

8
• 9 C 0 N T E N T S

9

WITNESS EXAMINATION
1

John D. Romanin 4

12
~EXHIBITS

13

FEC.Exhibits Marked for Identification: Pag

FEC Exhibit 1: one-page document entitled
15 Committee Meeting, dated August 18, 1980 24

16 FEC Exhibit 2: Urgentgram from John D.

17 Romanin dated 10-25-80, one page 
29

FEC Exhibit 3: Invoice from MediAmerica to
National Republican Candidates' Committee

19 dated October 27, 1980, one page 32

20 FEC Exhibit 4: Urgentgram from John D.
Romanin, dated 12-5-80; invoice from
MediAmerica to National Republican21 i
Candidates' Committee, dated 12-12-80,

_ three pages 42



I Exhibits Marked for Identification (continued): Page

2 FEC Exhibit 5: Letter from Steve Symms to
Richard Geske, March 30, 1981, one page 50

3

FEC Exhibit 6: Letter from Theodore Major to
MediAmerica, December 12, 1980, one page 55

FEC Exhibit 7: Letter from Theodore Major to
MediAmerica, January 21, 1981, one page 56

FEC Exhibit 8: List of 1980 Republican
senatorial winners, three pages 62

8 FEC Exhibit 9: FEC Schedule B for National

9 Republican Candidates' Committee, two pages 65
C3

FEC Exhibit 10: Form 941, Employer's quarterly
federal tax return for MediAmerica, September

1 30, 1979, one page 74

A 1 FEC Exhibit 11: Balance sheet of MediAmerica, Inc.,

12 December 31, 1979, three pages 88
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16

17

18

19
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21



Thereupon,

JOHN D. ROMANIN

a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

Federal Election Commission and, after having been first duly

sworn by the notary, was examined and testified as follows:

EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL
ELECTION COMMISSION

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q State your name and address for the record, please.

A John D. Romanin, R-o-m-a-n-i-n, 1493 Chainbridge

Road, one word, suite 101, McLean, Virginia 22101.

Q And your present occupation?

A. President of Systems, Terminals and Communications.

Q Were you ever employed by MediAmerica?

A. Yes.

Q From what date to what date?

A I would say approximately from May of 1978 to

October of 1981.

Q. In what capacity?

A. My title was executive assistant.

To whom?

A. Richard Geske.

Lk

C,

4



1 Who was the ---

2 L President.

3 O Did you have any other connection with MediAmerica?

4 Were you a director?

5 A I was on the board of directors. I was treasurer

6 of the company.

7 Q Were you one of the originators of MediAmerica?

8 A Yes.

9 O So, your beginning date was the date MediAmerica

IS 10 commenced?

* 1 A. MediAmerica was incorporated and I started in May.

12 It was probably incorporated in April. I'm not sure of that.

13 Q You were one of the incorporators?

14 L No. I wasn't. I came soon after it was

'15 incorporated. I was Rich Geske's first employee, you might say.

16 Q What did your job entail as executive assistant

17 to Mr. Geske?

18 A. Well, as the name might imply, our business was

19 fund raising, political fund-raising, direct mail, capital

20 fund-raising, soliciting contributions for candidates, non-

H profit organizations, not apolitical.

22 There were also administrative functions, hiring
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1 and firing employees. My specific responsibilities were

2 everything from direct-mail management to capital fund-raising,

3 computer operations, purchasing, procurement for the company.

4 I'd say that's about it.

5 Q So, you supervised a number of people?

6 . Yes.

7And, you were supervised by one person, Mr. Geske?

8 A Right.

9 o And, you say you left MediAmerica in October 1981?

10 A Right.

11 What was the reason for your leaving MediAmerica?

12 A. Primarily, it was a disagreement on management of

13 the company, a disagreement on the way the business was being

14 run, basically.

15 Q. From the standpoint of business judgement?

16 A. I would say that's it primarily.

17 Q Did you feel that they weren't making enough of a

18 profit?

19 A. Not at all. MediAmerica was very successful. It

20 had to do, I suppose, with what direction the company was taking.

2! IThat was the disagreement.

22 What do you mean by direction?
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A Direction in the business you make. There are

various ways that deicivoi tik&Mng mn ve the type of growth,

the way you want to grow, how you want to expand, and the

product lines, et cetera. We disagreed on that.

SDid the National Republican Candidates' Committee --

was that of any substance in the matter?

A. No. I wouldn't say so. Not at all.

In fact, the candidates' committee was totally

separate and was never anything of conflict between Rich and

myself.

a Were you one of the originators of the National

Republican Candidates' Committee?

A. In the respect that I was more or less designated

as an officer. I believe that I was treasurer. But, yes,

certainly.

The candidates' committee evolved between Rich Geske

and myself and, I suppose, other people that we interacted with

on the political spectrum.

(Discussion off the record)

Q. When was this?

A. That's a tough question. It must have been --

well, it was during the 1980 elections, but the date or dates

C,

Vi)

9

wc

0
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I don't know.

2 My involvement was strictly, as you might say, as

a body. There was a suggestion of starting a PAC because of

4 our interest in politics and Rich's interest in politics and

5 wanting to support conservative candidates.

6 There was an investigation as to what exactly

7 needed to be done to start the committee. We knew the require-

8 ments of setting up a committee, and we wanted to confirm those.

9 We knew we were a corporation and we had dealt enough with

10 PACs to know they had to be separated.

11 We had counsel, our lawyers, look into the matter

12 of setting up the committee and we felt we met all the require-

13 ments. I would say the person we had doing all the paperwork,

14 the bookkeeper -- who was the bookkeeper -- really didn't do

15 a good and thorough job. Obviously, I think that was what
(105

16 caused some of the problem.

17 QL They were separated? They were talking about a

18 separate, segregated fund? Separate from MediAnierica?

19 A. What we were looking for, we were a small company,

20 yet we wanted to become involved politically. We decided to

21 set up a committee and we wanted to designate it as a separate

22 committee. Somewhere along the line, we came up with a
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I political, multi-candidate committee,

2 a Kind of like the other corporations that have

3 their own?

4 A. It's not like a corporate PAC. It wasn't meant to

5 be. We identified it as a multi-candidate committee.

6 Rich and myself, again, we were involved politically

7 on many levels. Personally, we felt there was a need for

8 another committee, and that's when the candidates' committee

09 was started. We looked at the situation and we looked at our

10 position as individuals involved in politics professionally.

11 We also at the time, and still are, very involved in politics

12 personally.

13 We were in a position to know how to help a

14 committee raise money, that type of thing. So, again, that's

15 why we started it.

16 Who was advising you on this at MediAmerica?

17 A. It was Rich Geske. It was his idea and I was very

18 enthusiastic about doing something like that, so he set it up.

19 Sedam & Herge were our counsel. Herge is an FEC

20 expert on the federal statute and understands those things. We

21 felt that he was qualified in counseling us on how to start a

22 committee.
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1 As far as I was concerned, all I was doing for the

2 committee was, number one, helping raise money and, also,

3 signing reports. Unfortunately, I didn't go over those as

4 thoroughly as I should have. I read them and everything and

5 they looked to be in order to me. I didn't spend time on it.

6 I think I was treasurer of the committee. I was

7 appointed it because, frankly, there was no one else to fill

8 those positions. We were making attempts all along but, with

9 the finances and start-up costs, we filled them.

Ln 10 a So, you and Mr. Geske discussed it. Was anyone

11 else at MediAmerica in on these first discussions?

12 A No.

13 Basically, it was Mr. Geske's idea and you were

0 14 enthusiastic and said, yes, I will join you on this?

15 A. Basically, that's the way it was. From then on,

16 neither Rich nor myself had the time, but we knew we wanted to

17 get it going. It was on the premise that soon after its

18 start-up we would hire someone from outside to be a director of

19 the PAC and, therefore, we wouldn't be involved in it.

20 Q. Did you ever do that?

A. No.

22 . How did it start up? How did you actually set up
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operations?

A. All we did was file for the FEC reports and it was

started.

Who was directed to do the work?

A. MediAmerica did the work. As far as any letter

production, MediAmerica did it. It had the facilities. We

were advised that that would be okay, if we were submitting

competitive rates and went out for other bids. In fact, I

think we did. I didn't do it, but I was advised we did that.

Q. To do what?

A. For the committee to go out and get competitive b

4 Did the committee do that?

A. Yes. To my knowledge, yes.

Q Who were the other bidders?

A. Offhand, I can't tell you. It might have been

someone like Automated Business Systems out in Oxon Hills.

can't think of any right off.

Q But these have been companies that actually

competitively bid alongside MediAmerica?

A. Right.

Q. What made you decide to choose MediAmerica?

A. Simply that we came in lowest.

'idsl.

LO
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BY MR. MIMS:

facilities.

Q.

A.

A.

here, about

Why not?

It didn't seem the right thing to do.

For what reason didn't it seem right?

It was for the very reasons you are asking

segregated funds or non-segregated funds.

Basically, we were in a position, or I was

about

in a

0I

C.,

a Who submitted the bids for MediAmerica?

A. I don't think a bid was submitted, at least not a

written bid. No written bids were given.

It was just a matter of facilities being there an

MediAmerica was used for those projects.

Q So, actually, who decided to use MediAmerica as a

supplier of services for the committee?

A Anyone who had final say. The final decision was

Rich's. He was the one. I could make suggestions and

suggestions were made, but I was in no position to overrule

any final decisions on any of the material.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Did you make any suggestions at that point?

A. Yes. I suggested that we shouldn't use MA

I
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I position where I was the officer of the company and an*VoMd5 *

2 of the candidates' committee. I didn't think that people in

3 those positions, as decision-makers, should have been directing

4 business to the corporation.

5 Really, the corporation was made up of two

6 individuals, Rich and myself, and I don't think we should have

7 been directing business that way.

8 Q. So, you thought the distinction was superficial in

9 directing business to MediAxnerica?

L710 A. In deciding whether or not to use the facilities.

11 In other words, it was a question of the committee

12 using the facilities and you would have thought that maybe it

IT13 would be difficult to make a distinction?

14 A. I don't know. I can't look at the documentation.

15 I can go back a little bit and say that we were

16 involved in political fund-raising. We were advised that, if

17 we started a committee, we would probably be the best people

18 to advise the committee since we felt we were good businessmen

19 and we had the facilities for raising support services, and

20 the decision was made to use those facilities.

21 At the same time, we knew that the committee and

22 MediAmerica, because of the principals, might have been thought
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of as the same, that At was artificial, that this committee

2 was set up with support services provided to the committee with

3 that in mind at the outset.

4 I don't think that's the case, and I don't think

5 Rich had that in mind either. We were -- again, just being

6 very honest -- involved politically. We didn't like some of

7 the things that were happening on the national level.

8 Q. What didn't you like about it?

5 9AL Simply that certain individuals were supported over

10 others. That's the fine line of political judgment.

* 11 There were candidates that we knew of that we

12 simply wanted to support, and we felt that by having a committee

13 we would be able to.

14 Q. Let me get this right.

15 MediAmerica did services for a number of groups,

16 such as NCPAC and others, I guess you might say, of that

17 orientation.

18 A. Conservative.

9Q. You felt there was a need for another conservative

20 7I0 group?

2 A. I would have to say that our primary motivation

22 was to support conservative candidates and probably those



14

1 classified as very conservative to conservative.

2 So, these are ones that other committees were not

3 supporting?

4 A. We certainly can't sit there. There-is always

5 some reason behind some action.

6 Q. I'm just talking in general terms. I don't mean

7 in terms of the most detailed political feelings. I'm. just

8 trying to get a sense of what it is that made you feel that

9 another group was necessary, and your answer would be? What

10 was that answer again?

11A. We were Republicans. We didn't feel that the

12 conservative Republicans were being represented well. Not

13 represented, but supported well.

14 14 About what time are we talking about when you said

15 there was a bidding process going on? Do you know what time

16 that was?

17 A. It was soon after the committee was started.

18 Whenever that was, I don't know.

19Q. So, it would be shortly after July of 1980. Does

20 that sound correct?

21
A. Seems kind of late, but it was around that time

22 that the committee was installed. I guess that's true.
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1 Q. Did you discuss the workings of the committee well

2 before you actually formalized it?

A. There was always talk about something like that.

4 There was always talk about some type of body that we would

5 be involved in that would help generate money for candidates.

6 4 So. bidding might have started before July of 1980?

7A. Actual bidding?

8 (Nods)

0O A. No. I don't think so.

10 Q. Did you finally have any kind of start-up meeting

11 where you had a number of people in attendance?

12
A. No. There was never any structure to the committee.

"T 13 It was really Rich coming up with an idea and my checking off

C", 14
on it. He was making the decisions and I was really just doing

15
m the follow-up work for him.

16 It was like there were times it was what we had to

17
do because we were advised that anything we would do for the

18
committee would have to be totally separate from MediAmerica.

19
So, I felt it was kind of crazy. Then, I was familiar, again,

10 with a lot of PAC reps who were involved on the business level

21
Hand on the PAC level and knew you have to keep things separate,

11 even if it involves leaving your office to discuss the matter.
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I I would say, if you want to refer to a meeting, it

2 was usually over dinner or something like that.

3 Let's get into that.

4 Would you have any discussions at all at work on

5 this?

6 A. Well, sure. I suppose it would come up. It was

7 never anything structured. We made a concerted effort to

8 separate everything that we did from the candidates' committee.

9 Between Rich and myself, we did that.

V) 10 I guess, if we had any other meeting with other

people, they were always separate from MediAmerica.

12 Meaning away from the work place?

13 A. Yes.

14 Q As you said, at dinner?

15 A. Right.

16 Now, I think that we had a designated area at the

17 MediAmerica facility where we could actually meet, but I don't

18 think we ever met there. We didn't meet in the conference

19 room as such.

20 Again, anything done at MediAmerica, as far as Rich
21

21 )and myself are concerned, when we were discussing things, we

would always make sure that we were somewhere else.
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. L Was Karen Dent involved at these?

2 . Well, Karen Dent. Again, I'm not positive, but

3 Rich appointed her bookkeeper for MediAmerica. Since she knew

4 bookkeeping, she was designated -- I don't know what it was --

5 secretary or something for the committee. I don't know.

6 That was a sad thing, because Karen Dent was not a

7 very good bookkeeper. She didn't fill out the forms, and I was

8 signing the darn things. We got ourselves in a bind on

9 reporting stuff matters a couple of times.

10 So, eventually, Rich started reviewing the forms

11 himself and then I would sign the forms, because he was more

12 familiar with it that I. I simply didn't have the time.
0

13 BY MR. MIMS:

14 Q. Just a follow-up question on Karen Dent: when Mr.

15 Geske asked her to serve as treasurer of the committee, was

16 that a part of her job as an employee of MediAmerica or did

17 she serve during off hours?

18 A. No. Again, we were advised by Sedam & Herge that

19 anything she did would have to be completely recorded and

20 reported. She would have to keep track of the hours spent for

21 !the committee and to discriminate when she was working for

22 MediAmerica and when she was working for the committee.

II



By the way, that brings up a point. Because of the

closeness of the committee and Rich and myself, we were advised

to keep track of our hours with the committee, and I do believe

that Karen was keeping track of our hours and I think that's

documented.

a Did she perform her duties as treasurer of the

committee?

0

0

0

0

was, when

functions

employee

she insti

A.

A.

Was she treasurer? I don't know.

MR. LEVIN: Let's go off the record.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

BY MR. MIMS:

So, the question I have with respect to Karen Dent

she served as treasurer of the committee performing

on behalf of the committee, she did this as an

of MediAmerica.

Was she asked to do this for the committee or was

ucted to do it as part of her job with MediAmerica?

Basically, that was the case.

What was the case?

She was appointed.

I don't think there was ever a decision on Karen's

L.
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part of whether she wanted to or not. It probably became part

2 of her duties.

3 Now, I cannot speak for Rich, but he may have asked

4 her if she would rather not or would want to. obviously, she

5 did, if she was asked that.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7 Did you say anything to her about that? About her

8 being treasurer?

9. 1 really don't remember, John. I don't remember.

10 BY MR. MIMS:

11 You served for a while as treasurer but, in the

12 interim, after Karen and you, Shirley King served as treasurer

13 of the committee?

14 A. Yes.

15 Q. Was that also a part of her appointment, part of

16 her job at MediAnierica, to serve as treasurer for the committee?

17A. Again, I think because of the closeness of the

18 functions -- okay, in answer to your question, yes.

19 1 think I assumed those responsibilities after

00 Karen was gone and, as part of the transition, she took over

21 the bookkeeping duties as well as the work for the candidates'

22 committee that Karen was doing.
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O Was there anyone else from MediAmerica who was

asked to work for the committee outside --

L No. Outside of?

Q Contractural performance.

. Contractural performance of services. No. Not

that I know of. I don't think so.

a If either Karen Dent or Shirley King decided they

would rather not do that, what would have happened?

A Nothing, I don't think.

We would have to find someone else to perform the

duty. I don't think Rich would have considered it a non-

performance of duties. I think he was cognizant of the fact

that they were separate and, if he felt it was impinging on

her abilities to perform her duties at MA -- I think it was

reasonable.

Q Do you know whether this issue ever arose?

A. I really don't.

I know that Shirley King was often -- acutally,

now that I think about it, Shirley King would cry about the

work she had to do a lot. She used to complain quite a bit of

the work overload and a lot of it did concern the candidates'

committee. A lot of the reporting that had to be done and a lot
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0 1 of the records that had to be analyzed were done after Karen

2 left and, with the duties required of her by MediAmerica, she

felt it was somewhat unreasonable.

4Do you know how her complaints were resolved?

A. I don't think they ever were.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7. How many hours are we talking about that she would

8 have to work over what she wanted to work?

9
A. Gee. (Nods)

10 You have to understand I used to walk past her

office, usually after hours, and often she was there pretty
1212 late in the evening.

13 I honestly wouldn't be able to tell you whether

14
she was working on the candidates' committee or on the

15
incredible bookkeeping chores of MediAmerica.

16
I do know that she worked on the candidates'

17
committee. As I recall, she did have some complaints fairly

18
often that the candidates' committee was really causing her to

19
work longer hours than anticipated when she came into the

20 1company.

21
Who would pay her for working on the candidates'

22
committee?
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A. I don't know. I do recall, in listening to some

of the conversations between Rich and Ms. King, that the

candidates' committee was paying her for the time she put in

for the candidates' committee.

Q. Who was supervising her for when she was working

for the candidates' committee?

A. Rich. But, loosely.

I think basically she was in charge of keeping t

figures in order and the figures --

OL Did you -- I'm sorry. Go ahead. Did you want t

say more?

he

0

A. No.

Q. Did you supervise her?

A. Unfortunately, that was one of the problems with

Rich. I didn't have anything to do with the books of the

company or the candidates' committee and I suppose, because 0:

the lack of knowledge that I had in keeping up with things, i~

was a concern of mine.

That was one of the problems with Rich, in that I

was kept in the dark. I was in the very responsible position

of making every major procurement for the company, hiring

people, buying computers, taking on space, of really managing

f

'sq.

.w'.

C

0
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the company, but I was never involved in any way with the

2 paper work on the company and, in particular, with the

3 accounting procedures.

4 I suppose he didn't want to hear that, but that's

5 pretty much the case.

6 BY MR. MIMS:

7 Q When you signed the reports for the committee, did

8 you know whether the figures presented on the reports were

correct?

1n 10 A. Well, I never really checked their veracity. I

* 11 looked at them and they looked correct.

12 I knew what we were contributing to the candidates

13 and I had an idea of what was coming in.

14 I just want to go back a few steps.

15 When you were discussing with Mr. Geske about

16 accepting competitive bids, you said there was a problem there

17 because of the closeness of the corporation and the committee;

18 is that what you ---

19 A. Yes.

20 Q. What did Mr. Geske say to you when you brought

21 that up?

22 A. He said he checked everything out with Sedam & Hergei



and that's all I needed to know to go ahead with the work.

MR. LEVIN: I'm going to ask the reporter to mark

this FEC Exhibit 1.

1 to Mr.

A.

A.

that we

funding

on

pec

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 1, a copy of which
is attached to the orginal
transcript of this deposition.'

MR. LEVIN: And, I'm showing a copy of FEC Exhibit

Romanin.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify FEC Exhibit 1?

Yes.

What is it?

Rich asked me to come up with some names of people

could go to to help raise money for some additional

of the committee.

I don't remember seeing this. But, I think what

ie night was to put together a list of some names of

)ple. Actually this wasn't a very complete list.

BY MR. MIMS:

Do you recognize the handwriting on this?

It's Pich's. Definitely.

C'7

0C

I did

some
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1 BY MR. LEVIN:

2 Q. Could you explain the item 1.A., Initial budget

3 $8,800?

4 A. I don't know how the figure $8,800 comes up. I

5 don't have any idea how that was derived.

6 Q. Were you discussing about where you intended to get

7 the money, the $8,800?

8 A. Rich and I did talk about going to individuals that

C.13 9 we felt could give what we would call -- these aren't major

P~fl10 contributions -- at least some start-up money for the comrmittee.

11 Q. Are you referring to the individuals down here?
17v

12 A. A number of these people are my friends.

13 Q. Who else was at this meeting besides you and Rich?

14 A. I see "First Meeting."

15 1 don't think there was a meeting. Frankly, I

16 think all Rich did was say: let's put together some names of

17 people that you think you can raise some money from.

18 Frankly, it was a shabby effort.

19 So, if there was a meeting, it would have been just

20 you two?

21A. Exactly.

22
O1 Do you remember a mail date in the week of
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September?

A. Rich came up with a direct-mail program that he

put together, but actually, I think l.A. was the cost for

sendin

For $8

lists?

concer

MediAm

,g out a mailing. The size of the mailing, I have no ide

,800, it had to be a pretty large mailing.

Q Item 2 has "Lists." What was this about compiling

Was this a direction to compile the list?

A. The 10,000: it looks like it. Anything that

ns a list is what you see below at item 3.

Q Are any of the lists here associated with

Lerica in any way?

A. Well, Geske and R. K. Stahlman were on our board

a.

of direct

A.

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

Holland,

Q.

ors.

Shortleys?

No.

Maiselle Shortley?

That's who that is.

Was she associated with MediAmerica?

No. She was one of Rich's friends.

Not the Webers, Foxhoouz, Ken Carpenter, Dave

Dan Snider --

Are any of them associated with MediAmerica?

C

O
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L

MediAmer

presiden

A.

resigned

of this

A.

Q.

No. No one here on the list was affiliated with

ica except for Rich and myself.

BY MR. MIMS:

Do you know if Maiselle Shortley had been vice

t and a director of MediAmerica?

She was when MediAmerica was started and she

I think, back in 1980 or 1981.

BY MR. LEVIN:

So, she would have perhaps been around at the time

meeting?

August 18, 1980. I really don't know.

How did you propose to get the funds to start up

this m

after

What f

ailing?

A. The original funds from these people.

Q. Plus any additional ones on the list?

A. Right.

Q When was that first mailing made?

A. I just don't even know. It had to be sometime

August and I would guess sometime in September.

Q Do you remember the form of the first mailing?

orm that was in?

A. It was, I believe, what we refer to as a facsimile

~. '~4

~~4~

C,

C
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1 package

2 a Could that first mailing have been in October?

3 A. No0. That was too late.

4 Let me take that back. It may have been in October.

5 I really don't know. I don't recall.

6 (X How many pieces were sent out?

7 A. I don't know.

8 Q. Do you have an approximate figure? Thousands?

9 A. If I could look at what we had, the responses,

rn10 1 could give you an idea, but I really don't know. I don't

*11 know what the size of the mailing was.

012 BY MR. MIMS:

13 13 If I were to show you a copy of the mailing, would

C7714 you recognize it and perhaps be able to fix it as the first one?

15 A. I don't know.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q. This is to see if it refreshes your recollection.

18 It's not for admission as an exhibit.

19 A. Yes. I think that was the first mailing. That is

20 October 10.

A MR. LEVIN: I'm going to have that marked FEC

22 Exhibit 2.
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(The document referred to was
marked for identification

2 FEC Exhibit 2, a copy of which
is attached to the original

3 transcript of this deposition.

4 MR. LEVIN: And, I'm showing FEC Exhibit 2 to Mr.

5 Romanin.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7 Q. I realize that you have just discussed FEC Exhibit

8 2 but, for the record, I would like for you to identify

CO) 9 FEC Exhibit 2, what you have just looked at.

10 . I believe that was the first letter that was sent

11 by the committee.

12 An Urgentgram?

13 A. Right.

14 Now, you had a mailing list to send these pieces

15 out to?

16 A. Yes.

17 Q. Where did this list originate from?

18 A. I really don't know.

19 MediAmerica had a pretty signficant size computer

20 ifacility. Without looking at any documentation from MediAmerica,

21 I don't know where the list was compiled or how it was compiled.

22



BY MR. MIMS:

2 Q Did MediAmerica own a list?

3 A. No. MediAmerica did not own any lists. Although

4 MediAmerica held many lists for many different clients, it did

5 not have a list of its own.

6 I was always opposed to our owning lists.

7 Q Did it co-own lists?

8 A. Absolutely not. That was one of the things that

9 I was always opposed to, any list possession or list ownership.

10 ( Would MediAmerica purchase a list from any client?

11 A. Actually, that may be how we got the first list. I

C) 12 don't know. Rich was in charge of all the mailings and he was

7 13 the one that put that list together. In fact, he was the one

14 who wrote it.

15 Q. Would Mr. Geske be able to answer that?

16 A. He would be able to answer all those questions.

17 Q. Would you have purchased it from another house?

18 A. That's commonly done. I would assume that's how

19 this was done.

020 Would you have any idea whether or not you or Mr.

21 Geske or anyone else at MediAmerica informed the vendor the

22 purpose of purchasing this list?

Ii



A For many lists in the political area, the purpose

2 is usually requested by the list broker, byt the person who

3 owns the list or acts for the owner of the list.

4 Q So, MediAmerica purchased the list and was asked

S why you wanted the list?

6 A. That's commonly done. It's not a blanket policy.

7 It's possible to get a list from whoever without

8 providing the use for it, but in most cases, I would say, most

9 people requir to know what the list is being used for.

10 Q. How large a list was this that you purchased?

11 A. I don't know. I really don't.

12 Judging from the $8,800 figure, if that was used

17 13 as the budget for mailing, I would say it was probably close to

14 four to six thousand pieces.

15 How many contributions were received from the

16 first mailing?

17 A. I don't have any idea.

18 Would it have been in the thousands, in the

19 ihundreds?

20 A. Probably in the thousands.

Q What return rate would you imagine that would have

22 !been?

I,
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1 . Not knowing the percentage or breakdown for returns

2 if it broke one percent -- I don't know. I would have to look

3 at the return figures to be able to tell you.

4 1 don't know what the performance of the package was.

5 MR. LEVIN: I'll ask the reporter to mark this

6 FEC Exhibit 3.

7 (The document referred to was
marked for identification

8 FEC Exhibit 3, a copy of which
is attached to the original

9 transcript of this deposition.)

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

* 11 Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibit 3 for the record?

12 A. It's an invoice for the National Republican

TTI13 Candidates' Committee.

14 For a mailing in October; is that correct?

15 A. Right.

16 Q. Does any of this refresh your recollection as to

17 any details of that mailing?

18 1 s o
obviously, the number of pieces mailed outiso

19
there, but does it give you any sense of what the return was?

20
A. I can only go by the industry standard. I would

21
say that the response was anywhere between one and two percent.

22I don't know what the average contribution was.



A.

one or two

A.

say it shou

records, as

A.

invoicing,

together.

A.

mail campai

But, you're talking two hundred perhaps?

Probably several thousand at least.

But two hundred responses perhaps. That would be

percent.

That's about right.

What did you mean when you said "several thousand"?

I'm using the general industry standard. I would

ld have brought in about four thousand, I guess.

Who would have prepared the invoices in these

to the mailing?

I did a lot. Rich did a lot. We did our own

and I would think that Rich put this invoice

I'm not sure he did.

BY MR. MIMS:

But, you are sure that you didn't; is that correct?

Yes. He was handling everything for the direct-

gn.

Q. Would you normally handle the invoices for other

clients for this type of service?

A. I think that for specific clients or for someone

using our services, I would normally do the invoicing. In

other words, if I was either in charge of the management of a

'V V~4~Y~

C!11 1

17.

C.11

hj



1 client's work or if I had initiated the work, then I would

2 essentially take the job through its entirety and issue an

invoice. The same would apply to Rich.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Did you receive any checks over $100?

6 A. I don't recall. I don't think so.

Q. In other words, of all these checks from the t

8 hundred contributors, not one was over $100?

A. I don't recall. I don't think so. I don't rel

10 seeing any large checks in the report.

@ 1 Over $100 would be a large check in your busin

12 for somethina like that?

WO

member

ess

A. Well, the line would be $50 to $100

refer to as a high-dollar contributor.

Q When you receive checks, would they

at MediAmerica headquarters?

A. Yes. They came to MediAmerica and i

by the bookkeeper during those separate hours.

was what Ms. King

perhaps.

for what we

be received

t was batched

In fact, that

was complaining about a lot of the time

Q. Separating it?

A. It was a laborious process.

'.
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OL A laborious process?

X. Yes.

(Discussion off the record)

Q. Let's go into this process. What would happen?

The checks would come in, and what would happen next? Ms. King

would get the checks and what would she do with them?

A. The normal procedure in that process is to open the

envelope, record the contribution amount on the outside of the

envelope, and paperclip any cash or check that was accompanying

the reply. It was recorded in the books. I believe that Ms.

King was handling that, the caging and batching.

OL Were they then deposited in the committee account

specifically?

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

I don't

on the

n over

tA. ~#

N

,ttfl

A. I'm not sure the committee had an account.

even recall that it was deposited for the committee.

Q. Do you know if Ms. King would write anything

checks endorsing them over to anybody?

A. I really don't know.

Q. You don't know whether she would endorse ther

to MediAmerica to constitute payment for services?

A. I seriously doubt that would ever happen. I

assume the checks were marked properly for the people to
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

1s

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

0

&)

C1

identify the amounts given by contributors so we could fill in

the FEC reports, and those amounts were deposited in the

committee account.

Q. Did MediAmerica perform this service for any other

of its clients?

. The caging and batching?

Right.

A. Yes. For the Conservatives Against Liberal

Legislation. It wasn't a service that we normally provided but,

if one of our clients asked us to, we would.

Q Would there be an extra fee for that?

A. Sure. It's a separate service. Right.

Did the committee pay for this particular service?

A. Sure.

The National Republican Candidates' Committee?

A. Sure.

O Did anyone at MediAmerica perform this service

for any kind of committee?

A. The caging and batching?

Yes.

A. Must have.

Q. Do you know how many other committees?
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10

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

21

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

P

C1

. How many organizations?

Q Just other committees.

A. The caging and batching?

a The same process you went through with the National

Republican Candidates' Committee in terms of the checks.

A. Yes.

a Would you do that for FEC data; in other words,

prepare a list for FEC reports?

A. No. I don't think so.

I think that packages were prepared. The informa-

tion was in a carrier envelope or a reply envelope. Wait a

minute. The payroll reports probably were put together and

the amounts were recorded. I don't know the specific name for

it. I'm not familiar with that process.

But, amounts were recorded on a sheet and then

tallied so that the numbers on those sheets would correspond

and balance with the actual checks. In other words, there was

a balancing procedure before the moneys were actually sent

back to the client.

So, this would be done for other clients?

A. Right.

Now, you said before that MediAmerica did not have

0
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I its own lists?

2 A. Yes.

3 O Did they build a data base off the committee

4 contributors; in other words, checks coming into the committee?

A. Gee. I don't recall, but I think so.

6 Again, that would be documented at MediAmerica.

Is that a service that would have been charged the

8 committee?

A. Absolutely.

1 10 Was it charged to the committee?

II A. Again, I don't know.

12 What were the funds received for the first mailing
C-13

13 used for?

14 A. I don't really know. All I know is that we did

15 contribute moneys to candidates and whether or not any of the

16 MediAmerica invoices were paid, I don't recall.

17Q. Was there any discussion about whether or not

18 there would be payment to MediAmerica from the proceeds?

19
A. I don't think so. I don't reall any.

2Q Was there any discussion as to whether other clientsl21O

21 Jshould be paid before MediAmerica from the proceeds that came

22 in?



A. Do you mean any other vendors?

a Yes. Any other vendors.

A. That, again, I don't know.

We had the printing bills, I'm sure, for the

committee. How they were resolved, I don't know.

Q. Did any candidates receive money resulting from the

first mailing?

A. Yes. We contributed to several senatorial

candidates and, I think, one or two congressional candidates.

I was upset because I felt that the contributions

were too large. I felt that the committee shouldn't make such

large contributions because of the impact and I wanted to

assure its surviving and to keep the overhead going. That

included the rent and the time of Shirley King, that type of

thing.

I don't recall what the total amount was, but we

were giving pretty significant contributions to the candidates.

Of course, that was the primary objective of the candidates'

committee but, in starting the committee, it was our desire

to have the committee certainly last beyond that election

period that it was created in.

I just felt that contributions were necessary but

*,
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3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

0,

that they were a little large for the amount of money the

committee raised.

BY MR. MIMS:

Q. Were the contributions all made at the same time

or at different intervals?

A. I don't know. I simply don't know.

I do know we went over a list of candidates that

we wanted to support. I think Steve Symms was included in that.

I think Chuck Grassley was one. I'm not sure, but I think

Nancy Katzenbaum. I'm not sure about that. And, Danny Crane.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Were there any aspects of the mailings discussed

at meetings, or any communications?

A. Yes. As I recall, I felt that the mailings were

going very well. With that income, I felt that we should be

doing a lot more mailing.

Frankly, I don't recall, but I think we did one

other mailing besides the first one because it was late in the

election year.

Q. How often did you communicate with respect to

discussing that first mailing?

A. You know, I don't think we had a meeting per se.I



41

I think what happened was that Rich designed the mailing, had

2 it structured, and it was mailed. Any conversations that we

3 ever had were: John, what do you think of this? Or, John,

4 what do you think of that?

5 Q Would these discussions happen at work?

6 A. Yes. Work or dinner or something like that.

7 Q When it happened at work, was there a separate

8 area blocked off to discuss this?

9 A. There was, but I'm not certain we always went there.

L10 But, we did if we did meet. Then, Rich was keeping track of

& I hours or minutes and they would be recorded.

12 At least, that's what I recall.
(713

S13You said there was another mailing. What list did
¢ . 14 you use for that mailing?

A. Again, I don't know. It may have been the first

16 list that was mailed the first time.

17 Q. Do you know when that mailing was sent out?

18A. I don't have any idea.

19 Q. Would it have been early December after the election;

20 does that seem likely?

21 A. It's possible. I think it was. I think it was

22 for debt retirement, which is pretty common. I'm not certain
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of that.

OL Do you have any idea about the cost of that mailing?

Does $10,000 sound right?

A. I don't know. If you show me the invoices, I can

tell you if it's true.

Q. I'll show you this invoice.

A. Yes. I recall this.

Q. What is the rate of return on that?

A. I don't know. The standard industry norms would

say that it was probably $4,000 to $5,000 total.

QL Do you recall your sense at the time of it exceeding

industry norms or equaling industry norms?

A. I really don't know.

If I could read the copy I might get a better idea

what type of package it was. Debt retirement is typically

good for direct mail.

MR. LEVIN: I'm going to ask the reporter to mark

this FEC Exhibit 4.

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 4, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: Arid, I'm showing FEC Exhibit 4 to
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Mr. Romanin.

A.

poor copy.

of package.

A.

copy involve

respor

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify that exhibit?

Yes. I remember this because it was incredibly

It's too much copy. It's not an Urgentgram-type

What do you mean by that?

Well, it's too comprehensive. There's too much

d.

0. Is that what was sent out in the second mailing?

A. Yes.

MR. LEVIN: Let's take a break now.

(Brief recess)

MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

Could you read back the last two questions and the

ises, please?

(The reporter read as follows: "Question: What do

you mean by that? Answer: Well, it's too comprehensive.

There's too much copy involved. Question: Is that what

was sent out in the second mailing? Answer: Yes.")

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Mr. Romanin, the documents we showed you with

N

C,

C,
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I with reference to the second mailing, did they refresh your

2 recollection at all as to the circumstances of the mailings,

3 the pieces sent out and the rate of return?

4 A. Well, according to the invoice, approximately

5 12,000 were sent out. The return: I don't have any idea other

6 than it's another 4,000 beyond the 8,000, so I would guess the

7 gross receipts would be between $5,000 and $5,500.

8 Q. Who prepared the invoice?

9A. I'm sure that Rich did.

10 (k You know that you didn't?

A. Yes.

12 OL Who did the receiving of checks for that?

117T. 13 A. Pardon me? The caging and batching?

14 Exactly.

15 A. I don't know. When the mail would come in, it would

16 come into the reception area. As a matter of fact, I even

17 opened some of the things and was looking at some of the

18
responses. Our receptionist was opening, too. And, Rich looked

19
at them, too.

20 After they were opened -- when you send out the

mailings you are anxious about the responses -- it would be

put there for the caging and batching people.
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Q. In terms of opening the mail, are you speaking with

reference to this committee or are you saying this in general?

A. No. As I mentioned earlier, we would keep things

separate. I wouldn't sign a piece of paper down the hail as

a part of the committee. But, it was- documented.; at least,

it was supposed to have been documented.

Q. Normally, would you open the mail, or was it when

you saw that stuff was coming in for the committee that you

would open it?

A. No. Many times, if I had time or if I was in the

area -- in the reception area -- I would see the incoming mail

and open a few responses. It was no big deal.

Q. Referring to Exhibit 4, FEC Exhibit 4, which was

the material sent out in the second mailing, it was the copy

sent out in the second mailing?

A. Yes.

QL It's signed by you, or it has your name at the

bottom. It says: "I urged each candidate to spend a minimum

of $50,000 on last-minute TV and radio advertisements with my

promise to help them after the elections."I

Did you do that?

A. No. Rich may have.

II

C"%

P11
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I I should add one other thing that came to mind

2 while I was outside. In my responsibilities at MediAmerica

3 for the committee, I was usually an up-front type of guy and

4 that's basically what I was here. I certainly saw the copy

5 before it went out, and I read the copy before it went out.

6 I read the copy and I even had comments on it, as

7 to its credibility and whether or not we should be using it.

8 But, that's not uncommon. When we write copy, there are a lot

9 of things you have to consider.

10 It could have been that Rich talked to the campaign

11 people of those elections and, to be very honest, I wouldn't be

12 able to tell you whether he did or not. I would expect he

13 would have documented it.

14 My name appeared on these things and that's

15 unfortunate. I felt I was doing my part in getting the

16 committee going. If it required that I meet someone or talk

17 to someone, I would. I had talked, in fact, to several

18 committees on occasions either because of business or just

19 because I was talking to them politically.

10Q. Prior to the mailing?

A. Sure. Prior. Any time.

12Q. Would you talk about your committee at all? The
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National

A.

f rankly.

a

A.

Republican Candidates' Committee?

I never did. I never did PR work for the committee,

Rich handled all that.

Did Rich talk to them about that?

I think he probably did.

But, you don't know that he did?

I don't know. I wasn't with him on that all the

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

C,

I-o

time.

You said that you would have questions about the

credibility or the truth or veracity. Did you bring that up

to him about urging the candidates to spend $50,000 at the last

minute?

A. It's not an unusual campaign strategy to do

something like that. If Rich put it in the copy and he got

approval, then I'm sure it was okay.

I felt at the time, looking at the copy and what

we were doing and since we were a significant committee, that

urging someone to do that wasn't the best thing.

Obviously, a lot of things we did were not the

right things.

Q. Who would give him copy approval?

A. In any direct-mail campaign, it's not copy approval
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3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Not

I don't

mention

naWKIn It

. A. I would talk with Steve Symms frequently.
Symms himself, but the people -on his staff.

Paula :HAwins: I think Rich probably did.

know ahyone there.

In your respective communications, did you

the coinmittee?

A. I don't know. I don't recall.

Q When you set up this second mailing and mai

the pieces, 'what did you intend to accomplish with the

A. Number one, attend to the liabilities of th

committee; i.e., the invoices that had been accumulatin

keep it in existence.

Q Would that be the first priority?

A. Because it was new, overhead was important

maintain. That's where a lot of the proceeds have to g
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direct mail.

As you can-see, oftentimes the income wasn't

to cover the expenses; therefore, what the goal is is to

a list so you can end up with additional mailings so you

catch up. After a while, you see a positive cash flow.

Of course, it was also a goal -- and I think

ambitious goal -- to contribute to candidates during its

year.

enough

compile

can

an

f irst

a Do you say that was an ambitious goal?

A. Absolutely.

Q. Do you think you should wait until the proceeds of

the third mailing?

A. No. I think beyond that.

Q. Even beyond that?

A. Yes.

What you are doing, if you are not covering your

expenses as a committee, you're not making it. That doesn't

mean a committee can't help in other ways. It doesn't

necessarily have to be with cash contributions, but with advice

with contacts with other people, so on and so forth.

There are many kinds of contributions but the

survival of the committee has to be paramount, as with other

C1,
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I organizations.

2 MR. LEVIN: Of f the record, please.

3 (Discussion off the record)

4 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

5 I'm asking the reporter to mark this FEC Exhibit 5.

6 (The document referred to was
marked for identification

7 FEC Exhibit 5, a copy of which
is attached to the original

8 transcript of this deposition.

9 MR. LEVIN: And, the reporter is now showing FEC

10 Exhibit 5 to Mr. Romanin.

11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Mr. Romanin, can you identify this document?

13 A. Yes. I remember seeing this. Yes.

14 Q. Did this request for clarification come in the

15 form of a phone call or a letter to Congressman Symms?

16 A. As I mentioned earlier, where you are making

17 reference to someone else, it should be a matter of policy or

18 a standard procedure to contact those people. Obviously, it

19
wasn't done here.

20 How this particular response was solicited, I don't

21
know.

22 Q. Do you know when it was?
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1 A. (Nods) I remember seeing this letter though and

2 its coming in. Rich showed it to me.

3 Q. So, Mr. Geske would have had the phone call or

4 conversation?

5 A. I'm sure.

6 Q Do you know when that took place?

7 A. I don't have any idea.

8 You said before that you had discussions with Mr.

9 Geske about the size of the contributions. What was that about?

10 A. About the size?

lo 11 Something about how you questioned the size of the

12 contributions ultimately made by the committee.
0

13 A. I don't know what the total amount was in contri-

C', 14 butions to the candidates, but I felt that it was quite a bit,

15 aiven the debts that we had to MediAmerica and other vendors.

16 That's about it.

17 BY MR. MIMS:

18 Q Just on that point, you said debts to other vendors?

19 A. We should have had printing debts at the very least,

20 and list rental debts.

Q. I have another exhibit here.

22 The reports which were filed during the calendar



year 1980, signed by Shirley King during the time she was

treasurer, reflect debts to MediAmerica as the only vendor.

Are there any circumstances under which MediAmerica

might have subcontracted to another vendor?

A. Yes. If there aren't any invoices from other

vendors in your records, I would say that probably in the

MediAmerica files you would find invoices that involved the

printing and list procurement rental. Those are the only other

two items in getting a package out.

It's not an unusual practice either that invoices

we would get we would send out from being billed directly

by the vendor or we would bill the client for those services.

O Is that a common practice for MediAmerica?

A. Yes.

Q. If the committee did not pay MediAmerica what it

owed on the invoice and if the invoice included amounts owed

to the subcontractor, did MediAmerica pay the bill to the

subcontractor?

A. Aqain, I wouldn't have any idea. I assume they

would have.

Q That would be the common practice for MediAmerica

in the event that the client did not pay?

C"7



1 A. I'd have to say for all the clients without any

2 question, if we were asked to do the bidding for printing or

3 do the bidding for any other service on behalf of the client,

4 we would do that and that vendor would bill us directly.

5 We, in turn, would invoice the client and normally

6 it involved attaching a ten percent handling charge on top of

7 the invoice, a ten percent handling fee for going through the

8 bidding process and securing the additional services of a

9 subcontractor for a particular job.

10 That's the normal way we do it.

11 11 Would you tack it on the invoice or would it be

12 specifically itemized?

V13 A. I don't know. Many times it would depend on how

14 the client would want the invoicing done.

15 If there wasn't a specific request on the invoicing,

16 what would normally happen, we would delineate in the invoice

17 specific items -- printing, list rental, any other

18 subcontractor -- and we would specify who the vendor was and

19
the charge. Normally, the charge on the invoice would include

* 20 the handling fee.

Q. When you made arrangements with the other vendors,

did you tell them for what purpose these arrangements were being
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made?

2 A. No. I would have to say that during the course of

3 a day we might talk to 25 different vendors, and they have no

4 reason and we have no reason to say who the work's for.

5 So, as far as the vendors are concerned, they are

6 just dealing with MediAmerica?

7 A. Exactly.

8 a How would that time be kept track of? Would that

be considered MediAmerica time or committee time?

10 A. It would probably be kept track of under MediAmerica

I 11 time.

12 As part of its service to the committee?

13 A. I would think so.

14 Q So, when you -- I'm sorry. Go ahead.

15 A. One thing on the invoices: normally, particularly

16 for printing and list rental, I guess I take that back. The

17 vendor can identify the work. They can identify it in the

18 description. Normally, it would say something like: 10,000

19 envelopes with a description of the printing process, and for

-20
20the National Candidates Committee; that would be on there.

21 Q So, when you and Mr. Geske talked to these vendors,

22 did you mention that this was a committee that you and Mr.
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Geske were a part of, or did you say it was a client?

A. No. No way. Usually, we knew the vendor and would

ask for a bid and the work would be sent. Then, there would

be a description for them to see on the job for our accounting.

BY MR. LEVIN:

When did anyone, you or Mr. Geske or anyone else

at MediAmerica, first become aware of a complaint from the

U. S. Postal Service?

A. For the Urgentgrams?

Q Yes.

A. I don't know how we became aware of it. It may have

been through Sedam & Herge. I don't remember.

Q. Who filed the complaint originally?

A. I don't have any idea. It may have been originally

by RNC or NRCC. Probably NRCC because they had a problem with

our name.

Q. You mean the National Republican Congressional

Committee?

A. Right.

MR. LEVIN: I'm going to have the reporter mark

this FEC Exhibit 6.

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 6, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.
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I MR. LEVIN: The reporter has shown FEC Exhibit 6

2 to Mr. Romanin.

While we are at it, I'll have the reporter mark

4 this FEC Exhibit 7.

5(The document referred to was
marked for identification

6 FEC Exhibit 7, a copy of which

is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.

8 MR. LEVIN: And, the reporter has shown FEC Exhibit

9 7 to Mr. Romanin. He has both exhibits in front of him right
10

AA now.

j1 I1 THE WITNESS: Yes.
~12

BY MR. LEVIN:
0

13 Q. Can you identify FEC Exhibits 6 and 7?

14 First, in what respect have you seen them before?

A. I have never seen these. I was informed it was a

16 violation by Rich and I was pretty concerned about it at the

17 time. I never saw these letters though.

18
Q. Neither 6 nor 7?

19
A. No.

SQ. Do they refresh your recollection as to when21
21 someone at MediAmerica, you or Mr. Geske, became aware of the

22
complaint?
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*IThese are dated by our people.

2 All I can say is that, if we had been informed by

3 the U. S. Postal Service and I had been informed by Rich that

4 we were in violation of that code with the U. S. Postal Service,

then I'm confident that I said we better change the format.

6 Again, I don't remember seeing these letters at

all. I'm positive I never saw them.

8 Q The format?

A. Of the Urgentgram.

10 Urgentgrams are commonly used now to replicate the

I1 Western Union telegrams. Direct mailers use them all the time.

12 I even put together the art work, or the sketching,

13 for our Urgentgram, including a facsimile of the seal, upon

14 Rich's request. I gave it to him; he gave the authorization;

~15
we sent it to the typesetters; it was done.

16 It was a mistake. I did what he wanted to do which

17 was to get the Urgentgram as appealable as possible.

18 That was a decision made by Mr. Geske?

19
A. Absolutely.

0 Q. Was there a concern about this complaint and the21

-I Iactual format of the contents of that Urgentgram?

2 A. On my part?



letter that

Urgentgrams?

A.

didn't have

On Mr. Geske's part.

Yes. I can't see how it was possible after this

another mailing went out using the Urgentgram.

How about the wording of the message in those

I can tell you that I probably saw the

veto over the copy. I probably wasn't

copy, but I

too

-J

0

C,

16

17

18

19

*20

21

22

interested in seeing that copy go out.

Q When this complaint came in, Mr. Geske started

having second thoughts about it?

A. When we got the original complaint, you know, I

was upset. We had close to a million forms in stock or more

that we had ordered. It was a pretty big expense, because we

thought we were okay.

Now, I don't recall, but it may be possible that

there was clearance from Sedam & Herge on the dang format.

But, to get back to this, I don't see how this

second mailing went out under it, if we had orginally even been

advised it was a violation of that trademark.

Q. Was Mr. Geske or were you concerned about somehow

being in some trouble with the Republicans? Maybe with the

complaint filed by the Republicans?
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I didn't know it was by the Republicans. I was

i

You were assuming?

A. Because the name of the committee was so close:

NRCC, the National Republican Congressional Committee.

I cam up with the name at Rich's request. He wanted

something that looked like NRCC but was a separate committee

and had different goals in mind. So, I came up with the

National Republican Candidates' Committee. It's crazy but he

wanted to go with it. I thought it was stupid. I didn't want

to go with the dang thing in the first place.

Q. When the -- I'm sorry. Go ahead.

A. No. It's incredible.

Q. So, when the complaint came in, I imagine you and

Mr. Geske talked about this?

A. This?

Q. That letter.

A. Yes. I was told that we were using the mail

fraudulently, that we were in trouble with the postal service

with the trademark, and I just about lost control.

At that point, we had to take 800,000 forms and I

had them put back in inventory and marked "not to be used."



60

1 1 was told after the first violation and I can't

2 see how it was possible it was sent out again.

3 NOW, I was responsible in a management sense.

4 Although I was not in the services area, the computer or

5 publishing room, I was responsible for that area.

6 We had hundreds of thousands of pieces going out

7 during the election year. If a particular job was going out,

8 and particularly something for the candidates' committee, and

9 Rich and I discussed it, and if Rich wanted to go with the

U7 10 thing, he had final authorization and it went. There should

be documentation on that.

12 But, I would have to look at a time-line and look

13 at the documents at MediAmerica to know whether or not there was

C71 14 cognizance in sending out a mailing after a complaint like that

*111 1 from the postal service. I find it absolutely impossible.

16 Q. So, when you were having all these discussions

17 concerning this kind of thing, did you discuss the Republicans

18 at all?

19
A. Is this public information?

20 MR. LEVIN: Let's go off the record.

21 (Discussion off the record)

21

H MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.
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I(The reporter read the pending question.)

2 THE WITNESS: The Republicans being whom?

3 BY MR. LEVIN:

4 (k The possible complaint of the fact that perhaps

5 here was a committee trying to help Republicans and yet you

6 were now in difficulty with them.

7A. I wasn't. At the time, I wasn't aware of where the

8 complaint was coming from. Rich had informed me because he had

9 talked to other people. I don't know who he talked to, but

10 the committee was upset that another committee was being formed.

11 My simple response was that they don't have the

12 corner on Republican politics in the country. I didn't have

13 any problem with the fact that they had a problem with us.

C" 1 I was prepared to defend that position.

15
Q. But, Mr. Geske appeared to have a problem in the

16 sense that he was concerned about it?

17A. Concerned in what way?

Concerned about any possible action that the
19

1Republicans might pursue against him or concerned about
20

HMediAmerica's relations with the National Republican Candidates'
21

Committee and the Republicans.

22
You seem to have had conversations that you didn't
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I have a problem going ahead because the committee didn't have

2 a corner on Republican politics. And, he seemed to express a

3 different view; is that correct?

4 A. No. I don't think so. I don't think he had a

5 different view from that. We wouldn't have formed the

6 committee in the first place.

7 Q. He nevertheless was concerned about that?

8 A. Yes. As was I. I was concerned about that, but

9 was prepared to stand up for what I felt was right.

10 MR. LEVIN: I'll ask the reporter to mark this

IFEC Exhibit 8.
12 (The document referred to was

ri marked for identification
13 FEC Exhibit 8, a copy of which'!

14 attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.)

15 MR. LEVIN: We have now shown FEC Exhibit 8 to

16 Mr. Romanin.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

0. Can you identify FEC Exhibit 8?7

19
A. Well, number one, all the writing on here is mine.

* 202 Q. Anything else?

21
A. I'm trying to think why this list was put together.

221I think that I was gvnthis list to talk with the
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people. I was talking with the committees about doing work for

them for debt retirement. That was under MediAmerica; that

wasn't under the committee.

a When would you have had contact with these

committees, or when did you?

A. Probably very soon after the elections.

What would MediAmerica do in terms of debt

retirement for those committees? What would their function be?

A. As far as support, it would have been in the form

of contributions or some other effort. I don't know what.

BY MR. MIMS:

Do you mean contributions by MediAmerica or by the

committee?

A. Not by MediAmerica, by the committee.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q So, you are talking about this would have been

contributions by the National Republican Candidates' Committee?

A. I'm sorry, John; what was that?

Q. These were possible recipients of the National

Republican Candidates' Committee?

A. No. Judging by the notes on here, this was some-

thing I did at MediAmerica, soliciting business. That's what
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1 that is.

2 Q So, they had a direct-mail service for the committee

3 to retire the debts?

4 A. Whatever it may have been, I think specifically I

5 was going out and talking to people at PAC receptions for them

6 in Washington here.

That would be set up by MediAmerica?

8 A. Exactly.

9 Can I ask something off the record?
01

10 MR. LEVIN: Off the record.

IO, 11 (Discussion off the record)

" 12 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

13 Let's have the question and answer read back.

14 (The reporter read as follows: "Question: So, they

15 had a direct-mail service for the committee to retire the

16 debts? Answer: Whatever it may have been, I think

17 specifically I was going out and talking to people at

18 PAC receptions for them in Washington here. Question:

19 That would be set up by MediAmerica? Answer: Exactly.")

20
BY MR. LEVIN:

So, the effort here in FEC Exhibit 8, again, did

PMediAmerica actually set it up?
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A. No. This was an effort I made. I used a lot of

PAC receptions and I wanted to try to do some again, but my

personal time was very, very limited and I gave up on the effort

Q You had done the work trying to drum up business.

That was one of your functions?

A. Right. Right.

MR. LEVIN: I will ask the reporter to mark this

FEC Exhibit 9.

MR. LEVIN: We have

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 9, a copy of which
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.)

shown FEC Exhibit 9 to Mr.

Romanin.

Q.

A.

A.

Republican

Q.

amounts of

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify FEC Exhibit 9?

It's an FEC report.

What's on these reports?

Records of contributions made by the National

Candidates' Committee tothe candidates.

Would this refresh your recollection as to the

the contributions and the number of contributions?

(~d~

'ft
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A. It does. Yes.

2 I didn't recall that we made contributions of these

3 types. I thought we made larger contributions than these.

4 Are these larger than the ones you thought should

5 have been made?

6 A. Yes. The total, $5,000, is a lot of money when you

7 consider the amount of money that was brought in.

8 Q. You said before that perhaps there shouldn't have

been any contributions sent out before more mailings.

10 A. We could have provided sorely needed support to

1W 11 the candidates by contributing some amount, not necessarily

12 $500 a piece.

C

13 It was a new commitee. It shouldn't have been

14 making contributions in amounts of that type.

r 15 Q. Why did Mr. Geske decide to make those contributions

16 of that size over your objections?

17 A. Certainly, one of the reasons the committee was

18 created was to support candidates with contributions and other

19 support devices. I suppose by doing this, by making these types

20 of contributions, we would early on show that we were a real,
21

viable committee and that we were doing a lot more in terms of

22 cash contributions than anyone would expect us to do. Therefore,
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we'd be gaining a better reputation, if you will.

2 Q. Did you think there was any question about that at

3 this point?

4

5

6

7

A. What do you mean? The viability of the committee?

a Right.

A. There's a question of viability with any new

political organization.

We made the contributions and they were sizable for

a small committee. I suppose what we were trying to do, and

what Rich was trying to do, was publicly demonstrate that we

were new but we were participating and, therefore, committees,

why not let us participate?

Q. Did you get a sense from these other Republican

organizations that maybe they had some doubt about the viability

of the committee, or maybe you were concerned that the

Republican committees had doubts about the viabil.ity of the

committee?

A. No. They had doubts about whether or not -- my

feeling, again, was -- and I will reflect back -- the primary

impetus on my part, and I feel on Rich's part, was that we

wanted to participate in the political process and there was

no reason why there shouldn't be another organization to help

C,

S
C,

C

0
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I Republican conservatives get elected to office.

2 We felt that by having another committee such as

3 this we could do that. Now, the major committees, primarily

4 1 think because of the original name, had a problem,

5 specifically with the National Republican Congressional

6 Committee. I sympathized with that. I would have had a

7 problem if I had been a member of NRCC.

4 d8 Did Mr. Geske feel perhaps that this was one of

C-17 9 the ways perhaps of showing the Republican committees: Look; we

kn10 are for real; we are giving to these newly elected congressmen

Of- 11 and senators $500 each, these ten recipients? It was kind of

-T.12 a way to show it publicly?
C")

4713 A. It was a re-enforcement for us.

C114 1 wanted to make contributions and I wanted to see

15 early results but, again, they didn't have to be of this

16 magnitude. It wasn't necessary.

17 OL If Mr. Geske hadn't perceived this concern, this

18 need to show that they were for-real at this time, would he

19 have wanted to make that size of a contribution?

20A. I'm just trying to recall some of the conversations.

21 ~ . If you could tell us that, that would be fine, too.

22 That would be good.
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1 A. I can't recall any specific conversations about

2 why we gave these amounts or what was the real reason. It was

3 not that we were trying to really prove anything to anyone, not

4 anyone specifically. It was just important to participate.

s I can't really elaborate on anything other than

6 that reasoning.

7 Q. Well, did you feel that the postal complaint had

8 kind of questioned your legitimacy?

9A. No. I think it just clearly demonstrated a pretty

10 poor piece of judgment by using a logo and a facsimile that was

it so close.

12 Q. What I mean is that others might have questioned

13 your validity because of the complaint and you wanted to say:

14 wait a minute; we have a legitimate organization; somehow we

is have got to prove that?

16 A. I see what you are driving at.

17 After some of the problems that we had that we had

18 to make some contributions.

19
I don't think so. I don't think that was the case.

20 might have been. Certainly, if you have people calling you

a bunch of frauds in the mail and in a number of other things,

Kyou want to show that you're really legitimate. This very well
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I could have been a reaction to that and a reasonable and honest

2 one.

3 In recalling it, I know that I certainly had some

4 concerns about the complaint. I was really upset about the

5 postal complaint and how, with the complaint against the

6 committee and being in the position I was, I would have to

7 defend the committee.

8 I would have to say, looking in retrospect, with

9 these contributions there was probably some effort to

10 legitimatize the committee, but I think it was done for very,

jet 11 very legitimate reasons; very, very sincere reasons.

,V12 Q. In other words: it was an honest effort; quit

TIT13 picking on us; we are a committee?

14 A. I think so. And, I believe that was the way that

15 Rich was reacting to it. I think maybe we over-reacted on

16 the contributions, but Rich had the say-so on that.

17 Q. Who made the decision to contribute to these

18
specific candidates?

19A. Again, Rich gave me a list of candidates.

20
Well, I can't remember. I put some candidates on

the list and gave them to him and he came back and said what
21do you think and I probably checked them off.
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I Q. Are these the ones you perceived as having the most

2 need for money?

3 The reason I ask that is that they are all newly

4 elected to the different bodies.

5 A. Either that or they were opposition candidates.

6 As I recall, I think we had received information,

7 or Rich had received information, that these particular

8 committees were in pretty poor financial shape and that they

9 had large deficits. So, that may have been why we gave the

10 contributions we gave.

11 Rich felt that it was important to give that type

12 of contribution so that it would be recognized. $500 is a

17 13 pretty good size.

Q. 1 Recognized?

15 A. Yes. By the candidate.

16 1 want you just to try to answer this question.

17 You have the setup with MediAmerica and, of course,

18 you have the committee operating within the perimeters of the

19 office; right? In other words, you took a geographic working

*20 area within the office?

21A. Yes.

22 Could you describe that in terms of the facilities?
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I Was there a separation of facilities? And, how many

2 people would move? Who would be involved?

3 A. I can remember Rich coming to me with a specific

4 area diagrammed for NRCC.

5 Q A kind of blueprint?

6 A. A floor plan. Exactly.

7 It showed the conference room was the designated

8 area for NRCC.

9 Was the conference room used for anything but NRCC?

10 A. Yes. It was used for a lot of other things.

Q) IWould you keep records of the time it was used for

12 the committee?
013

13 A. Rich should have the documentation on that.

C 14 How about phones or storage facilities?

15 A. As a matter of fact, we had a separate line put in

16 for NRCC; that's right. The damn thing was always ringing.

17 Q. Who else worked on committee matters that worked

18 for MediAmerica on a service basis with the committee besides

19 Mr. Geske, Ms. King, Karen Dent, and yourself. Was there

20 anybody else?
21O 1
21 Maybe a receptionist, when the mail came in. That's

22 the only other person I can think of.
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How were these people paid? Only by MediAmerica?

I don't know.

I think it's probably the case that the candidates'

committee wrote checks for the time spent, at least for the

support personnel. Rich and I never received any moneys for

our efforts.

How much time would you and Rich put in at work

on the committee itself?

A. Very, very little. Very little time. Negligible.

Q. I just want to go back a second.

A. I think the only thing I ever did was sign FEC

reports.

Q. I just want to go back a second to those

contributions.

you were

A.

calls fr

pretty b

Q.

A.

started

When did you decide you were, or Mr. Geske decide

, going to send out the contributions?

Probably about the time we were receiving phone

om the Republican committees and things started getting

ad. I would say that.

At the point you were setting up the contributions?

We had contributed. Of course, when those things

happening, we were concerned. I was concerned that it

'S

%A,

C:)

'rI
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got put together quickly.

MR. LEVIN: Off the record, please.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

I'm going to ask the reporter to mark this

FEC Exhibit 10.

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 10, a copy of whic
is attched to the original
transcript of this deposition.

MR. LEVIN: We have shown FEC Exhibit 10 to the

witness.

A.Q.

A.

A.

do you ask?

Q.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify FEC Exhibit 10?

Yes. It's a quarterly federal tax return.

Do you see on the right-hand side the designation

Right.

Do you know what TCC is?

Why do you ask?

Tax returns are pretty confidential material.

I don't mind answering, but ---

We were told that this might be another client

Why

of

I

C)1

0



75

I MediAmerica. This was submitted to us yesterday and I was

2 trying to establish the relationship with TCC.

3 A. When was this given to you? Yesterday?

4 Q Yes.

5 A. Really?

6 Q Not by IRS.

7 A. Gosh. No wonder they're not paying their bills.

8 TCC: we had a client some time ago -- that may not

be correct, TCC -- but it may be the Conservative Caucus,

10 commonly referred to as TCC.

1 !But, to my knowledge, it is no longer a client and

12 they left some time ago.
C,

13 Q Why would they be listed on a form filled out by

14 MediAmerica? Why were they a separate entity with the

15 calculations there?

16 A. I haven't the faintest idea.

17 Q. At one point, was there a MediAmerica and a

18 MediAmerica/TCC account? They would keep their moneys in a

19 separate account?

20 A. Are you saying that you are thinking that TCC is

the candidates' committee?

22 I'm assuming it's the Conservative Caucus.
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A. Again, as I told you earlier, I did not have access

to the books but, if I had looked at them, I wouldn't have been

able to tell a deficit from a surplus. Okay.

As far as keeping separate accounts, we had postage

accounts at MediAmerica, special accounts for clients to be

put on postage or for taking out postmaster checks on behalf

of the client.

I believe we had a separate account for some of our

phone-bank clients, one of those being TCC or the Conservative

Caucus; again, we referred to them as TCC.

I don't think we are talking about the candidates'

committee.

Q Let's assume this is the Conservative Caucus.

A. Fine. We would have a separate account for postage

and then, perhaps, a separate account for the payment of the

bonuses to the phone-bank workers.

. Would you have a separate bank account or a separate

book entry to keep that a separate account?

A. Again, I don't know. It could have been either.

Q. Do you know when TCC was a client of MediAmerca?

A. Gee. Probably around November of 1978 to November

of 1979.
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Q. Was that a large client?

&. Pretty good size.

Q. Do you recall according any special treatment to

them, other than a bank account which you don't know the

existence of, but was it a special relationship?

A. That's why the accounts existed. They were for

specific things that had to be kept track of for a client's

money to be taken in and out.

OL Do you know of anything else that was special about

that committee?

A. The Conservative Caucus?

a Would the committee have a separate banking account?

A. That's very possible, yes.

(Discussion of f the record)

Q. Usually, did you have written contracts with your

clients?

A. Yes.

Q. You did have?

A. Yes.

Q. So, there would have been written terms and those

clients would have been obligated, or the client's committee or

entities, would have been obligated by contract to pay within

cll

0
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a certain period of time?

A. Yes. That's very, very possible.

Q This went on there at least through the time you

were there at MediAmerica?

A. Yes.

Q Were these contracts often adhered to by the various

clients? Did you have problems with getting payment?

A. No. I think we are talking about the phone-bank

clients for the most part. Specifically, with the clients that

we have written contracts with, we normally receive prompt

payment.

BY MR. MIMS:

O. Would it be unusual, in light of the fact that

there were written contracts, to enter into oral agreements of

any size with a client which wouldn't be represented by a

subsequent written memorandum?

A. I don't think so.

No. We wouldn't make that type of commitment.

You would not?

A. No.

Q. So, in dealings between MediAmerica and NRCC, would

there have been written memoranda supporting the work which
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I would have been done for the committee by MediAmerica other

2 then the invoices received by NRCC?

3 Ax No.

4 BY MR. LEVIN:

5 Q Was there a contract written out prior?

6 A. I don't think so. No. I don't think there was.

7 Q. Why in this case, if you usually did have a written

8 contract, why in this case did you not?

9 A. I had said there were written contracts but I said

10 they were for some certain number of clients.

11 a Phone-bank clients?

12 A. The phone bank specifically was normally in a
0

13 contract.

14 Q. No phone-bank work was done without a contract?

15 A. No.

16 Why the distinction?

17 A. You mean as far as -

18 Phone bank versus direct mail.

19A. I don't know. We just never did. We never had

20written contracts with any of the clients we had for direct mail.

21 Q. Would you usually get a better, return on direct

22mail than on the phone bank?
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A No. Actually, they are a totally different type

of service and you realize a different type of revenue from both

. Did you ever have a discussion with Mr. Geske, or

hear of a discussion, as to the need to collect more promptly

from the committee, from the National Republican Candidates'

Committee, for payment of bills?

A. No. And, if that had been done, that would have

been Rich's concern, not mine.

Q To be out-front, there seems to be a lot of payments

that were not made. Did you think that was unusual? Did that

concern you?

A. Not in the political area.

meaning

extended

they are

A.

A.

We have carried many, many organizations. "Carried"

that the invoices have been stretched out for an

period of time but, mainly because of the FEC laws,

required to pay.

Even those without written contracts?

Sure. And, particularly the candidates' committees.1

But, those contracts were paid?

It's not voluntary that they have a difficult time

paying.

Q. In other words, the contract would be set out with

,

CA.

l



a specific date for payment with your realization that if the

people simply couldn't pay ultimately that you would carry them?

A. They stayed on our books andwhen they were able

to pay, they would pay. Normally, we charged interest.

Now, I would have to say that with the phone bank,

they had a written contract, and that was primarily because we

did have to put a lot of money up front to establish the phones

and all the things that are needed to conduct that for a client.

a But, for direct mail you didn't have a contract?

A. No. We worked on merit along.

BY MR. MIMS:

And that's the way it worked for the committee

conceivably?

A. We were not good with the committee,, but we are good

at our business.

Q. So, conceivably when a committee wasn'It able to pay

and expressed that to you, then you would be willing to tack

on interest?

A. If you've ever been involved in business, that's

of ten the case. You have invoices that are outstanding and you

try to collect on them.

Q. When the National Republican Candidates' Committee

!.
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I had receipts from its efforts to raise funds, who made the

2 decision that it was going to go in the form of contributions

3 to the candidates as opposed to paying back what the committee

4 owed MediAmerica?

5 L. You lost me.

6 When the mailing, the two mailings, were conducted

7 on behalf of the National Republican Candidates' Committee by

8 MediAinerica and the funds came in resulting from those mailings,

9 if it was less than a hundred percent of the debts due to

10MediAmerica by NRCC, were those paid rather than contributing

11 directly to the candidates, and who made that decision?

12 A. Oh. That would have been Rich.

13 MR. MIMS: Okay.

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15 Q. How did you decide which clients to do services for?

16 Did you pick out any clients that approached you? Were you

17 discriminating?

18 1 mean "discriminating" in the neutral way, as far

19
as which clients you would do services for.

00 A. Normally, if it involved political clients, we

21 wouldn't accept work for what we considered a liberal client.

22 That was the only discrimination we ever made. You know: I
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I wouldn't work for FEC.

2 First amendment.

3 Would you decide on the basis of the likelihood of

4 the success of the client?

A. The candidates' committee?

6 Q A candidate's committee or a multi-candidate

committee or a political committee.

8 A. We would make a determination of whether we would

do the business.

10 O Would you be concerned -- like, why should we spend

11 all this money if no one is going to give to the committee?

12 A. There are all kinds of risks.

13 But do you make this distinction? Is that part of

14 your business?

9 15
A. Sure.

16 Put yourself in the position back where the

17 committee was forming and it was ultimately decided by you, and

18
Mr. Geske before you, to have MediAmerica provide services for

19
the committee.

20
How did you feel about the committee's prospects

21 for success compared, let's say, to a situation when MediAmerica

22 takes on any other political client?
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1IA I don't think that was considered. I don't think

2 we really thought about whether it would succeed or fail.

3 1 take that back. I think we assumed it would

4 succeed.

5 Q. You do take that kind of thing into consideration?

6 A. Sure.

7 q What made you assume it would succeed?

8 A. Because we were involved. You know, I have

9 confidence in myself.

10.O As a worker for MediAmerica or as an organizer of

*1 political committees?

12 A. Yes.

NT13 1 should backtrack a little bit. It was always our

(2' 14 goal not to be involved with the committee. I shouldn't say

15 that either. We were and we would have been on the personal

16 level. I always anticipated that we would have relinquished

17 the day-to-day running of it to a director or some head of

181staff and support staff. That would have been a self-sufficient

19 committee, not only monetarily but in a management sense and

*20 in employee considerations.

21 Q. But, that never transpired?

22 KA. No. This is over a three-, four-, five-, six-month



I period and it just didn't happen.

2 Q So, Mr. Geske and/or you actually did function as

a kind of political director? You were making decisions and

Mr. Geske was making decisions?

A. You might say that.

6 Q On what basis would you decide to have the bills

paid? Let's say you had a bunch of clients all with outstanding

8 bills. On what basis would you say we are going to get payment
9
9 or oppose getting payment from another committee?

W 10 A. That was normally just a matter of looking at the

11 accounting reports. If we felt that someone was going beyond

12 a reasonable period of time as far as their obligations were

,13 concerned to MediAmerica, then we would ask them or send some

type of statement or communication reminding them that they

15
owed us some money.

16 Other than that, we didn't do much of anything.

17
Q. Let's backtrack. You have people like Shirley

18
King working for the committee, either on a contractural basis

19
or for the committee separately. I guess you would account for

20 that?

21
A. There should be records of that.

Q. How much day-to-day decision-making authority over
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I the committee was exercised by you or Mr. Geske? Can you give

2 a percentage?

3 Did you closely supervise it or was it laissez faire:

4 we have set it up and every once in a while have to decide about

5 mailings, but otherwise pretty much left it alone?

6 A. No. The goal was to have someone come in and

7 serve that committee. We just didn't want to be involved in it,

8 as far as the management and day-to-day activity. We couldn't

9 do that.

10 Q. But, as a necessity it had to happen until the

11 other person came in?

12 A. Yes. And, we did that in our free time.

Nr13 After these contributions in December of 1980, did

C-07 14 the committee make contributions to any other candidates? The

415 National Republican Candidates' Committee?

16 A. I'm sorry. I was thinking about something else.

17 QL After the December 29th contributions, whose $500

18 contributions --

19A. Yes.

20
Q. -- did the National Republican Candidates' Committee

21
make contributions to any other candidates?

22
A. No. To my knowledge.
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1 Why not?

2 A. Because there probably wasn't any money, number one.

3 Did you send out any other mailings?

4 A. Not that I know of.

5 Q. Why not?

6 A. I think probably because of all the problems it had

7 created.

8 Q. You did change your name subsequently?

9A. Yes. The NRCC requested that we change the name

10 and I thought that it was appropriate to do so.

11 But, you still decided -- with a new name we aren't

%T 12 causing trouble to anybody -- you still decided that you
0

13 wouldn't pursue committee activity?

14 A. No. It's not that at all.

15 one: personally, I had not been spending any time

16 with the committee or any significant amount of time. I was

17 too caught up in what I was doing at MediAmerica. I was

18 involved sixteen hours a day, at least.

19 Q. So, you left that to Rich Geske?

A. This was all Rich Geske. I remember at onepon

21he came to me and said 1 really don'It want you doing anything

22 more on the candidates' committee.
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beqinining.

Ecept lend your name?

Unfortunately, I consented to that from the

MR. LEVIN: I'm asking the reporter to mark this

FEC Exhibit 11.

MR. LEVIN:

(The document referred to was
marked for identification
FEC Exhibit 11, a copy of whic
is attached to the original
transcript of this deposition.

We have shown FEC Exhibit 11 to Mr.

Romanin.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Mr. Romanin, can you identify FEC Exhibit 11?

A. It's a balance sheet for MediAmerica.

I.)

0
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S

6 Do you recall when Shirley King left MediAmerica?

7 x I think it may have been just before or just after

8 1 left.

9 ' Do you recall the circumstances?

10 . Overworked; underpaid.

11 Was that a source of acrimony between Shirley and

12 Rich Geske?
0

13 x. Yes.

1Were you involved in that at all?

15 A. No.

16 Was there any mention of the committee? Of the

17 fact that she had signed things that she never even got to read?

18A. I don't know that. I don't know.

19 Did you hear anything about that?

20 A. I know there were a number of problems in that

21 area and, if you're asking me to be specific, I just can't.

22 I'm unable to be specific because I don't know.
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It's not that I don't recall. I just never was

really involved in anything on that. All I know is Shirley

King complained a lot about that.

Q. What was her objection?

A. I think it was a matter of handling the candidates'

committee and the MediAinerica business at hand. It was too

much for her and perhaps deemed it too much for any one person.

But, again, I don't think there was that much to

do for the candidates' committee. There wasn't that much

activity.

OL Would you say that she was in some way -' that Mr.

Geske said, look, you have got to work for the committee -- was

there any compulsion?

A. Rich can be that way. He can be very, very

demanding.

Q. Was anybody else subjected to that kind of pressure

to work for the committee?

A. I will say that from the beginning I wasn't too

interested in being involved in it myself because I didn't think

we did the proper things to get it going. It was rather quick.

But, for the sake of rapport and for the sake of proper

relations, I felt it was necessary to support it. And, I think
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that Shirley King felt the same way.

2 Q Did others feel that way?

3 L. Others probably weren't as astute to think otherwise

4 They just did their work.

5 Q So, no one else was involved with the committee to

6 the extent that you and Shirley King would have been involved?

7 Not even to that extent?

8 A No. I don't think so.

9 BY MR. MIMS:

t1 10 Q. One final question and I'll draw on your

11 for a point.

12 That is, you indicated earlier that you thought
Co

13 NRCC, in its relationship with MediAmerica, was not the type

14 of relationship where you would normally find established a

15 separate, segregated fund.

16 Maybe you can give me an idea of what a separate,

17 segregated fund is as opposed to the relationship that

18 MediAmerica had with NRCC.

19 A. Well, I see the definition of a separate, segregated

20 fund as moneys that exist that are the result of efforts by21o

an organization that is involved in perhaps other activities,

22 not specifically political ones. A corporate PAC is an example.
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1 Efforts have been made to discriminate between the

2 corporate contributions, which are illegal, and contributions

3 that are solicited by separate organizations sanctioned by FEC

4 to solicit political contributions from members of organizations,

5 members of corporations, members of other entities.

6 As for a segregated fund with regard to MediAmerica

7 and NRCC, I think that was always an honest effort to become

8 involved, have an organization that we would basically have

9 some control in the decisions of what the organization would do

1A 10 in the long run, and to try and get that going.

11 Those were my interests and I'm sure those were

12 the interests of Rich. They weren't to create business for

13 MediAmerica. As it turns out, it did, but I don't think there

14was any concerted effort to make a fast buck. I don't see any

15 reason to do that, particularly when we had been involved in

16 the political process and in the political area, offering

17 services to people in the political process.

18
I can say that in retrospect it was a mistake to do

19what we did because we didn't have the people, resources, to

20~
make sure that they were segregated efforts, segregated funds.

That's not to say the funds weren't segregated.

They certainly were. MediAmerica just acted as a vendor to
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I Ithat committee. MediAmerica was very competitive in the area

2 of services it provided the committee.

3 Q So you are saying there were no violations of

4 441(b), the corporate prohibition, not knowing and willful?

5 A. Absolutely not. I don't believe that.

6 Believe me, and as I was telling the young lady

7 earlier, my departure from MediAmerica was an unpleasant one.

8 It dealt with the area of business judgment, business acumen,

9 et cetera. Certain things have happened that would make me

10 want to fabricate to make it look like something other than

0 11 what they were.

12 That's certainly not something I want to do. In
C)

13 other words, you might consider me a hostile witness. It was

714 a mistake. A lot of mistakes were made, but there was never any'

15 effort to try to circumvent the law. Any laws that were

16 circumvented or any laws that were not dealt with in a proper

17 manner or kept within the law, were mistakes, legitimate

18 mistakes. The regulations can and are pretty confusing.

19 MR. .'LEVIN: Did you want to make a final statement?

* 20 We have no further questions.

21 THE WITNESS: Just several different points, and

22 they are just reiterations.



1 Number one, at the conception and inception of the

2 committee, I personally felt that it was not the best judgment

3 on the part of Rich to start the committee primarily because

4 it would involve, at the time of the inception and conception,

5 too much of our time. It would, in fact, involve a lot of our

6 time to make sure the committee was viable.

7 In fact, if part of the management or policy was

8 totally separate from MediAmerica, we probably wouldn't have

9 had-these problems. In other words, if I had resigned

10 MediAmerica and gone to work for the committee, then a lot of

11 the required reports, a lot of the fundraising that had to be

12 done to start up a good solid committee would have been

13 accomplished.

14 So, within the area of strict business judgment,

I5 felt that it was a mistake from the beginning and I told

16 Rich Geske that. He wanted to go with it. I was his executive

17 assistant and felt it was important to support his final

18 decision. I did that to the best of my ability.

19 As far as with respect to any of the questions

20 today, with respect to the responses I have made,, they were made

21 at the FEC's request. I would have been happy to come down and

22 j be interviewed as a witness to what transpired during the time
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I that the National Republican Candidates' Committee was started

2 and ongoing.

3 One of the things that I regret is that, at the

4 outset of the deposition, I was not informed of whether or not

5 1 had a choice to go on the record. And, the fact that this is

6 a record that is accessible to the public and can be used by

7 the public, I wasn't informed of, and I want to make a notation

8 in that record that, if there are any statements that I have

9 made during this deposition that might be taken out of context

10 in the future, I just want to make absolutely clear in this

11 public record that my statements have been made in response to

12 questions by Johnny Levin and Steve Mims and that they have

13 been made in all candor and it doesn't mean in the future that

C71 14 those statements are not subject to change, particularly in

15 reference to the National Republican Congressional Committee

16 and its employees and staff.

17 I have differences with some of the policies, but

18 it doesn't mean I consider them ineffective in what they do.

19 1 wanted to make sure that was part of the record.

20 I think that's just about it.

21 MR. LEVIN: Before we go off the record, there's

22 one procedural thing. This deposition is merely in
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adjournment. It is not terminated. So, you are still under

subpoena. If we wish to call you again and arrange a date, we

will do that.

THE WITNESS: Do.

MR. LEVIN: So you are still under subpoena. The

deposition is merely adjourned, not terminated.

Do you wish to waive signature?

THE WITNESS: No.

MR. LEVIN: Then, we are done.

Thank you very much for coming.

(Thereupon, at 1:36 p.m., the taking of the

deposition was adjourned sine die.)

(I have read the foregoing
pages 4 through 98, inclusive,
which contain a correct
transcript of the answers by
me to the questions therein
recorded.)

IT

C"

40

John D. Romanin



1 CERTIFICATE OF NOTAR~Y PUBLIC

2 I. Sandra Vinson, the officer before whom the foregoing

3 deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness whose

4 testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was duly sworn by

5 me; that the testimony of said witness was taken by me in

6 shorthand and thereafter reduced to typewriting under my

7 direction; that said deposition is a true record of the

8 testimony given by said witness; that I am neither counsel for,

9 related to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action

V7 10 in which this deposition was taken; and further that I am not

a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed by

12 the parties thereto, nor financially or otherwise interested

13
in the outcome of the action.

14

15

16 ~A

17 Notary Public in and for
the District of columbia

18

19

my commission expires:
V July 14, 1986
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!' URGENrGRA?4 SERVIC( ~ s
ALEXANDRIA, VA. 2~ e4

4-012763J2682001 10/25/80. SCI IPNNACCC SPC$ F"f FJ
703998567 UB M TQAAL.XRD VA 'O-vb* ~

* Mrs* Carol Reed
Americans For Change
218 North Let St.. 218F
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM: •V".;

703998567 UGM ALEXANDRIA VA 26 10-25 O800P EST.
ZIP

JOHN D. ROMANIN
NATIONAL FINANCE DIRECTOR
NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CAND, COMM,
1900 NORTH BEAUREGARD ST
ALEXANDRIA .VA 22311

NEED YOUR HELP IMMEDIATELY!. LEAD IN POLLS IS EVAPORATING. CARTER

VICIOUSLY ATTACKING REAGAN. GOOD CONSERVATIVES REAGAN NEEDS IN

SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES SUFFERING FROM BACKLASH

. OF CARTER ATTACKS. BIG MEDIA AND TELEVISION NETWORKS STEPPING UP ANTI-

REAGAN PROPAGANDA, POWERFUL BIG LABOR UNIONS PUMPING MILLIONS. INTO

LIBERAL CAMPAIGNS DURING FINAL DAYS OF ELECTION. MUST PULL OUT

ALL STOPS IN REMAINING FINAL HOURS TO PREVENT DEFEAT. PLEASE SEND

MAXIMUM EMERGENCY CONTRIBUTION RIGHT AWAY. NO CONTRIBUTION IS TOO SMALL. -

CAN'T LET CARTER AND BIG LABOR BOSSES STEAL THIS ELECTION AWAY FROM

CONSERVATIVES, PLEASE SEND CHECK NOW'FOR ELEVENTH HOUR VICTORY EFFORTS.

LAST PUSH TO WIN IN FULL SWING. NO SECOND CHANCE AT THIS LATE DATE. ITS

. WIN OR LOSE NOW. PLEASE HELP,. PLEASE HELP. MAKE YOUR CHECK PAYABLE

TO: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE -COMMITTEE. PLEASE SEND TODAY.

0800 EST

UGMCOMP UGM
RtFRLHINTIREC URG E NTGRAM AND RETURN
WTH CK ENCLOSED IN SPECIALLY MARKED ENVELOPE.

TO REPLY BY URAGENTGRAM. CALL (703) 9.;e.0338



Mark Center offiee Plana A
100 N. srauv4.d Street, $uita 12
AlexandriaVA 22311
Phone 703 U-004

National Republicans Candidates
Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St., Ste. 12
Alexandria, VA. 22311

Invoice #758

Poduction and mailing Services. Total
Grants. Drop date 10/25 10/26/80.

4
Production:
8778 TTT./each

Set-up

Pritini
Cre 99nBlue (1MK)Carrier Window (15K)

Live stamp application

StamfSpol Lage
Postage for 8778

Total Due

October 27, 1980

count 8778 Urgent

$ 4,389.00

10.00

569.82
636.00

50.00

17.00
2t.633.40

$8,305.92
I.O "'. . ....

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. ei i. ".z
All charges are payable 20 days from dete of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

0

5 I;
b)

(,.

&

Job #0037

Lt'



y1r,-PV I UPGEIJIGRAM S .RV ICF, #~ T IW L CENTER (I E. i Li
/ 1900 N. REAUPEG'ARD ST. f1 2 , 1  jg,.,. [

ALEXANDRIA, V A .22311 .

fff# 4-012453 J 234JJ2 12(5/80 SIC CPS FSCFI1 7039980334 UGM TDMA ALEXANDRIA VA 12/5 Oseo ktT

Mr. ronald Dav.is
3129 S. 14th St.
Arlington, VA 22204

'THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM: NATIONAL REPUBLICANCANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE ...... JOHN D. ROMANIN ..... NATIONAL FINANCE
CHAIRMAN........ 0900 EST 12/5

ON BEHALF OF .A T-ELECT O+ ND MYSELF, THANK YgU1M... Davs, MAKEMU ITAKE ABOUT IT..... RONALD REAGAN IS'PRESIDENTBECAUSE OF YOUR BELIEF IN THE MAN AND THE PRINCIPLES HE REPRESENTS ANDBECAUSE OF YOUR ENDURING SUPPORT ..... I ALSO WANT TO EXTEND MY PERSONAL&RATITUDE TO YOU FOR HELPING ELECT A REPUBLICAN MAJORITY TO THE U. S.SENATE.... IT'S THE FIRST TIME. IN OVER 26 YEARS REPUBLICANS HAVEtONTROLLED THE "UPPER CHAMBER".... THIS VICTORY IS EVEN' MORE GRATIFYINGBECAUSE MANY GOOD CONSERVATIVES LIKE SENATORS THURMOND, HATCH AND GARNTILL BECOME CHAIRMEN-OF VERY POWERFUL COMMITTEES..... ADDITIONALLY, OUT-!.$TANDING CANDIDATES LIKE4-STEVE SYMMS FROM IDAHO AND PAULA HAWKINS FROMORIDA WILL GREATLY INCREASE OUR STRENGTH IN.THE SENATE.... . NONE OFWESE GAINS COULD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE WITHOUT YOUR PERSONAL COMMITMENT.....*./ uT NOW I MUST TURN MY ATTENTION TO HELPING- THESE NEWLY ELECTED "REAGAN"#-SENATORS AND CONGRESSMEN..... COMBINED, THEY HAVE CAMPAIGN DEBTS TOTALING .4Kl.2 MILLION...THEY REALLY DESERVE HELP...MANY CAMPAIGNED 16-18 HOURS ADAY FOR MONTHS BEFORE THE ELECTION SO AS NOT TO LET US DOWN.... . AND INThE RACES THAT WERE TOO CLOSE TO CALL, I URGED EACH CANDIDATE TO. SPEND AINIMUM OF $5000 ON LAST MINUTE TV AND RADIO ADVERTISEMENTS WITH MYROMISE TO HELP THEM AFTER THE ELECTIONS..... I KNEW THAT IN A CLOSE RACE,t4jAVY TV AND RADIO SATURATION WOULD PUSH THEM OVER THE TOP..... MYSTRATEGY WORKED BUT CAMPAIGNS HAD TO GO INTO DEBT..... WITH MASSIVE DEBTSN OW HANGING OVER THEIR HEADS THEY CAN'T CONCENTRATE ON THEIR WORK.....MORE IMPORTANTLY, NEW CONSERVATIVES WITH LARGE DEBTS BECOME A PRIME ' ....TARGET OF WEALTHY LIBERALS AND POWERFUL LABOR UNIONS WHO-HAVE SWORN"TO GET EVEN"..... PLEASE HELP ME KEEP MY PROMISE TO HELP THESE GOODCONSERVATIVES PAY OFF THEIR DEBTS..... Mr. Davis, WON'T YOU SEND THENAT. REP. CANDIDATE'S. COMM. $50 OR PERHAPS $100 OR MORE SO THAT I DON'T HAVETO BREAK MY PROMISES TO THEM ...... I APOLOGIZE FOR NOT CONSULTING WITH YOUBEFORE ADVISING OUR CANDIDATES TO GO INTO DEBT IN ORDER TO WIN, BUTTHERE WASN'T ANY TIME TO CONTACT YOU IN THE REMAINING DAYS OF THE ELECTION....OPE YOU'LL FORGIVE ME AND HELP THE COMMITTEE NOW BY SENDING. AS GENEROUSWO NTRIBUTI(1N AS POSSIBLE-..... GOD BLESS .....
0900 P EST JOHN. Do ROMANIN..... NATIONAL FINANCE CHAIRMAN

• * PLEASE REFOLD ENTIRE URGENTGRAM AND RETURN WITH CHECK INENCLOSED ENVELOPE - MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO NATIONAL
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE.******

-L z4c qTO REPLY BY URGEP;GF;'., CALL L;RGE.0G=.. AT ,
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MEDIAMERICA
Mrk Center Office Plaza 5

-1900 N. Beauregard Street. Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 2311
Phone 703 1 998 1 0334

INVOICE
000010

SAN charge are paylaoe 30 days rerm #Ie *I Wvoic A AMIYJ
CHARSE e f % er montla (equivalenl to 11% per year) will be
added to past due itm.

National Republican Candidates Committee
1900 North Beauregard Street, #12

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

PURCHASE ORDER NO.

Account Number

Peos. Send One Copy W4h A4mnAnh

DATE INVOICE NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

12/12/80 Composition/Production of 12,245 UrgentGrams
.Drop date - December 5, 1980.
-Copy Creative Fee 1,000.00

-UrsentGram @ .50/unit 5422.50
-Printing - Envelopes 584.35
20K Blue Wove Black Ink

-Postage (.15 each) 1 836.75
TTAL DUE $ 9,543.60

Paid on Account 1/10/81 - Ck. 0116 2,000.00
BALANCE DUE $ 7,543.60

Claims fo; defeCtS, damlages of shortages must be made in writing
Jwithih a period of ten (10) days atier delivery.

0
Job #0090
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Mr.Richard Geske
National Candidates Committee
1900 N. Beauregard Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear Mr. Geske:

This is in response to your request for clarification
as to the use of my name in your Committee's December 5th
fundraising solicitation,

As you aware, I was not asked if my name could be used
in this solicitationand therefore,l.id not authorize such
use in advance.

Please be informed that although I was not aware of
the use of my name in your letter, I personally have no
objection at this time. Had your Committee requested the
use of my name I would have seriously considered.such a
request and most likely would have engaged in the fundraising
effort.

I appreciated the contribution received by my own Campaign
Committee and look forward to your continuing support in the
future.

Best regards.

SS:att

C

S-2 - '7"



DEC 12 1980

Media America
1900 N. Beauregard St., 12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Debar Sir or Madam:

It has come to our attention that your "Urgentgram" mailing
envelopes include an altered eagle logotype, obviously
copied from the U.S. Postal Service seal and emblem. You
are advised that affixing such altered seal to paper is a
criminal violition carrying a fine of up to $5,000, impri-
sonment for up to 5 years, or both. 18 U.S.C. S506.

Lfl
The Postal Service emblem, in addition to being the official
seal of the Postal Service, is also its registered trademark
and service mark, Registration No. 975,033. As I am sure
you are aware, a trademark owner must take the actions neces-

0D sary to assure that its marks are not misused.

Because of the seriousness with which we consider this mat-
ter, we must require the unequivocable written assurance
that you will cease all use of the Postal Service emblem or
any imitation thereof.

Sincerely,

.Theodore Major
Patent Counsel

AA



JAN 2 11981

Media America
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Diar Sir or-Madam:

On December 12, 1980 we wrote to you asking that you cease
C., the use of the altered eagle logotype which is the seal and

emblem of the United States Postal Service and our registered
trademark/service mark, Registration No. 975,033. You have

-- not yet responded.

U) Since that time we have been informed of your continued,
0!.,- widespread violation of both the Criminal Code, Section 50t I

of Title 18 of the United States Code and of our property
Vrights in the United States Postal'Service emblem trademark,

Registration No. 975,033.

You are hereby advised that if we do not have your unequi-
vocable written assurance within 10 days of the date of this
letter that you are ceasing all use of the Postal Service
emblem, any imitation or alteration of the emblem, the Depart-
ment of Justice will be provided with the necessary information
to take immediate steps to enforce both the criminal and civilviolations.

Respectfully,

Theodore Major

Patent Counsel*
I'D

ovf
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198 REPUBLICAN SENATORIAL WINNERS

3 erry Dentong Denton for Senate3443 Armour Dr.
• Box 1980

Mobile, Alabama
rep. pick-up)

(205)479o6$62

Frank Murkowski
Murkowski for U. S. Senate
5r4 *,. Ct A.. -.
.Anchorage, Alaska 99501/ 3_ --" - - _
(rep. pick-up)

%V" 4tUTA
soDi-owr

(907)276-3335

Barry Goldwater .
Goldwater for Senate Committee £-Ep jri/ i -l .
Box 39515. 4, 4 V02) 258"8 169

Phoenix, Arizona 85069 2 -"7--)258-8.6-
(incumbent)-377 /

n l AwkIn .

Aaula Hawkins for SenateVBox 12637
Tallahassee, Florida 3231
(r!. pickup)

J~ack Mattingly

L/Friends of Mack MattinglyBox 1980
Atlanta , Ga. 30301

(904)224-3207/5748

,(404)231-5715

(rep. pick-up)

S ve Syms
Vymms for Senate 5 Z

V Box 471--- ,
Boise, Idaho 83701 2 ,4t,_A/,%94/4z
(rep pick-up)

nQuay'Ie
ayle for Senate ,/L,

Box 216 62..%f4,/ 41vJb ,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206
(rep. pick-up)/e L,/. (,, _

Cd'rles Grassley - . 7 _ ,

BOX- 1000Oes Moines, Iowa 5

p. pick-up) -" V

Sobert Dole
ole for Senate 44
1001 Kansas Ave.
Topeka, Kansas 66612
(incumbent) ft

(208)344-1776

(317)636-8080

9-- (515)243-1980

(913)233-1203 .

('b~e~4~~.
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Cha s Us5
9 ffr rMathias

MD. O rytand 20910
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Aaxalt fRud Senate. . SenateBox 2207 iota -p * -' /"- .. *
.Carson CityNevada 0

'%arren Rudan
Warren Rudman for U. S. Senatee
Box 2016
Concord,NH 03301/1

N 603)225-5384 -Z /*f(f
irep. pl'ck-up)?* 9 /,-ad(V
Alfonse D'Amato
Friends of A1 D'Amato
18 E. Sunrise Hwy., Suite 301

1NY Freeport, N. Y. 11520
(212 )582-1772.~

....-v:
2 ~

I.

e27fo~J
i/6s ~~*j~r f~~d-

John East
John East for Senate Committee
Box 26493 . 2£ /.--
Raleigh, 'N.C. 27611 kI.
919)782-7331
rep. pick-up)

Mark Andrews
Andrews for Senate Committee
Box 1773

W Fargo,ND 58107
(701)232-8030

g~ ~oA~E47'
C. ~Q~T

6e44elr

7rZ E6

Don Nickles
Nickles for Senate
Box 1549

OK Ponca City, Oklahoma 74601
(405)762-1628

0 Ro Pbc od
Re 1 ct c ood Commnittee

OR tl 0 eg 97207
-041

ent)

Arlen Specter
Specter. for Senate

Suite 1402
Western Savings Bank Building
Broad & Chestnut St. (215)546-9750

15 -A in11 %"

-- ;,... • ;

07*fO 5'6.AJ

C
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SD Jim~bdnor
Frends for Jim Abdnor
Box 5004
Sioux Falls, South Dakota
(605)331-2000

UT

57117

(rep. pick-up) 4

Jake G ,, .. ..
Jake c-am Campaign CommitteeBox 11998 / . J ,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84147

(801)532-2080 - • A

W I Robert Kasten
Kasten or U. Senate
8665 N. Port Was ington Rd.
Milwaukee, Wisco sin 53217
(414)351-6615
(rep.. pick-up)

WA /S1ade Qorton
Iurtur Tur Senate
500 Wall Street

_ ( Seattle,' Washington 98121
\ (206)447-9720
"(rep. pick-up)
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cV.P. a G Umr M.
NMA Hope

TMwM

Jonathan Levin, Esq.
Federal Eletimn Cmmissicn
Suite 700, 1325 K Street, N.W.
hkshngton, D.C.

July 23, 1982

.. '+

~AD
66

RE: NATIOtL REPUBLICAN CA IDATES' CO1IT,EEv et al.
M3R No. 1363 - DEPOSITIM OF TERE LINEHAN
MY 19, 1982

- Dear Mr. Levin:

The deponent has been notified by letter dated June 4, 1982
of the availability of the original, copy of the above referenced

deposition for reading and signing in our office.

tm, As of this date, we have not heard from the deponent requesting

an extension of time nor indicating a desire to read and sign the
r transcript. Therefore, the original copy (unsigned)* is being

c forwarded to the court for filing.

S cere

red R. Jo e
General M

cc:

file
court

NoUwy ft*11
D.C.-Va.-Md.

., +:+,,+

.. #

-A 4



Before the

FEDPT ELECTION COMMISSION

C

S

MUR 1363

Washington, D.C.

Wednesday, May 19, 1982

Deposition of

TERE LINEHAN

a witness in the above-entitled matter, was called for

examination by counsel for the Federal Election Commission,

pursuant to notice, taken at the offices of the Federal

Election Commission, 1325 K Street, NW, Washington, D.C.,

beginning at 10:15 a.m., before Sandra Vinson, a Notary

Public in and for the District of Columbia, when were present

on behalf of the respective parties:

Milton Reporting, Inic.
OFFICIAL REPORTERS

1601 Connecticut Ave.. N.W., Suite 301
Washington, D.C. 20009
Phones: (202) 833-3598

833-3599

In the Matter of:

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES'

COMMITTEE, et al.

----------------- - ---- -- -- --
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3

4

S

6

7

8

9

Jonathan Levin
Attorney
1325 K Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, D.C.

Stephen Mims
Legal Intern
1325 K Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, D.C.

CONTENTS

WITNESS EXAMINATION

Tere Linehan

EXHIBITS

PageFEC Exhibits Marked for Identification and Attached:

FEC Exhibit 1: August 18, 1980, first meeting,
committee mailing list

%a.&



I Thereupon

2 TERE LINEHAN

3 a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

4 Federal Election Commission and, after having been first duly

5 sworn by the notary, was examined and testified as follows:

6 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FED8PRA
ELECTION COMMISSION

7
BY MR. LEVIN:

8
9State your name and address for the record, please.
9

A. Tere Linehan, 1515 South Jefferson Davis Highway,
10

Arlington, Virginia.

Q. What is your present occupation?
12

A. I'm promotion manager for United Fresh Fruit and
13

Vegetable Association.
14

15 Q. Were you employed at MediAmerica?

A. Yes, I was.
16

Q. For what dates were you employed?
17

A. From January 5, three-and-a-half years ago. Is
18

that 1979?
19

Q. 1979.*20
A. Through, like, December 31, 1981.

21

22 Q. And, in what capacity was your job there?
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1 . Iwas phone-bank manager.

2 OL Did you do anything else besides manage the phone

3 bank?

4 A. Special fund-raising events sometimes and direct-

5 mail pieces for some of the clients, but I was not the writer

6 for the clients.

7 Q. But, in terms of discussion, what was your function

8 there?

9A. What is a phone-bank manager?

10 Q. For the other things. In other words, you would

'I talk to somebody if you needed clarification.

12 A. The president, Rich Geske.

1V13 Basically, he was the writer for the company for

14the direct-mail pieces and, occasionally, he would have a

15 direct-mail piece that we would read and make suggestions on

16 but that was not very often.

17 Would you elaborate on the phone-bank manager

18
function?

19
A. What it is?

20Q. Yes.

21A. We would have clients who wanted fund-raising.

2 2
Most of the clients were political candidates or political



organizations, and I would hire and fire and train the callers

and support staff.

Along with it, we did test programs for non-politica

clients, such as the European Health Spa, but basically it was

all political clients.

Q Would you man the phones?

A. Not for fund raising. When we would do the surveys,

I would do it just to maintain continuity on a small survey.

But, I did not do fund raising. I'm not a good phone caller

for fund raising.

Q. Were you employed by the National Republican

Candidates' Committee, now called the National Candidates

Committee?

A. No. The idea was that, if they ever got off the

ground, then they would be considered a possibility for a

phone-bank client. But, they never did, so I never got them as

a client.

Q. So, no one ever came to you and said you are going

to do some work for MediAmerican and some work for the National

Republican Candidates' Committee?

A. In other words, for the phone bank they had to have

10,000 names of contributors and that required a pretty solid

'7
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j1 organization.

2 . As far as you know, was there ever any phone-bank

3 operation done by MediAmerica for the committee?

4 A. Not that I know of. There was no active phone bank.

5 Our offices were set off from the administrative

6 offices. They were, like here, and you walked through a set

7 of doors to the phone bank and computer bank. I never was

8 involved and my employees were never involved in one. If any

9 calls were made, it would have been someone from the admini-

10 strative offices.

1 i Did you have anything to do with the committee

12 other than the phone bank?

13 A. No. I didn't have a phone-bank operation that I

14 was involved in for them.

15 Once in a while, I would walk into the administrativ

16 offices and I would hear comments being made. In Shirley King's

17 office, I would come in while she was opening the money and

18 recording it, but that's the extent of my knowledge in working

19 around the organization.

20 You never helped in the opening of envelopes or
21 anything of that sort?

22 A. No. She was the accountant. They didn't come in
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hundred-dollar contribution would come in, or $1,000

in, but not anything of volume.

Do you have any idea of the relevant size of the

checks?

A No. Checks as a whole from political organizations

would come in anywhere from $5 to about $100.

It would be like, if I was there and she was

opening them, they would be there. So, I have no idea how much

they raised as a total for an organization.

a Do you recall any checks for over $100?

A. No. There could have been.

It was kind of like another world. It sounds

strange, but my office was autonomous and they did their own

thing. I don't remember.

A $1,000 check did come in, yes.

O But, you would hear things about this, the

MediAmerica operation for the committee, around the office?

A. Very little. The person who was in charge was not

exactly a friend of mine, so I did not inquire about what he

was doing.

Q Who was that?

A. John Romanin.

volume. A

would come

aL
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I'm going to read a list of names and I would like

you tell me what their function was with MediAmerica.

The other thing I would like you to do is just tell

me if that person also had someting to do with the committee.

Richard Geske.

. He is the president of MediAmerica and, to my

knowledge, he and John Romanin did the work for it. How much

he was involved, I don't know.

Q. For the committee?

. I don't know how much he was involved with the

committee, and John and I didn't discuss things. I was not a

friend of John's and I didn't care what he did. That's very

nasty but ---

a As far as John Romanin, do you know what he did

for the committee?

A I'm not sure exactly what his role was with the

committee. He did a number of things at MediAmerica.

He was the one who went out and researched the

buying of the computer and the programming of it. He would go

out and get the clients for MediAmerica. This would be

computer-type clients, special fund-raising event clients.

He was kind of like Rich's assistant, the vice
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president, that kind of category. But, there was never a title

that I know of.

Q. Did he make any decisions on his own?

A. Yes. That didn't mean that Rich necessarily knew

about it.

What kind of decisions that Rich didn't know about?

A. John made a lot of decisions that involved people

without telling them until they found out about it later.

Q. Would those decisions result in the spending of

money by the company?

A. Sure.

Large sums?

In other words, these were significant decisions

that probably he should have told Mr. Geske about?

A. Probably.

Q. Do you have an example of that?

A. He might make a deal with a client to do a job for

a certain amount of money and that was not within the guidelines

of the company's policy. It might be considerably less than

what the company normally charged for the services.

He would make that decision and do a lot of things

that he should not have done.
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committee?

A. I don't know.

It was so rarely discussed around me. I would have

to ask: how is the money coming in? And, it would be: it's

coming in good, or, it's slow now.

That's why I'm not sure how much he had to do. It

was not that active of a committee that long to my knowledge.

It was kind of there. There was one direct-mail piece that I

know of and I don't think it did anything.

There might have been a second mailing. John ran

the computer center which produced the letters. I didn't know

what clients were running letters, but I know of one direct-

mail piece. I don't know after that.

Q. Would you elaborate on the mail piece? Do you hav

any idea to whom it was sent and what it involved? When it wa:
B

generated?

A. I think it was an Urgentgram. It may not have been,

but I think it was. It was sent to some sort of list that John

had, a computer list. I don't really know.

I know that the phone-bank names were not allowed

to be a part of the list because that's in the deal with the

Do you know if he did anything with respect to the
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1 clients. The in-house file was exclusively for the phone bank

2 and we were not to sell, loan, or rent the use of the names I

3 had in any way, shape, or form.

4 0 In other words, it might have been a part of

MediAmerica or been another part of MediAmerica?

6 A. Not without permission. If they wished to sell

their list, which nobody in MediAmerica did.

8 The fund-raisers, once a list was developed, that

list is co-owned by both of you. When I left, that was one of

10 the selling points that I had discussed with Rich Geske. They

don't want their names used and re-used over and over again.

12 To continue with the list of names: Maiselle

V 13 Shortley?

14A. She was like a secretary or treasurer of MediAmerica

15 She is on the board. I never attended any of the board meetings

16 of MediAmerica, so I don't know if she had anything to do with

17 the candidates' committee or not.

18 1What about Rhonda K. Stahlman?

19 A. Rhonda had some office on the MediAmerica board,

20 she and Maiselle, but I don't know. They came to meetings.21

21 That was about it. I don't know what their positions or roles

22 wwere.
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Q. Did they have any involvement with the committee?

L. Not to my knowledge.

Rich and Rhonda were close friends. I'm sure that

Rhonda was aware of it, but I can't imagine any reason she

had any involvement with it.

Q. What about Karen Dent?

A. Karen used to be our bookkeeper and she was there

right before Shirley King came.

Q. Was she involved with the committee?

A. I think the committee was trying to get started

right before she left, give or take a couple of months.

It was all kind of out in that other office. She

would have done whatever Shirley was doing. If any money came

in, prior to Shirley's coming in, Karen would have been

responsible for recording it. But, she would not have written

anything.

a. Did Karen ever speak to you about what she did for

the committee?

A. I think it was right at the end, when she was

leaving. See, I don't remember when the committee started

getting its act together and doing something.

She left, like, at the end of June, in July. If



'A,
@1

%r

13

you have any record of activity before then, she would have

been around and serving in some sort of bookkeeping type of

capacity.

O How about Shirley King?

x She was the bookkeeper. I know she was the one

that received the checks when they came in and recorded who

they came in from and whatever papers had to be filled out for

the FEC and whatever else had to be filled out.

Q Before I ask you about any more names, I would just

like to ask you about Mr. Geske, Mr, Romanin, Ms. Dent, and

Ms. King. These were the ones mentioned as pretty much

involved with the committee.

How much time would they be spending at work on

the committee?

A. I wouldn't say very much time.

See, here again, they were like here. I went there,

like, twice a day to get a drink of water or something.

They were on a different floor?

A. No. It was a strange setup. It was a huge, long,

L-shaped office, and there was a door and a divider. All the

administrative offices opened up into a central hall and the

walls were thin and you could hear anything that was going on,
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if you were in the front offices.

2 If you walk through the door, there was a huge,

3 open, L-shaped section which housed the phone bank and which

4 was very noisy, and the computer section. All the typewriters

5 were going and the whole section was very noisy.

6 I didn't have any reason to go up front generally.

7 My section functioned like a separate little company. It was

8 part of MediAmerica, but I was totally in charge of it. At the

9 time, I probably had around fifty to a hundred employees. So,

10 I was very busy. That's why any knowledge I have isn't that

11 much, but the committee didn't do that much.

12 Q. In terms of time, let's say, would you put in a

13 forty-hour week?

14 x. No one worked forty; eighty was more like it.

15 Let's say in an eighty-hour week, then, how many

16 hours would have been devoted to the National Republican

17 iCandidates' Committee?

18A. Well, one direct-mail piece was developed, and

19 Shirley King worked an hour or two every day. That's all I

*20 know from walking through when she would be working on those

21 checks.

22 I really can't say about Rich and John. They would
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get there at 6:00 or 7:00 in the morning and leave, lM6, 9:00

at night. When they were in the office, I don't know if they

were discussing the candidates' committee, but in fact that

committee did not do very much. I would say it was very little

time. It was just not that active.

QL Wally Brill?

A. Wally was our accountant. He was our accountant

up to about the time that Karen left, a little bit longer.

Then, they hired another firm whose name I can't remember but

it's in Old Town somewhere.

The only thing he would have done is to handle the

MediAmerica books. Now, whether he did anything about the

candidates' committee or not, Shirley would know. After doing

the books, she would have to do the FEC forms. Then, probably

he was the one that was called.

Q. Did you overhear whether he was involved with the

committee?

A. No. If Shirley needed an answer for a form, she

probably would have called Wally.

Q. Hal Stalvik?

A. Hal was a computer programmer and operator. The

only involvement he would have had was to see that direct-mail
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pieces were typed into the computer. He would know about the

names in the computer, possibly which names were used in the

direct-mail pieces.

He would have been responsible for getting the

direct-mail pieces typed, stamped, and mailed. Other than that,

I don't thing he was involved in any type of management.

Q And, that function that he performed, would it

be any different for the committee than any client?

. No. As with my clients, it's the same thing.

They're just another client.

Q Curt Herge? J. Curtis Herge?

A He's a lawyer, the lawyer for MediAmerica.

I would imagine he would have given counsel to Rich

or John in setting up the committee, trying to work it out.

Q Did you hear anything about that in the office?

A I never even met him. He was one of the names on

the other end of the line.

Q How about Dennis Davis?

A. No. Who is he?

Q I'd like to know myself.

Michael Hughes?

A. No.
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I OL Bunny Wheeler?

2 A. Bunny was, in the first setup,, she was a

3 receptionist. That was the first setup. During the summer

4 holidays, she would do odd jobs around the office. Then, after

5 that summer, they tried to make her a secretary, but she was

6 really not a secretary so they let her go.

7 Q. Did she have anything to do with the committee?

8 Did she do any work for the committee?

9A. Unless she was typing rough drafts for direct mail,

10 something to that extent. But, Rich and John were better

11 typists than Bunny.

12 Q. How about, I have initial "IGI' and the last name is

13 Weber?

C)14 A. Gail Weber?

15 Q. MediAmerica lists this person as director and

16 vice president.

17 A. She might be that girl out in California. That

18 might be who that is. I never met the person.

19 There is some woman in California that Rich knows

20 and I don't know what their relationship is or was, but the

name would come up occasionally.

22Q. Did she have anything to do with the committee?
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. I don't know. I never met her.

in a while she came to Washington but, under

don't know.

Q. We were also given another name:

S-e-e-s-e.

I know that once

what capacity, I

0. Seese. That's

A. No.

As secretary or treasurer.

A Of what?

Q MediAmerica.

A That's not a name I remember hearing.

O How about Jack Kamak?

A. Jack Kamak was kind of a gofbe*. He would man

computer sales or machine mailing.

Q In general for the committee?

A. No. He didn't have anything to do with the

committee. To my knowledge, he was just with MediAmerica. He

could have sat in on meetings with Rich and John when they

were discussing things. He asks a lot of questions and he was

up in the front office.

He had political contacts and it's possible, out

of curiosity, he had gotten involved in it. But, I don't know

if the committee was functional while he was there. He came

18
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in about

Q.

A.

QS

A.

A.

the time it stopped.

About the time the committee stopped?

Didn't it stop in August or September?

Of what?

When did Shirley come? In 1980?

MR. MIMS: Yes.

BY MR. MIMS:

There was a mailing around December of that year.

Was it that late. I was thinking it was that

0oo

C71

summer. Maybe not.

)o We have identified that it was around December 5,

1980. About 12,000 pieces.

A. Jack would have been around at that time. I was

thinking it was all over that summer.

Q. In August?

A. (Nods)

BY MR. LEVIN:

1, But, you don't know if he had anything to do with

the committee?

A. Jack would enter into any conversation or get

himself into any conversation so, if he did, it was probably

on the periphery of it. I suppose he could have been involved.
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They were out there.

2 Q. Carolyn Phelps?

3 AL Boy, that name sounds familiar.

4 It says she was a secretary.

5 A. Oh, yes. She was with us about two-and-a-half

6 months. She came in December and left around February.

7 Q. December of 1980 to February of 1981?

8 A. That would have been right.

9 OL Did she do anything for the committee?

10 A. She, if anything, might have typed rough drafts.

11 She may have answered the phone. I don't know.

12 I know, when there was a problem about the

13 National Republican Candidates' Committee, we stopped answering

C14 the phones. There was one line dedicated to the committee,

15 which was only on the front desk and Shirley's desk. Then, it

16 had its own desk in another room.

17 At that time, we were also having trouble with the

18 name of the committee and she may have answered the phone.I

19 don't know. I don't remember when that happened.

20 You say thystopped answering tephone. We

201hyteWe
21 did they stop answering that line?

22 A. When there was something in court about the



National Republican Candidates' Committee because they said the

organization did not have the right to call themselves the

National Republican Candidates' Committee and there was

something about it in court.

The possible threat of a suit, I guess.

L. Yes. I think rather than to continue, everything

was put to a screaming halt.

a Would you elaborate on how that was set up in terms

of a separate line for the committee? Was there a whole

separate line or was it like a separate push-button?

A. It was a separate button that was only on Shirley's

phone. I don't remember if Rich or John had it on their phones,

but it was on the secretary's phone. Initially, it was just

on the secretary's phone.

Q. Carolyn's?

A. Yes. Then there was another phone in the big room

up front that also had it, so I think it had like two lines

and Shirley had it put on her phone.

Q. Shirley King?

A. Right. Really, she used it if other lines were

busy, I think.

It was kind of like people get confused. They would

C)
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be given our phone number when they were trying to got the

National Republican Committee. We always gave them the number

when they reached the wrong phone.

It was really a hassle for us to have that phone.

People would call that extension when they actually

were trying to the the Republican National Committee?

X. They would be out-of-town calls. I think the

information operator was giving them the wrong phone number

because I don't remember any calls coming in for the candidates'

committee.

q Were people careful about using that particular

extension?

For instance -- let me break it down -- were

instructions given not to use that extension unless they were

working specifically on committee business?

A. I would suppose so. Since I didn't have the

extension, I was never given any instructions. Now, it would

have been to Shirley, or a person like the secretary would have

been given instructions.

Q. Would you ever have occasion to use the phone?

A. No. I would answer it, like, when the secretary

was on lunch break. I was only to answer it National Republica

toN

10:
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Candidates' Committee. That was the kind of instruction.

Under no circumstances was I ever supposed to answer the

designated line, like, candidates' committee.

Would you log those in or keep any record of calls?

A We never logged any phone calls in. We had pink

slips we handed out.

(Discussion off the record)

Q Did anybody, to your knowledge or from what you may

have heard, ever call that committee number and ask for

MediAmeric

would get

one time?

A.

and Shirle

MediAmeric

A.

would have

a?

Not to my knowledge. I wouldn't know how they

the number.

One more person: Anita Gosain?

Not that I know of.

They said she was a secretary or worked on the books

Anita Gosain.

There was an Anita that worked in the computer room

y would ask her to work on the employment records for

a. Is that who it was?

(Nods)

Shirley would have -- if she worked on anything, it

been on the books under Shirley's direction.

IC,
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But, you don't know whether or not she worked for

the committee?

A. If Shirley had to get something done and needed

some help, Anita -- if that was the girl -- was a minimum wage

person. She was like a typist and keyed in, entered into the

computer, and occasionally Shirley would use her to help her

with the books. Shirley would be the only one to know about

that.

Q. I'd like to round out the picture of MediAmerica.

How many employees does MediAmerica have?

A. Almost all were temporary employees while I was

working there.

Now how many do they have?

Q. Well, when you were there, you said you had how

many people under you?

A. Anywhere from fifty to a hundred, right before the

big election.

Q. And how many were in the remainder of the office?

A. The computer operation ran from five to a hundred

at a time. If the work was there, we had a lot of employees.

If there was lots of direct-mail pieces, people were brought in.

They would be called up and told we got direct-mail pieces to
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1 go out, and the operation would go.

2 The fro* office there was Shirley, a secretary,

3 John, Rich.

4 BY MR. MIMS:

5 On the direct mail pieces, the lists that were used,

6 did MediAmerica have exclusive control over any lists? Anything

7 that was exclusively theirs?

8 . Not to my knowledge. Unless they had a deal with

9 NCPAC, which I don't think they did.

L1 10 My lists i was concerned about for my clients. I

11 don't know what they were doing on their own.

12 BY MR. LEVIN:
0

13 Q How many MediAmerica employees at any one time

14 worked for the National Republican Candidates' Committee?

15 A. You mean that got a paycheck from them?

16 Or volunteered or devoted any time.

17 A. Well, the phone bank didn't have anyone. If the

18 computer did, it was as a client, a MediAmerica client, in

19
other words, so they wouldn't have gotten one.

20
So, they would get a MediAmerica paycheck?

A. Right. The direct-mail pieces were done for

MediAmerica clients. If we did a direct-mail piece for NCPAC
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or any of the other organizations, they would pay a service fee.

We would charge them for the piece, developing the piece and

mailing it. Those are MediAmerica functions.

Whether or not anyone in the front office got

two checks, one from MediAmerica and one from the candidates'

committee, I don't know.

Q But it's possible that some people were paid by

the committee and not by MediAmerica? Or, in addition to

being paid by MediAmerica?

A The bookkeeper, because it was personal business,

if she did, she didn't say anything to me about it. That

doesn't mean it didn't happen, you know.

(Discussion off the record)

Q Now, you say you worked as head of the phone bank?

A. Yes.

O Did you say that the phone bank did not do any work

for the committee or did it do some work for the committee?

A. It did not do any work for the committee.

So, MediAmerica services for the committee involved

the mailing operations, these Urgentgrams?

A. Probably. To my knowledge, that's all it involved.

(Discussion off the record)

7r

CnWT



27

0 Do you remember when the committee was formed?

L. No. I was thinking it was just the three months.

If Karen was involved, it was created that April or something.

Q. 1980?

A. 1980.

I just thought it was a summer thing. It's so long

since I was involved. I just remember Shirley opening the

checks. That's the only vivid recollection I have of what

happened.

a What did she do?

A. For FEC, the regulations, she had to record the

money and name and amount of contribution. She would have to

record all that information.

Q. What would she do with those checks?

A. I suppose she deposited them in the account. You

don't just keep checks. You have to do something with them.

Q. A separate committee account?

A. I would assume so, but I don't know what she did

with it.

Did the committee have a bank account?

All its own?

(Nods)

C)
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. I don't know.

Do you know if the checks were deposited in the

MediAmerica account?

. That I don't know either.

She kept her door shut a lot of the time because

she didn't want people in there. I remember it was a hassle to

record all this information and she would -lain about having

to record it all. That's why I remember it, because she was

complaining about the checks.

Q Did she have that information to use for her own

purposes?

A It had something to do with FEC forms.

Q Do you recall her writing on the checks themselves

or directing anybody to write on the checks for endorsement

purposes?

A. I don't remember anything about that. I wasn't

around. I would just notice when the checks were being opened

and that was about it.

Q From what you have observed, does MediAmerica have

other clients for which they would receive checks?

A. We had numerous -- let's see -- I had to work New

Year's Eve, all night. We did batching for a client New Year's
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I Eve in 1980, or 1981.

2 O Batching?

3 A Batching means we would pick up everyday all the

4 letters that came in. If I ran this operation, we would have

5 someone open all these envelopes, pull out the checks, deposit

6 them in the bank, and fill out the receipt form or call and

7 let them know, along with giving them a bank receipt for the

8 amount of money we deposited in their account.

9 If it was an education group, we didn't have to

10 give the people's names.

Ask 11 This was a non-political group?

12 A. Conservatives against Liberal Legislation. We did

13 it about a month and it was break-even cost-wise. CALL had

S 14 been going to a big company that did batching and we thought

15 we could save money for them and expand the services that we

16 offered clients.

17 We realized we were only breaking even or losing

18 money and it took a lot of valuable time and we had to pay for

19 bonding. Sometimes you would have a lot of money that you were

20 dealing with, in checks as well as cash.

So, the operation we did was as efficient as we

22 could. Then,when it wasn't profitable, we told them they would

I,



have to find someone else.

2 O Were the checks made out to CALL?

3 A. Yes. Shirley and a couple of my staff helped me

4 before New Year's and, then, New Year's Eve and after that,

5 one employee and myself were exclusively involved in doing the

6 batching for CALL.

7 . Did anybody at MediAmerica do this for the

8 candidates' committee or the committee to elect Joe Smith or

9_ elect, say, multi-candidates, any political candidates; do you

r 10 recall?

*11 A. Not to my knowledge. It was really a pain to do.

12 The National Republican Candidates' Committee was

13 the only committee that you recall MediAmerica employees

14 performing this kind of service, taking the checks out of

15 envelopes?

16 A. Just Shirley. John or Rich may have helped her.

17 1 don't know. I remember Shirley doing it because I knew she

18 was responsible for the books for the candidates' committee.

19 Q. Do you know how long it would take her to do

2 something like that?

21 A. Well, I guess when the mail was coming in maybe

22 an hour or two, depending on how much she talked. If she
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stopped and talked to someone in the hall, I don't know.

2 Was MediAmerica paid for the particular service?

3 I don't know if she got a separate check for that

4 or if it was considered a function of MediAmerica and, therefore

5 was charged to the committee. It could have been that it was

6 a function of MediAmerica. I don't know how it was set up.

7 Q Would these things be set up in a contract?

'. 8 A. Do you mean a signed contract?

9 Yes.

10 A For the most part there were no contracts with

11 anyone. It was all verbal. They were changing that because

12 they got jilted with the money.

13 Q They now will be going to a contract system?

14 A. If they were smart, they'll have them sign on the

15 dotted line because they had a lot of people that were not

16 paying them.

17 a Political people as well as non-political people?

18 A. See, I don't know. If it was a phone-bank client,

there would be a contract because the cost was exorbitant. You

* 20 could have a $200,000 situation with the phone bank. It was21
21 very, very expensive. So, there were contracts for the phone-

22 bank service.

i
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I How many contracts were signed for other services?

2 A. I don't think most of them were.,

3 (Discussion off the record)

4 Do you have any idea of who the ones were that, say,

5 jilted the committee?

6 A. The committee?

7 Jilted MediAmerica.

8 A. I don't know who ended up finally paying and what

9 arrangements were made for the different ones. Shirley and

M 10 Rich were the ones that got involved with the finances of it.

Q. Did anyone ask you to work for the committee?

12 A. No.
07*

n 13 Really, it was such a small operation. People

14 envision this huge thing, but it was a little thing that got

15 done by someone.

16 maybe four or five people in all?

17A. Shirley, John, Rich, and who else was directly

18 involved? I don't know whether or not you consider answering

19 the phones by the secretary as part of the job, but that would

00 have been probably the only direct involvement of people that

21 I'm aware of.

22 0. Was anybody asked to work for the committee who
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I declined to do any work for the committee?

2 L. Not that I know of.

3 Q Was there any pressure -- this is hard to answer,

4 1 know -- but any subtle pressure to work for the committee at

5 all?

6 A. No. It was just a little thing. You are not talking

7 about that many people employed at MediAmerica on the

8 professional level. It was only a handful. Everyone else was

9 non-professional.

10 Q. When it came down to the operations of the committee,

11 it was basically Rich Geske who was supervisor and people would

12 go to him; is that it?

%113 A. I don't know if it was Rich or John who had the

14 majority of the responsibility for it.' When I saw the finished

15 product, I'm not sure Rich wrote it exclusively or if John

16 wrote it and Rich touched it up or John just wrote it.

17 I saw the letter. I don't remember what it said.

18 1 remember thinking it was a good direct-mail piece.

19 Q. Did you attend any meetings at which the committee

20 was dicussed?

21 A. No.

22 (Discussion off the record)
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BY MR. LEVIN:

And, I'll show you FEC Exhibit 1. Can you identify.

I have never seen it.

You have never seen it?

A No.

. Just for edification, this appears to be minutes

of a first meeting. It was given to us by MediAmerica, and

it was, I guess, the minutes of their first meeting as a

committee. Did you know at all about this meeting?

A. No. But, then, I didn't know about a lot of

meetings Rich and John had. They talked for hours and hours

and hours everyday.

Q They could have had a meeting in the office and

decided to take notes on it?

A. Probably what Rich would dq if there were specific

things to discuss, he would say we are going to have a meeting.

3,

MR. LEVIN: I would like to have the reporter mark

this exhibit as FEC Exhibit 1.

(The document referred to was
marked for identification FEC
Exhibit 1, a copy of which is
attached to the original copy of
this deposition.)

Ln

NT
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And, Shirley could have been at it, I suppose. I don't know.

2 He could say we're going to get together at 4:00 and discuss

this and, if anyone else showed up, like Rhonda -- she was in

there all the time --

5Stahlman?

6 . Yes.

Rhonda Stahlman would have been included?

8 A Could have been. It could have been just John and

9 Rich and Shirley could have been there.

10 (Discussion off the record)

*11 Do you remember a mailing during September?

12 A See, I think that was one of the things I was

13 thinking of. Soon after Shirley got there, this thing happened.

71 14 If they did another mailing in December, I guess I don't

15 remember this one.

16 BY MR. MIMS:

17 Q You said "this thing happened." What was that?

18A. The mailing. I remember one mailing and that was

19
the only thing I remembered.

20 Is that one of the issues you remember being

21

raised with the courts?

22A A. For what?
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An issue with the courts? The mailing?

A. No. It would have been after the mailing. Then,

I would guess, the National Republican Candidates' Committee

got phone calls or got inquiries or someone on their committee

got one of the direct-mail pieces and called up the committee

and told them that this name was going out and they should have

it investigated.

I would think that is what happened. I don't know

because the committee wasn't that active until the mail piece

went out.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Item two: can you read that for me?

A. Lists. JDR will complete 10,000 for first mailing.

I don't know what that swiggle is before the

10,000, but that would have been John Romanin. I don't know

whether this was the beginning of a list or, if they acquired

a list, a rental list. I don't know.

SNow, is this a list of people to request money from

in order to pay for the first mailing, item three?

A. Right.

Are they MediAmerica employees or supervisors?

A. John Dolan isn't. Rich is. John is. Rhonda,
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

papers or something.

Geske?

A. President.

JDR, Romanin?

A. Rich's assistant.

C,

she's not.

MR. MIMS: Rhonda K. Stahlman?

THE WITNESS: Rhonda Stahlman. She's not.

These are board people, the Shortleys.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Let's take them one at a time.

John Dolan?

MR. MIMS: Any formal relationship with MediAmerica?

THE WITNESS: I don't know whether he's on the

board or not. He would have been involved, but whether or

not he's on the board I don't know.

John and Rich were good friends, so a lot of times

they would hash things over.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q. Did you ever hear them discussing anything?

A. John Dolan is so busy. I think he only came to the

office five or six times, unless he was helping with the
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4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

1

22

Foxborough or Foxbrown: I don't know who that is.

And, Carolyn Pollick: that's crossed off.

Ken Carpenter?

No. I don't know who that is.

Dave Holland?

No.

Darlene?

1143

03

V

I guess.

RKS?

A. Rhonda K. Stahlman. She was on the board of

MediAmerica.

Shortleys?

A. They have some sort of board function.

Maiselle and her husband?

A. Both of them would come. I saw them at one --

MR. MIMS: That's sufficient.

BY MR. LEVIN:

And the next one?

A. I think the next one, number 6, is the Romanins,

but I can't read that writing.

4 Webers?

A. That would have been Gail Weber out in California,
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A. I don't know who that is.

2 1 remember hearing some sort of name like Darlene,

3 but it would have been a friend of Richard Jones.

4 Not an employee?

5 A. No.

6 Q. Paul Morantz?

7 A. No. I don't know who he is.

8 Q. Dan Snider?

A.L Dan Snider: he worked for the management company

10 of our building. I can't think of the management company, but

11 he was like the building supervisor and manager of the company.

12 They were upstairs and he was always bouncing around our office.

13 OL General Roberts?

C'14 A. General Roberts: I think that's a name -- he was

15 somewhere here in Washington and is a strong conservative. I

16 guess it was someone that he must have known personally to put

17 his name on the list. He wasn't anyone I met or saw.

18 Q. J. D. Young?

19 A. I think he was a personal friend of John Romanin' s.

2O~ T. R. Young: I don't know who that is.

21 Rudy Real: I don'It know who that is.

22 Mrs.--



40

A.

A.

They were on

think it was

they are the

not be true.

MR. MIMS: Aubry?k

THE WITNESS: No. I don't know who, that-zis.,

MR. MIMS: I can't make out the last one either.

THE WITNESS: I don't who that is.

(Discussion off the record)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Now, you mentioned before these Urgentgrams.

Yes.

Who thought up this idea of the Urgentgram?

Rich and John used to collect direct-mail pieces.

a lot of different lists to receive things. I

a spinoff of something they had seen. I think

ones that coined the name of Urgentgram. That may

Q. Was it for a specific mailing for the committee?

A. No. It was a MediAmerica mail piece. It was

sort of like a cheap way of doing a mailing. You didn't have

to have some letterhead.

Q. Committee letterhead?

A. The client's letterhead.

The Urgentgram was an idea they came up with which

they thought people would open up quickly, thinking of it in

C

0
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i terms of a telegram, like the spinoff of a telegram.

2 That way they could print a whole bunch of

3 Urgentgrams and give them to someone cheaper than if they had

4 to print up letterhead. A lot of projects depended on costs

5 an% rather than use your letterhead on this expensive paper

6 for such-and-such cost, we could print up the Urgentgram. So,

7 a lot of the clients used the Urgentgram method.

8 Q Was the mailing of the committee the first time you

used the Urgentgram?

10 A. I don't think so. I was trying to think: did my

11 clients ever use it? Mine could have.

12 You did some mailings, too?
C,

13 A. When someone said yes to us for money, we would

C 14 send out a direct-mail piece. Actually, we would send out two.

1 15 We used it on the phone bank but, whether we used it before the

16 committee did or not, I don't know; I don't remember.

17 The Urgentgrams were used for other clients?

18 Political clients as well as non-political?

19 A. Yes.

O 20 (Discussion off the record)

21 Q. Do you know anything regarding the investigation in

22 1981 by the U. S. Postal Service? You mentioned before about
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this possible complaint because of the use of the Urgentgram.

2 A. It was like a telegram.

3 Do you know anything about it?

4 It was mentioned that the logo, which was on the

5 Urgentgram, looked a lot like a telegram and the logo, whether

6 it was a patented thing, in MediAmerica it didn't vary enough

7 or something. I don't know what happened to the court case.

8 I know there was something being discussed but,

9 whether the telegram people took them to court or said just

10 don't do it again, I don't know.

I It was designed very similar to a telegram.

12 BY MR. MIMS:

13 I want to ask you a little follow-up on Gail Weber.

14 Did MediAmerica do any business in California? Did

15 it have an operation or any other company with which it dealt?

16 A. I don't know. They were talking about setting up

17 a company in California and possibly having Gail run it, but

18 1 don't know what happened to it.

19 When I was there, to my knowledge, there was nothing
20 functioning out in California that was part of MediAmerica. It

21
doesn't mean there wasn't something but, if there was, I didn't

22 know anything about it. If you wanted to find out, if you
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didn't know to ask, you didn't know.

BY MR. LEVIN:

What do you know about the incident involving

Shirley King when she left as an employee of MediAmerica?

She says she talked to you about it.

A. The incident involving what? Lots of incidents

happened.

a This would have involved her reluctance to sign

correspondence to the FEC as treasurer.

A. In late 1981?

MR. MIMS: No. Before then. I think around April.

THE WITNESS: She left like in September.

MR. MIMS: But she had a dispute apparently about

signing the documents around April.

THE WITNESS: She could have.

I was trying to think why she wanted her name off

the list. At some point she found out she could get fined, and

that's all from what I remember. It was something about the

reports submitted and, if they were not submitted on time,

there was a fine. Because she was the one signing, she was

personally liable for the fines. She wanted her name off and

Rich didn't take her name off.
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I don't know if that's jibing with what she says.

2 1 don't know. That's kind of cloudy in my mind.

3 I know she kept asking Rich to take her name of f it

4 because she didn't want to be personally liable for anything

5 that the candidates' committee did that she may not have known

6 about and be held accountable in court for it or for any other

7 reason.

8 BY MR. LEVIN:

9 So, it was part of that: that she didn't know

LnJO what she was signing?

A. 1 Well, you look at it when you sign a piece of

12 paper, but it was whether she understood it.

13 She never dealt in the political world to have any

C14 knowledge of whether she understood what she was signing. when

15 she found out later on what the responsibilities were, that

16 may have been when she said: I want off, because I don't

17 want to be responsible for it.

18 1 know she finally came down here to get her name

19 off that list.

20 BY MR. MIMS:

21 Do you know whether Mr. Geske told her that she

was personally liable or was that a conclusion she came to on
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1 her own?

2 A. I don't know. Rich may not have known the liability

3 involved in anything.

4 OL Did either Mr. Geske or Mr. Romanin or anyone else

5 at MediAmerica make any statements that you know of as to

6 whether or not to communicate with the Federal Election

7 Commission with respect to matters pertaining to the committee?

8 A. Not to my knowledge. He didn't say anything to me.

9 No one came to me in the office and said I can't talk to the

10 FEC. FEC was like something that was never discussed.

.11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Q. No threats were made?

T I A. No. Rich wouldn't threaten anyone.

14 Ql Mr. Romanin?

15 A. Romanin was in another world. He would not

16 threaten anyone either.

17 (Discussion off the record)

18 We talked before about a separate phone line being

oestablished for thhecommittee. Were there any separate

-O0
facilities for the committee and was there any kind of

21
co-mingling of facilities or files or anything with other

2oMediAmerican files and facilities?
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I A. I don't know. I thought they had been assigned a

2 file cabinet. I know they got assigned a desk, and it was in

3 a great big room where there were other files.

4 All the furniture was rearranged, and what happened

5 with things at that time I don't remember. Whether there were

6 four drawers and one drawer was strictly for the candidates'

7 committee, I don't know. I don't imagine their files were

8 much more than that.

9 Q. Did they have a file cabinet with four drawers?

Lfl 10 A. Shirley was in charge of the files. She would have

11 been the one to know. I know the area was assigned, and like

12
ja desk and file. How it got maintained and whether the top

,T 13 drawer was strictly for the candidates' committee, I don't know.

14Q. That desk was specifically, only, for the committee?

15A. It was a desk that had a phone on it. I suppose

16 when someone was going to do something for the committee, they

17 could have sat up at that desk, but I don't know whether they

18did. It was kind of like that desk and the file cabinet.

19
. Were there specific instructions that you could not

20sit down and do anything else but committee business there?

A. It would be no one else but Shirley, when she was

physically doing their books. Part of the time she was at her



own desk but, if she physically got up and went to that desk

when she was working exclusively on their files, you would have

to ask her.

Her other desk she would use that for the other

clients, too?

A. She had her own little office. When she was opening

up the mail, I remember seeing the mail done at her desk, but

I don't know whether any of the work like recording was done

there or whether she went to the other desk.

She opened all the mail for the office. You see,

at that time, she functioned as the office manager and book-

keeper, and there were flakey secretaries that came in and out

and were sick. So, she was responsible for opening all the

mail for the office.

The mail for the candidates' committee she would

put in one pile but, whether she collected all that stuff and

went to the other room, I don't know. She could have.

(Discussion off the record)

MR. LEVIN: We have no further questions.

Thank you very much for coming.

(Thereupon, at 11:21 a.m., the taking of the

deposition was concluded.

~~1.
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(I have r~ead the foregoing
pages 3 through 47, inclusive,
which contain a correct
transcript of the answers by me
to the questions therein
recorded.)

TERE LINEHAN
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CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC

2 1, Sandra Vinson, the officer before whom the foregoing

3 deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness whose

4 testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was duly sworn by

5 me; that the testimony of said witness was taken by me in

6
shorthand and thereafter reduced to typewriting under my

7
direction; that said deposition is a true record of the

8
testimony given by said witness; that I am neither counsel for,

9

related to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action
10

11 in which this deposition was taken; and further that I am not

12 a relative or employee of any attorney or counsel employed by

13 the parties thereto, nor financially or otherwise interested

14 in the outcome of the action.

15

16

17 c

18 Notary Public in and for
the District of Columbia

19

tMy commission expires:
20 July 14, 1986

21
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-- Dear Ms. Linehan:

On behalf of counsel who took your deposition on
May 19, 1982, you are hereby notified that the transcript
of your deposition is now ready and available at the above
address for. reading and signing.

As I understood Mr. Levin, he indicated that he

would be in touch with you about the reading of it.
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4n- you, notarized, and returned to Fred Joyce at the above
address.

If you prefer to come to our office for reading

and signing, please, contact Mr. Joyce to make arrangements.
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for extension of time or otherwise heard from you, it will
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and the deposition will be filed.
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Sandra Vinson
Reporter/Notary

cc: Mr. in
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I Thereupon

2 D. RICHARD GESKE

3 a witness, was called for examination by counsel for the

4 Federal Election Commission and, after having been duly sworn

5 by the Notary, was examined and testified as folows:

6 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

7 BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q State your name and address for the record, please.

9 A D. Richard Geske. Home address?

10 Q Yes.

lo II A 3129 South 14th Street, Arlington, Virginia, 22204.

12 Q Your present occupation?

v17 13 A Manager.

14 Q Of what?

15 A MediAmerica,

16 Q Is there a title to that?

17 A Yes, president.

18 Q Do you have any other connection with MediAmerica?

19 A I own the company.

0 Q Are you the sole owner of the company?

21 A Yes.

22 Q Are you also a director?
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1 A Yes.

2Q Before I go on, I just want to know, did you consult

with anybody as to the testimony you are about to give today?

A No, other than --

MR. SPARKS: Counsel.

6 THE WITNESS: -- counsel. I went down Friday.

BY MR. LEVIN:
* ,

8 Q So you are here represented by counsel?

9
A Yes.

10 Q Who is that?

A Mr. Sparks of Sedam and Herge.

12
Q Could you tell us what your job entails as the

13 president of MediAmerica?

14
A Yes. I mentioned manager before, basically because

15
or I really manage the company, all aspects of the company,

16
from basically, you know, acquisitions, personnel, client

17
involvement, day-to-day management of the company, supervision

18
of the company, right down to sometimes even equipment, having

19
to do with figuring out the problems with the equipment that*) 20
we have; kind of a total overall. I really manage everything

21
that goes on. That is basically it.

22 Q So you have final decisionmaking authority?



IA Yes. I would say I do, yes. There are some things,

2 however, that because the company is a corporation, obviously

3 I would have to have a Board of Directors meeting or call

4 a Board of Directors meeting or bring it up in order to proceed

5 with it. Such things as indebtedness of the company, you

6 know, securing loans , that sort of thing, would all have

7~ to be approved, by the bylaws of the company, by the Board

U6.4 8 of Directors.

9 Also, you know, I have some dismissals and things

LO 10 of that nature which really require a Board meeting to confirm

Sit or whatever. But other than that, in terms of day-to-

12 day operations of the company, pay this bill, or whatever,

71 you know, check with this, that and the other, absolutely,

C7 14 yes.

15 MR. SPARKS: Just answer his question, Rich.

16 THE WITNESS: Shut up? Okay.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Would you need a bylaws decision to decide to set

19
up a political committee?

20 I MR. SPARKS: Excuse me; bylaws?

21
BY MR. LEVIN:

1)

I Q I mean, do you need a Board of Directors decision -
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1 thank you -- to set up a political committee?

2 A Yes. I would say so, yes.

3 Q Do you know what the National Republican Candidates'

4 Committee is?

5A Yes.

6 Q What is it?

7 A It is a multi-candidate committee that exists for

8 the purpose of raising funds to help elect Republican candidates,

9 Q When was this committee set up?

L)10 A I don't know the exact date. I would imagine what,

11 a couple years ago.

12 Q Could you give an approximate date, month or year?

13 A Legally when the actual paper was filed --

14 MR. SPARKS: If you know. If you don't know, say

15 you don't know.

16 THE WITNESS: I really don't know to be exact.

17 I will say a couple of years ago, because this has been a

18 matter kind of dragging on.

19
BY MR. LEVIN:

20 Q Would it have been in 1978?

A Oh, no. No. I think that is much, much too early.

22 Q Would it have been in 1980?



1 MR. SPARKS: If you don't know, say so.

2 THE WITNESS: I really don't know for sure, to

give you an exact date.

MR. SPARKS: If you don't know, say so. The records

will speak for themselves.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Do you recall when they filed the Statement of

8 Organization?

9
A No, not an exact date.

Q Was the committee in existence before a Statement

of Organization was filed?

12
C) A No.

S13That marks the beginning point, then, the date
~14

that this Statement of Organization was filed?

15
A Yes. I believe that is true.

16
Q Were you associated with MediAmerica when this

'17
committee was formed?

18
A Oh, yes.

19
MR. SPARKS: Would you define "associated with"?

~20
BY MR. LEVIN:

21 I
Q Did you hold a position with MediAmerica at that

22
time?
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A Yes. Actually, from my perception, I am an employee

of MediAmerica because of its structure. And yes, I was

employed at MediAmerica.

Q What were you doing for MediAmerica at that point?

A Manager.

Q Same position you hold today?

A Yes.

Q You were also the controlling shareholder of

MediAmerica at that point?

A Yes, I believe so.

Q Whose idea was this committee?

A Mine. My own idea.

Q Did you have discussions with others at the time

that this idea came up in your head?

A No, not really. Very, very specifically, there

appeared in The Washington Post a major article concerning

a piece of legislation that was pretty notoriously known

as the Obey-Railsback bill, I believe. The article in The

Washington Post, just rereading it that morning, basically

the whole thrust of that legislation, as I understood it,

was to cut in half all contributions that any candidate,

multi-candidate federal committee would be allowed to give.
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IIt also had some other things about reducing I believe the

2national committee levels, that sort of thing. I just thought

S that was outrageous. I thought that was wrong,, to be honest

4~ with you. I thought at a time when inflation, everything

5 was increasing in price, how could you cut in half the maximum

6 amount of money that a multi-candidate committee could give

7 to a candidate running for federal office. I thought it

8 was wrong. I really did. I was outraged.

9 MR. SPARKS: Could we have a recess?

LI)10 MR. LEVIN: Sure.

(Brief recess.)

12 MR. SPARKS: Mr. Geske, did you have anything else
13 to add to your last answer?

r 14 THE WITNESS: No.

15 MR. LEVIN: Could you read the question prior to

16 IMr. Sparks' question?

17
(The record was read by the reporter.)

18
BY MR. LEVIN:

19

20 Q Am I to understand that your answer is at the time

that the idea came up in your head, you hadn't spoken to

anybody just yet or weren't speaking to anybody just yet

22 I
fat that time?
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A To be honest, I don't recall. I am sure -- the

2 Washington Post article really was the thing that brought

3 my attention to the whole idea of a multi-candidate committee.

Q Would this have been about the spring of 1980?

A I don't really recall. I really don't recall.

6Q Shortly thereafter, after the idea came in your

7 head, did you begin to discuss this idea with anyone else,

8 such as Mr. Romanin?

m 9A Yes, I did. Yes. I probably discussed it at that

f 10 point with several people.

Q Who else would you have discussed it with?

12 A Romanin would have been an individual.

13 MR. SPARKS: What is the purpose of asking who

else he talked to? What does that have to do with anything?

15 MR. LEVIN: I think it is relevant to the formation

16 of the committee.

17 MR. SPARKS: I understand you feel it is relevant,

18
but can you say why?

19 MR. LEVIN: Because we want to know who was involved

20
in the committee, whether they were MediAmerica people.

21 MR. SPARKS: The filings speak for themselves.

22 You know who was involved.
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' MR. LEVIN: The filings merely state certain things

that may have been recalled at the time.

MR. SPARKS: If you would like to know who was

4 a member of the committee, ask that, please.

MR. LEVIN: Beyond who was a member of the committee,

6 1 believe it is relevant to see who was in on the formation

who may not have been a named member. of the committee.

8 MR. SPARKS: Why is that relevant?

9 MR. LEVIN: Because as you know, we are trying

10 to see what kind of connection there was with MediAmerica.

11 Let's be up front about that.

12 MR. SPARKS: Why don't you ask if any other members

13 of MediAmerica were part of the committee or who was part

14 of the committee?

15 BY MR. LEVIN:
V-1

16 Q Answer that question then. Who was a part of those

17 discussions, those preliminary discussions?

18 MR. SPARKS: Who were also members of MediAmerica,

19 is that the question?

20 MR. LEVIN: Well, I don't want to confine it to

21 l
I'members of MediAmerica. I will explore as to what their

22 association was with MediAmerica more specifically after
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I that. I believe if I find out who they were, then I can

2 ask specific questions as to those people.

MR. SPARKS: So what is the question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q The question was, you said that you had discussions

6 with Mr. Romanin and with several other people. Who were

those several other people?

8 A I think I bounced the idea -- well, I know I bounced

9 the idea off Rhonda Stahlman, but I don't know when exactly,

10 probably somewhere in that time period. I bounced the idea

1 off of John Dolan, Terry Dolan. Who else?

12 MR. SPARKS: Who else?

1 13 THE WITNESS: Probably Mike Weber, a personal friend

1 14 that lives out in California. Those are the only names that

15 really come to mind.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q What was Rhonda Stahlman's connection with
18 MediAmerica, if any?

19
A Oh, at that time? She may have been on my Board.

20 20
Q The Board of Directors?

A Directors of the company, yes. Yes, I think she

was. Yes. But I think it is pretty important to make a
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discrimination between that individual or any other individual

in their capacity as a Board member, I think, and in their

capacity as a personal friend.

MR. SPARKS: Just answer the question, okay? I

know what you are talking about. I know what you mean.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q What kind of distinction are you talking about?

A Well, one is a business relationship. One is a

personal friendship.

Q What was this relationship? Was it business or --

A Oh, absolutely personal, totally.

Q How about Terry Dolan? What was his connection

with MediAmerica, if any?

A None that I know of.

MR. SPARKS: That is it. You answered it.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q How about Mike Weber? What was his connection?

A None.

Q No connection with MediAmerica?

A No.

Q Do any other names come to mind that you might

have talked to about it?

IM,

0!
4

0
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1 A I may have called Curt Herge and asked him a couple

2 questions about it or bounced the idea off of him, but again

3 I don't really remember.

4 Q In what capacity was Mr. Herge acting at this point

5 when you called him?

6 A I don't know. I didn't receive a bill for it or

7 anything.

8 MR. SPARKS: Do you recall talking to Curt Herge?

9 THE WITNESS: I could have.

10 MR. SPARKS: Could we go off the record again?

MR. LEVIN: Sure.

12 (Brief recess.)

13 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

C'* 14 MR. SPARKS: Mr. Geske, at the time we went off

15 the record, you were in the process of answering a question

16 about whether or not -- there wasn't a question. You were

17 in the process of saying whether or not you may have talked

18 to Curt Herge. Do you have anything further to say on the

19
subject?

20 THE WITNESS: No, I don't.

21
MR. SPARKS: Do you recall whether or not you talked

to Curt Herge?
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THE WITNESS: No, not really.

MR. SPARKS: You did not or you do not recall?

THE WITNESS: I really don't recall if I did.

MR. SPARKS: Okay.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Those conversations that you did have with

Mr. Romanin, Miss Stahlman, Mr. Dolan, Mr. Weber, can you

recall the content of those conversations?

A Not specifically, no.

Q Well, what generally did you talk about?

A "What do you think of this as an idea to help raise

money for Republicans?"

Q Did anybody say that this was not a good idea or

give you any kind of response that was not positive as to

this idea?

A No.

Q Did they all say go ahead and do this?

A As I recall, yes.

Q Did anybody warn you about any possible pitfalls

in doing this, anything that could have been legal, financial?

A No.

Q So basically you say you got a positive reaction



1to this?

2A Oh, yeah.

3 Did this encourage you to go ahead and form a

4 committee?

5 A I would have to say that, you know, I wasn't too

6 much influenced by them, so it wasn't all that encouraging.

7 1 mean, they are not the cause of yes, I want to do this.

8 Q At this point you had made the decision to go ahead

9 and form the committee then?

1010 A I don't know if I really had or not, but I may

S have. Again, we are dealing with a period that seems to

M12 be to me years ago.

V 13Q What finally made you decide then?

14A I have to say the article in The Washington Post.

15 Q So you had been thinking about it before that article,

16 forming the committee before that article?

17 A Not specifically. Not that I recall anyway.

18 Q Well , let me ask one more question on this. I

19 am just a little confused, frankly --

20A I am, too.

21Q -- in terms of you say you had not made the decision.

At what point did you make the decision?
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A Oh, geez, I don't really know.

2Q When you finally did set up the committee, who was

3 involved in setting it up?

4 A I would say myself. Oh, Karen Dent may have. I

5 requested forms from the FEC and basically said these forms

6 have to be filled out.

Q Who is Karen Dent?

8 A Karen Dent was an employee of MediAmerica.

N, 9 What did she do for MediAmerica?

t1 10 A She was the bookkeeper.

40 Q When you asked her to get these forms, did you

12 ask her to do this on work time?

13 A I don't recall. I don't recall specifically.

14 MR. SPARKS: You have answered it, unless you do

15 recall.

16 THE WITNESS: I don't really.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Did you ask her to do it at the workplace, at the
19

MediAmerica offices?

20 A I don't remember designating any place to do it.21

Q Just describe more specifically what Miss Dent

22 did. You said she was a bookkeeper. What did that entail?
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A She was responsible as an employee of NediAenrica

to do the accounts receivable, the accounts payable, prepare

payroll.

Q Why did you ask her to do this?

A Because I asked her if she was interested in becoming

involved in the committee.

Q What did she say?

A She said yes.

Q So it was after you asked that question, she said

yes, and then you said, "Would you do this for me?"

A I assume so, yes.

MR. SPARKS: If you don't know, say so.

THE WITNESS: I don't know for sure. Okay? It

is three years ago, or whatever. I really don't know.

MR. SPARKS: Okay. Then is your answer that you

don't recall?

THE WITNESS: I think that is the best answer,

yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q These other discussions you had before, where did

Syou have those discussions? Did you have them at work,

11at MediAmerica offices?



I A Before what?

2Q Those discussions with Dolan, with Weber, with

3 Romanin, with Stahlman.

4 MR. SPARKS: Do you remember?

5 THE WITNESS: Yeah. I guess if I had to say, I

6 don't really remember. I could have had them at my home.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q It could have been at work or at home?

:9 A I don't really recall where I had them. It could

10 have been in person. I don't know.

1 ! MR. SPARKS: You don't remember, okay.

12 THE WITNESS: That is the best answer, I guess.

13 BY MR. LEVIN:

C 14 Q Who else did you ask to be part of the committee?

15 A At that time, I think that was it. John Romanin.

16 Q You asked Mr. Romanin.

17 A And Karen Dent, I believe.

18 Q How about Shirley King? Did you ask her?

19 A Oh, much later, yes.

20 Q Did you ask other people at MediAmerica to be part

21
of the committee?

2 A No, I don't think so.
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Q How did you phrase it when you asked Mr. Ronanin

to be part of the committee?

A I don't really know. I really -- I don't know.

MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. Have we identified who

Romanin is and what relationship he has?

MR. LEVIN: Let's do that.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Who is John Romanin?

A John Romanin is -- was a personal friend of mine

and he was also an employer -- employee, rather, of my company.

Q What did he do as an employee of MediAmerica?

A He was an assistant to me, responsible for follow-

ups, collecting information on equipment acquisitions, some

client contact, following through with requests that I had

made concerning a specific client or an order for equipment

or supplies or something of that nature.

Q So how much contact did you have with Mr. Romanin

on a day-to-day basis at MediAmerica?

A Oh, unless I was out of the office, I would see

John every day.

Q How about Miss Dent?

A Whenever she was there, I would see her I think
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almost every day.

Q So we have a point at which you decided to set

up this committee. What did you tell Mr. Romanin to do at

this point?

A I don't think I necessarily told him to do anything.

I believe I asked him if he was interested in joining in

this effort.

Q What did he say?

A He said yes.

Q Did he express any doubts about the effort, either

the feasibility of the committee or the legality of the

committee?

A No. I don't recall ever hearing any, no.

Q So you would say he was a willful participant,

a willing participant?

A Oh, absolutely, yes.

MR. SPARKS: Do you want to call him a knowing

participant, too?

MR. LEVIN: No. As a matter of fact, that didn't

even enter my mind, to be perfectly frank with you. It did

not enter my mind.
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I BY MR. LEVIN:

2 Q Did you ask anybody outside of MediAmerica to

3 participate in setting up the committee?

4A I don't really recall, but with one exception.

5 may have made a slew of calls basically to just friends.

6 Q Did you want these friends to participate as officers

7 or to contribute? What was the purpose of these calls?

Ot8 A Oh, to find out if they were interested in doing

9 something politically and to contribute, yes, I think.

10 Q So it could have been either as an officer or worker

04 1 or someone giving money to the committee?
112

C 12A Yes. I think that is fair.

V13 Q These discussions on the phone, these phone calls,

CO! 14 were they made at work?

fl 15A What discussions?

16 Q To your friends.

17
A Ohl I see. I am sure some of them were. I am

18
sure some of them were not.

19
Q Let me just go --

20 A Again, if I am going to be fair, I am going to

21 have to say I don't really remember where I talked to people

21 or when I talked to people. It could have been over dinner.
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.. ..II I just don't -- you are asking me to tie something down

that in all honesty I really don't know where -....,-

Q You don't recall sitting in your office and talking

on the phone to these people?

A Not specifically, no.

Q How about Mr. Romanin? Do you recall sitting in

your office and talking to Mr. Romanin about this committee --

A Yes, I do recall.

Q -- during work?

A As a matter of fact, I know it was quite late in

the evening, after work.

Q Was that a conscious decision on your part to do

it after work?

A Oh, absolutely.

Q You say that you asked Miss Dent to get FEC forms.

What did you do next to try to set up this committee?

A Well, again to be honest with you, I am not sure

if I even asked her. I may have gotten all of those forms

myself. I am not really sure if I did that.

In any event, the forms were acquired, and I asked

her if she wanted to be involved in the committee as a

treasurer.

C)
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1 Q What did she say?

2 A She said yes.

3 Q What if she had said no?

4 A Then I would have had to find somebody else who

was interested.

6 Q Did you ask anybody at MediAmerica to participate

who then said that, "No, I really rather not"?

8 A Could you repeat that question?

Q Did you ask anybody at MediAmerica to participate

1A 10 who then said, "Well, really no, I would rather not"?

11 A I think so. Tere Linehan was an employee and --

12 MR. SPARKS: Spell the last name.

13 THE WITNESS: L-i-n-e-h-a-n. -- and she said no.

14 Fine.

! 15 BY MR. LEVIN:

16 Q Did she give a reason why?

17 A Not that I recall, except that she was more into

18 nonprofit associations, like the Heart Association, not so

19
politically interested.

2 Q How did you intend to run this committee? I mean,

21 how did you intend to direct this committee?

22
A It was my idea that the committee would be set
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1 up with as little overhead expenses as could be allowed.

2 The whole idea there was if you don't have a great big staff

3 budget and blah, blah, blah, then more of the funds you collect

4 will go to candidates. So that was really kind of the whole

5 idea.

6 Q How did you intend to accomplish this low overhead?

7A Oh, what I did was sublet space. My company rented

8 space to the Candidates' Committee.

9M Q Did you try to find space anywhere else?

10 A Yes. I do remember making several calls, but it

o1 was, you know, very expensive to rent a whole suite of offices

12 or even one small separate suite. All it required was a

13 very small space. There were basically no employees to the

14 committee; part-time people only working on it.

14 r, 15Q So it was only after you found out that you couldn't

16 pay those prices that you decided to have facilities at

17 MediAxnerica?

18
A It is just that they were too expensive, and I

19
know again for the size I couldn't find anything that small

201
to warrant the amount of money that I thought should be paid

21 for rent.

22 Q Did Mr. Romanin ever express any question as to
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1 the idea of MediAmerica giving facilities to the committee,

or renting facilities to the committee, or the other way

around?

4 MR. SPARKS: I am sorry; I got lost in the question.

MR. LEVIN: Okay. Let me rephrase that and make

6 it more clear. You are right.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q Did Mr. Romanin express any question as to the

9 relationship of MediAmerica and the committee, the idea of

10 the use of the facilities within the same perimeter anyway

or the use of the same personnel? Did he say, "Now wait

12 a minute. You ought to think twice about this"?

*V 13 A Not that I recall really.

14 Q So you recall no question about that at the time

15 of formation at all?

16 A No, not really.

17 Q Did you decide at the outset that you would be

18 the one running the affairs of the committee?

19 f A No, not really at all. It was my hope that as

0 soon as the committee was able, it would hire its executive

21
director who would then run the committee when that was needed,

22 but that the people involved at this stage would do so on,
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1 you know, a part-time basis. And in fact it was almost nothing

2 in terms of involvement, time,, that sort of thing. So I

3 didn't see the necessity of trying to hire an executive director

4~ before. I really didn't.

5Q Would this have been a director from outside of

6 MediAmerica?

7A Anybody who was interested in doing it and met

8 the qualifications.

9 So it could have been from within MediAmerica?

10 A It could have been anywhere. Anybody who was qualifiec

0et 11 who really wanted to do it.

012 Q How about you? Did you think ultimately you would

13 really have to do that?

14 A No. I never thought of that.

15 Would you consider yourself to have been the temporary

16 political director at that point?

17
A No.

180 Then who was making the decisions for the committee?

19
A Oh, I made the majority of the decisions for the

200 committee. But a political director is kind of like a specific

21
job title where that person would be involved, I would assume,

22 with making contact with candidates and that sort of thing



1 or, you know, finding out poll information. So as a political

2 director, no. That is a specific job title. And in fact

3 that kind of activity wasn't even necessary, to the best

4 of my knowledge. Again, it was a brand new committee.

5 Q Why was this committee formed? or let me put it

6 this way. You had a number of conservative groups that were

7 your clients. Why did you think you needed another group?

8 A For the exact reasons I stated earlier. I believe

9 that there should be as many groups as possible who are engaged

10 in the political process, quite frankly, raising money and

11 giving it to the candidates of their choice, or whatever.

C)12 Q We have already established why the committee would

11713 have space within the perimeters of the offices of MediAmerica.

CIOI14 That was the low overhead.

1415 A Yes.

16 Q Why did you choose MediAmerica to perform services

17 for the committee?

18A My company is a direct mail company. I honestly

19 believe that my company provides the best service at the

*20 most competitive prices.

o Did you check that out?

22 A Oh,, yes, sure. We very routinely, very routinely for
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our clients provide cost comparisons or estimates and that

sort of thing.

Q Well, did you call other direct mail groups and

see if they would do services for MediAmerica?

A At that time --

MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. MediAmerica?

MR. LEVIN: For the committee; I am sorry.

THE WITNESS: No. No, I don't -- no, I did not.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q So you just made the decision that MediAmerica

would provide the services.

A Well, as an employee of MediAmerica %ho provides

direct mail services, I am very much aware of what competing

companies charge for various kinds of services. And I would

wager to say then, as now, our prices are as competitive

or more reasonable than other companies providing the same

service to a client.

MR. LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark this

as FEC Exhibit No. 1.

(The document dated August 18,
1980 was marked FEC Exhibit 1
for identification, a copy of
which is attached to the court
copy of this deposition.)
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1NR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 1 to the

2 witness and counsel for the witness.

3THE WITNESS: Oh, this is --

4 MR. SPARKS: Wait.

5 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

6 MR. SPARKS: Do you have a question about this?

7 BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q Can you identify this document?

9A Yes.

S 10 Q What is it? What is this document? FEC Exhibit 1,

11 for the record.

12 A This is my notes on a meeting that John Romanin

13 and myself had in my office after business hours concerning,

14 you know, how do we do this? How do we raise the initial --

15 how do we get the Candidates' Committee going? How do we

16 raise the initial money? What we basically said is okay,

17 we think we need about this much money.

18 Q That is item 1(A)?

19A Yes, from the looks of it here, as I recall. When

20 should we put this out? Approximately that time. What list?

21 John said, "Oh, I will put together some lists." And then

22 it was well, okay, we need whatever contributions we can
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get to open up a bank account and whatnot, to get the committee

going once it is filed, once things are filed. And it looks

we said well, let's ask all of our friends and have our friends

ask their friends if they are interested in contributing

to a political committee; and, if so, how much.

Q That date in the upper right-hand corner, does

that refresh your recollection as to what time frame we have

been talking about as to when you first thought of this

committee?

A Not really. But I do remember that day or that

evening sitting there in my office. But what else was going

on in the world, I don't really recall.

Q When you referred to the compiling of the list,

is that item 2 there, "Lists," and then Romanin?

A Yes.

Q Where did he propose to get 10,000 names from?

A I don't remember him saying so, saying where.

Q Did he say that he could have gotten it from

MediAmerica's lists that it used for other clients?

A I don't really recall that. I don't really recall

that.

Q Do you know if he had a list of his own? Does



that ring a bell?

A He did keep a personal list, yes.

Q How would he have gotten that list?

A I don't know. That I don't know.

Q But would that have been a part of his business

function to keep a list?

A No. That was a very personal list, as I recall,

basically people contributors and that sort of thing.

Q Did he get those of f of other client lists?

A I don't really know where he compiled those names

from.

Q You say it is his personal list. Did he himself

compile the names?

A Yes. I assume he did, yes.

Q Did he propose to purchase a list from other clients?

A I don't really recall.

Q How about another mailing house?

A Again, I don't really recall. I think it is kind

of important to kind of -- as I recall that meeting, it was

kind of a wham-bam type of meeting. It was not, you know,

detailed strategy of this. Let's just put some ideas down

and see where we can go with things.

C)
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1 Q This is your handwriting?

2A Yes, it is. I took notes at the meeting. Except

3 for some of these things here.

4 MR. SPARKS: Which things are you referring to?

5 THE WITNESS: There are some -- it looks like there

6 is some handwriting in parenthesis which is not mine. At

7~ least I don't recognize it as mine.

8 MR. LEVIN: Let me say for the record that those

9 notes that you do not recognize, in handwriting other than

10 yours, are notes we have actually put on the document. In

11 order to qualify this document, we want to say that those
7-12
CM-N 12 are not part of the document and should not be considered.

13 MR. SPARKS: That is fine. Which notations are

14 those that are yours?

15 MR. LEVIN: Let's then say specifically what they

16 are.

17 MR. SPARKS: Would it be "4d" up at the top in

19
MR. MIMS: No. I believe that was on yours when

20 it was submitted.

21 MR. LEVIN: Item 3, the word that is circled and

22 1underlined is the FEC's notation on the document.
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THE WITNESS: What is item 3?

Okay.

MR. LEVIN: Item 3, number 7, "Gail" is our notation.

"California" in parenthesis is our notation. Item 14,

"building management" in parenthesis is our notation. Item 16,

"Romanin's friend" in parenthesis is our notation.

MR. SPARKS: Mr. Geske, other than those notations,

are all other writings on the paper yours?

THE WITNESS: Yes; except for this.

MR. SPARKS: Except for "FEC Ex. 1" with a date.

THE WITNESS: Yes.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q So when you did use a list for the first mailing, what

list did you use?

A It was the list that was compiled by Romanin.

Q Do you know where he got those names from?

A I don't really recall asking him. That was his --

it looks like that was his job. He was going to get together

our first names.

Q Did he get a list of 10,000 names?

A I don't know if he got 10,000 or 100,000. I really



i Q I am going to go down this list of names here that

2 you have in front of you. If I get the name wrong and you

can correct me, please do. I would like you to tell me what

4~ connection they did have, if any, with MediAmerica or with

5 the committee, with the National Republican Candidates'

6 Committee.

John Dolan.

8 A What would you like me to say now? I am sorry.

Q What connection, if any, they had with MediAmerica
r 10 and/or with the committee.

0,1
A At the time, I don't think any.

12
MR. SPARKS: Fine. None?

13 THE WITNESS: None.

,. 14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15
Q Does he have a connection now?

16 A Unless he is a contributor, no.

17
Q Number two is I assume you.

18
A Yes, that is me.

Q Number three, is that Mr. Romanin?
20

A Yes. JDR, yes.
21

Q And number four?

22
A It could have been Rhonda Kay Stahlman.
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1IQ Any connection there?

2 A I don't know for sure. I really don't know for

sure.

4 Q You said before she was a director.

A Yeah. Well, I was thinking maybe she was and maybe

6 she wasn't, because she was resigning left and right. I

never knew when she was on and when she wasn't.

8 Number five, the Shortleys?

A Contributor only, Bob Shortley.

10 Q How about Maizel Shortley?

1 !A Maizel Shortley I believe at that time was a Board

12 member.

13 Q Did she hold any employee position?

14 A No.

) 15
Q Did you have any discussions with her as to the

16 formation of the committee?

17 A No, I don't think so. I really don't think so.
18 But I do remember calling Bob and saying --
19

MR. SPARKS: Bob who?
~20

THE WITNESS: Bob Shortley. -- and saying, "Bob,

21 it is a good idea, I think, and what do you think, and would

you like to contribute?" He said, "Sure."



I BY MR. LEVIN:

When was this call?

A I don't really remember.

4 0 Would it have been after this meeting?

A I would say it would have been, yeah. But again,

6 1 don't really know when exactly.

Q Could it have been at the time when you were first

8 thinking of forming the committee?

9 A I really don't know.

10 Q Did Maizel Shortley do any work for the committee

at any point?

12 A Not that I really know. I don't think so.

13 Q Number six, is that the Romanins?

14 A Yes.
15

Q This is apart from John D. Romanin?

16 A Yes. I think that was meant to be like his mother,

17 his father, his sister, brother, that sort of thing; his

18
family, I guess.

19
Q Did they have any association with the committee

20 or the company?

21
A No, none whatsoever; other than being a potential

22
contributor or being involved in it in some way or another.
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A

Q

A

Q

company?

How about the Webers?

No, not that I know of at all.

Number eight, what is that?

Foxhoven. Foxhoven is a personal friend of mine.

Any connection with either the committee or the

A None whatsoever, that I know of anyway. When I

say none whatsoever, I am not really sure if Mike did send

$100. If he did, I assume you mean that would be a connection

to the committee as a contributor.

MR. SPARKS: Are you interested in knowing whether

these were contributors or any other way?

MR. LEVIN: Let's clarify. Let's exclude for the

purpose of this whether or not they actually contributed.

MR. SPARKS: All right. So in short, whether they

were officers or directors or employees of either MediAmerica

or NCC?

MR. LEVIN: Correct.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Number nine?

I don't know who number nine is.

Number ten?

eT

22



I A That is a personal friend of John Romanin.

2 Q Ken Carpenter.

3 MR. SPARKS: Is he connected with the committee?

4 THE WITNESS: No, not in any way.

5 BY MR. LEVIN:

6 Q Number eleven?

7 A I believe that is also a personal friend of John

8 Romanin, and no, there is no connection.

9 Is that Dave Holland? Is that the name?

10 A Yes.

11 Q Number twelve, Darlene?

12 A That is a personal friend of mine, and there is

13 no connection.

14 1 Q Number thirteen?

15 A Actually, Darlene is my sister. I say personal

16 friend. She is my sister. There is no connection.

17Q Number thirteen?

18 A Paul is a personal friend of mine.

19

20Q Paul Morantz?

0A Yes. And there is no connection whatsoever.

21
Q Number fourteen?

22A No, they are not connected. That person isn't



connected.

Q Number fifteen, General Roberts?

A No, not connected at all.

Q Number sixteen, J. D. Young?

A No,, not connected at all.

Q 1 can't read number seventeen.

A It looks like T. R. Young, and no, not that I know

of at all.

Q Number eighteen, Rudy Real?

A I don't even know who the person is. There is

no connection that I know of whatsoever.

Q Number nineteen?

A I don't know who Mrs. Aubry is either. I don't

think there is any connection whatsoever.

Q Number twenty?

A No connection whatsoever.

Q If I have to go back to that document, I will

specifically refer to it, but for right now I don't think

we will need it.

When was the first mailing made?

A I don't really know. I don't really recall the

date.

C',

42t
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Q Do you recall the form of that first mailing?

MR. SPARKS: If you know, why don't you show it

to him and ask him if that is it?

MR. MIMS: We are not sure.

THE WITNESS: No, I don't recall the form of the

f irst mailing.

MR. LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark this

as FEC Exhibit No. 2.

(The document dated 10/25/80
was marked FEC Exhibit 2 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy
of this deposition.)

MR.- LEVIN: We are showing FEC Exhibit No. 2 to

Mr. Geske and counsel.

MR. SPARKS: What is your question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 2?

A Yes. That is a direct mail piece that was written

and designed by me for the client, the Candidates' Committee.

Q Was this the first mailing?

A That I don't really know. I believe there were

two or three mailings, and I am not really sure. I don't

know what order they came in or whatever. I really don't know.
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Q Would that have been two or three total mailings

or preceding this one?

A Oh, geez, I don't know. I really don't know.

MR. SPARKS: I am sorry; I am getting lost now.

MR. LEVIN: He said two or three mailings. I was

wondering two or three up to this point or two or three total

mailings by the committee.

THE WITNESS: I see. I think there were two or

three total mailings. But when they occurred, I don't really

know.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q This date up on top, October 25th, does that refresh

your recollection at all as to when? I mean, would you have

made another mailing before then?

A I don't really know, to be exact.

Q How did you finance this mailing?

A I believe that there were some contributions made

to the committee, and as a client of MediAmerica, MediAmerica

undertook the project to do mailings, what is known as prospect

mailings.

Q Who did the soliciting for these contributions?

Did MediAmerica do that? Did committee personnel do that?

E~V ~

i.n
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I A- I don't know if I really understand the question.

2 Q 1 am unclear as to whether --

3A The committee in my mind hired, retained MediAmerica

4 as a vendor. "We need to have X, Y and Z done. We are retaining

5 you. Do it."

6 Q When do you first recall the receipt of contributions

7 from a mailing?

8 A As for almost any client, receipts begin coming

9
i.n within -- depending upon postage that was used, it will

1 10 probably begin coming in anywhere from five to fourteen days,

depending upon any direct mail variables, the amount of postage

0112 carried going out, the actual time that it was mailed, the

13 date that it was mailed, whether or not there were holidays,

014 all of those variables that come into play to more or less

15 give an idea of when returns would start coming in. When

16 returns came in for this mailing or any other mailing for

17 this client or for any other client, I am not really absolutely

18 sure. I couldn'It say when it is this came in.

19
Q Do you recall actually the receipt in the time

20 period when you ere receiving contributions from this mailing?

Would that date remind you of anything, say early November?

22A No, not really.
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Q When the checks would come in, do you recall tn what

2 amounts they came in?

A No, I don't.

Q Do you recall if there were any checks for over

$100?

6 A No, I don't. I am sure there may have been, but

I don't really recall.

8 MR. SPARKS: Do you recall? If you don't recall,
9
9| you don't recall.

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Do you recall any over $200?

12
A No.

13
S 13Q I mean that strike you.

14 A No.

15
Q Do you recall anything really large? Do you remember

16 anything like $1,000?

17
A No.

18
Q When these checks came in, how were they processed?

19
What was the process that the committee would go through

20 or that MediAmerica would go through?

21
A Keeping in mind that the committee was a client

22 to MediAmerica, and I think that is very important to keep
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I in mind -- I certainly was aware of that -- that the committee

2 retained services for caging and batching. That would be

3 processing returns. And whenever those came in, they would

4~ have been put into some sort of order, opened, recorded,

5 deposited, that sort of thing.

6 MR. SPARKS: Who would have done that?

THE WITNESS: I don't recall who specifically did

8 that, although --

( 9 MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. I am asking because your

10 question was did NCC or did MediAmerica do it, was it not?

11 MR. LEVIN: Right. Well, that is part of the question

THE WITNESS: Oh, I see. Well, in my opinion,

1 as a vendor, we were supplying the service --

t 14
MR. SPARKS: Who is "we"?

"15 THE WITNESS: We, MediAmerica, specifically as

16 a company in direct mail, was supplying a service of opening

17
responses, duly recording them, and making deposits, that

18
sort of thing.

19
BY MR. LEVIN:

20 Q Did Shirley King do that specifically, the person?21

A She may have, yes. She, and I would imagine anybody

22
that she designated.



I Q Who else would have done that or did do that?

2 A I don't know.

(Witness and counsel conferring.)

THE WITNESS: Whoever did it and was responsible

5 for the caging and batching process, I do know that personnel

6 time was compiled so that that would be charged to the client

as a service. I don't remember the exact people, whowever

8 was involved in it.
99 MR. SPARKS: Was it charged?

L 10THE WITNESS: Yes. It was definitely --

0 11 MR. LEVIN: I will ask either in the form of a

12
question for the record or I will have to say there has been

13
" consultation off the record.

MR. SPARKS: Fine. Say there is consultation off
ilv 15

the record.

16
(Witness and counsel conferring.)

17
BY MR. LEVIN:

18
Q When Shirley King did this, who paid her? Did

19
MediAmerica pay her? Did the committee pay her?

~20 2 A Whoever was involved in it was involved with it

21
at that point as an employee of MediAmerica fulfilling a

22 service to a client. The time that any personnel or employees
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spent on it was compiled or should have been compiled by

Mrs. King or whomever so that an invoice could be made up

3 and billed to the committee. In fact, I know, because I

saw an invoice for that when I was reviewing some things,

5 that it was invoiced as a service to a client invoice.

6 Q Did Shirley King do caging and batching for other

7 committees that were clients of MediAmerica?

8 A Yes, I believe she did.

Q This was a regular part of her job?

LM 10 A No, no. It was not a regular part of her job.

O11
Q Who did it regularly?

12 A It was not a full-service type of thing that the

V13 company did. We would do it on request of any client.

C. 14 Q How many other clients did you do that kind of

15 thing for, caging and batching?

16 A We basically did tests for them, and I think there

17 may have been a couple of other people.

18
Q What do you mean by tests?

19
A Well, to find out if caging and batching as a full

20 service was something that we wanted to offer as a company
21

to all clients versus just when a client would request, "Do

22 you have that service? Okay. Well, we will do our best to



1 serve you. Therefore, we will do" it takes to serve

2 you.

Q Is this the first time you did that not as a test,

4~ though; you did this as part of the services?

A Yes.

6Q It wasn't a test?

A No. Not on this at all, no. The service needed

8 to be done. I would just make the assumption that any company

9 that was concerned with caging and batching as a form of

10 business would have just laughed at this as a potential client.

So again, a start-up client is not going to have a lot of

12
work to do and they probably would have laughed at it, to

13 be honest with you, and not get the service. That was certainly

my opinion. So somebody had to do it.

10 15
ell Q What do you mean by laughed at it?

16 A Well, a new client starting up is just not going

17
to have any work to speak of.

18
MR. SPARKS: What do you mean when you say work?

19
THE WITNESS: Work in terms of caging and batching.

Whenever you are involved with a brand new client that starts

up, the initial, you know, I would say the first year --

2 2 1again, it depends on how you advise the client or what you



I do specifically for the client, but basically the first year

2 does not involve a lot of caging and batching work. Frequently

3 it is so minimal that it is done by, you know, a secretary

4 or anybody.

5 BY MR. LEVIN:

6 Q So other companies wouldn't have done this kind

7 of service then?

8 A My feeling is that they would not have been interested

C14 9 in the Candidates' Committee as a client because there would

10 be no volume.

011 MR. SPARKS: Off the record again, please?

12 MR. LEVIN: Sure.

13 (Brief recess.)

014 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

15 MR. SPARKS: Is there a pending question? I didn't

16 mean to interrupt. Go ahead.

17 MR. LEVIN: Could you read back the last question

18
and answer, please.

19
(The record was read by the reporter.)

200 BY MR. LEVIN:

21
Q You said that Shirley King may have done the caging

Hand batching.



W.

52

A Yes.

Q She was with the committee?

A Again, there is a difference. Yes, she was with

the committee, but in that case she was acting as an employee

of MediAmerica providing a service.

Q But whenever she did work outside of her status

as an employee of MediAmerica, you might also call her a

volunteer for the committee? Not an officer or anything

like that, but she was treasurer. As a treasurer for the

committee, she was in a volunteer capacity; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q If she was a volunteer for the committee --

MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. When you say volunteer,

do you mean unpaid officer?

MR. LEVIN: Unpaid officer.

MR. SPARKS: All right.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q -- why did she then do work which was charged to

the committee on MediAmerica time? Why didn't she just do

it on her own time as a volunteer?

A If she did work as an employee of the company for

a client, then that has got to be different. Then that is --
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you must charge for that.

Q Couldn't the committee have saved money by saying,

"Shirley, why don't you do the caging and batching --

MediAmerica has performed the service of sending out the

mailings and taking them in. Why don't you have MediAmerica

turn them over to you and sometime around 7:00 in the evening

you could sit down and do caging and batching for the committee"1

MR. SPARKS: The answer to that is as we have said

in our papers.

MR. LEVIN: I am interested in Mr. Geske's answer.

MR. SPARKS: I understand that. But you are asking

the same question in 18 different forms. I will tell you

again what has been answered before. That is what could

have been done and it was not. There is no prohibition in

the law for a committee hiring an outfit like MediAmerica

to do it for them, period.

MR. LEVIN: I would like to know why a decision

was made to do it that way.

MR. SPARKS: How is that relevant if it doesn't

violate the law, or do you contend that it does?

MR. LEVIN: I don't think each question has to

go to a conclusion this activity does, this activity doesn't.
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if there is a course of conduct that either indicates it

2does or it doesn't, that is inculpatory or exculpatory, then

3 I think that is a relevant question.

4 MR. SPARKS: What is your question?

5 MR. LEVIN: My question is exactly, what decision

6
was made as to that? Why was King doing this on -- why,

7
if you were concerned so much with the costs to the committee,

8
why couldn't this have been done on a volunteer basis?

9
THE WITNESS: I don't know why, with one exception,

U7 10 that I would say I honestly believe that was probably King's

decision. "Am I an employee of MediAmerica at this time
12

or am I not?"
13

111%TBY MR. LEVIN:
C1 14

Q You lef t that up to her?
15

A Why not?
16

Q Did she say anything about whether she would rather
17

work on a voluntary basis afterwards or on an employee basis
18

19 of MediAmerica?
A19o' ely nw o' ral eali
A20o' ely nw o' ral eali

20 h i o int
21 e di:rdint

Q I don't understand then. How was a decision made?
2-1

Imean, who decided? Was this done out of thin air?
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A No. I believe she did. I believe she did. She

was the one who was responsible for compiling exactly as

accurately as possible what time anybody spent on the committee

as a client to the committee versus as a volunteer to the

committee, so that those could be as separate as possible.

And if it was spent on corporate time, as an employee, well,

then that had to be billed. If it was as a volunteer, that

did not have to be billed.

Q Did she make that decision as a treasurer of the

committee or as an employee of MediAmerica?

A I think as an employee of the company when it concerned

writing an invoice that would be billed. I would assume

that is when she made it. I wasn't inside her head.

Q So as an employee of MediAmerica, she was making

a decision as to whether or not this could be done by the

committee on its own volunteer time or this could be done

by MediAmerica as part of its services rendered to the committee"

A I would say that is, you know, as accurate as could

be, I guess, yes.

Q She could have stepped out of one capacity into

another to make that decision?

A I don't really know what went on in her head per se.



MR. SPARKS: Do you have many more questions?

MR. LEVIN: Yes.

MR. SPARKS: It is 11:30 now. How many more? We both

have appointments elsewhere. We are trying to plan our day.

MR. LEVIN: We are going to be here I think another

hour.

MR. SPARKS: Can we take a brief recess then to

make some calls?

MR. LEVIN: Sure.

(Brief recess.)

MR. LEVIN: On the record.

MR. SPARKS: Before we proceed, Mr. Geske may

have something he would like to say concerning the last series

of questions.

MR. LEVIN: Why don't we reserve that for the end

of the questioning.

MR. SPARKS: Why don't we get it while it is all

fresh in our minds.

MR. LEVIN: I would prefer to do that at the end

of questioning. He can make whatever statements he wishes.

MR. SPARKS: All right.

leil

17
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I BY MR. LEVIN:

2Q Mr. Geske, do you recall when Shirley King left

3 the company?

4 A No, not exactly. No, I don't.

5 0 Do you recall there being a dispute which led to

6 her leaving the company?

A Yes. Yes, I do.

8 Q What was that dispute about?

9 A She wanted more money, and I basically said, "I

1I0 don't think you warrant more money because you have made

10 significant errors," very, very significant errors.

12 Were these errors related to the committee at all?

13 A No. Again, as an employee of the company, that

14 was my only concern.

15 Were they related to the employee's work for the

16 committee, I mean to MediAmerica's work for the committee?

17 A They may have been.

18 18 Do you recall?

19A No, I don't. Specifically, I was concerned with

20 her performance as an employee of MediAmerica. It was inadequate

21
I had problems with it.

22 Q Did she mention anything about the hours she was



i putting in, complaining about the number of hours she was

2 putting in?

3 A She did, yes.

4 Q Did she complain about the number of hours she

5 was putting in for ?ediAmerica's work for the committee?

6 A No.

7 Q Had she ever done that?

8 A Not that I am aware of, no.

9 Q Did she say anything about the fact that she had

10 to sign certain documents that she hadn't read for the committee

@1 11 reports?

12 A No.

13 Q How about any responses to the Federal Election

14 Commission?

15 A No, not that I am aware of.

16 Q Was she terminated by you or did she quit the company?

17 A What she actually did is came into my office one

18 day and was complaining about some other employees, as I

19 recall, and said, "I have had enough. I quit." I said,

20 "Fine." She then later called me at my house and said, "I

21
want to retract that because an employee should give a two-

11 week notice."
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Q Did Shirley King have control over the hours that

she put in for MediAmerica's services for the committee?

A No, no. I don't think so at all.

Q So who had control over the hours that she put

in working for MediAmerica in providing services for the

committee?

A That would have been dictated by whatever needed

to be done.

Q Did you ever tell her that she wasn't working enough

on the committee account?

A No. I don't ever remember saying that to her.

Q Did you ever tell her she was putting in too many

hours and this was resulting in too much billing to the

committee?

A No, I don't recall that.

Q Did you have any communications with her as to

the hours she was putting in for the committee?

A As an employee of MediAmerica, providing a service

to a client, I did state very specifically that any time

there is activity related to that client, it must be recorded,

period.

Q When you received the results of the first mailing



60

i and they were caged and batched, where were the checks deposited'i

2A At the depository of the client.

3 Q There was a separate account?

4 A Yes.

5 Q Was it a separate bank account?

6 A Oh, absolutely, yes.

7 0 Did you do that for other clients, have a separate

8 bank account?

9 A No. If it was requested, yes, we would have. Other

10 clients had not requested that as a service of the company.

lot 11Q Had you eVer done that? Have you ever done that

12 for another client?

1713 A Not to the best of my knowledge, no.

14
'1) 15 done that for them?

16A I don't really know.

17 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

18 THE WITNESS: We did not do caging and batching

19 for The Conservative Caucus. If we did, that would have

20 necessitated most likely opening up an account and making

deposits then.

22 MR. LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark this



I as FEC Exhibit No. 3.

2 (The documents entitled "Bank
Reconciliation" were marked FEC

3 Exhibit 3 for identification, a
copy of which is attached to the

4 court copy of this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: I am showing Exhibit No. 3 to the witness

6 and counsel.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q Can you identify Exhibit No. 3, FEC Exhibit No. 3?

9! MR. SPARKS: Yes or no.

10 THE WITNESS: No.
Q11

BY MR. LEVIN:
12 Q Do you know what TCC would stand for?

%T 13 A The Conservative Caucus.

14 0 I would like to refer you to the second-to-the-

15 last page of this document, the first column of figures,

16 that MA. Would that stand for MediAmerica?

17 MR. SPARKS: He has already testified, Mr. Levin,

18
he doesn't know what this document is. Perhaps you could

19
tell him what this is so he could more properly answer your

20 question.
2o

I1 MR. LEVIN: These are bank reconciliation documents,

and this reflects MediAmerica's account and some other accounts.
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MR. SPARKS: Was it submitted to the Commission

by MediAmerica?

MR. LEVIN: It was submitted to the Commission

by another witness in this matter, Mr. Brill.

MR. SPARKS: All tight. And you have a question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q That MA -- well, let's go to TCC. What would that

stand for?

MR. SPARKS: Do you know?

THE WITNESS: The Conservative Caucus.

MR. SPARKS: Do you know that?

THE WITNESS: Well, I don't know exactly.

MR. SPARKS: Answer what you know.

THE WITNESS: I am assuming it would.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Did MediAmerica have a separate account as to The

Conservative Caucus?

A Yes.

Q Why did they do that?

A To keep as accurate a tally as possible of when

that client paid bills or whatever.

Q Why was it necessary to do that as opposed to

62
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other clients?

2 A It really wasn't, and in fact we didn't before.

3 It just seemed more straightforward for that particular client.

4 Q Why did it seem more straightforward?

A On advice of accountants, I suppose. You know,

6 I don't really know why. I am sure that -- I would imagine

that the accountants said this would be better, and I said

8 fine.

9 MR. SPARKS: Mr. Levin, Mr. Geske has said he did

i 10 not maintain a separate account for any caging and batching

11 occasions for The Conservative Caucus. Indeed he didn't

12 do that. What does this line of questioning have to do with
C

13 the line on caging and batching?

14 MR. LEVIN: This line of questions doesn't have

O 15
to do with caging and batching necessarily, but it goes to

16 the maintenance of a separate account.

17 MR. SPARKS: I understand that. What does it have

18
to do with this investigation?

19
MR. LEVIN: It has to do with the course of conduct

0 between MediAmerica and the committee under investigation

21
2 as to whether this kind of conduct was conducted with any

other committees in terms of the maintenance of a separate



Iaccount, separate books, separate tallies, such as this.

2It would be very helpful to find out why this was done. I

3 mean, it may be a totally different situation from what we

4 have here. It may be the samue thing.

5 MR. SPARKS: Do you know --

6 THE WITNESS: I don't even know what this is, to

7 be honest with you.

8 BY MR. LEVIN:

9Q Let's not refer to the document then. Let's talk

10 in terms of the fact that you know that MediAmerica had

11 The Conservative Caucus as a client. Is that correct?

12 A That is correct, yes.

13 Q Was this a large client?

14 A Yes.

15 Q Let me be up front. It seems curious to me you

would have a separate account for a client. Did you do this

for any other clients?

A I don't understand what you mean by that question.

Q Did you have a separate account for other clients

like this?

A TCC, The Conservative Caucus, I don't believe had

a separate account, to the best of my knowledge.
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MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. I am getting confused

now. Mr. Levin, when you say a separate account, you mean

a separate bank account with a bank?

MR. LEVIN: Let's say a separate bank account.

MR. SPARKS: With a separate account number, maintaine

at some banking institution? Is that the context of your

question?

MR. LEVIN: That is a possibility. I would like

to know that.

MR. SPARKS: I am sorry. Please ask the question

as you want it phrased. I am sorry. Maybe I am confusing

things.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q We have a listing of MediAmerica and The Conservative

Caucus. There appears to be on MediAmerica's records a separate

accounting for The Conservative Caucus. My question, very

simply, is why that would be so when it wasn't for any other

company that we know of, any other client, except for the

committee under investigation at this point.

A I don't know, really. I would assume the accountant

who did the work made that decision. It is as simple as

that.
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I Q Let's get back to the caging and batching. Did

2 you have a separate bank account for the National Republican

3 Candidates' Committee?

4 A As a client, yes, they did have a separate bank

5 account; a completely separate organization.

6 Q Did any other client, to your knowledge, have such

an arrangement?

8 A I am sure all of them do.

9 MR. SPARKS: Did they or --

10 BY MR. LEVIN:

'H Q Did MediAmerica have such an arrangement with any

12 other client?
C,

13 A No. No.

14 Q In other words, did --

A I don't know if I really understand the question.
cv,

16 MR. SPARKS: Fine.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q Either in a client capacity or in any other relation-

19 ship by MediAmerica personnel with the political committee,

S 20 was there a separate bank account set up for any one of the

21

clients that MediAmerica dealt with?

22 A Do you mean did clients of MediAmerica as a routine
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maintain and have separate bank accounts? Is thatwhat you

mean by the question?

Q No, no.

Did MediAmerica set up any separate bank accounts

for the other clients?

A No.

Q

A

Q

A

Q

A

that clien

Q

A

Q

commenced

A

Who set up the committee bank account?

For the Candidates' Committee?

Yes, the Candidates' Committee.

I believe Karen Dent did.

Under whose instructions? On whose instructions?

I asked her if she would open up an account for

t.

When did you do that?

I don't really know.

Would it have been at the time that the committee

operations?

Whatever the date was. I don't really recall.

MR. SPARKS: Speak up.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Did any committee funds go into the MediAmerica

bank account before you set up that separate bank account

0
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for that committee?

A No.

Q When these checks were received, did anybody endorse

4~ these checks over to MediAmerica, the checks for the committee?

A No, not to my knowledge at all.

6 Within the caging and batching process itself,

was there anything different that Miss King, or whoever was

8 caging and batching, was there anything different that they

C41 9 would do for the committee that they wouldn't do for another

10 client?

11 A No.

12 Q Did MediAmerica in processing checks for other

13 clients build a data base that was used by the committee

for future mailings?

15 MR. SPARKS: I got lost in that question.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q Those names that they received, you know, on the

18 checks when they were caging and batching for, let's say,

19
other committees that they might have done, would they take

20 those names and use them or did they take those names and
21 J

I use them for mailing lists?

22 A Who?
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Q Whoever was caging and batching, King, or NediAmerica.

2 Let's say did the company take those names and use them for

the committee, for the mailing lists?

A If the names belonged to the client, then the names

belonged to the client and they were the exclusive right

6 of the client, any client.

Q Did you have any co-ownership arrangements with

8 any clients as far as the use of the names?

,N I9
A I don't really recall. I may have, yes, but I

don't really recall.

Q How usual was that for you to have co-ownership
12

arrangements with a client?

13 A It would be totally routine, if a client would

(14
agree.

15
Q Did you work out a co-ownership arrangement with

16
the committee?

17
A As a matter of fact, yes. It was my intention

18
that MediAmerica would co-own names for this client and any

19

client from that point on that would agree to it.
20

Q Was this in written form?
21

A No. It was not --

MR. SPARKS: Fine.
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I (Witness and counsel conferring.)

2 MR. LEVIN: I would like to introduce this as FEC

3 Exhibit No. 4.

4 (The MediAmerica invoices were
marked FEC Exhibit 4 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy
of this deposition.)

MR. SPARKS: And show it to the witness?

8 MR. LEVIN: And we are showing FEC Exhibit 4 to

e: 9 witness and counsel. I would like the witness to look at

10 every page of this document.

11 BY MR. LEVIN:

12 Q Can you identify this document?

13 A Yes.

14 Q What is it?

15 A They are invoices, MediAmerica invoices to the

16 client, Candidates' Committee.

17 Q Have you seen this document before?

18
A Yes.

19
MR. SPARKS: For the record, Commission 4 is a

20 four-page exhibit which consists of invoice number 758, a21

21 numbered invoice on MediAmerica letterhead, then two more

22 invoices, invoice numbers 772 and 776, which appear to be
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1 on MediAmerica letterhead, all addressed to the National

2 Republican Candidates' Committee.

3 BY MR. LEVIN:

4 Q Who filled out this document?

5 MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. Which page?

6 MR. LEVIN: FEC Exhibit No. 4, any of the pages

7 or all of the pages.

8 THE WITNESS: I don'It know.

9 MR. SPARKS: When you say filled out, you mean

V)10 prepared it?

11 MR. LEVIN: Prepared it.

12 THE WITNESS: I believe I prepared 758. I don't

V13 know about number 10. I don't -- I believe Mrs. King filled

(714 out 772. 776, I believe that was King's, although I --

15 MR. SPARKS: Okay. If that is your belief, that

16 is your belief. Leave it at that.

17 BY MR. LEVIN:

18 Q On this document, do you see any line for the billing

19 of provision of lists by MediAmerica, list rental?

00 A No, I don't.

21 1 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

22
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I BY MR. LEVIN:

2 Q So who provided the list for the mailings?

A John Romanin was responsible for putting those

" together.

Q Was that supposed to be a service rendered by Medi-

6 America to the committee?

7A Yes.

8 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

9 THE WITNESS: I don't see any list billed on these,

!.10 but if these are all the invoices, then it should have been

S billed. I believe it should have been billed, definitely.

12 If it wasn't, I don't know why. It could have just slipped

'IT 13 through the cracks. Sometimes that happens when invoices

14 are prepared for any client, and we don't find that out until

15
sometime later.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q Did the committee ultimately pay for those lists?

18
A That I don't know.

19
Q Who would have been in charge of seeing that the

* cmmittee paid for those lists? Who would have made that

Idecision?

22 A I would have.
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Q And you don't recall whether or not payment was

made for those lists?

A No, I don't.

Q What were the funds used for eventually?

MR. SPARKS: What funds?

MR. LEVIN: Let's rephrase that.

THE WITNESS: What funds?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q The funds received from this mailing that we have

been discussing with reference to that document showing the

content of the mailing, what were the funds received used

for?

MR. SPARKS: I am sorry; I got lost.

MR. LEVIN: Okay.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q You recall the document we introduced showing the --

MR. SPARKS: Number 2?

MR. LEVIN: No. That document. FEC Exhibit No. 2,

okay. So we are still referring to this mailing, just by

reference then.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q You received funds, checks. The committee received22
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1contributions. What were those funds used for?

2A The same as they would for any client, to pay for

3 the costs of the committee and to conduct their activities.

4 What specific activities were they used to fund

S at this point?

6 A Contributions to candidates, and again the activities

7 to support the committee.

8 Q Were there any meetings discussing any aspects

9 of the results of the first mailing? Did you talk with Roman in

10 or King or anyone else associated with the committee?

11A No. not that I recall.

12 MR. SPARKS: FEC 2 was not the first mailing. It

13 was one of what may have been up to three.

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15 Q This specific mailing then. Were there any

16 discussions as to any aspect of the results of this mailing?

17A Oh, I thought the results were quite good in comparison

18 to other clients, and I attributed it to a good direct mail

19
piece.

20 MR. LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark this

2 1
as FEC Exhibit No. 5.

22
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MR. LEVIN:

(The document dated 12/5/80
was marked FEC Exhibit 5 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy
of this deposition.)

I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 5 to witness

and counsel.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 5?

A It is a direct mail piece for the client Candidates'

Committee.

Q You see the date at the top there, December 5,

1980?

A Yes.

Q Was this the next mailing after the one shown in

FEC Exhibit No. 2?

A I don't know.

Q Can you recall how many people may have received

this mailing or how many you sent it out to?

A No. But I am sure the invoices would indicate.

Q Can you recall what list you used to send this

out?

A No.

Q In a practice such as this, where you have multiple
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I mailings, would you send it out to the same people?

2A If they were contributors, yes.

3Q What if they hadn't contributed already? What

4 if they hadn't contributed? Would you then not send them

5 this kind of, well, second or third, whatever the mailing

6 was?

7A No, not necessarily at all.

8 Q Would you try to generate new names for this mailing?

C4 9 A I don't think I understand what you mean when you

tn. 10 say generate new names for this mailing.

QIn other words, would you try to get a list or

12 make or develop a list of new names for this mailing?

13 A The goal for any client, that is a new client,

14 like the Candidates' Committee, is to create names that are

15 considered and called in the industry house file names that

16 are then mailed on any schedule that is tested to be a good

17 mailing schedule.

18Q Did MediAmerica bill the committee for these new

19
names?

A Did MediAmerica bill the committee?

21 1
Q The committee, for this new list.

22 A For these new names? You asked about lists earlier.
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I did not see a list billed on here. Any lists that were

acquired by MediAmerica as a service for the Candidates

Committee or any other client or any other committee should

have been billed.

Q Do you recall where you got a list for the Decembe

mailing?

A I had asked John Romanin initially to get the list

for the Candidates' Committee.

Q So he would have been in charge of doing that for

this mailing as well?

A Yes. I had assumed that was a continuation.

Q Did you supervise him at all or just assume he

would perform his function?

A No, I didn't supervise him.

Q You just assumed he would perform his function?

A Yes. That is correct.

Q When did you or anyone else at MediAmerica first

become aware of a complaint to or by the U.S. Postal Service

A I don't recall or know a specific date.

MR. LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark these

documents as FEC Exhibits 6, 7 and 8.

77
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1 (The letter dated December 12,
1980 was marked FEC Exhibit 6

2 for identification, a copy of
which is attached to the court

3 copy of this deposition.)

4 (The letter dated January 21,
1981 was marked FEC Exhibit 7

5 for identification, a copy of
which is attached to the court

6 copy of this deposition.)

7 (The letter dated January 23,
1981 was marked FEC Exhibit 8

8 for identification, a copy of
which is attached to the court

9 copy of this deposition.)

10 MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibits 6, 7 and 8 to

* 1 the witness and counsel.

12 BY MR. LEVIN:
0

13 Q Does this refresh your recollection as to when you

14 became aware of the complaint to the U.S. Postal Service?

15 A I would assume it is December 12, 1980.

16 MR. SPARKS: Which is the date on FEC 6.

17 MR. LEVIN: Correct.

18 BY MR. LEVIN:

19 Q Did you know who filed the complaint?

20 A No.

21 Q Did you have any sense at the time for who filed the

complaint?
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IA No.

2 MR. SPARKS: Mr. Levin, does this have anything to

3 do with this investigation; and, if so, could you at-least

4 put a proffer on the record as to why you are asking this course

5 of questions? I have let you go into this to see if we

6 are going in the rough direction of this investigation.

7 MR. LEVIN: It will develop in the sense that we

8 are wondering about - - we have heard testimony on Friday that

9 the Republican National Committee may have filed the complaint,

10 plus the Postal Inspector said it was filed by the Republican

11 National Committee.

0 1 MR. SPARKS: I can tell you that is the information

V13 which we have. We have not been able to confirm it beyond that,

C1 14 except that I can tell you at approximately this time I met

with counsel for the Republican National Committee and they

16 told me that they had filed such a complaint. Does that answer

17
your question?

18
BY MR. LEVIN:

19
Q When did you become aware of this?

IA The date of the letter, I would assume.

HQ When were you aware that the Republicans might have

filed this complaint,,or just a sense? I mean, did you have
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I a sense that the Republicans might have filed this complaint?

2 A I don't really recall. I just received this on that

3 date. You know, somebody is filing a complaint. Respond to

4 it.

s (Witness and counsel conferring.)

6 THE WITNESS: The date of the letter is December 12.

I would assume that given three days' mail, it was, you know,

8 the 14th or the 15th or something.

9 BY MR. LEVIN:

10 Q Is this your mail stamp date or the Postal Service's

date?

12 A I don't know if that is or not.

13 MR. LEVIN: That is the December 12th on Exhibit 6,

14 for the record.

15 THE WITNESS: Yes. I don't know if that is an in-

16 house received date or if that is the actual date that is

17 there. I don't really know. I would imagine it is this

18
man's number.

19
MR. SPARKS: For the record, on FEC 6 there appears

20 to be a telephone number at the top righthand corner. Is

21
there any inquiry about that telephone number?

22 MR. LEVIN: That appeared on the document that we
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1received, right?

2 MR. MIMS: I believe that was on his as submitted.

3 MR. SPARKS: All right.

4 BY MR..LEVIN:

5 Q Did you have a concern that you might be in trouble

6 with the Republicans when you heard about this complaint?

7 MR. SPARKS: My earlier question is now pending,

8 and it has now elevated to an objection. I fail to see what

9 an inquiry about any Postal Service investigation has to do

!f0 with the pending complaint investigation of the Commnission

11 which relates to a separate, segregated fund.

12 MR. LEVIN: Very simply, the MediAmerica received

13 correspondence from some of the Republican candidates with

14 respect to this, and I think it is worth pursuing. I will

15 introduce that document.

16 To further satisfy that, let's look at the text of

17 Exhibit No. 5. Underlined is the phrase, "I urged each

18 candidate to spend the minimum of $50,000 on last minute TV

19 and radio advertisements with my promise to help them after

20 the elections."

H For your information, Mr. Sparks, the Postal

22 Inspector has stated that mail fraud is a part of the complaint
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I and that goes to the text of the Urge-Gram itself.

2 MR. SPARKS: I understand there is a pending Postal

3 Service investigation. My question is what does it have to do

4 with this investigation?

5 MR. LEVIN: I think it has to do with the conduct

6 of the committee. As I said before, it has to do with the

7 conduct of the committee as it relates to those Republicans

8 from whom it received correspondence.

9 MR. SPARKS: It does indeed, but the investigation

10 with respect to the conduct of the committee does not address

lot 11 all aspects of the conduct of the committee.

12 MR. LEVIN: We are dealing with candidates to whom

v~. 13 the committee made contributions. I would like to explore

C71 1 that further.

1111 15 MR. SPARKS: Then ask that question.

16 MR. LEVIN: I will get to that. I believe I have to

17 lay the basis for that.

18 MR. SPARKS: Do you have a pending question now?

19 MR. LEVIN: I have a number of pending questions.

20 IBY MR. LEVIN:

21 j Q Mr. Geske, did either you or Mr. Romanin actually do

22d this urging?
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A Oh, that I don't recall. I did not. Personally I

did not, no.

(Witness and counsel conferring.)

MR. LEVIN: I would like the reporter to mark this

as FEC Exhibit No. 9.

(The letter dated March 30, 1981
was marked FEC Exhibit 9 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy of
this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit 9 to witness

and counsel.

Q

A

Q

A

basically

BY MR. LEVIN:

Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 9?

Yes.

What is it?

It is a letter from Senator Symims saying that

MR. SPARKS: The letter speaks for itself.

THE WITNESS: Whatever the letter says.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Had you communicated with Senator Symmrs as to the use

of his name in that solicitation before you dated the

solicitation of December 5th?

C,)
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A No, not that I recall anyway. Romanin may have.

2 MR. SPARKS: For the record, FEC 5, dated December 5,

1980, was signed by Romanin, not by Geske. It is written in

the first person. These questions might better be addressed

to Romanin.

6 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

MR. SPARKS: Do you need a couple minutes to look?

8 MR. LEVIN: Yes.

9 Off the record.

10 (Brief recess.)

11 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 Q At the top of the Symms letter, that is FEC Exhibit

14 No. 9, it refers to a request for clarification. What request

is for clarification was that?

16 A I believe I called Chris Lay, the Senator's aide.

17 Q When did you make that request?

18 A I don't recall. I am sure sometime around the date

19
of this letter.

2 Q So it would have been well after the mailing?
21 A It could have been, yeah. I don't really know for

22 s ure.



1Q When you heard notification of this complaint in the

2 Postal Service, were you concerned about being in trouble with

3 the Republicans?

4A No.

5 MR. SPARKS: Who do you mean? I am a Republican.

6 He wasn't in trouble with me. Could you be a little more

7 specific?

8 BY MR. LEVIN:

9~ In trouble with let's say the R14C or the National

0) 10 Republican Congressional Committee.

A Me personally?

12 Or the committee as an entity.

13A Me personally, MediAmerica as an employee, or --

14 Q The committee.

15 A -- or as a committee, a member of the committee?

16Q You as the committee and you as a major employee of

17
MediAmerica, either one.

18A And what was the question again?

19 Q Were you concerned about being in some kind of

20(
trouble with them? Was there this general atmosphere of "Oh,

what is this going to do with our relations with potential

Iclients, with people that we have to deal with, either" --
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1 MR. SPARKS: Mr. Levin, I have been patient with you

2 and now I instruct him not to answer. If you have a point, why

3 don't you ask the question and let'Is get to it.

4 MR. LEVIN: Then let's get to it.

5 BY MR. LEVIN:

6 Q Were you concerned about the Republicans questioning

7 the legitimacy of the National Republican Candidates'

8 Committee?

9 MR. SPARKS: That is the same question in another

10 form. What does it have to do with this investigation with the

01 FEC?

12 MR. LEVIN: I think we will get to that. I will get

13 to that in the next two or three guestions.

C71 14 MR. SPARKS: Get to that now. I am going to instruct

915 him not to answer questions of what was going on in his mind

16 vis-a-vis the RNC because that has no discernible connection

17 with this investigation.

18 MR. LEVIN: Does the witness refuse to answer the

19 question?

* 20, MR. SPARKS: On the advice of counsel.

21 THE WITNESS: Yes, on advice of counsel.

22 MR. SPARKS: If you have a question, if you have a
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point, why don't you ask that question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Mr. Geske, at a point when the committee owed

$14,000 to MediAmerica, why did you pick the time you did to

make the contributions you did to the candidates?

A Why did I pick the time?

Q Why did you do it then in late December of 1980?

MR. SPARKS: You haven't established that he did.

MR. LEVIN: Let's establish that he did, then.

I will introduce this as FEC Exhibit No. 10.

(The document entitled "'Report
of Receipts and Disbursements"
was marked FEC Exhibit 10 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy of

this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 10 to

witness and counsel.

MR. SPARKS: It appears to be a six-page document

and is apparently a report of receipts and expenditures dated

12-31-1980 by the National Republican Candidates' Committee.

It appears to be on a series of FEC forms or schedules.

MR. LEVIN: I am going to ask the witness has he

seen this document before.

THE WITNESS: Yes.
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BY MR. LEVIN:

QI am going to refer you to Schedule B. That is page

three of the document.

MR. SPARKS: Page one of two of Schedule B?

MR. LEVIN: Right; and page four also. It is not all

of Schedule B. but Schedule B is the third and fourth page of

this document.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Is this a list of those to whom the National Republican

Candidates' Committee made contributions?

A Yes. To the best of my knowledge, it is.

QDo you recall these contributions being made?

A Not really, no.

Q Who made the decision to make these contributions?

A I believe John Romanin.

Q Did you have any say as to whether or not the

committee would make these contributions?

A The purpose of the committee was to help candidates.

Clearly that was the purpose of the committee. And this just

appears to be its normal activities, making contributions to

candidates. I assume John Romanin made these selections and

that was it. Again --



I MR. SPARKS: Okay, okay.

2 (witness and counsel conferring.)

3 MR. SPARKS: The question has been answered.

4 BY MR. LEVIN:

5 0 So did Mr. Romanin make this decision on his own?

6 A I believe he did, yes.

7 Q When did he apprise you of this decision?

8 MR. SPARKS: Which decision, the decision to make

9 contributions to the candidates reflected on pages one and two

10 of Schedule B?

11 MR. LEVIN: Correct. Thank you. That needed

12 clarification. Yes.

13 THE WITNESS: What was the question?

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

15 Q When did he apprise you of the decision to make these
CC,

16 contributions to the candidates listed on the exhibit before

17 you?

18 A I don't really know.

19 Q Did he apprise you of that?

20 A I don'It know i f he did.

21 Q Did you know of any concern on his part or your part

22 1that these contributions had to be made now in light of a
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1 complaint from the Republicans?

2 A No.

3 MR. SPARKS: The Republican National Committee?

4 MR. LEVIN: Or the Republican National Committee more

5 specifically.

6 THE WITNESS: No.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8Q But for the complaint, would you have made these

M contributions later?

U1 0 MR. SPARKS: I believe the testimony is Mr. Romanin

0! 11 made them.

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

I 13 Q Mr. Romanin never said anything to you about that

14 subject, though?

15 A I don't really recall. He may have. I just don't

16 remember if he did or not.

17 MR. SPARKS: Okay.

18 MR. LEVIN: I am going to have the reporter mark

20 (this as FEC Exhibit No. 11.

21 Republican Senatorial Winners" was
marked FEC Exhibit 11 for identi-

22 fication, a copy of which is
attached to the court copy of this
deposition.)
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I MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit 11 to counsel

2 and the witness.

3 BY MR. LEVIN:

4 Q Can you identify FEC Exhibit 11?

5 A Yes. I have seen it before. I am not sure what it

6 really was, but I have seen it before, yes.

7 0 But you are not sure what it was, is that what you

8 just testified?

9 A Well, it says "11980 Republican Senatorial Winners."

10 1 assume that is what it is.

S11 Q Whose handwriting is this?

12 A I don't really know.

13 Q Is it your handwriting?

14 A Definitely not. I don't think so.

15 Wait a minute.

16 Q Who prepared this list?

17 MR. SPARKS: Just a second. For the record, 11 is a

18 three-page document which consists of both typed and typewritten

19 material and handwritten material. The handwritten material

O20 apasto be in at least two or prasthree different kinds.

21 Do you know whose that is? Is it yours?

22 THE WITNESS: I don't relythink it is. It doesn't



asked that

A

Q

A

Q

Yes. I have seen it before.

When did you see this document?

I have no idea.

Going back to the prior exhibit, FEC Exhibit No. 9 --

MR. SPARKS: Numiber 9 or 10?

MR. LEVIN: The exhibit with the Schedule B. That

is 9?

C,
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look like it. This one thing here may be, but I don't think so.

I really don't think so.

MR. SPARKS: So what is the answer?

THE WITNESS: What is the question? I am sorry.

If the question is is any of this handwriting mine --

MR. LEVIN: Yes.

THE WITNESS: No.

BY MR. LEVIN:

QDo you know what purpose this list would have been

compiled for?

A Well, as it says, "1980 Republican Senatorial Winners.'

Q Was it compiled in connection with the committee?

A I don't know for sure. It may have been.

Q Had you ever seen this document before? I may have
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1 MR. SPARKS: That is 10.

2 MR. LEVIN: Okay.

3 BY MR. LEVIN:

4 Q You say that Mr. Romanin may not have apprised you

5 even of the making of these contributions. Did you have any

6 discussions with him prior to the making of these contributions

7 as to making these contributions?

8 A Yes.

9 Q What discussions were those?

10 A I don't recall specifically, but I am sure that there

11 was a time when as members of the committee, Candidates'

cl 12 Committee, we said, "Well, who will be the best people 
to give

13 money for? Who needs the money?" Something of that nature.

14 1 don't really recall any details about it.

15 Q Were these discussions in December; in other words,

16 shortly before the making of these contributions?

17 A I don't really know when they really took place.

18 Q Were they after the --

19 A I guess they could have been any time.

20 Q Were they after the filing of the Postal complaint?

21A I don't really know that either.

2 2Q In these discussions, would these specific names come



IIup, the ones on the list, on Schedule B, in the exhibit before

2 you?

3 A Oh, I don't know. It could have been anybody I

4 suppose, anybody as long as they were Republican and they just

5 needed to be a candidate. They had to be a Republican,

6 they had to be a candidate, they had to need money to pay off

7 a debt or to do something else; whatever the criteria was

8 that was set up to allow the committee to give a contribution.

9 Q When were you first apprised of these contributions?

10 A Oh, I don't really know.

11 Q When you saw the figures, the 10 candidates and

12 $500 contributions, did you think that was too low or too high?

13 A I don't really know if it had anything to do with

C71 14 too high or too low. I think whatever the committee could

M15 give.

16 Q What was your reaction then to the contributions?

17 A As long as that is what the committee can give,

18 everything the committee can give.

19
1)Q Who made that decision as to what the committee could

-)o.S give?

21A I believe John Romanin would have, but I am not

22 really sure of that.
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I MR. SPARKS: I can't hear. Speak up.

2 THE WITNESS: I believe John Romanin would have, but

3 I am not really sure who did. The goal of the Candidates'

4 committee was to raise money, to help candidates do so. It was

5 as simple as that.

6 BY MR. LEVIN:

7 Q At any time did you anticipate making the decision to

8 make contributions from the committee's funds, to make the

CN 9 decisions for the committee as to making contributions?

In10 A Not that I know of.

@ 11Q This was all to be left to Mr. Romanin?

12 A I don't know why not.

13 MR. SPARKS: Was it or wasn't it?

711 14 THE WITNESS: I don't know. Yes or no. I don't

n15 know.

16 BY MR. LEVIN:

17 Q Then who was it going to be left to? Wasn't there

18 some apparatus figured out as to who would make a decision as

19 to how these moneys would go out or where these moneys would

*20 go?

21A I can only say I guess that would be John Romanin.

22) Q Was he in charge of the committee then as far as the
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day-to-day operations?

A For the most part, yes.

Q What was your function?

A Volunteer to the committee.

Q If it came down to a disagreement between you and

Mr. Romanin as to who was to make a decision as to how money

was going to be spent or how much services the committee should

ask from MediAmerica, who was to make that decision?

A I would -- it sounds like John Romanin.

Q What was your function then for the committee?

A As a volunteer to it, to help it get going as a

volunteer.

Q Who else was --

A At least that is how I viewed myself.

Q Who else was in on the decisionmaking process as to

those things I mentioned, how much services the committee would

want from MediAmerica and to whom the committee would contribute

besides you and Mr. Romanin?

MR. SPARKS: I got lost in the question; I am sorry.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Who else was in on the decisionmaking process besides

you or Mr. Romanin as to how much the committee would pay out

"

0*



97

or how much services the committee would want from MediAmerica

2 or to whom the committee would contribute? Who else?

3 A I think the clear -- the thing that the Candidates'

4 Committee, you know, was to do would be up for the most part to

5 Romanin. If it was a company thing, for example, as a vendor,

6 the company billed the committee, and it had an invoice, it

better darn well pay.

8 MR. SPARKS: When you say the company, what do you

9 mean?

tJ 10 THE WITNESS: MediAmerica.

0 IIn terms of actual, how much services, if it concerned

12 any activity that we would have provided for the committee,

13 that I personally or MediAmerica would have provided to the

14 committee, then that would have been as a consultant thing

15 because that is the area of expertise that the committee

16 retained MediAmerica to provide them with. So we would say

17 so much when, where, how, that sort of thing. We would advise

18 in that respect.

19 I9 BY MR. LEVIN:

20
I Q Would you and Mr. Romanin have any dispute in your21

respective capacities? For instance, let me be more specific.

22 Would you request payment from the committee and would
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1 Mr. Romanin say, "No, the committee can't make the payment now"?

2 A I don't really recall if he did or not.

3Q Would Mr. Romanin and you discuss the price to be

4 paid by the committee to MediAmerica?

5 A I don't recall a conversation like that.

6 Q You wouldn't have any disputes over that?

7 A Whatever the current market rate for the service is

8 is what would have been billed to the committee, as it would to

9 any other client.

10 Q Would you advise Mr. Romanin in your capacity as a

01 volunteer for the committee as to how the committee should deal

12 with MediAmerica?

13 A I don't believe any conversations like that took

14 place. I don't think he asked for any specific advice.

15 Basically the committee again retained the company to provide

16 services that it has expertise in.

17 Q Who else for MediAmerica was involved in the decision-

18 making process of the committee?

19 A No one that I am aware of.

0 Q Not Shirley King?

21 A No. I don't believe she was involved in anything

22 other than making sure reports were done correctly and on time.
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Not Karen Dent?

A I don't think so, no.

Q Who had possession of the books and records during

the time that King was treasurer?

A King did, I believe.

Q Where did she keep those books and records?

A I would assume in the space rented by the -- as a

matter of fact, they were in the space rented by the

Candidates' Committee, in a filing cabinet.

Q Did you have any dispute with Mr. Romanin at all in

the conduct of the committee's activities or in the relationshil

between the committee and MediAmerica?

A None whatsoever that I can remember.

Q It was all very harmonious? You never disagreed on

anything?

A There may have been a disagreement on --

MR. SPARKS: This question is in the context of the

relations between the committee and MediAmerica.

MR. LEVIN: Or in the conduct of the committee

itself or -- yeah, in the conduct of the committee itself. We

have two facets. One, the client-committee relationship, and

the conduct of the committee itself.
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BY MR. LEVIN:

2 Q Did you have any disagreements?

3 A At all?

4 Q Yeah, with Mr. Romanin.

5 A Concerning what?

6 Q Either of those two, the conduct of the committee

7 itself or the client relationship between the committee and

8 MediAmerica.

9 A I don't really remember if we did or not. I don't

10 think so, but I don't remember precisely. He may have objected

11 to something at one time or another.

12 (Witness and counsel conferring.)

13 BY MR. LEVIN:

14 Q Was there any question as to the idea with the

15 committee so much in debt, they were contributing $5,000 to

16 candidates -- 10 candidates, $500 contributions to each?

17 A Was there what?

18 Q A dispute between you and Mr. Romanin on that with

19 the present debt situation the committee was in?

20 A No, not that I recall.

21 Q How usual is it for a committee to make

22 contributions after only -- let's say if there were only two



mailings, how usual would that be?

A It depends on the person making the decision at the

committee. I don't know how usual or unusual that would be.

Q Has the committee contributed to any candidates

since the contributions listed on Schedule B in front of you?

A Not that I know of.

QWhy not?

MR. SPARKS: What does that have to do with this

investigation?

MR. LEVIN: I think it has to do with the conduct

of the committee as a committee.

MR. SPARKS: I know it has to do with that. But wi

does that have to do with this investigation?

DIR. LEVIN: Well, the idea of whether he was

interested in functioning as a committee or whether he was

interested in functioning as an adjunct of MediAmerica, very

plainly.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Why hasn't the committee contributed to any other

candidates since then?

A on advice of counsel.

Q What?

liat

0
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A On advice of counsel. Basically not do anything

until the matter is settled. Don't raise money. Don't do

anything. Do as little as possible.

Q When MediAmerica deals with its clients, does it

usually have a written contractual arrangement with its clients!

A No. Unless it is requested by a client.

Q Unless it is requested by --

A -- by a client. Generally, no.

Q Is there a distinction between how MediAmerica would

conduct itself with phonebank clients and direct mail clients?

A I don't really understand that question.

Q Well, MediAmerica conducts direct mail operations,

correct?

A Yes.

Q And it conducts phonebank operations?

A Yes.

Q Are these operations under the control of the same

people or are they separated out somehow?

A Again I don't understand what you mean.

Q Might a client use only direct mail and not phone-

bank operations, or vice versa?

A Yes.
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Q Now this committee, did they use phonebank operations?

A No.

Q They only used direct mail operations?

A That is correct.

Q What I am trying to get at is for some reason, for

whatever reason, does MediAmerica require written contracts

for direct mai]4 or require written contracts for phonebanks,

and would only require some kind of unwritten agreement for

its direct mail operations?

A Again, exactly what is the question? I am a little

bit confused.

Q You know your company. When you have a phonebank

operation --

MR. SPARKS: He knows the company, but he doesn't

know your question.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q When you have phonebank operations, do you have

written contracts?

A Sometimes, yes.

Q More so than when you have direct mail?

A I would say yes.

Q Is there a reason for that?

.q

Ln
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A Yes, I think there is. Basically it is an extremely

labor-intensive thing.

MR. SPARKS: What is?

THE WITNESS: Phonebank versus direct mail is

extremely labor-intensive. It is also capital-intensive,

extremely so, versus direct mail.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q So you want to have a cash flow. You want to be

able to pay these people in the phonebank?

A Oh, absolutely. Correct.

Q As opposed to the direct mail. The urgency is not a

That is correct.

I just wanted that clarified.

Other than written contracts, would you have any

written memorandum of an agreement with a direct mail

A Not as a matter of routine.

Q Is it routinely the only written evidence you would

have with any client would be let's say the invoice or bill

for payment?

A One of the benefits of MediAmerica as a company is

(73

(7

S
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I that we do not insist on our clients having contracts, so we

2 never did. Many things were, "This is the project. We are

3 happy to do it. Here is what we charge. Go at it."

4 The clients distinctly prefer that kind of relationship. So

5 we were not in the habit of drawing up contracts, no. We were

6 not.

7 Q Was there any discussion, let's say between you and

8 Mr. Romanin or between you and anyone else,, as to the possibility

9 of having a written agreement for transactions between

~.fl 10 MediAmerica and the committee, the National Republican

11 Candidates' Committee?

12 A I don't recall any. I don't recall that John

13 Romanin ever requested one from them in his capacity as a

14 member of the committee.

15 Q Was there any discussion as to the need to collect

16 payment more promptly from the committee?

17 A Always. With any client.

18 Q Any client?

19 A Any client.

0Q This was an ongoing process with the committee as

21 well?

22 A Sure. Always concerned. Any client who has a bill
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to the company, I am personally concerned about it being

paid, with any client. The goal is to get paid just like the

invoice says, within 30 days, or as soon as we can, whatever

arrangements may have been made.

Q Why wasn't such payment made by the committee

expeditiously?

A I believe they were.

MR, LEVIN: I am asking the reporter to mark this as

FEC Exhibit No. 12.

(The document referred to was
marked FEC Exhibit 12 for
identification, a copy of which
is attached to the court copy of
this deposition.)

MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 12 to the

witness and counsel.

MR. SPARKS: Exhibit 12 appears to be a five-page

document, four pages of which is a Statement of Organization,

a Report of Receipts and Expenditures filed according to the

date stamp on February 4, 1982 with the Federal Election

Commission, the first page of which appears to be from Sedam

and Herge, signed by a Legal Assistant, forwarding such

report to the Commission.
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Q

Have you

A

Q

Commissi

A

Q

A

Q

Schedule

tell me

$12,349

A

Q

A

BY MR. LEVIN:

I ask the witness, can you identify this document?

seen this before?

Yes, I have.

So you reviewed this filing before it was sent to the

n?.0

Briefly, yes.

Is this the most recent filing of the committee?

I believe so.

I refer to the fifth page of the document, marked

D, Debts and Obligations, excluding loans. Can you

why there is still this outstanding debt figure of

if MediAmerica likes to have payment?

On advice of counsel.

Is this still the balance outstanding?

To the best of my knowledge, if that is what it

says, yes.

Q In other words, on advice of counsel, shutting down

the committee basically, you just wouldn't pay the debt.

MR. SPARKS: That wasn't his tastimony, Mr. Levin.

MR. LEVIN: Then he should say whether it was or

wasn't.

~,I)
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1 MR. SPARKS: If you have a question, you should ask

3 BY MR. LEVIN:

Q If you could be more specific as to that on advice

of counsel. Are you saying that the committee should not pay

6 the debt?

A Oh, no. The committee should always pay the debt and

8 I am sure will.

9Q Was counsel representing you in the capacity of the

0 committee at that point or was he representing you as Medi-

11 America at that point?
12
12 MR. SPARKS: This firm's letter of representation is
13

"7 1 on file. It is clear who we represent and in what capacity.

C7 14 In addition, there is the letter dated July 30, 1981, from

J. Curtis Herge of the firm of Sedam and Herge, to this firm

16 concerning the amount of the outstanding debt owed by the

17 committee to MediAmerica and the reasons it was outstanding.

18
It is in the record why it was outstanding and it was on

19
advice of counsel that it remains outstanding.

9) 20
MR. LEVIN: Thank you.

21
BY MR. LEVIN:

22
Q Mr. Geske, let me ask you a few general questions.
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They may be based upon your observations. I guess we have

established before that the committee operated within the

perimeters of the office of MediAzuerica.

A it sublet space from the company.

a Could you describe that?

A How so?

Q What space was sublet? What facilities were sublet?

What were the arrangements?

A A room that was previously a conference room was

sublet to the committee, furniture I believe, and typewriters,

things of that nature, filing cabinets or whatever.

Q Would the conference room or any of these other

facilities be used for any other accounts that MediAmerica

held?

A Not to my knowledge.

Q Were these facilities that were considered under the

operation of the committee and rented by the committee?

A Oh, yes.

Q So you have this conference room. Was that sublet

for a specific period of time, let's say each time it was used,

or was it sublet for that entire period just for the

committee's use?
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1 A I believe it was sublet on a month-to-month basis.

2 Q Would MediAmerica use that conference room for any

other purpose, or did it during that time that it was sublet

4 to the committee?

A It may have, but I don't really know.

6 Q Were people instructed not to use that conference

room because it was the committee's leasehold?

8 A I don't really remember if they were specifically
9
9 instructed. I think there was something that whenever you do

,n 10 anything that is committee business, that is where it is done.

If it is MediAmerica's business, do not. Something like that.

12 But I don't really recall exactly.

13 How about phone arrangements? How were those worked

14 out?

' 15
A The Candidates' Committee installed a phone.

16 Q A whole separate phone?

17 A It was a shared type of thing where it had its own

18
phone system.

19 Q Was any MediAmerica business conducted on that phone?

2 A Not to my knowledge.21

21 Q Were people instructed not to conduct MediAmerica

22 business on that phone?
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I A Oh, absolutely. I think that is --

2 MR. SPARKS: I am getting lost. I thought the

testimony was that the committee shared part of MediAmerica's

phones. That is what I thought I heard. But now I am hearing

MR. LEVIN: I thought there was a subsequent

6 clarification.

BY MR. LEVIN:

8 Q What is the situation then? Let's go back. What was
9
9 the situation with the phones? How was the arrangement set up?

10 A That the Candidates' Committee had their own phone.

Q Were people instructed not to use that phone, other
12

1 than those who were acting on behalf of the committee?

13
A To the best of my knowledge, yes.

~14 Q Did you instruct anybody as to that?

15
A I am sure I did, yes.

16 Q Any other arrangements -- file cabinets, anything

17
like that -- that there were separate facilities?

18
A Not that I know of.

19
Q Did you have discussions with Mr. Romanin about the

0 p committee at the workplace during the time period that it was
21

in actual operation?

22
A Yes.
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I Where would these discussions be conducted?

2 A Mark V Eatery.

3 Q This is outside the perimeters?

4 A Yes. It could have been anywhere. I don't really

5 know where we sat down.

6 Q Did you have any discussions within the perimeters

7 of the workplace?

8 A I am -- we may have, yes.

Q Was Mr. Romanin acting on behalf of the committee

10 when those discussions went on?

1 IA I always assumed so, yes.

12 Q Did he make an arrangement to separate out his time

13 between his functions for MediAmerica and his functions

.* 14 representing the committee to you when you had these

15 discussions?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Even when you just had discussions about the

18 committee, he would let's say take 15, 20 minutes and separate

19 it out?

20 A If it was committee business, yes.

2 Q What would you do with that? Would you separate

22 your time out?
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A As a volunteer, no; unless I was acting as the

2 vendor -- acting as a vendor.

3 Q Acting as a vendor, would you then bill that time

4 to the committee?

5 A Yes.

6Q What would Mr. Romanin do? Was he acting in a

7 volunteer capacity for the committee whereby he would let's

8 say not be paid by MediAmerica because he was acting as a

9 committee person and yet not be paid by the committee?

L1 10 A I don't --

11 Q That is a tough one, I know. The reason I ask that,

12 I am curious. You talked about how Mr. Romanin seemed to be

13 functioning as a committee functionary, whereas you would

r) 14 conduct the business for the vendor. You appear to be saying,

15 and correct me if I am wrong, that time you would spend at

16 work discussing with Romanin would be part of the services

17 provided by MediAmerica to the committee; hence, billable

18 to the committee. Now Mr. Romanin, functioning for the

19 committee, was he then not paid by MediAmerica for that time?

20 Was pay withheld?2 W

21 A I really am kind of lost with the question.

22 Q Let me try to recreate it once more. I will make an
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I attempt.

2 You and Mr. Romanin are having a discussion. You have

testified before that Mr. Romanin was operating as a committee

functionary; is that correct?

A Yes. He was the treasurer, I believe.

6 Q You in these discussions would be operating as the

vendor, in what you perceived to be a business relationship,

8 when you were discussing committee affairs with Mr. Romanin;

9 is that correct?

10 A Yes.

1I Q Then we have established that -- or we may not have,

12 and I want to get that clear -- that that time that you spent

13 discussing the committee with Mr. Romanin was time spent by

14 MediAmerica that could be billed to the committee, let's

' 15
say as a consultant?

16 Was that a yes?

17 A I just thought it was. Are you saying do I

18
understand what you are saying? I think I understand what

19
you are saying up to this point, yes.

20 Q Is that correct, that is what your:testimony has

21
been?

22 A For the most part, yes.
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Q The fourth step. Mr. Romanin, discussing with

you as a functionary of the committee and not as an employee

for MediAmerica at that point, but on company time, would pay

be withheld from him for the time spent as a functionary for

the committee and/or would he be paid by the committee for time

spent working for the committee?

A The best of my knowledge, everything he put in on

the committee as really kind of as a volunteer, on a volunteer

basis.

Q But was pay withheld by MediAmerica for his work

during office hours for the committee?

A I don't believe he really put any time in on the

committee during office hours.

Q What about in the form of discussions with you?

A I don't -- you know, you are asking me for -- I don't

really know.

Q Who made the decisions, prior to your reference to

advice of counsel, who made the decisions as to the

committee's payment of the debt to MediAmerica? Would you

make the decision that the committee should pay the debt or

would Mr. Romanin make the decision?

A I believe Mr. Romanin did.
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I Q Did you have any discussion about that?

2 A Probably not.

3 MR. LEVIN: Let's take a two-minute break.

4 (Brief recess.)

5 MR. LEVIN: Back on the record.

6 We are going to be wrapping up soon.

7 1 am asking the reporter to mark this as FEC

8 Exhibit No. 13.

9 (The document entitled "Medi-

10 America, Inc., Financial
Statements, December 31, 1979"
was marked FEC Exhibit 13 for

11 identification, a copy of which

12 is attached to the court copy of

MR. LEVIN: I am showing FEC Exhibit No. 13 to
C071114

witness and counsel.
15

MR. SPARKS: All right.
16

BY MR. LEVIN:
17

Q Can you identify FEC Exhibit No. 13?
18

A Yes.
19

Q What is it?

20A It is a year-end statement. It appears to be a
21

22 year-end statement from Wallace Brill, the CPA of the company

at the time.



117

I Q I would like to refer you to the last page of this

2 document and the line item "net income." Is the net income

3 for 1980 similar to the net income for 1979?

4 A No.

5Q How does it compare?

6 MR. SPARKS: First of all, we don't have a financial

7 statement for the year-end of 1980.

8 MR. LEVIN: I would'think that the president of the

9 company might have an idea.

10 MR. SPARKS: Maybe you could ask him whether or not

o1 he has such a recollection.

12 BY MR. LEVIN:

13 0 Do you have such a recollection?

14 A I would really have to see them right before me.

15 1 haven't looked at these statements for an awful long time.

16 Q Did you have anything else to say on that?

17A No.

180 Would you say that the 1980 results are comparable

19
to the 1979 results?

00 MR. SPARKS: That is the same thing, asked in a

21 different form.



I0

2

3

4

5

6

7

18

19

10

12

13

C7 14

16

17

18

19

P20
21

22

11

5
* ~*..

.BY mi. 'ZV# S..

Q Do you recall whether you did better or worse than

this?.

A Oh, we did better.

For which year, 1980?

A Uk I 7 .ttal thid is. ohly for a shortpei&otm,

three months or something.

Q This is the year-end, earings for the year,

according to the second page.

A Yes. Well, the company was just formed, as I recall.

MR. SPARKS: It is confusing. The second page says

for year-end December 31, 1979 but it is dated May 26, 1979.

MR. LEVIq: Where is it dated?

MR. SPARKS: Second page of the exhibit.

THE WITNESS: I didn't notice that.

BY MR. LEVIN:

0 Were you aware in 1980 that this had been your profit

for 1979?

A

Q

owing you

If that is what the document says, yes.

Did it not seem curious to you that with a committee

$14,000 in debt - 7 .. .

that the committee would go out and spend $5,000
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contributing to candidates?

A As an employee of MediAmerica, I am always concerned

again about any organization that owes money to the company.

But I believe, as I stated earlier, that Mr. Romanin made those

decisions and I wasn't, you know, over it.

Q You weren't what?

A I don't remember being over it or I don't -- I believe

he made those decisions.

Q You didn't question him to say, "This seems a little

extravagant in light of the fact that the committee owes so

much money to MediAmerica"?

A No, I don't believe I ever did.

Q Did you have any discussion as to that?

A I don't believe I ever did, to be honest with you.

Q Did the committee make rent payments for the

facilities that they used?

A Yes.

Q Did they make them to the landlord or to MediAmerica?

A I believe they made them to the landlord.

Q Was the landlord apprised of this arrangement?

A I am sure they were, yes.

Q Were those moneys subtracted from the -- well, let's
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I ask it this way: The total rent that was Paid by NediAmerica

2 and the committee, did that equal the total rent that would

3 have been paid by MediAmerica had not the committee been there?

4 A I assume it was, yeah.

5 MR. SPARKS: If not, I would like to be the landlord.

6 THE WITNESS: Yeah, that is right.

7 MR. LEVIN: I have no further questions right now.

8 MR. SPARKS: What does right now mean?

9 MR. LEVIN: I just want to say at the end the

S 10 deposition will merely be adjourned. It will not be terminated.

@ 11 The witness will still be under subpoena.

12 MR. SPARKS: I know that is always the Commission's

13 view.

14 MR. LEVIN: Okay.

15 MR. SPARKS: May I now ask some questions?

16 MR. LEVIN: Sure.

17 EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE WITNESS

18 BY MR. SPARKS:

19 Q Mr. Geske, to your recollection, during what time

20 period, over what length of time did the National Candidates'

21 Committee, Conservative Candidates Committee, actually function,

22 raise funds and distribute funds, roughly, from when to when?
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A Whenever the FEC reports say. Exact dates I don't

tnow.

Q

nonths?

A

Q

iow many

,peratior

I understand that. Was it over a period of several

I would say that is accurate.

During the course of its operation, approximately

discussions did you have with Mr. Romanin about its

A Two, three; very minimal.

Q Approximately how much time did those several

conversations comprise?

A Minutes, literally minutes.

Q You are president of MediAmerica, are you not?

A Yes, I am.

Q As such, did you make efforts to ensure that services

which MediAmerica rendered to the Candidates' Committee were

billed to the Candidates' Committee?

A The very best of my ability, yes.

Q To your knowledge, as we speak today, were those

services which were rendered to the committee billed to the

committee?

A Oh, yes. I believe all of them were, unless an

C IS

10

0.
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error was made.

2 Q Have some of those bills been paid?

3 A Yes.

4 Q Earlier you testified that FEC Exhibit 4, which

5 consists of four invoices from MediAmerica to the committee,

6 does not reflect any bills for the list used in the October 25

7 mailing.

8 A Yes.

9Q Do you have any idea why that is so?

10 A I would just assume that it was an error. It should

* 1 have been billed.

12 Q With respect to the December 5 mailing, do you know
C,

13 if the list used in that mailing was ever billed to the

14 committee?

15 A According to the invoice, no. But it could have

16 been the first list that wasn't picked up. But again, if it

17 was a separate list, yes, it should have been billed.

18 Q With respect to FEC 4, page two thereof, invoice 10

19 upon MediAmerica's letterhead, is that an invoice for a list

20 of mailings?

21 A No.

22 Q What is it?
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A It is an invoice for production services basically.

2 Q For the services rendered in connection with the

3 mailing?

4 A Yes.

5 Q But in any of the documents which have been produced

6 today is there an invoice for the cost of the list which was

used in any mailings on behalf of the committee?

8 A No, not that I have seen.

9) Q When MediAmerica does mailings for other clients,

Lq 10 is the cost of the list used billed to the client?

40, 11 A Sometimes it is. Sometimes it isn't.
T

12 Q When would it not be?

13 A When the client provides the list himself.

C 14 Q Were the mailings on behalf of the committee an

15 arrangement like that? Did the committee provide its own list?

16 A I would have to say yes.

17 Q Why would you have to say yes?

18 A Well, only insofar as John Romanin was going to get

19 the lists.

0 Q John Romanin in your view was the committee, or at

21 least a representative of the committee?

22 A Oh, yes. In that capacity, yes.
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Q Would that explain why there are no invoices from

MediAmerica to the committee?

A Yes, it could very well.

Q You earlier testified -- and I have forgotten her firs

name -- Shirley King made decisions herself as to when she was

working for MediAmerica for the caging and batching activities.

Do you wish to clarify or expand on your earlier testimony and

when she was working for the committee?

A Yes, I do. As an employee of MediAmerica, Mrs. King

had specific functions and was instructed to do them during

office hours. When she did any work that was related to the

Candidates' Committee in her capacity as a MediAmerica employee,

she should have and I do believe was instructed to make

sure she kept track of it and billed it properly.

Q Do you know whether or not she in fact did that? Do

you know of your own knowledge?

A Absolutely, no. I assume she did what she was told,

as an employee of MediAmerica.

MR. SPARKS: I don't have any other questions.

MR. LEVIN: Just one question.
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BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Where did Mr. Romanin get his list that he was

providing for the committee?

A I don't know. I didn't ask him.

Q You never discussed that with him?

A No, not that I recall anyway.

Q But you know it wasn't the MediAmerica list?

A What MediAmerica list?

Q You know it was not a list provided --

A It was not a list that I personally went out to the

market, as I would in some cases, and buy it and then rent it.

I don't remember ever doing that for the Candidates' Committee,

no.

Q But could it have been a list provided through

MediAmerica as a result of MediAmerica's services to its other

clients?

A I don't think so.

Q Why not?

A Well, because the lists are proprietary information.

Q So if Mr. Romanin had been taking lists from the

0;

FURTHER EXAMINATION BY COUNSEL FOR THE FEDERAL

ELECTION COMMISSION
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records of your company's transactions with other clients, he

would have been violating the agreements?

A He would have been fired from MediAmerica as an

employee.

prett,

me ju

longe

T rntc

commi

gener

There

2 I imagine that is a yes.

(Witness and counsel conferring.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Mr. Geske, you seem to indicate that Mr. Romanin was

y much operating the committee; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q When a company such as MediAmerica produces -- let

st refer you to FEC Exhibit 4 again. This won't take much

r. I want to refer you to the second page. You have these

gras. Regardless of whether Mr. Romanin was running the

ttee or not, when a company such as yours produces an

raw, in this case did they do that from a computer-

ated list? In other words, you have computer data there?

A I would assume so on this, yes.

Q Wouldn't you know about such a list at such a cost?

are a lot of names there, at 50 cents a unit.

A Not necessarily.

MR. SPARKS: What do you mean when you say know about,

* ~

0
C
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MR. LEVIN: It is a large list of names. He is the

president.

MR. SPARKS: I am not in the industry really, but

in any event, 12,000 is maybe not a large number.

MR. LEVIN: If that is the answer, if that isn't

unusual, I would like that explained, too.

MR. SPARKS: Let Mr. Geske explain.

MR. LEVIN: Exactly.

THE WITNESS: What is your question?

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Would you not be cognizant of such a large list of

names?

A Not necessarily.

MR. SPARKS: What do you mean cognizant of?

THE WITNESS: This is not a large list of names by an

shape of the imagination.

(Witness and counsel conferring.)

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Would a client, such as this committee, be able

to put its own list of names into the computer that would be

this large without having you know about it?

A Well, again, this is not a large list by any shape

0
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I of the imagination.

2Q Okay. Then this size.

A This is incidental.

4 MR. SPARKS: Excuse me. I think there is a mis-

conception. I think that is why we are not getting an answer.

6 You have said would a client be able to put these names on a

computer.

8 MR. LEVIN: Yes.

MR. SPARKS: You asked if the,- were

L' 10 computer-generated. The answer was yes. I took that to mean

0 I that it was printed, that the f -were printed by a

1212 computer.

13 MR. LEVIN: Okay.

14 BY MR. LEVIN:

Q The names, the people, the list of names, the people

16 to whom the U 0b was sent, we have on there 12,245

17 Urgntgrams, so apparently there was a list of 12,245 names.

18
Now, if a client came in and put this many names into your

19
computer, wouldn't you know that? I mean, these aren't

21 names that your --21

MR. SPARKS: Again, there is just a misunderstanding

of how the industry works. A client would either deliver it
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directly to MediAmerica or to MediAmerica's computer house a

spool containing the names. That spool would be attached to

the computer. It would in turn spit out names on each of

12,-245 and the spool would be returned to the client

or its agent.

MR. LEVIN: Okay.

MR. SPARKS: It is not a question of putting names

into a computer.

MR. LEVIN: Right, okay.

BY MR. LEVIN:

Q Isn't that something you would normally know about?

A Not necessarily.

Q How many clients do this, put their own names in?

A Well, again, the procedure is a little bit different

than as I understand you are defining it. Names or client

materials or lists may arrive in any format. They could be,

you know, a 4-UP Cheshire level, a pressure-sensitive level,

a nine-track tape, eight-track, a discette. They are then

mounted on the system and prepared for a mail date by Medi-

America personnel.

Q How many clients come in with their own names as

opposed to the same?
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MR. SPARKS: Almost all of them.

2 THE WITNESS: Oh, many. I guess almost all of them.

3 I guess almost all of them, yeah.

4 MR. LEVIN: I have no further questions.

5 MR. SPARKS: I have none.

6 MR. LEVIN: Just a procedural point I made before.

7 I didn't mean to stop you from asking questions. I was merely

8 explaining why I said "at this point."

9 For the record, this deposition is adjourned. It is

!.fl 10 not terminated. So you are still under subpoena.

11 THE WITNESS: Okay.

12 (1 have read the foregoing pages
O 4 through 130, inclusive, which

WT13 contain a correct transcript of
the answers given by me to the

14 questions therein recorded.)

15

16

17 D. RICHARD GESKE

18

19

* 20

21

22
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I CERTIFICATE OF NOTARY PUBLIC-

2 I, Karen Hinnenkamp, the officer before whom the foregoing

3 deposition was taken, do hereby certify that the witness

4~ whose testimony appears in the foregoing deposition was duly

sworn by me; that the testimony of said witness was taken

6 by me in shorthand and thereafter reduced to typewriting

by me; that said deposition is a true record of the testimony

8 given by said witness; that I am neither counsel for, related

9 to, nor employed by any of the parties to the action in which

10 this deposition was taken; and further that I am not a relative

O1 11
or employee of any attorney or counsel employed by the parties

-r
12 thereto, nor financially or otherwise interested in the outcome

13 of the action.

14

15

16 Ntary Public in and for

the District of Columbia

17
My commission expires:

18
July 31, 1983

19

*20

21

22
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4-0127 63J32682001 10/25/80. SCI, IPNt4ACC CSP V$CP1
1 703998567 U. TDMA AL E X AN .IA VA ,1 --, 8 4

rs. Carol Reed
•Americans Fov Change

i0218 North Lee St., #218
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM:

703998567 UGM ALEXANDRIA VA 26 10.25 OBOOP EST.

ZIP 4

JOHN D. ROMANIN
NATIONAL FINANCE DIRECTOR
NATIONAL-REPUBLICAN CAND.6 COMM.
1900 NORTH BEAUREGARD ST
ALEXANDRIA .VA 22311

NEED YOUR HELP IMMEDIATELY!. LEAD IN POLLS IS EVAPORATING. CARTER

*VICIOUSLY ATTACKING REAGAN. GOOD CONSERVATIVES REAGAN NEEDS IN

-, SENATE ANDHOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES SUFFERING FROM BACKLASH

-0 OF CARTER ATTACKS. BIG MEDIA AND TELEVISION NETWORKS STEPPING UP ANTI-

REAGAN PROPAGANDA, POWERFUL BIG LABOR UNIONS PUMPING MILLIONS. INTO

LIBERAL CAMPAIGNS DURING FINAL DAYS OF ELECTION, MUST PULL OUT

* ALL STOPS IN REMAINING FINAL HOURS TO PREVENT DEFEAT, PLEASE SEND

MAXIMUM EMERGENCY CONTRIBUTION RIGHT AWAY. NO CONTRIBUTION IS TOO SMALL.

CAN'T LET CARTER AND BIG LABOR BOSSES STEAL THIS ELECTION AWAY FROM

CONSERVATIVES. PLEASE SEND CHECK NOWFDR ELEVENTH HOUR VICTORY EFFORTS.

LAST PUSH TO WIN IN FULL SWING. NO SECOND CHANCE AT THIS LATE DATE. ITS

WIN OR LOSE NOW. PLEASE HELP. PLEASE HELP. MAKE YOUR CHECK PAYABLE

TO: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE COMMITTEE. PLEASE SEND TODAY.

0800 EST

UGMCOMP UGM
REFOL HNTIREcURGNTGRAM AND RETUR '
W IT H CK ENCLOS D IN SPECIALLY MARK'ED ENVELOPE.



,1MER/Ch
1Ar Ceter Q1 Plaza 6
,,a N. ea urard streat, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 2211
Phone 70 g064

- -

ni

National Republicans Candidates
Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St., Ste. 12
Alexandria, VA. 22311

Invoice #758

Poduction and mailing services. Total
Gran1s. Drop date 10/25 10/26/80.

Production:
8778 UT.SO/each

October 27, 1980

count 8778 Urgent

$ 4,389.00

•Set-up 10.00

569.82
636.00

9 Blue (15K)
Carrier Window (15K)

Live stamp application

StamfSpol age
Postage for 8778

C Total Due

S0.00

17.00
2_633.40

$8,305.92

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. e', !.'

All charges are payable 20 days from dete of invoice. A
service charge of 1.St per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

Job #0037

2 4%,?



M EDIAMERICA
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

,,----o1900 N. Beauregard Street. Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 703 1 998 1 0334

INVOICE
000010

AN charges are payable 30 days from date
CNARGE of 13% per month fequivaleat to
aded to past due items.

National Republican Candidates Committee
r) , 1900 North Beauregard Street, #12

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

of ,nvesce A SERVICEI1% Per year) win be

AcountNumber

*q" Job #0090 PURCHASE ORDER NO. P'ease Send One Copy Wih memettane.

C!PATE INVOICE NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

.1412/80 Composition/Production of 12,245 UrgentGrams
.Drop date - December 5, 1980. .

-Copy Creative Fee 1,000.00

-UrgentGram @ .50/unit 6,122.50
-Printing - Envelopes 584.35

20K Blue Wove Black Ink
-Postage (.15 each) 1,836.75

TOTAL DUE $ 9,543.60

Paid on Account 1/10/81 - Ck. 0116 2,000.00

BALANCE DUE $ 7,543.60

Claims for defeCts,. damages or shortages must be made in writing
withih a period of ten (10) days after delivery.



Mark Center Offict iaza 5
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 7031 99810334

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

198

Invoice 1 772

Reimbursement for services rendered by MediaAmerica for
November, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist, General Office:

J. Kanak (Caging/Batching/Zeroxing)
work-up for stationery
17 hr at 5.49/hr.

B. Wheeler (Caging/Batching,verification
35 hr at 4.00/hr.

A. Gosain/Filing/general office
7 hr at 4.00/hr.

Keypunch & Verify Contributors List

$ 92.00

140.00

28.00

100.00

Accounting:

S. King (28 hrs at 8.24fhr.)
Caging, Batching, Bank Deposits
FEC report, Organizing Files.

Xerox Machine: CopiesSupplies.

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk, Desk Chair.

Answering Telephone ($40/wk: l1-4-80/11-30-80)

Administrative (S. King 10 hrs at 8.24).
Chart of Accounts/Opening Bank Accounts

TOTAL

198.00

70.00

150.00

140.00

82.00

$1,000.00

U101

IWI

0



'Mark Center Office Plaza 5
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 7031 99810334

November 26, 190

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

Invoice # 776

Reimbursement of services rendered by
December, 1980.

MediaAmerica for

Secretarial Receptionist:

Answering telephone(40/week: 12/1-12/31)
Anita Gosain-general office-set-up files

(37.S hr x 4)
Filing at 4hr x 4.00

Supplies:

S Boxes file folders at($S/each)
2 Boxes letter size folders($12/each)
3 Packages of red tabs($3/each)
1 Package of white tabs
1 Accounting check holder

Keypunch: Contributors and verify

Xerox Machine: Copies and supplies

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk & Desk Chair

S' 160.00

150.00
16.00

75.00
* 24.00

9.00
1.S0

18.00

120.00

70.00

1SO.00

Accounting & General Office:

S. King (8.24 x 33 hours)
FEC Report
Caging and batching
Bank deposits 271.00

$ 1,064.50TOTAL



CENTER -!!J(.a1900 0. REAUPEGARD ST. f2 . ij, ~ i. 1iALEXANDRIA, VA. .22311 5*"-~.J:
-- .. 1. . ,

f### 4-0)2453 J 234)J2 121(580 SIC CPS FSCFI
1 7039980334 UGM TDMA ALEXANDRIA VA 12/5 0900 EST

ronald Dav.is
3129 S. 14th St.
Arlington, VA 22204

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN
CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE ...... JOHN D. ROMANIN.....NATIONAL FINANCE

CHAIRMAN...... 0900 EST 12/5

ON BEHALF OF RESIDENT-ELECT RONALD DrAG, ..ND MYSELF* THANK YOUI
f. Mr. Davis, MAKE NO MISTAKE ABOUT IT..... RONALD REAGAN IS'PRESIDENT

BECAUSE OF YOUR BELIEF IN THE MAN AND THE PRINCIPLES HE REPRESENTS AND
BECAUSE OF YOUR ENDURING SUPPORT.....I ALSO WANT TO EXTEND MY PERSONAL
GRATITUDE TO YOU FOR HELPING ELECT A REPUBLICAN MAJORITY TO THE U. S.
ItNATE..... IT:S THE FIRST TIME IN OVER 26 YEARS REPUBLICANS HAVE
eONTROLLED THE "UPPER CHAMBER"....• THIS VICTORY IS EVEN' MORE GRATIFYING
BECAUSE MANY GOOD CONSERVATIVES LIKE SENATORS THURMOND, HATCH AND GARN
VLL BECOME CHAIRMEN-OF VERY POWERFUL COMMITTEES..... ADDITIONALLY, OUT-
SANDING CANDIDATES LIKE-STEVE SYMMS FROM IDAHO AND PAULA HAWKINS FROM
W.RIDA WILL GREATLY INCREASE OUR STRENGTH IN THE SENATE..... NONE OF

S GAINS COULD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE WITHOUT YOUR PERSONAL COMMITMENT.....
NOW I MUST TURN MY ATTENTION TO HELPING: THESE NEWLY ELECTED "REAGAN"

STNATORS AND CONGRESSMEN...... COMBINED, THEY HAVE CAMPAI!N DEBTS TOTALING
DA .2 MILLION...THEY REALLY DESERVE HELP...MANY CAMPAIGNED 16-18 HOURS A
DAY FOR MONTHS BEFORE THE ELECTION SO AS NOT TO LET US DOWN .... . AND IN
WE RACES THAT WERE TOO CLOSE TO CALL, I URGED EACH CANDIDATE TO SPEND A
MNIMUM OF $50000 ONT M N TE TV AND RADIO VRTISEMENTS WITH -
FXU=LE TO HELP THEM AFTU lTHEELLLTONS... I KNEW T AT IN A CLO ACE.
H,-6AVY TV AND RADIO SATURATION WOULD PUSH rHEM OVER THE TOP..... MY
STRATEGY WORKED BUT CAMPAIGNS.HAD TO GO INTO DEBT..... WITH MASSIVE DEBTS
NOW4 HANGING OVER THEIR HEADS THEY CAN'T CONCENTRATE ON THEIR WORK.....
MORE IMPORTANTLY, NEW CONSERVATIVES WITH LARGE DEBTS BECOME A PRIME,,
TARGET OF WEALTHY LIBERALS AND POWERFUL LABOR UNIONS WHO-HAVE SWORN
"TO GET EVEN"..... PLEASE HELP ME KEEP MY PROMISE TO HELP THESE GOOD
CONSERVATIVES PAY OFF THEIR DEBTS..... Mr. Davis, WON'T YOU SEND THE
NAT. REP. CANDIDATE'S COMM. $50 OR PERHAPS $100 OR MORE SO THAT I DON'T HAVE
10 BREAK MY PROMISES TO THEM ...... I APOLOGIZE FOR NOT CONSULTING WITH YOU
BEFORE ADVISING OUR CANDIDATES TO GO INTO DEBT IN ORDER TO WIN, BUT
THERE WASN'T ANY TIME TO CONTACT YOU IN THE REMAINING DAYS OF THE ELECTION....
IOPE YOU'LL FORGIVE ME AND HELP THE COMMITTEE NOW BY SENDING AS GENEROUS

ONTRIBUTION AS POSSIBLE. .... GOD BLESS.....

0900 P EST JOHN. D. ROMANIN..... NATIONAL FINANCE CHAIRMAN

• PLEASE REFOLD ENTIRE URGENTGRAM AND RETURN WITH CHECK IN
ENCLOSED ENVELOPE - MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO NATIONAL
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE.******

d _7 BY- U E;. ' =-. C, A L _ 7 n. c. . : -a f-- g
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Media America
1900 N. Beauregard St., *12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear Sir or Madam:

It has come to our a-ttention that your "Urgentgram" mailing
envelopes include an altered eagle logotype, obviously
copied from the U.S. Postal Service seal and emblem. You
are advised that affixing such altered seal to paper is a
criminal violation carrying a fine of up to $5,000, impri-
sonment for up to 5 years, or both. 18 U.S.C. S506.

The Postal Service emblem, in addition to being the official
seal of the Postal Service, is also its registered trademark
and service mark, Registration No. 975,033. As I am sure
you are aware, a trademark owner must take the actions neces-
sary to assure that its marks are not misused.

Because of the seriousness with which we consider this mat-
ter, we must require the unequivocable written assurance
that you will cease all use of the Postal Service emblem or
any imitation thereof.

Sincerely,

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel
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JAIl 2I 1981

Media America
. 1900 N. Beauregard St., #12

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Diar Sir or Madam:

On December 12, 1980 we wrote to you asking that you cease
the use of the altered eagle logotype which is the seal and
emblem of the United States Postal Service and our registered
trademark/service mark, Registration No. 975,033. You have
not yet responded.

tn Since that time we have been informed of your continued,
widespread violation of both the Criminal Code, Section 50t I
of Title 18 of the United States Code and of our property
rights in the United States Postal Service emblem trademark,

0' Registration No. 975,033.

17 You are hereby advised that if we do not have your unequi-
vocable written assurance within 10 days of the date of this

Cletter that you are ceasing all use of the Postal Service
emblem, any imitation or alteration of the emblem, the Depart-
ment of Justice will be provided with the necessary information
to take immediate steps to enforce both the criminal and civil
violations.

Respectfully,

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel
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S January 23, 1981

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel
United States Postal Service
475 L'Enfant Plaza, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20260

Dear Mr. Major:

4s per my telephone conversation of this date and your correspondence
dated December 12, 1980 Ind January 21, 1981, please be advised that
you have my unequivocable assurance that MediAmerica has ceased using
all envelopes in question.

In fact, upon receipt of your first letter dated December 12, 1980.
I took inediate action to comply with your request by cancelling 411
pending orders. Additionally, I directed the supervisor in charge ofS. our mailing center to immediately discontinue the use of any of these
forms and envelopes that remained in stock.

On this same date however, it came to my attention that some
remaining overage was inadvertently used. To prevent this error from
re-occuring, I have taken the precaution of ordering this stock destroyed.

MediAmerica printed "Urgentgram" envelopes and forms for direct
mail solicitations with the hope of better serving our clients by
increasing their response rates. At no time was the design of the

CO package thought to violate any ordinance, law, patent, trademark, or
federal code, hence the modifications in the eagle emblem and the use
of the word "Urgentgram".

Thank you, Mr. Major, for being so courteous and helpful, and
please be assured that you have my complete and earnest cooperation
in this matter.

SiSear e

RG/ckt
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March 3.0,2001

Mr.Richard Geske
National Candidates Committee
1900 N. Beauregard Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear Mr. Geske:

This is in response to your request for clarification
as to the use of my name in your Committee's December Sth
fundraising solicitation,

As you aware, I was not asked if my name could be used
in this solicitationand therefore, did not authorize such
use in advan'ce.

Please be informed that although I was not aware of
the use of my name in your letter, I personally have no
objection at this time. Had your Committee requested the
use of my name I would have seriously considered-such a
request and most likely would have engaged in the fundraising
effort.

I appreciated the contribution received by my own Campaign
Committee and look forward to your continuing support in the
future.

Best regards.

SS:att
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1980 REPUBLICAN SENATORIAL WINNERS

S/ Jerry DentonDenton.for Senate
3443 Armour Dr.
Box 1980I Mobile, Alabama'

trep. pick-up)

AKI

ii

oGA

IA

f (205)4794562
Frank Murkowski F.ee-.uo'e re.
Murkowski for U. S. Senate
S. 6h e Aasa 95a
.Anchorage, Alaska 9SI 1 l
irep. pick-up) 30 ..m

3i't opwJr

(907)276-3335

Barry Goldwater
Goldwater for Senate Committee 5T#A~e4C
Box 39515 .02)258-8169
Phoenix, Arizona 85069 5 774v ,,2,-S816
(incumbent) 377 ,

1 .4 0,,; 4 e

IMI I V5 U lml I Id

aula Hawkins for Senate
Box 12637
Tallahassee, Florida 3231
(r. pickup)

jick Mattingly
/Friends of Mack Mattingly
Box 1980
Atlanta , Ga. 30301

(904)224-3207/5748

*~ 644/ g6~e~~7
M49/h,#/ *Z*44~5,~

(rep. pick-up)

,. ynmms for Senate A . ,
v Box 471

Boise, Idaho 83701 &7#FV. , rA4g) 4Af4 : te
(rep pick-up)

n Quayl e

Box 216
uye for Senate J/

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206
(rep. pick-up) - eue '

Ckres Grassley
, ,rassley for Senate 264 - , ,_-PjS ,u740X/W.

Dox 1000 "-
es Moines, Iowa 5 Av' 1
ep. pick-up) V- #/

r (obert Dole

ole for Senate1001 Kansas Ave.
opeka, Kansas 66612'(incumbent) .

(404)231-5715

(208)344-1776

(317)636-8080

-A o

(913)233-1203 .
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MD* and 20910
• .. l
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ul Laxal t .... . " -" 'L.

Incumbent) a0..-

Oarren Rudman IW
Warren Rudman for U. S. Sen ate L } /Zt/be
Box 2016
Concord,NH 03301 I
S603)225-5384

rep.., .. ,ik p •46 • -v ... , ..'o . ' .- :, ,.'. 7--,

Q-s.
Alfonse D'Amato
Friends of Al D'Amato Ap7 i'0$ eAio18 'E. Sunrise Hwy&.. Suite 301.

NY' Freeport, N. Y. 11520 -" " j(212)582-1772.0,7 7I q~t

eW John East
John East for Senate
Box 26493

; Raleigh, ti.C. 27611
(919)782-7331

* (rep. pick-up)

Committee " "

Mark Andrews
,, Andrews for Senate Committee

Box 1773
ND Fargo,ND 58107

(701)232-8030

g~ ~AE2T(

C~ ,?~T

/eC44r0

7i Z 64-r

Don Nickles
Nickles for Senate
Box 1549

OK Ponca City, Oklahoma 74601
(405)762-1628

* Ro Pac od
Re 1 ct c ood Committee
0o6

OR rt1 0 eg 97207
n04

*ent)

Arl en Specter
Specter. for Senate

Suite 1402
Western Savings Bank Building

Broad & Chestnut St.
M _ _ _ V

(215)546-9750

7-A,, 7=t.
. 1 .. ". o

NH

I

el

C



SD im(bdnor"
Friends for Jim Abdnor
Box 5004
Sioux Falls, South Dakota
(605)331-2000

eOot
57117

(rep. pick-up) _

Jake G
Jake Garn Campaign Committee
Box 11998
Salt Lake City, Utah 84147 1II'
(801)532-2080 A

WI Robert Kasten
Kasten or U. Senate
8665 N. Port Was ington Rd,
Milwaukee, Wisco sin 53217
(414)351-6615
(rep.. pick-up)

WA / Id_ Gorton
rurtun TOr benate

/ 500 Wall Street( Seattle,. Washington 98121
• (206)447-9720
"-)(rep. pick-up)*

/4014
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January 29, 1962

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

Re: National Candidates Committee
FEC IID. *: Cools0,S2

Gentlemen:

Enclosed herewith is the Report of Receipts andDisbursements of National Candidates Committee. FEC Form 3X,covering the period July 1. 1981 through December 31, 1981.

enclosure

f4T5C 6?( /~
_s-- v ( -/ 2 .-
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D. Richard Geske
MediAmerica
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

1900 N. Beauregard Street
Suite 12
Alexandria, Va. 22311
Re: National Republican Candidates' Committee.

Dear Mr. Geske:

On behalf of counsel who took your 
deposition on

May 24,11982, you are hereby notified that the transcript

of your deposition is now ready and available 
at the abovo

' address for reaciny and signing as requested 
by you.

Kindly let the undersigned know when you 
will be in.

If it is not convenient for you to com 
to our offices, we

would suyest you read uounsel's carbon 
copy, prepare an arrai.ta

sheet, sign the errata sheet 
before a notary public, return 

it

oD to our office and we will attach it to the court 
copy of the

transcript and proceed to file it with 
the court.

If by July 7, 1982, we have not received any request

for extension of time or otnerwise heard 
from you, it will be

9 assumed that readiny and signing are no longer 
desired, and thu:

c* deposition will be filed.

Very sincerely yours,

MILTON REPORTING, INC.

"Report r/Notary

cc:
£ ile

Jonathan Levin, Esq.

Robert R. Sparks, Jr., Esq.

.1

~,I ;~
40



Milton Repmril, Inc.

teI C t A"vV. N.W.wmlq,,s, n.c. 21
P.I. Joyce

V.P. & Oeasl Mor.

September 8, 1982

Jonathan Levin, Esq.
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, N.W.-7th Floor
Washington, D.C.

COP3

Re: National Republican Candidates' Committee, et al.
Deposition of D. Richard Geske - MUR 1363
May 4, 1982

Dear Mr. Levin:

Enclosed herewith in the original copy of the deposition
of Mr. D. Richard Geske in the above captioned case. This

original copy is forwarded for your files, as Mr. Geske has

not shown up for reading and signing as to date.

'-4 cc:

file
Robert R. Sparks, Jr., ESq.

82

2O 43-3S9S
U3.-3S99

NoWry Public
D.C.-Va.-Md.
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GLEN J. 51AM, JR.

J. CURTIS McRae
ROBERT a. SPARKS, JR.
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

JANIS A. CHERRY
KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR
JOHN ROBERT CLARK ]

9. ERIC SIVERTSEN

AT?@R#04S AT LAW

* So o G. c. r 0 W )# , 0 ,v t

WOMXAN, VIOI 89103

(703) 021-1000

March 25, 1982

SUITE 2701700 PENNSYLVANIA ENUt N. W.

WASHINGTON, 0. C. 30006

(703) 621-1O00

TELEX 710-l'OSSS9

CASLS 89O0#IN R C"69

S.

Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Stephen Mims, Esq.

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Gross:

On February 22, 1982, the Federal Election Commission
issued a subpoena to D. Richard Geske, requiring him to
provide certain documents in connection with the above-
captioned matter. By letter dated March 23, 1982, you
confirmed that the due date for compliance with the subpoena

had been extended to March 26, 1982. In that connection,
there are enclosed copies of documents requested by the
referenced subpoena, together with a description of those

documents, in paragraphs numbered to correspond to the

numbered paragraphs of the subpeona.

1. The Articles of Incorporation of
MediAmerica, Inc.

2. The By-Laws of MediAmerica, Inc.

3. There exist no By-Laws, charter or other
governing document, of National Candidates Committee
(formerly known as National Republican Candidates'
Committee and hereinafter referred to as "NCC").
It had been the intention to incorporate NCC under

the Virginia Nonstock Corporation Act. Discussions
to that effect had been had with counsel prior to

the time the subject complaint was filed. Incorporation
was postponed until this matter is resolved.

AA~f



Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Pag e 2
M 25, 1982

4(a) and 4(b). Attached are invoices numbered 758
and 000010 from MediAmerica, Inc. to NCC for
services, supplies and postage for direct-mail
solicitation letters mailed on or about October
25, October 26 and December 5, 1980. Also included
are MediAmerica, Inc. invoices numbered 772 and
776, representing charges for materials and services,
equipment, office furnishings and personnel expenses
supplied by MediAmerica, Inc. to NCC. Invoices 772
and 776 reflect charges for the time expended by
employees of MediAmerica, Inc. for NCC. Those time
charges were calculated by Mrs. King, the bookkeeper
of MediAmerica, Inc. No agreement exists between
MediAmerica, Inc. and NCC which establish the

OA." basis for extending credit, the terms of the
extension of credit or payment schedules. This is
consistent with the standard practice of MediAmerica,
Inc. in its dealings with other clients, as shown
below.

4(c). Attached are invoices of MediAmerica, Inc.
to various of its clients in 1980, including
political committees, for services, supplies and
postage for direct-mail solicitation letters and
other services.

MediAmerica, Inc. rendered its services on
the basis of verbal agreements, thus no written
agreements exist between MediAmerica, Inc. and
these various clients. As in the case of NCC,
MediAmerica, Inc. frequently advanced postage and
other expenses on behalf of its clients and, when
appropriate, rendered charges for time expended by
employees of MediAmerica, Inc. on behalf of its
clients. It will also be noted that the terms of
credit vary. In some cases, the invoices provide
that they are due and payable upon receipt, while
others provide for carrying charges. The majority
of invoices have no terms. As recorded on the
invoices, some are paid promptly, some in installments
and some after the passage of several months.



.Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Page 3
March 25, 1982

The basis for extending credit and the terms
of the extension of credit between MediAmerica,
Inc. and NCC were clearly similar to the basis and
terms extended by MediAmerica, Inc. to its other
clients. (NOTE: THE MATERIAL SUPPLIED HEREIN IS
PROPRIETARY INFORMATION OF MEDIAMERICA, INC. AND
SHOULD NOT BE MADE PART OF THE PUBLIC RECORD.)

4(d). Materials which relate to the establishment
of NCC and its organizational structure consist of
materials submitted and explained by counsel by
letters dated February 25, 1981 and July 30, 1981.
Attached is a copy of notes taken at a meeting
between Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin on August 18,
1980. At that meeting, discussions were had about
an initial budget, individuals who might be solicited
to provide funds for the first mailing and about
the acquisition of an initial mailing list.
Messrs. Romanin and Geske were responsible for all
decisions concerning NCC. (The current members of
the Board of Directors of MediAmerica, Inc. and
its officers are: D. Richard Geske, President;
G.Weber, Vice President; D. Seese, Secretary and
Treasurer; and, Rhonda K. Stahlman.)

c5. Attached are copies of letters and checks,
described therein, from NCC to the following
Senators and Congressman:

(a) Senator D'Amato
(b) Senator Hawkins
(c) Senator Mattingly
(d) Senator Symms
(e) Senator Grassley
(f) Rep. LeBoutillier
(g) Rep. Molinari
(h) Rep. McCollum
(i) Rep. Hunter
(j) Rep. Carman



K~nehA, Gross, Esq.

4irc: h 2S 1982

6. Attached are the following:

(a) List of telephone calls (3 pages)
to individuals associated with the
campaigns of successful condidates
for election to the Senate.

(b) Memorandum of telephone conversation of
December 18, 1980 to Mary Beth Blumberg
of the staff of Senator-elect Hawkins.

(c) Copies of NCC checks numbered 101-104 and 116
payable to MediAmerica, Inc. for invoices
or other obligations as indicated thereon.

(d) Letter to NCC by Senator Symms, dated
March 30, 1981.

(e) Copies of direct-mail solicitations
for contributions made by NCC.

14 (f) Copies of correspondence between the
t_1 United States Postal Service and MediAmerica,

Inc. relative to the use of the word
"urgentgram" on the solicitations produced
for NCC. (An issue which has been resolved.)
Copies of the material submitted in response
to the subpeona in that matter are not
included because they duplicate the

cmaterial herein produced.

(g) Copies of correspondence relative to the
complaint by the Republican National
Committee, National Republican Congressional
Committee and National Republican Senatorial
Committee to the use of the word "Republican"
in the original name of NCC. (An issue
which has been resolved.)

Not included with this response are communications to
and from counsel on this matter and documents previously submitted
to the Federal Election Commission in connection with this matter.

Since/ly yours/

'C_



ARTICLES OF INCORPORATION

0- -,

HEDWISIICA, INC.

In compliance with'the, requirements of'Chapter I

of Title 13.1 of the Code of Virginia, the undersigned

hereby acts to form a stock corporation and to that end sets

forth the following:

ARTICLE I

The name of the corporation is: MEDIAMERICA,

INC., hereinafter referred to as the "Corporation."

ARTICLE II

The purpose or purposes for which the Corporation

is organized and shall be operated is to conduct the business

of bringing to the attention of the public through the

press, magazines, pamphlets and other means the characteristics,

ability and other qualities tending to establish in the
C

minds of the public the character and ability of its subscribers;

to design, write, prepare, place, publish and display, in

any manner, advertisements and publicity devices and innovations

of all kinds for itself and others; to print, publish and

distribute writings of every kind and description; to arrange

for the placing of advertisements; to do a general advertising,

media and publicity business in all its branches; and, to

engage in any other lawful act or activity for which a

corporation organized under the laws of Virginia is permitted.

ARTICLE III

The aggregate number of shares which the Corporation

shall have authority to issue Shall be TEN THOUSAND (10,000)



shares with a par value of Ten Cents ($.l0) per share*

shareos $hall bt-couuo shares with full votingS =4

rights.

ARTICLE IV

The post-office address of the initial registered

office of the Corporation is 7600 Old Springhouse Road,

McLean, Virginia 22101, which is located in Fairfax County,

Virginia. The name of its registered agent is J. CURTIS

HERGE, who is a resident of Virginia and who is a member of

the Virginia State Bar and whose business office is the

same as the registered office of the Corporation.

ARTICLE V

The number of Directors constituting the initial

Board of Directors is three (3) and the name and addresses

of the persons who are to serve as the initial Directors

are:

Thomas M. Davis, III
6318 Nicholson Street
Falls Church, Virginia 22044

Michael D. Hughes
6115 Roxbury Avenue
Springfield, Virginia 22152

J. Curtis Herge
1102 Waynewood Boulevard
Alexandria, Virginia 22308

I, the undersigned, J. CURTIS HERGE, being the

Incorporator herein named, for the purpose of forming a cor-

poration pursuant to the Virginia Stock Corporation Act ofS



and the facts-bo*in stated are Win aRd, accotdizgly, have

set my hand this / day of8.

0/

0



BY-LAWS

OF

NIVDAMZICA IC

ARTICLE I

Of fices

Section 1. Principal office. The principal

office of the corporation shall be located in the Commonwealth

of Virginia, United States of America. The corporation

shall have and continuously maintain in the Commonwealth of

Virginia a registered office, and a registered agent whose

business office is identical with such registered office.

W) The address of the principal or the registered office may be

changed from time to time by the Board of Directors.

also have an office or offices at such other place or places

o within or without the Commonwealth of Virginia as the Board

of Directors may, from time to time, designate as the

V) business of the corporation may require.

ARTICLE II

Stockholders

Section 1. Annual Meeting. The Annual Meeting of

the Stockholders shall be held each year, at a time and

place set by the Board of Directors, for the purpose of

electing Directors and for the transaction of such other

16 business as may come before the meeting.

-1-



Section 2. Special tettn. Spectoa3 I"P0,1
the Stockholders, for any purpose or purposes, imli.# -

otherwis preibribed by statute, may be called by'~i #
of Directors and shall be called by any of the officers at

the request of the holders of not less than fifty-one percent

of all issued shares of the Corporation entitled to vote at

the meeting.

Section 3. Place of Meeting. The Board of Directors

or the President of the Corporation may designate any place,

either within or without the Commonwealth of Virginia,

and/or within or without the United States of America,

unless otherwise prescribed by statute, as the place of

meeting for any Annual Meeting or for any Special Meeting of

the Stockholders. A waiver of notice signed by all Stockholders

entitled to vote at a meeting may designate any place,
"kT either within or without the Commonwealth of Virginia,
0 unless otherwise prescribed by statute, as the place for

holding such meeting. If no designation is made, or if a

Special Meeting be otherwise called, the place of meeting

shall be the principal office of the Corporation.

Section 4. Notice of Meeting. Written or printed

notice stating the place, day and hour of the meeting and,

in case of a Special Meeting, the purpose or purposes for

which the meeting is called, shall be delivered not less

than 5 nor more than 30 days before the date of the meeting,

either personally or by mail, by or at the direction of the

Board of Directors, President or Secretary of the Corporation,

to each Stockholder of record entitled to vote at such meeting.

-2-



If malted, such notice shall be deme to bo:delivere4 Vh~:

deposited in th ntdSae al ddressed to the Stockholder~

at his 8ddes-4s it appearsobn the stooktrae msk#~

the Corporation, with postage thereon prepaid.

Section 5. Closing of Transfer Books or Fixin

of Record Date. For the purpose of determining Stockholders

entitled to notice of or to vote at any meeting of Stockholders,

or Stockholders entitled to receive payment of any dividend,

or in order to make a determination of Stockholders for any

other proper purpose, the Board of Directors of the Corporation

may provide that the stock transfer books shall be closed

for a stated period but not to exceed, in any case, 50 days.

If the stock transfer books shall be closed for the purpose

of determining Stockholders entitled to notice of or to vote

at a meeting of Stockholders, such books shall be closed for

lieu of closing the stock transfer books, the Board of

Directors may fix in advance a date as the record date for

any such determination of Stockholders, such date in any

case not to be more than 30 days, and in the case of a

meeting of Stockholders not less than 10 days, prior to the

date on which the particular action requiring such determination

of Stockholders is to be taken. If the stock transfer books

are not closed and no record date is fixed for the determination

of Stockholders entitled to notice of or to vote at a meeting

of Stockholders, or Stockholders entitled to receive payment

b of a dividend, the date on which notice of the meeting is
mailed or the date on which the resolution of the Board of

-3-



Directors declaring such dividend is *doptos As the esta
may be,, shall be the record date for such doetrminatoi of

Stockholders. When a deermnation Of Stockholder has ,
made as provided in this section, such determination shall

apply to any adjournment thereof.

Section 6. Voting Lists. The Treasurer, having

charge of the stock transfer books for shares of the Corporation,

shall make, at least 10 days before each meeting of Stockholders,

a complete list of the Stockholders entitled to vote at such

meeting, or any adjournment thereof, arranged in alphabetical

order, with the address of and the number of shares held by

each, which list, for a period of 10 days prior to such

meeting, shall be kept on file at the principal office of

the Corporation and shall be subject to inspection by any
Stockholder at any time during usual business hours. Such
list shall also be produced and kept open at the time and

0 place of the meeting and shall be subject to the inspection

of any Stockholder during the whole time of the meeting.

The original stock transfer book shall be prima facie evidence

as to who are the Stockholders entitled to examine such list

or transfer books or to vote at the meeting of Stockholders.

Section 7. Qurm At any meeting of Stock-

holders fifty-one percent of the outstanding shares of the

Corporation entitled to vote, represented in person or by

proxy, shall constitute a quorum at a meeting of Stockholders.

If less than said number of the outstanding shares are repre-

sented at a meeting, a majority of the shares so represented

must adjourn the meeting without further notice. At a meeting

-4-



*t which a qarum shall be present or represented, .s
business may 'be transacted which might be transacted .

meeting as orisinally notified. The Stockholders prib*

a duly organized meeting may continue to transact business

until adjournment, notwithstanding the withdrawal of enough

Stockholders to leave less than a quorum.
I Section 8. Proxies. At all meetings of Stock-

holders, a Stockholder may vote by proxy executed in writing

by the Stockholder or by his duly authorized attorney-in-

fact. Such proxy shall be filed with the Secretary of the

Corporation before or at the time of the meeting.

Section 9. Voting. Each Stockholder entitled to

vote in accordance with the terms and provisions of the

Articles of Incorporation and these By-laws shall be entitled

to one vote, in person or by proxy, for each share of stock
entitled to vote held by such Stockholder. Upon the demand

0
of any Stockholder, the vote for Directors and upon any

0question before the meeting shall be by ballot. All elections

%and all other questions shall be decided by majority vote of

co the shares of the Corporation represented at a meeting at

which a quorum is present and which are entitled to vote

except as otherwise provided by the Articles of Incorporation

or the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

Section 10. Order of Business. The order of

business at all meetings of the Stockholders, shall be as

fo 1. Roll Call.

2. Proof of notice of meeting or waiver of notice.

-5-



3. 'Reading of minutes of preceding meeting

4.Reports of Officers.

5. Report's of Coimittees.

6. Election of Directors (only at Annual Meeting).

7. Unfinished Business.

8. New Business.

Section 11. Informal Action By Stockholder.

Unless otherwise provided by law, any action required to be

taken at a meeting of the Stockholders, may be taken without

a meeting if a consent in writing, setting forth the action

so taken, shall be signed by all of the stockholders entitled

to vote with respect to the subject matter thereof.

Section 12. Stockholder Insurance. The Stockholders

may, from time to time, enter into agreements between andi among themselves which provide for the purchase of the

I~r shares of stock of a Stockholder who has deceased or who is

0 no longer associated with the Corporation by the remaining

Cm Stockholder or Stockholders or by the Corporation. Such

agreements may be funded by an insurance policy or policies.

03

ARTICLE III

Board of Directors

Section 1. General Powers. The business and

affairs of the Corporation shall be managed by its Board of

Directors. The Directors shall in all cases act as a Board,

and they may adopt such rules and regulations for the conduct

L of their meetings and the management of the Corporation, as

-6-
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they may deem proper. not inconsistent with these by-4v

and the laws of the Commuonwealth of Virginia.

..,ection 2. k~m~ eu*and -&-if.e

The number of Directors constituting the Board of Director-$

of the Corporation shall be five. Each Director shall hold

office until the next Annual Meeting of Stockholders and

until his successor shall have been elected and qualified.

Section 3. Regular Meetings A Regular Meeting

of the Board of Directors shall be held without other notice

than this By-law immediately after, and at the same place

as, the Annual Meeting of Stockholders. The Board of Directors

may provide, by resolution, the time and place for the

holding of additional Regular Meetings without other notice

than such resolution.

Section 4. Special Meetings. Special Meetings of

the Board of Directors may be called by or at the request of

any three Directors. The person or persons authorized to

call Special Meetings of the Board of Directors may fix the

place for holding any Special Meeting of the Board of Directors

called by them.

Section 5. Notice. Notice of any Special Meeting

shall be given at least three days previously thereto by

written notice delivered personally, or by telegram or

mailed to each Director at his business address. If mailed,

such notice shall be deemed to be delivered when deposited

in the United States mail so addressed, with postage thereon

prepaid. If notice be given by telegram, such notice shall

be deemed to be delivered when the telegram is delivered to

the telegraph company. The attendance of a Director at a

-7-



sating shall constitute a waiver of niotice of 840

except where a Director attends a meeting for th,6e'rl'

purpose of objecting to the transaction of any bitsin

because the meeting is not lawfully called or convened.

Section 6. Quorum. At any meeting of the Directors

a majority shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of

business, but if less than said number is present at a

meeting, a majority of the Directors present may adjourn the

meeting from time to time without further notice.

Section 7. Manner of Acting. The act of the

majority of the Directors present shall be the act of the

Board of Directors.

Section 8. Newly Created Directorships and Vacancies.

Newly created directorships resulting from an increase in

the number of Directors, and vacancies occuring in the Board

of Directors for any reason except the removal of Directors

without cause, may be filled by a vote of a majority of the

Directors then in office, although less than a quorum exists.

Vacancies occurring by reason of the removal of Directors

without cause shall be filled by vote of the Stockholders.

A Director elected to fill a vacancy caused by resignation,

death or removal shall be elected to hold office for the

unexpired term of his predecessor.

Section 9. Removal of Directors. Any or all of

the Directors may be removed for cause by vote of the Stockholders

or by action of the Board. Directors may be removed without

bcause only by vote of the Stockholders.
-8-



Section 10. Resimation. A Ditrector may r*$

any time by giving written notice to the Board, the ? ixe#4"t

+ Or the Secetea'~~of the Corporation Ile** otb r is

in the notice, the resignation shall take effect upon receipt

thereof by the Board or such officer, and the acceptance of

the resignation shall not be necessary to make it effective.

Section 11. Compensation. No compensation shall

be paid to Directors, as such, for their services, but by

resolution of the Board of Directors a fixed sum and expenses

for actual attendance at each Regular or Special Meeting of

the Board of Directors may be authorized. Nothing herein

contained shall be construed to preclude any Director from

serving the Corporation in any other capacity and receiving

compensation therefor.

Section 12. Presumption of Assent. A Director of

the Corporation who is present at a meeting of the Board of

o Directors at which action on any corporate matter is taken

shall be presumed to have assented to the action taken

unless his dissent shall be entered in the minutes of the

rn meeting or unless he shall file his written dissent to such

action with the person acting as the Secretary of the meeting

before the adjournment thereof or shall forward such dissent

by registered mail to the Secretary of the Corporation

immediately after the adjournment of the meeting. Such

right to dissent shall not apply to a Director who voted in

favor of such action.

1Section 13. Executive and Other Committees. The
Board, by resolution, may designate from among its members

-9-



an Executive Committee and other committees, each 0M.O.;' /

of two or more directors. Each such committee atI, sew,

at the p I"suae of the board.

Section 14. Action by Directors Without a Meetin .

Any action required to be taken at a meeting of the Board of

Directors, 'or any action which may be taken at a meeting of

the Board of Directors or of a committee of the Board of

Directors, may be taken without a meeting if a consent in

writing, setting forth the action, shall be signed either

before or after such action by all the Directors, or all the

members of the committee, as the case may be.

ARTICLE IV

Officers

Section 1. Number. The officers of the Corporation

0shall be a President, a Vice-President, a Secretary and a

C Treasurer, each of whom shall be elected by the Board of

Directors. The President shall be a Director. Any two or

more offices may be held by the same person, except the

offices of President and Secretary. Such other officers and
ro

assistant officers as may be deemed necessary may be elected

or appointed by the Board of Directors.

Section 2. Election and Term of Office. The

officers of the Corporation to be elected by the Board of

Directors shall be elected annually at the first meeting of

the Board of Directors held after each annual meeting of the

L stockholders. Each officer shall hold office for the ensuing

-10-



corporate year and until his successo' *1alr have r 44
elected and shall have qualified, or unt do • ..  .-

until he -$halt- resign or, shall hav* b R Vaw.*4 1 t
manner hereinafter provided.

Section 3. Removal. Any officer or agent elected

or appointed by the Board of Directors may be removed by the

Board of Directors whenever, in its judgment, the best

interests of the Corporation would be served thereby, but

such removal shall be without prejudice to the contract

rights, if any, of the person so removed.

Section 4. Vacancies. A vacancy in any office

because of death, resignation, removal, disqualification or

otherwise, may be filled by the Board of Directors for the

unexpired portion of the term.

Section 5. President. The President shall be the
irprincipal executive officer of the Corporation and, subject

0 to the control of the Board of Directors, shall, in general,

supervise and control all of the business and affairs of the

Corporation. He shall, when present, preside at all meetings

of the Stockholders and of the Board of Directors. He may

sign, with the Secretary or any other proper officer of the

Corporation thereunto authorized by the Board of Directors,

certificates for shares of the Corporation, any deeds,

mortgages, bonds, contracts, or other instruments which the

Board of Directors has authorized to be executed, except in

cases where the signing and execution thereof shall be

h expressly delegated by the Board of Directors or by these

-11-



By-laws to some other officer or agent of the Cor"0 04I..or shall be tVequired by law to be otherwise signed or OX0 td;
and, in general, shall perform all duties incident to

off ice of President and such other duties as may be prescribed

by the Board of Directors from time to time.

Section 6. Vice-President. In the absence of the

President or in event of his death, inability or refusal to

act, the Vice-President shall perform the duties of the

President and, when so acting, shall have all the powers of

and be subject to all the restrictions upon the President.

The Vice-President shall perform such other duties as from

time to time may be assigned to him by the President or by

the Board of Directors. In the event the office of Vice-

President shall be vacant, the Secretary shall discharge the
foregoing described duties of the Vice-President.

Section 7. Secretary. The Secretary shall keep

the minutes of the Stockholders' and of the Board of Directors'

meetings in one or more books provided for that purpose, see

that all notices are duly given in accordance with the

an Provisions of these By-laws or as required, be custodian of

the corporate records and of the seal of the Corporation and

keep a register of the post-office address of each Stockholder

which shall be furnished to the Secretary by such Stockholder,

have general charge of the stock transfer books of the

Corporation and, in general, perform all duties incident to

the office of Secretary and such other duties as from time

to time may be assigned to him by the President or by the
Board of Directors.

-12-



Section 8. Treasurer. If requi~red by ttbi'

of Directors, the Treasurer shall give a bond for tb:h fathfal
discharge of this duties JA such sum-and with such st*Ity
sureties as the Board of Directors shall determine. The

Treasurer shall have charge and custody of and be responsible

for all funds and securities of the Corporation; receive and

give receipts for monies due and payable to the Corporation

from any source whatsoever, and deposit all such monies in

the name of the Corporation in such banks, trust companies

or other depositories as shall be selected in accordance

with these By-laws and, in general, perform all of the

duties incident to the office of Treasurer and such other

duties as from time to time may be assigned to him by the

President or by the Board of Directors.

Section 9. Salaries. The salaries of the officers
shall be fixed from time to time by the Board of Directors

0 and no officer shall be prevented from receiving such salary

NT. by reason of the fact that he is also a Director of the

Corporation.

ARTICLE V

Contracts, Loans, Checks and-Deposits

Section 1. Contracts. The President is authorized

to enter into any contract or execute and deliver any instrument

in the name of and on behalf of the Corporation, and such

authority may be general or confined to specific instances.

Section 2. Loans. No loans shall be contracted

on behalf of the Corporation and no evidences of indebtedness

- 13-



shall be issued isnm mls autbori e4 by a I If

of the Board olf Dir~ectors. Such authority may be', goneW*1 or

confied to 6's ZL-tUcfl@

Section 3. checks,. Dafts . !tc. All checks,

drafts or other orders for the payment of money, notes or

other evidences of indebtedness issued in the name of the

Corporation, shall be signed by such officer or officers,

agent or agents of the Corporation and in such manner as

shall from time to time be determined by resolution of the

Board of Directors.

Section 4. Deposits. All funds of the Corporation

not otherwise employed shall be deposited from time to time

to the credit of the Corporation in such banks, trust

companies or other depositories as the Board of Directorsp may select.

0 ARTICLE VI

Certificate for Shares and Their Transfer

Section 1. Certificates For Shares. Certificates

representing shares of the Corporation shall be in such form

as shall be determined by the Board of Directors. Such

certificates shall be signed by the President and by the

Secretary or by such other officers authorized by law, and

sealed with the seal of the Corporation. All certificates

for shares shall be consecutively numbered or otherwise

identified. The name and address of the Stockholders, the

b number of shares and date of issue, shall be entered on the

-14-



*tck transfer books of the Corporation. 41 ceortif w~qt

surre~ndered to the Corporation for transfer 'shall be tics~led

no new ceztificate shall be issued unttil thefo *

certificate for a like number of shares shall have been

surrendered and cancelled, except that in case of a lost,

destroyed or mutilated certificate a new one may be issued

therefor upon such terms and indemnity to the Corporation as

the Board of Directors may prescribe.

Section 2. Transfers of Shares.

(a) Upon surrender to the Corporation, or to the

transfer agent of the Corporation, of a certificate for

shares duly endorsed or accompanied by proper evidence of

succession, assignment or authority to transfer, it shall be

the duty of the Corporation to issue a new certificate to

the person entitled thereto, and cancel the old certificate;

the Corporation which shall be kept at its principal office.

(b) The Corporation shall be entitled to treat

the holder of record of any share as the holder in fact

thereof, and, accordingly, shall not be bound to recognize

any equitable or other claim to or interest in such share on

the part of any other person whether or not it shall have

express or other notice thereof, except as expressly provided

by the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

ARTICLE VII

Fiscal Year

The fiscal year of the corporation shall be established

by the Board of Directors.

-15-



.The Board of Directors may from time to time

ddclare, and the Corporation may pay, dividends on its

outstanding shares in the manner and upon the term and

conditions provided by law.

ARTICLE IX

Seal

The Board of Directors shall provide a corporate

seal which shall be circular in form and shall have inscribed
thereon the words, "MEDIAMERICA, INC., Virginia, 1978",

and the words, "Corporate Seal".

ARTICLE X
0D Waiver of Notice

Unless otherwise provided by law, whenever any
Co. notice is required to be given to any Stockholder or Director

of the Corporation under the provisions of these By-laws oro

under the provisions of the Articles of Incorporation, a

waiver thereof in writing, signed by the person or persons

entitled to such notice, whether before or after the time

stated therein, shall be deemed equivalent to the giving of

such notice.

-16-



W

These By-laws may be altered, smnded or repealed,

and new By-laws may be adopted, by a majority vote of the

Board of Directors or Stock at any Annual Meeting or at any

Special Meeting when the proposed amendment has been set out

in the notice of such meeting.

I

V

(%j

-17-



at CPIKOM*PineRs.N. u ,rd 8to. suite 12

National Republicans Candidates
Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St., Ste. 12
Alexandria, VA. 22311

Invoice #7S8

Production and mailing services. Total
Grants. Drop date 10/25 6 10/26/80.

4
Production:
8778 TT.O/each

Set-up

B 9Blue (15K)
Carrier Window (15K)

Live stamp application

StamfSSpolage
Postage for 8778

Total Due

October 27, 1980

count 8778 Urgent

$ 4,389.00

10.00

569.82
636.00

50.00

17.00
2,633.40

$'8,305.92

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. -
All charges are payable 20 days from date ef invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

Job #0037

Mf I

,E.
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MEDIA MERICA
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

.. ' 1900 N. Beauregard Street. Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 703 I 998 I 0334

INVOICE
000010

All charges are payable 30 days from date Of invoice A 8NlE
CNAiGE of 1.5% per month (equivalent to I6l' per year) wilt be

added to past due tems.

National Republican Candidates Committee

1900 North Beauregard Street, #12

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Job #0090 PURCHASE ORDER NO.

Account Number

Posse Send On* Copy With Aemittan¢c

INVOICE NUMBER

Composition/Production of 12,245 UrgentGrams
Drop date - December 5, 1980.
-Copy Creative Fee
-UrgentGram @ .50/unit
-Printing - Envelopes
20K Blue Wove Black Ink

-Postage (.15 each)
TOTAL DUE
Paid on Account 1/10/81 - Ck. #116
BALANCE DUE

Claims for defects, damages or shortages must be made in writing

within a period of ten (10) days after delivery.

MIVIIJIJI~ I

1,000.006,122.50
584.35

1,836.75
$ 9,543.60

2,000.00
7,543.60

flATF:

1/12/80
DATE INV ICE NUMBER utblumll"VIUN

I

MM %j



'Mk enter Off z 5
10 .8srsir tet Suite 12

ftm7031 M9I10334

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

S

Invoice # 772

Reimbursement for services rendered by MediaAmerica for
November, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist, General Office:

J. Kanak (Caging/Batching/Zeroxing)
work-up for stationery
17 hr at 5.49/hr.

B. Wheeler (Caging/Batching,verification
35 hr at 4.00/hr.

A. Gosain/Filing/general office
7 hr at 4.00/hr.

Keypunch Verify Contributors List

Accounting:

S. King (28 hrs at 8.24/hr.)
Caging, Batching, Bank Deposits
FEC report, Organizing Files.

Xerox Machine: Copies,Supplies.

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk, Desk Chair.

Answering Telephone ($40/wk: 11-4-80/11-30-80)

Administrative (S. King 10 hrs at 8.24)
Chart of Accounts/Opening Bank Accounts

TOTAL

,4

$ 92.00

140.00

28.00

100.00

198.00

70.00

150.00

140.00

82.00

$1,000.00

Y1.1 e



Mork Center Offc Plaza 5
WO N. Beauregd Street, Suite 12

A-Oandr* VA 22311
Phone 703199810334

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

Novibor 10.,

Invoice U 776

Reimbursement of services rendered by MediaAmerica
December, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist:

Answering telephone(40/week:12/1-12/31)
* Anita Gosain-general office-set-up files
4' (37.5 hr x 4)

Filing at 4hr x 4.00

Supplies:

5 Boxes file folders at($l5/each)
2 Boxes letter size folders($12/each)
3 Packages of red tabs($3/each)
1 Package of white tabs
1 Accounting check holder

Keypunch: Contributors and verify

Xerox Machine: Copies and supplies

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk & Desk Chair

Accounting .General Office:

S. King (8.24 x 33 hours)
FEC Report
Caging and batching
Bank deposits

TOTAL

for

160.00

150.00
16.00

75.00
24.00
9.00
1.S0

18.00

120.00

70.00

IS0.00

271.00

$ 1,064.50

r



Alexandrl, VA 22311
Phone 7031 t98"0

October 6. 1980

NCPAC
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Arlington, Va. 22209

Invoice #701

POSTAGE ADVANCE FOR AMERICAN PUBLIC ISSUES LIST
TO DROP 10/1/80 ---for 22514
(J7P38 AMERICAN PUBLIC ISSUES LIST) $33,750.00

V,7

"0
1500

-*V 7 0.

I suft lt

I n
tp)

0

N,

00

w



Sult# 12

Phone 703199810304

Gun Owners of America/
California
455 Capital Mall, Suite 315
Sacramento, CA 95814

October V 1980

Job 00044 Invoice #687

Calling 1,000 Gun Owners of America, and 1.000 Gun
Owners of California.

@ $2.50 per name

Paid on Account
fk. #1731 9/26/80

Total Due

$ 5,000.00

-2,500.00

$ 2,500.00

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 1.87. per
year) will be added to past due items. I

10/v /2r0

edy # /7 /

4 rw1% p
I

: I

'A if
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IVCA
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September 25, 1980 43
NCPAC
1500 Wilson Blvd. #513
Arlington, Va. 22209

POSTAGE ADVANCE FOR ROLL--OUT OF 90K EPACO Best

$13,500.00

Paid 9/25/80
Check #2679
Amount $13,500.00

CN,



Utahns for Dan Marriott
c/o Mr. Barry Nielson
1133 Longworth HOB
Washington, D.C. 20515

September 19, 1980

Job #0009 Invoice #657 A

Postage Paid

Total

$1.500.00

$1,500.00



Mark Center CIfc. Plaza 6"
IWO0 N. ft~ewodStm KO 12,

Phone 7031901I33

Haryland Life-PAC
1001 Spring Street, #118
Silver Spr , D 20910

ATTN: Hr. Jerry Myer
September 10, 1980

Invoice f641

For typesetting, printing, ofand layout
"May 13th Primary Brochure
Quantity 150,000

of 4 page

0$4,764.00

paid 6/11/80
Ck. #104

Total Due

1,000. 00

$3,704.00

* All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 187. per
year) will be added to past due items.

Myer Ph.# 588-1497

p/9/JEv#V

7a64 too

eee0 OPP

0004 of



Suite 12

National Conservative
Political Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd., Suite 513
Arlington, VA 22209

November 9, 1980

3oB #0002 Invoice 0634

For production of 7752 Match Fill-in.
including mailing services. Drop date

Typing: Inside address & salutation
4 ')

Nall ackages,
1/10/71

.10lea, $ 775.20

Envelope:

Mailing: Collate/fold
Insert
Seal/mail
Stamp
Rubber stamp

Set-up

CPostage

i ~

,;4'~*

.08/ea

0

*.05lea
• 03/ea
.02/ea
.02/ea
.04/ea
.16/ea

620.16

$1,2 0.32

10.00

$2,325.60

$4, 971.28TOTAL

6-c



*Mo,,entr umI t#lo" *IVQ N. Beauregod Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 703199810334

The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, VA 22043

August 29, 1980

Invoice #629

For Telephone Center:

Telephone Service & Equipment
July & August (Partial)

Personnel: (For period ending
8/23/80) General Staff.

Taxes: (For payroll ending 8/23/80)
FICA (662.48 x 2)
FED
Virginia

Zerox
Supplies
Advertising
Printing

$3,871.01

8,666.78

1,324.96
927.88
168.76

98.18
383.81

1,195.46
2,928.64

Total Due $19,565 .48

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable" 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 187. per
year) will be added to past due items.

1~~ ~ )

0



Change )
:eet ..

August 19, 1980

Invoice #599

For 293 Urgent Grams Re:

Indianapolis Meeting

Production @. .46/unit
Postage
Set-Up

Postage pre-paid (credit)

$134.78
43.95
15.00

$193.73
- 43.95

Total Due $149.78

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable, 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 187. per
year) will be added to past due items.

CA.. ' v

2'p > /#,r*
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Mark CerOffCIce Plaza S.
190 -AL 2 311 ~q~

0%.060-110Sti99t,

Ame iAns tor Changwe,-
218 N. Lee Street
suite 319

* Alexandria,, Virgini 22314

invoice #590

For 1198 Urgent Gram re: Washington
night by entry (extra).

Production @. 42/unit

Key Entry @.09/name

Verification

Set-up

Postage

Iv,

D. C. Meeting Ove

$503.16 -"

107.82

23.96

10.00

179.70

1 Run Xerox 32.00

Total $856.64

V'
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,4nerIcan For ca

100 Park Washington, Cour
Suite 200
Falls Church, Virgi-nia 220406 '..."b:

August 11 1980'l

Invoice #578

For Printing of Stationery. Envelopes
AFNE matched fill in house file-mall2

Two page letter, front
and back. 2 colors side one
and for 8 1/2 x 11 Ivory Stock.

3 1/2 x 6 1/4 Pledge 85# 'Stock,

#9 Carrier Envelopes Regular.-
Ivory Stock

#7 ReturnEnvelopes - . 'K:

Newspaper Insert.

Tax

Misc.
Negatives for Newsprint
(;ancellec at Jensen Press)
Compostion (Set Letterhead)
Delivery of Newpaper piece
from Gaithesburg
Press Wash
Plates
MediAmerica

and Supplies for
rg. Quantity, 9.5M

$551.'65 " :

264.00

332.42.
321.97 .

4 " 39Z. 18;

74.49

25.00,•

20.00

26.60
30.00
30.00

100.00

$2,168.31

V W6 Ii

Center (
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SENATOR LLOYD BENTSEN
RE-ELECTION COMMITTEE
P.O. Box 61202
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77208

JULY 31, 1980

INVOICE #564

FOR TYPING AND COLLATING 365 SINGLE PAGE LETTERS AND EN-
VELOPES RE: RECEPTION FOR TEXAS DELEGATION TO DEMOCRATIC
NATIONAL CONVENTION.

TYPING 8BLINES @ .29/ea.

PRINTING

105.56 V

1000 LETTERHEAD
1000 ENVELOPES
RUN UNION LABELS
CRANE BOND STRATHMORE

POSTAGE
SET-UP
COURIER

) 4~,e4
POSTAGE CREDIT
TOTAL DUE

577.31

57.00-
$520.31V. P&,:.

~tt41 .. /6 O
u .pp/

** (ALL INVOICES ARE DUE AND PAYABLE WITHIN TWENTY DAYS
OF INVOICE DATE. A SERVICE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH,
EQUAL TO 18% PER YEAR, WILL BE ADDED TO PAST DUE BALANCES.)

177.84
125.11
84.20

54.60
10.00
20.00



S".A . So amp I a

PhoneT031,9MIQ34 ..

Tf* MUM=IOU ROUNDTABLE
1500 WILSON BOULEVARD
SUITE 502
ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22209

.7 .4
'9 ,, 9 9 . -~

July 25, 1980

INVOICE #" 558

FOR TYPING AND MAILING OF 1678 MEMORANDUMS IN REFERENCE
TO MEETING FOR THE RELIGIOUS ROUNDTABLE.

TYPING:
PAGE 1, 29 lines @ .45
PAGE 2, 13 lines @ .24

KEYPUNCHING FOR 328 NAMES @ .14
MAILING:

FOLDING, REINSERT, INSERTING
SEAL AND MAIL
@ .15/package

COURIER
POSTAGE @ .28 each

fn)

755.10
402.72
45.92

251.70
15.00

469.84

C0 TOTAL

POSTAGE CREDIT

$1,940.28

420. 0

BALANCE $1,520.28

**(ALL INVOICES ARE DUE AND PAYABLE WITHIN TWENTY DAYS OF
INVOICE DATE. A SERVICE CHARGE OF 1.5% PER MONTH, EQUAL
TO 18% PER YEAR, WILL BE ADDED TO PAST DUE BALANCES.)

'4o
~/'~ qK

9~~'99 ~.~9~94*9'
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The Congressional Club
P.O. Box 18848
Raleigh, NC 27619

July 15, 1980

Invoice #527

Telephone soli ta ions fo Co gr ssion Club hou e file
names, @ $2.2 per gross n me.

10, 000 x $2. 5 $22, 00.00
artial Paymen 11 50.00 -",1 %( Ce'.# .(r

VI alance Due tl5.0

7r All invoices re due and payable upon receipt.
All charges a payable 20 days from date of invoice. Aservice charge 1.5 per month (equivalent to 187 per

V. year) will be adde to past due items.

co

i i') 0o
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Americans for Change
218 North Lee Street
Suite 319
Alexandria, Virignia 22314

July 10, 1980

Invoice #519

Postage due for certified letter to priority list.

$200.00

Paid 7/10/80,
Check #88-217

0

Tr



Congressman Dan Marriott
1133 Longworth HOB
Washington, D.C. 20515
Attn: Barry Neilson

July 2, 1980

Invoice #513

lqr Follow-up phone calls to invitation recipients for June 30,
1980 Washington PAC fundraiser.

627 calls @ .50 $313.50
.08 telephone fee 50.16

132 Hand Addressed complimentary
0.: Invitations.. to Con resm @ .10 13.20

Total Due 3.

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.57. per month (equivalent to 187. per
year) will be added to past due items.

i; 1.4 P 3 0 .S'.
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The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, Virginia 22043

June 27, 1980

Invoice #508

Telephone

April 1,723.54
May 582.40
June 5,750.37

Personnel

General Staff
5/18/80-6/13/80

$ 8,056.31

4,431.51

Taxes

FICA 5/18/80-6/13/80
312.99x2
FEDERAL 5/18/80-6/13/80
VIRGINIA 5/18/80-6/13/80

625.98
341.30
83.81

Xerox (June) 106.96
Supplies 12.75
Printing 2,406.56
Bonus Plan for Operators 100.00

Total Due $1T$6519

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.57 per month (equivalent to 187 per
year) will be added to past due items.

V
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i500" Vilot Boulevair
SUitue 3515" 'gArlingot-, Virginia.i

June 26, 1980..

Invoice #507

Postage for Target 80 Package.

$1400.00

Paid 6/26/80
Check #2074

to
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Congressman Dan Marriott
1135 Longworth HOB
Washington, D.C. 20515

June 23, 1980

Invoice #499

Mailing services for June 30, 1980 Congressional PAC
fundraiser. Hand address carrier enve1opes, insert,
seal, stamp and mail 627 pieces.

Letter:. Hand address @ .10/env.
Insert @ .01/item
Fold @ .01/item
Stamp @ .01/item
Seal/Mail @ .02/item

Postage

Invitation: Hand address @ .10
Insert 3 pieces @ .03
Stamp @ .01
Seal/Mail @ .02

Delivery

Postage
Total Due

All invoices are due and payable upon
1.57. interest charge after 20 days.

$ 94.05

94.05.

100.32

24.00

94.05

receipt.

) -,VV
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Reagan For President Committee
901 South Highland Street
Arlington, Virginia 22204

July 25, 1980

Invoice #495

For National Telephone Fundraising services to 20,000
Reagan For President Committee contributors during
November, 1979 and December, 1979.

$2.25/gross name ($2.25 x 20M)

Total Due

Paid on Account: 1/7/80
2/11/80
2/22/80
2/22/80
5/9/80

$45,000.00

$10,000.00
$ 8,000.00
$ 8,535.83
$ 53.50
$ 3,000.00

Balance Due $15,410.67

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

/ 1

/ 2 '4 -
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COKHZTTZ1$9841 Airport Boulevard#
Suite 1430 E

Los Angeles, California 90045

'4" 1 .. , :*

.. .

January 28, 1980

INVOICE # 335**

FOR REAGAN FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE TELEPHONE FUNDRAISING
PROJECT.

TELEPHONE SERVICE AND EQUIPMENT

GENERAL STAFF

FICA ON GENERAL STAFF

ADMINISTRATOR (12-11-79 to 12-18-79 at
73.809 per diem)

MANAGER (12-11-79 to 12-18-79 at 47.618
per diem)

RENT ( 12-11-79 to 12-18-79 at 23.807
per diem)

Equipment (12-11-79 to 12-18-79)
IBM Selectrics at 1.595/day
IBM Memories at 4.881/day
Xerox at 5.822/day
Char service at 10./week

Advertising

7,011.81

4,207.95

322.09

516.66

333.32

166.65

11.17
34.17
40.75
10.00

201.82

TOTAL 12,856.39

** (DOCUMENTATION FOR THIS INVOICE IS ATTACHED) ./ ¢ 5- > ,

OcO. 69j
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National Small Business
Political Fund
P.O. Box 1454
Main Post Office
Washington, D.C. 20013
Attn: Barry Nielson

June 12, 1980

Invoice #489

June 9, 1980 Mailing

7 3 page letters @ 1.80/package

9 4 page letters @ 2.21/package
Total Due

$12.60

19.89

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
1.57. interest due after 20 days.

17-V 
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Natonal 'Small Business
Political Fund,
P.O. Box 1454
Main Post Office
Washington, D.C. 20013
Attn: Barry Nielson

June 12, 1980

Invoice #488

LETTER #1 (4 pages) 121 FULLY TYPED LETTERS

Typing: Pg. 1 31 lines @ .49
Underscoring @ .014 .50/pg.

Pg. 2 43 lines @ .48
Underscoring @ .048 .52/pg.

Pg. 3 43 lines @ .43
Underscoring @ .018 .45/pg.

IM

Pg. 4 16 lines @ .18
Underscoring @ .01

Key Entry: Original data verification
address creation

Mailing Service: Collating .01/item
Folding .03/item
Inserts .03/item
Seal/Mail .02/item
Stamp .02/item

Total Cost Per Package (LETTER #1)

.19/pg.

16/name

. 11/package

$1.93

LETTER #2 (3 pages) 118 FULLY TYPED LETTERS

Typing: Pg. 1 30 lines @ .45
Underscoring N/C .45/pg.



. 246' line 0
Underscotin* 0*24

rt 3 1 1 ii'i
UnderscoringN '

Key Entry: Original data verification
address creation , .16/name

Mailing Service: Collating .01/item
Folding .02/item
Inserts .03/item
Seal/Mail .02/item
Stamping .02/item

Total Cost Per Package (LETTER #2)

Postage .28 Carrier
.15 BRE

Total Letter #1

Total Letter #2

Printing
#6 Wallet, 1 Color

Handling
Total
Credit (Postage)
Total Due

.10/package

$1.52

$ 66.92
35.85

233.53

179.36

281.35

28.13

35.85
0 78 . 2

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
1.57. interest charge after 20 days.

'0
ej P 1 0 29
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Charles Orndoff
7777 Leesburg Pike

,Vienna, Virginia 22043

May 30, 1980

Invoice #476

TELEPHONE:

April
May

2,419.72
7,097.47

PERSONNEL:

General Staff thur 5/17

$ 9,517.19

3,163.99

TAXES:

FICA thru 5/17 230.71 x 2
FED thru 5/17
Va. thru 5/17
Va. Employment commission first quarter

Xerox
Supplies
Printing
Adveristing

Total Due

125.62
9.53

1,693.89
39.20

$15,393.23
Lj (yy'K - A~&)

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.-7n'1Ic
1.5% interest charge after 20 days.

A-'

IA

Cn

461.42
298.70
66.03
17.66
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The Conservative Caucus Foundation-
422 Maple Avenue, East
Vienna, Virginia 22180

May 21, 1980

Invoice #469

For follow-up corespondence for TCCF
solicitation project.

Total number of follow-up letters

1st letter 1804 @ .31 each
2nd letter 1804 6 .31 each
Postage for 3608 @ .15

Total Due

All invoices are due and payable upon
1.5% interest charge after 20 days.

telephone

:$ 559.24
559.24
541.20

$1,659.68

receipt.

-r
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Conservative Against Liberal
Legislation
1500 Wilsop Boulevard
Suite 51S
Arlington, Virginia 22209
May 19, 1980

Invoice #466

Typing Service (For 20,620 only)
Fifat Page- 27 Lines @ .45/page
Includes Typing Address on Envelope,
Inside Address, Date, Salutation,
and closing

Second Page - 9 Lines @ .20/page
Variable Inserts: 3 @ .025/each
Typing of Memorandum @ .10/each

Mailing Service
Coalate, Paper Clip and Insert 5
Pieces (2 Postcards, Bre, Senators
List, Kissinger Article @ .06/each
Fold, Coalate, and Insert 4 Page
Letter Set @ .05/each
)Fold and Insert Reply Devise
@ .02/item
Apply Live Postage
10M (280 Stamps) 100.00
10,620 (150 stamps) 212.40
Sealing and Mailing @ .02/item

Special Handling
Stamp Live "Sensitive" and Initial
"RKS" @ .03/each
Apply Sealing Wax @ .05/each

$ 9,279.00

4,12.4.00,
1649.60'
2,062. 00

1#2 37:2:0 d~ q/V
1,0 Oi. 00 X

412.40

312.40 ,eA.Ad'- ..,,4

412.40

618,60
1,237.20

Copy Writing and Package DesignV' --1,3.Go
#o €, ' O $23,406.80

Credit for Memorandums 1 000.00
Total Due

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.---
1.5% interest charge after 20 days. 2, 3 '

CO. (3IIW

'h u)'"
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CALL
1500 Wilson Boulevard

- Suite 515
" Arlington, Virginia 22209

May 14, 1980

Invoice #465

Printing and Supplies (All Stationary
Bond),

104M 8 1/2 x 11 Stationary (4 Page)
52M Postcards, 26M Reply Devise, 26M
List of Senators, 26M H. Kissinger
Articles
26M Carrier Envelopes, 26M Return
Envelopes
.Sensitive Stamp
Computer Tape Conversion
Sealing Wax Q1.84/stick
79 Sticks Used
Paper Clips at 10.20/M
4 Canisters Propane Gas @ 2.99/ea.
Red Ink

Total Due

7 72

25% Strawbridge

$2569.56

2574.00

1457.51
21.55

105.00

145.36
214.20
12.44
4.25

$7103. 87

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
1.5% interest charge after 20 days.

6 0 0

Lft

V3



si

$,'~ ~'Ai

~ 41- ~7.., V
1

4L~ ~V'W~' ~'

National Conservative Political"
Action Co04mittee
1500 Wilton Boulevard
Suite 513 ,111,
Arlingtbn, Virgfiia 22209

May 12, 1980

Invoice #460

For If Cranston Wins, You Lose California Prospect-
40,000. Shipped May 2, 1980.

Printing:
80 #10 window envelopes and
#9 BRE's
40M 14 1/2 x 22 newspaper
ads and 40M victory cards
40M 3 Page letters
Mailing Service + application
of pennies
MediAmerica

$1,715.28

2,618.00
1,476.91

1,467.89
500.00

Total Due $7,778.08
Z~jt 1.310

All invoice are due and payable upon re
1.5% service charge after 20 days.

Moo .23/1

VJ
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The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
FaU* Church, Virginia 22043.1

May 7, 1980

Invoice f455

Personnel

General Staff thru May 5,1980 $3383.76

Taxes On Personnel

Fica;

May: 240.27 x 2 - 480.54 (thru May 5 only)

FED

May: 255.30 (thru May 5,only)

Virginia Whitholding

May: 53.28 (thru May 5 only)

Supplies

Diamond Paper

Advertising

Washington Post

480.54

255.30

53.28

10.84

170.25

Equipment

Xerox

Total Due

38.62

$4392.59

All invoices due and payable upon receipt.
1.57. service charge after 20 days.

1 f

..4.
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National Conservative Political
Action Coumittee
1500 W4ls19 Doulvard
suite 513 "
Arlington, Virginia 22209

April 30, 1980

Invoice #480

For 5000 fully typed letters to NCPAC house file.
Apology letter signed by John T. Dolan.

Page 1: 30 lines at .45/page
1 insert .025/each

Page 4: 37 lines at .44/page
1 variable insert at .025/each

Memorandum:

Mailing:

Printing Costs:

27 lines at.27/each
name/add. at .05/each

Fold four page letter
Insert 3 pieces
Affix postage
( carrier and RAE)
Sealing and Mailing
Total Mailing

Letterhead stationery
Reply memorandum
Paper stock for

typed memo 11.20/M
Cutting Paper stock

.04

.03

.08

.02

2250.00
125.00

2200.00
125.00 K

1350.00
250.00

850.00

1020.19
299.52

56.00
20.00

Courier Services

Total Due

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
1.57. interest charge after 20 days.

5

$ 8575.71
6165. /

It6. 1
10010-77

LI)

30.00
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Conservatives Against Liberal
Le islation..

150 Wilson'Boul-oaril"
Suite 515.
Arlington, Virginia 22209

April 28, 1980

Invoice #446

Postage for CALL D.M. Pieces 10,000 Units.
.28/each

,' $ 2800.00

IT
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The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, Virginia 22043

April 25, 1980

Invoice #441

For May, 1980 expenses for TCC Phone Center

Administrator $ 1550.00
Manager 1166.66
Rent (May) 500.00
IBM Selectric 33.50

in Total Due $ 3250.10

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
1.5 interest charge after 20 days.

0r



The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, Virginia 22043

April 23, 1980

Invoice #436

Telephone Service and Equipment

Blir'ate April 4/80

Personnel

$ 2,693.73

2,442.35General Staff thru April 20,1980

Taxes On Personnel

FICA

April: 171.95 x 2- 343.90 (thru 4/20 only) 343.90

155.80

FED

April: 155.80 (thru 4/20 only)

Virginia Witholding

April: 35,18 (thru 4/20 only)

Printing

Suburban Printing

Advertising

35.18

370.24

Arone Publications 21.20

Total Due

4 \Zc~A% is

0

Cr
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National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

April 17, 1980

Invoice #428

1. Postage for If Cranston
WinsYou Lose package
mailed on Pat Nolens
stationery at 128/unit

2. Postage for 40,000
If Cranston Wins You Lose
Packages at 8.4/unit

Pennies for 40,000 packages.

Total Due

$ 4,200.O0

3,360.00

400.00

$ 7,960.00

Paid 4/23/80
Ck# 1673, 1671



National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard.
Suite 515
Arlington, Virginia 22209

April 15, 1980

Invoice #426

Postage for apology letter from John T. Dolan.
Job size 5653, .15€ carrier, .15€ for RAE.
Handled through RAVCO.

n 5653 at .30/item $1,695.90

Total Due $1,695.90

IqAll invoices are due and payable upon reciept.
0 A service charge of 1.5"m will be applied to all

invoices on the 30th day following date of invoice.



National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard
Arlington. Virginia 22209

April 4. 1980

Invoice #418

2065 fully typed direct mail packages for "Target
program. Mail Date: 4/4/80, Drop Date 4/4/80

Printing:

Page 1 :

Page 4:

Reply Memo

Mailing:

Tape Conversion:

9 x 12 carrier envelopes
Pg. 1 - Pg. 4

Typing (28 lines including
9 x 12 envelopes) .50/item

Underscoring .03/item

Variable insert .025/item

Typing (42 lines) .48/item

Variable insert .025/item

(26 lines) .27/item

Affix label
Collating 9 pieces
Inserts pieces
Stamp/seal/mail
Reopen-reinsert
Reply memo .22/item

(programming overtime)

Total Due

TA . .
114 3ijO )

(b3ift IL ~

001 z 19

80"

$280.38
601.12

1032.50

61.95

51.63

991.20

51.63

557.55

484.00

452.00
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National Conservative Political
Action Comittee
Suite 5-3.
1500 Wilson"Boulevard
Arlington. Virginia 22209

April 9, 1980

Invoice f 416

ARTWORK FOR NCPAC
STATIONARY

MEDIAMERICA

TOTAL DUE

$175.00.

75.00

$250.00

% 1 a~~C %a - , U

of 
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Mark Center Offic PVzak
1900 N. eaur gard
Alexandria VA 22311
Phone. 7031 99810334--, ~

The Conservative Caucus-
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, Virginia
Re: Acct# 061-88-052

April 7, 1980

Invoice #414

Fo<April, 1980 expense for TCC Phone Center

Administrator
Manager
Rent (April)
IBM Selectric

Total

L3U.UU
1166..66
500.00

33.50

~; ~
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National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard 4
Suite 515
Arlingotn, Virginia 22209

March 26, 1980

Invoice #409

Additional postage required for Target "80" high
$ direct mail solicition (ref: invoice #392) actual
postage 41o for carrier, 15€ for BIE. Handled through
RAVCO.

Total Postage
Credit (#392)

Balance Due

$1,120.00
860.00

$ 260.00

Sk
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Mark Center Off
1900 N. Beaure!
Alexandria, VA 2
Phone 7031 98

olaza 5
Street, Suite 12

Republican Recount Committee
Z P/4 Productions
218 North Lee Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

ATTN: Mr. Brad O'Leary

Job #0088 Invoice #783

Phil Crane mailing to Indiana, Illinois, Florida, Ohio,
Connally Finance and California Lists. Drop count 3000.
Drop date 12/26/80.

Printing: 3000 letter head 1 color
Pages 1 & 2 1 color

3000 Carrier Envelopes

3000 BRE's

3000 Reply Cards

10% Handling - MediAmerica

Typing: 3000 1st page @ .45/each

$ 426.00

267.00

169.00

112.
$ 974.00'

97.40

1, 350.00

Mailing: Insert
Collate
Fold
Seal/Mail
Stamp

.02

.03

.02

.02

.01

.10/unit

E j0

4

Postage: .15/each (3000)

TOTAL DUE

300.00

450.00

$ 3,171.40

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. All charges are
payable 20 days from date of invoice. A service charge of 1.5%
per month (equivalent to 18% per year) will be added to past due
items.
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Alexarndria VA 1231
Phone 703 998.034

Congressman Jim Jeffries
Cannon HOB,
Room #128
Washington, D.C. 20515

June 23.

W Invoice #120
Invoice #120

Finance Charge 1.57. per
month from October 1978
(17 months)

$3744.50
56.50

Sub Total
Paid on Account
Ck.#102 3/6/80
Sub Total
Interest thru
6/6/80
Sub Total
Paid on Account
6/18/80 Ck.#118
Total Due

912.16**

1000.00
3713.16

167. 10"*

2000.00
$-8802 -o

(~3)

**Please note corrected interest charge.

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

)t1 s,

1980

0
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The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church, Virginia 22943

March 25, 1980

Invoice ,408

Telephone Service and Equipment
For March, 1980

Personnel

General Salaries thru March 22,
1980 only

Taxes

FICA 238.21 x 2 (thru 3/22/80 only)
FED (thru 3/22/80 only)
VA (thru 3/22/80 only)

$ 7,975.98

3,280.96

476.42
294.00

72.41

Follow-up Letters

Lepters thru March 18, 1980 Total
Psrg SubeditS
Postage Credit

Total Due

1 988.24$14,088. 01
(159.30)

$13,928.71

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.

e~& *qC'

eog 1
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National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 515
Arlington, Virginia 22209

March 24, 1980

Invoice 1404

Production 992 follow-up invitation letters to Kansas
City briefing held March 28, 1980. Signators: Roger
Jepsen (Iowa), and Congressman Jim Jeffries (Kansas).
Hailing service provided.

Jepsen Letter:
38 lines @ .53/unit x 496
Mailing @ .05/unit x 496

Sub Total

Jeffries Letter:
30 lines @ .45/unit x 496
Mailing @ .05/unit x 496

Postage

$261.88
24.80

286.68

223.20
24.80

248.00
148.80

Sub Total

Total Due $683.48

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.

A51 I I UZ
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MediAmerica. Inc.
1900 North Beauregard
Suite 12
Alexandria, Virginia
March 17, 1980

Street

22311

National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 513
Arlington, Virginia 22209

Invoice #392

Postage for Target "80" high $ dircet mail solicitation. Job
sixe approximately 2000, 28C for carrier, 15€ for RAE. Handled
through RAVCO. Mail drop date on or about 3/25/80.

Total Due $860.00
,3cwx M"Mr~p-

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.

Td . 3/z4/~o



The Conservative Caucus
7777 Leesburg Pike
Falls Church. Virginia 22043
Attn: Charles Orndorff

Invoice #391

Telephone Service and Equipment

BiWl-fWD-te January 1, 1980
3887.18

Bill Date January 4v 1980,, 664.64
Febuary: 646

17 il7 Date February 1, 1980
4473.98

to Bill Date February 4. 1980
1128.90-

- . Personnel

o %General Staff thru March 8,
VAdministrator (March)

VTNManager (March)

1980 only

$10.154.70

2,662.31
1 p550.00
1,166.66

Taxes on Personnel

FICA
s auary: 332.31 x 2 - 664.62

February: 733.93 x 2 = 1,467.86
March: 194.06 x 2 = 388.12 (thru
3/8/80 ony)

FED
January: 679.80
February: 812.80
March: 222.30 (thru 3/8/80 only)

Virginia Witholding
January: 49.74
February: 169.18
March: 60.71 (thru 3/8/80 only)

2,520.60

1,714.90

279.63



eriP9Febuay
'-NiBH Selectric (March)

Printing
Surburban
1H Telephone Sheets
10M From The Desk Of Chris
20M #9 BRE's
20M #10 Window Envelopes
201 Reply Cards

Snles

n rb cations 29.25

Sentinel Publications 11.80
Washington Post 27.74

\r) \Follow-up Letters
ailed through March 10, 1980

1529 at 31( eacb ,-,ft,_
3585 at-.64 a! ,1

Total Due

1,304.16

82.21

68.79

2123.09

$24,291.52

q, 2H1 .'

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.

j ljqj8O
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130.97
33.50
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New England Conservative
Political Action Committee
167 S. River Road
Bedford, N.H. 03102

Attn: Rick Reed

February 11, 1980

Invoice #361

For Telephone Center, calling for reception and dinner.

Total Due $1150.00
Paid 2/14/80
Check #216

#223

\i A.,



Citizens For Buckley
Village Green
Salisbury, CT. 06068

Attn: Bruce Smith

February 11, 1980

Invoice #360

Citizens for Buckley. Telephone Center Test.

Total Due $2000.00
- Paid 2/14/80

Check #5042

C3



National Conservative Political
Action Committee
1500 Wlson Bouldvard
Suite 513 '
Arlingotn, Virginia 22209

February 14, 1980

Invoice #359

For postage on NCPAC membership renewal robo package.
(Additona postage)

L7o

$750.00

CP
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Committee To Re-Elect Mickey Edwards
10812 North May Avenue
Suite z
Oklahoma-City$ Oklahoma 73102

February 8, 1980

Invoice #358

Postage (1700) $ 225.00

Labor/(addressing & calling) 299.25

Capitol Hill Club 855.90

Supplies (labels) 2.95

Courior Service 12.80

Telephone Bill (.08 x 2000) 160.00

Telegrams 26.30

Follow-up letters (150 at .50 ea) 75.00

Postage for follow-up 22.50

Printing 565.52

MediAmerica

Total Due $4924&r42

-%zAzV IO uen j 3 1 5 Z7 p
All acounts are due and payable upon receipt.

Zx& L4bI
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Arina For Congress
Sp'ro Jankovich
Tileton Roberts Corporation
Calver and Redwood Streets
Baltimore, Maryland 21202

February 7, 1980

Invoice #355

For copy changes and editing.

Joe Arena For Congress Brochurd.

Total Due $100.00

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt.

\2.,4
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The Conservative Caucus Research
Analysis, and Education Foundation
422 Maple Avenue, East
Vienna, Virgiia 22180

January 30, 1980

Invoice #332

For telephone fundraising project.

Telephone Service and Equipment
Personnel
FICA
Equipment

IBM Memeories (64.14)
Xerox (42.90)

Telepost
Printing
Advertisisements
Supplies

Total

$1,485.36
121.68

7.46

107.04
3,916.85

365.04
109.09
33.00

$6,145.52

0V% Z.JZ%
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National Conservative
Action Committee
1500 Wilson Blvd.
Suite 513
Arlington, Va. 22209
Atten: Becky

Political

Invoice # 320

Postage for John Porter Direct
Mail Package

Key and Verify NCPAC High $
List + Hard Copy Cross
Referance Verification
2838 names/18.5 per

Total

$ 612.60

525.03
$1,137.63

(0Z Vi~

Payable Upon Receipt



Reagan For President Committee
1828:.L Street, N..
Suite 201
Washington, D.C. 20036

F.

December 18, 1979

Invoice #314

For Reagan For President Telephone Center. Expenses to date.

Telephone Service and Equipment $9,131.16
(reflects receipt of recent bill of
$2,121.96)

Staff:
General Staff and Locating 8,554.84
(reflects recent pay period
of $2,325.90)

FICA on Labor 520.34
(reflects recent FICA of $138.90)

Administrator 2,066.66

Manager 1,333.33

Rent 666.60

Equipment:
IBM Selectrics 44.66
IBM Memiores 128.27
Xerox 163.02

Supplies 112.34

Printing (BRE's, Carriers, NCR Cards) 927.00

Postage 600.00

Telepost Mailgrams 2,245.80

Miscellaneous (courier 7.61, char 47.61
service $40.00)

$26,541.63

pwn

C



Jeff Bell For Senate Committee
212 West State Street 8608
renton, New Jersey 08608 rttc

INVOICE #304

For costs f6r Jeff Bell telephone fundraising center.

Administration (included in
invoice #274)

Manager (included in Invoice
0274)

Personnel

FICA on personnel

Rent (Novmeber)

IBM Selectric (November)

Telephone Service and
Equipment (current billing
not available)

Char Service

Equipment (memories only)

Supplies (printing)

TOTAL
%\ \v,

(ov1I,~

N/C

N/C

$2,154.22

117.79

250.00

33.50

30.00

128.27

387.16

$3olO .994

1%30°

Z4515
6z 300

r
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AO

I 
,~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~1 W, :AW • • ....:q:r
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The Washington Legal Foundation
1712 I. Street N.W.
Wahhington, D. C. 20005

September 3, 1979

invoice # 256

For telephone fundraising expenses from August 1, 1979 to date.

Telephone Service & Equipment
Personnel:

General Staff
Administrator (August)
Manager (August)
FICA on Personnel (324.53 x 2)

Rent for August
Advertising
Poatage
Equipment (copier & memories)
Equipment (IBM Selectric)
Supplies

* /

$2,624.75

4,966.99
1,550.00
1,000.00

649.06

Sub-total
Credit for Invoice

# 232
Total

k )5IoA
1(k1

cjt; tolo,etood

250.00
7.08

300.00
136. 50
33.50

108.17
$11,626 .05

2j500.00
9,126.057. ooo. o

rz ,b-05

(0) z O

512( 0 o05Size,. OcS

3218. C3
mo----

(Ref: cks.867-1137)

FA 0
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Ms. Shirley King, Accountant
MediAmerica
Mark Center Office Plaza 5
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311

Re: Buddy Frankland; Herman C. Frankland and/or Frankland
for Governor Committee

Dear Ms. King:

This will acknowledge the acceptance of Mr. Frankland
and the Frankland for Governor Committee of the offer your
company has made to settle this claim in full for $500.00,
as set forth in your letter of March 11, 1981.

Accordingly, I enclose herewith the Committee Check No.
674 dated March 18, 1981 in the original sum of $500.00.

The Committee, Mr. Frankland and the undersigned wish to
express our grateful appreciation for your very kind assistance
in solving a most difficult dilemma for the candidate.

Very truly yours,

Everett W. Gray

EWG: lmd

Enclosure

/d

* LAIW Crete* Or
* w. .

* B ~'USAslWu
ste"w A49
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Suite 12

i7031*981

Buddy Frank1
iand '

Bangor Baptist Church-
Outer Broadway
Bangor, Maine

/1
September 12, 1980

Revised invoice to reflect 
Invoice #'s 170, 117, 119,

122, 154, and 148.

Total DuePaid on Acct.
Ck. #'s 661,
663, 666, &
668.

Interest 1.57 x 16 months

Balance Due

Thank you for your payment 
of September

however this account is past due and we

imediate payment.

$4604.62

1300.00
334.61

1105.12

4409.74

5, 1980,would appreciate

9" )

I~. ~

Invoilce #298

.000
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Sandidates' Comn*
IU0 fNtAttRIGARD %I *ktFT • EX DIRIA. VA. 23i

December 29, 1980

Senator-elect Al D'Amato
1697 Broadway
New York, New York 10019

Dear Senator-elect D'Amato,

Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to alsist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

4"We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we

can be of further assistance, please contact me p.r Qnally.

7",eVe ry t ru Y -ffus,

JDR: cJ p
Encl.
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December 29, 1980

Senator-elect Paula Hawkins
P. 0. Box 12637
Tallahassee, Florida 32308

Deer Senator-elect Hawkins,

v Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to a1ist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

/~Treasurertmnn

0
JDR:cjp
Encl.

Pa) A DIN RV~ TMF NAT I (NA I F I'9 RC 4%%CA%II ID% I[%(C ''MIIE
NOT AL I I 4OR IIHI) 81 k% It I V)I I k C. v-.wi.frrs ( (%I~lI r TFE
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December 29, 1980

Congressman-elect Bill McCollou
P. 0. Box 732
Altamonte Springs, Florida 32701

Dear Congressman-elect McCollom,

Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to dssist in the retirement of your campaign' debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

.i Ver yours,

JDR:cjp
9rT Encl.

PAID F( H1 THE? %%TO 10 .RFPL HI ICI%% (" %I)I9ahT[S(kMITTEE.
NOC"T -L IH(,RI/LrU) A%) (.A%DIUDTrI .ok C (%:)II)AT t():I%1%11TEE
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December 29, 1980

Congressman-elect John LeBoutillier
Box 230
Old Westbury, New York 11568

Dedtr Congressman-elect LeBoutillier,

flease find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to aAist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact ma.personally.

tnD,~

0
JDR:cjp
Encl.

PAID I() HN TMil. %AT TO% %L R1 III MI K-4% C4%I)IPAIE% ( OMIITrEE.
N(01 t. ri llli) d) . I' I)IJATi ( ( ,A%.)IDATI ( % 1ITTEL
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December 29, 1980

Congressman-elect Greg Carman
375 Fulton Street
Farmingdale, New York 11735

D!Bar Congressman-elect Carman,

Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to assist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

M. V

01
0 y Treasurer

JDR:cjp
Encl.

PAIL) FOK R THE %#4 IONAl kEPt RLI( A %C'A%DIDA TE% (OMI I U E.
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December 29, 1980

Congressman-elect Duncan Hunter
454 A Street
Coronado, California 92118

Dear Congressman-elect Hunter,

I'lease find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to Essist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

%-

•""Ver trul yours,

reasurer

SDR:cjp
Encl.

C"7

PAI[) tOk RN THE %Ar 'riAI. NIPI III K %% ( -%1I)II) [TE% cOm%1I rEE.
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December 299 1980

Congressman-elect Guy Molinari
1720 Hylan
Staten Island, New York 10304

Dear Congressman-elect Molinari,

Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
toassist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

.- Very ru .,yours, 9.. ... ....

~reasurer

~JDR: cjp
Encl.

0
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December 29, 1980

Senator-elect Steve Symms
Symms for Senate Committee
P. 0. Box 471
Boise, Idaho 83701

0

Dear ;enator-elect Synmns,

4Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to assist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

Iin
r

VV
C Treasurer

JDR:cjp
Encl.

IAID FOK B1 THE NA'ION AL RFPtI IC K% ( A%ism.%% t.(II~r TEE.
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December 29. 1980

Senator-elect Chuck Grassley
P. 0. Box 1000
Des Moines, Iowa 50306

Dear Senator-elect Grassley,

Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to Issist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

N We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

JTD t esrennin,reasurer

~JDR: cj p
Encl.r
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December 29. 1980

Senator-elect Mack Mattingly
P. 0. Box 1980
Atlanta, Georgia 30301

Dear Senator-elect Mattingly*

*Please find enclosed herewith our check in the amount of $500
to Essist in the retirement of your campaign debt.

We are pleased to be able to assist in this endeavor. If we
can be of further assistance, please contact me personally.

JDR: c.i p
Encl.

PAl) i io HN TI I C Nk rIl%,%L RI Pi HLI( %% L IM) Iklf:% rEE.
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1980 REPUBLICAN SENATORIAL WINNERS

# ,/ Jerry Denton
Denton for Senate
3443 Armour Dr.
Box 1980
Mobile, AlabamaA rep. pick-up)

Frank Murkowski E.Ae eve.
Murkowski for U. S. Senate
5Z42V. 6- Ave. -
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 W
(rep. pick-up)"57m. 34,4 , v

(p,)

(205)479-6562

. * VE)

iwi~P$JT

(907 )276- 3335

Barry Goldwater
Goldwater for Senate Committee 'EWJO S
Box 39515. 4*Wqq02 )258-816 9

Phoenix, Arizona 85069
(incumbent) 28'77 Al.

"2Ua lv4ne .-y. X

aula Hawkins for Senate
V/Box 12637

Tallahassee, Florida 3231
(7@ . pickup)

Jck Mattingly
riends of Mack Mattingly
Box 1980
Atlanta , Ga. 30301

%MFA S uVOr et

(904)224-3207/5748

&~ee~7
edPft4%A/ *~*$(~

(rep. pick-up) ,

S ve Symms
yms for Senate

v Box 471
I0 Boise, Idaho 83701 4?#V4ft1 4-', 4W.4/4..E

(re pick-up)

Quayl e
uayle for Senate

Box 216 60 ,,, , ,4,/v E.
IN Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

(rep. pick-up) 0#1//
C rles Grassey * , . r-__ /
rassley for Senate i' #,tJ -V[ox 100 /oep l

IAAos M4oines, Iowa 5 ,,' ,., ,. ,= ..

le for Senate
1001 Kansas Ave.

KN Topeka, Kansas 66612 ,,
"('incumbent).,

(404)231-5715

(208)344-1776

(317)636-8080

(515)243-1980

(913)233-1203

C'1/;OC e,4~

I

AKN(,

AZ1

IL

GA

jl)



las

14D. yland

R ul Laxalt.
/xalt for Senate-

NV.-."Carson CityNevadi
..:",J702)883-7711 :

Incumbent)'

4a rren Rudman
Warren Rudman for
Box 2016
Concord,NH 03301

NH (603)225-5384
(rep. pick-up)&"

20910

89701 1

U. S. S nate.

-9 - -4

• .:. .. .. . .. .. . 4 ,0

Alfonse D'Amato
Friends of Al D'Amato L7fO,,AJ")18 E. Sunrise Hwy&.. Suite 301Freeport, N. Y. 11520
(212)582-1772.tA f1/4 ~~

.. ~

C.,

John East
John East for Senate
Box 26493
Raleigh, N.C. 27611
!919)782-7331

17" irep. pick-up)

Committee

Mark Andrews
Andrews for Senate Committee
Box 1773
Fargo,ND 58107
(701)232-8030

~od~ti~e77
C, ,4~js~T

(4,4r-

Don Nickles
Nickles for Senate
Box 1549

OK Ponca City, Oklahoma 74601
(405)762-1628

Ro Pac od
Re 1 t c ood Committee

ti oO eg 97207
-041
ent)

Arlen Specter
Specter for Senate

Suite 1402
Western Savings Bank Building

Broad & Chestnut St.
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107

(215)546-9750

-AP-0

0-5

MD

C



SD Jim(bdnor
Friends for Jim Abdnor
Box 5004
Sioux Falls, South Dakota
(605)331-2000

57117

(rep. pick-up)

UT Jake G
Jake arn Campaign Committee
Box 11998
Salt Lake City, Utah 84147
(801)532-2080

WI Robert Kasten t a k z 1 4 10
Kasten rRU. Senate
8665 N. Port Was ington Rd.
Milwaukee, Wisco sin 53217
(414)351-6615
(rep. pick-up) : /1

WA /Slade orton-
/Gorton for Senate

500 Wall Street
1 Seattle, Washington

(206)447-9720
(rep. pick-up)

s,4~6~ /~L.

98121

j1ol(
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NATIONAL REPUBLICANS CANDIDATES CoMMITEE
PHONE: (703) 9980334

1900 N. BEAUREGARD STREET. SUITE 12
ALEXANDRIA. VIRGINIA 2231 1

TO THEOF o - mm WImM MANAGEMENT C(NAEY

101

December 1, 19 80 67,1

$ 275.00

Two IUniDRED SEVENTY FMV OLR & 30,100 DOLLARS
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102NATIONAL REPUBLICANS CANDIOATES CoMMrnTEE
P4ONE: (703) 9980334

1900 N. BEAUREGARD STREET. SUITE 12
ALEXANORIA. VIRGINIA 22311

'I~AY To Tin HID WMRICA
ORDUR OF $ 3W500 00

Rm OUSAND FIVE HnDRED DOuLLRS- &- fl3lOO
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OESCMIP lrON

paymnt on accout #-votC #758

DOLLARS

ANCAN TES COMTTEE
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NATIONAL REPUBLICANS CANDIDATES COMMITTEE
PHONE: (703) 9900334

1900 N. BEAUREGARD STREET. SUITE 12
ALEXANDRIA. VIRGINIA 22311 Decoaber 1, 19 80

J AY T0 THU
ORMI3R OF ~IMRCA

1

$ 1.000.00

DOLLARS

I Ikm Bu Too.:mopm IRN C

1:O s o0 Lo ?

DISC 10PTOW

?AN 701 FORLow 1772 No~sd~R Eponses

NATIONAL -E IDQCAN CAINDIOATES COMMITTEE
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NATIONAL REPUBLICANS CANDIDATES COMMITTEE
PH4ONE: (703) 990334

1900 N. BEAUREGARD STREET. SUITE 12
ALEXANDRIA. VIRGINIA 22311 DZCEMIM I soDl~mlt 1,19 --0
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Mr.Richard Geske
National Candidates Committee
1900 N. Beauregard Street
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear Mr. Geske:

This is in response to your request for clarification
as to the use of my name in your Committee's December 5th
fundraising solicitation,

As you aware, I was not asked if my name could be used
in this solicitationand therefore,lid not authorize such
use in advance.

Please be informed that although I was not aware of
the use of my name in your letter, I personally have no

T objection at this time. Had your Committee requested the

use of my name I would have seriously considered such 
a

request and most likely would have engaged in the fundraising
effort.

C, I appreciated the contribution ,received by my own Campaign
Committee and look forward to your continuing support in the
future.

Best regards.

SS:att



I URGE NTGRAM SERVICE
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Mrs. Carol Reed
Americans For Change
218 North Lee St., #218
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM:

703998567 UGM ALEXANDRIA VA 26 10-25 0800P EST
ZIP

JOHN D. ROMANIN
NATIONAL FINANCE DIRECTOR
NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CAND. COMM.

,- 1900 NORTH BEAUREGARD ST
ALEXANDRIA VA 22311

NEED YOUR HELP IMMEDIATELY! LEAD IN POLLS IS EVAPORATING. CARTER

VICIOUSLY ATTACKING REAGAN. GOOD CONSERVATIVES REAGAN NEEDS IN

-/. SENATE AND HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES SUFFERING FROM BACKLASH

c) OF CARTER ATTACKS. BIG MEDIA AND TELEVISION NETWORKS STEPPING UP ANTI-

"7 REAGAN PROPAGANDA. POWERFUL BIG LABOR UNIONS PUMPING MILLIONS. INTO

C LIBERAL CAMPAIGNS DURING FINAL DAYS OF ELECTION. MUST PULL OUT

ALL STOPS IN REMAINING FINAL HOURS TO PREVENT DEFEAT. PLEASE SEND

--. MAXIMUM EMERGENCY CONTRIBUTION RIGHT AWAY. NO CONTRIBUTION IS TOO SMALL. -

CAN'T LET CARTER AND BIG LABOR BOSSES STEAL THIS ELECTION AWAY FROM

CONSERVATIVES. PLEASE SEND CHECK NOW FOR ELEVENTH HOUR VICTORY EFFORTS.

LAST PUSH TO WIN IN FULL SWING. NO SECOND CHANCE AT THIS LATE DATE. ITS

WIN OR LOSE NOW. PLEASE HELP. PLEASE HELP. MAKE YOUR CHECK PAYABLE

TO: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE COMMITTEE. PLEASE SEND TODAY.

0800 EST

UGMCOMP UGM
c * REFOLD ENTIRE URGENTGRAM AND RETURN

IW HECK ENCLOS ED IN SPECIALLY MARKED ENVELOPE.

TO REPLY BY URGENTGRAM. CALL (703) 9980338

01 1



AL UPGENTGRAM SIVICE
NTOALCENTER wf a'11 .*

1900 N. RFAUPEGARD ST. •i2 r12 ::ti'r , . . J' ' . ...
ALEXANDRIA, VA. 22311 7 -,

4.0O2453 J 2341J2 12/5/80 SIC CPS FSCFI

1 703Q8Q0334 UGM TDMA ALEXANDRIA VA 12/5 0900 EST

Mr. ronald Davis
3129 S. 14th St.
Arlinoton, VA 22204

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN
CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE ...... JOHN D. ROMANIN.....NATIONAL FINANCE

CHAIRMAN ........ 0900 EST 12/5

ON BEHALF OF DRESIENT-ELECT RONALD REAu .'ND MYSELF, THANK YOU!Mr. Davfs, MAKE'N'I3TAKE ABOUT IT..... RONALD REAGAN IS PRESIDENT
BECAUSE OF YOUR BELIEF IN THE MAN AND THE PRINCIPLES HE REPRESENTS ANDBECAUSE OF YOUR ENDURING SUPPORT.....I ALSO WANT TO EXTEND MY PERSONAL%GRATITUDE TO YOU FOR HELPING ELECT A REPUBLICAN MAJORITY TO THE U. S.,ENATE..... IT'S THE FIRST TIME IN OVER 26 YEARS REPUBLICANS HAVEiONTROLLED THE "UPPER CHAMBER" ..... THIS VICTORY IS EVEN MORE GRATIFYINGd ECAUSE MANY GOOD CONSERVATIVES LIKE SENATORS THURMOND, HATCH AND GARNWILL BECOME CHAIRMEN OF VERY POWERFUL COMMITTEES..... ADDITIONALLY, OUT-o.TANDING CANDIDATES LIKE -STEVE SYMMS FROM IDAHO AND PAULA HAWKINS FROMFLORIDA WILL GREATLY INCREASE OUR STRENGTH IN THE SENATE ..... NONE OF71HESE GAINS COULD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE WITHOUT YOUR PERSONAL COMMITMENT ......4UT NOW I MUST TURN MY ATTENTION TO HELPING THESE NEWLY ELECTED "REAGAN"tENATORS AND CONGRESSMEN..... COMBINED, THEY HAVE CAMPAIGN DEBTS TOTALINGct.1.2 MILLION...THEY REALLY DESERVE HELP...MANY CAMPAIGNED 16-18 HOURS ADAY FOR MONTHS BEFORE THE ELECTION SO AS NOT TO LET US DOWN ..... AND IN"4"HE RACES THAT WERE TOO CLOSE TO CALL, I URGED EACH CANDIDATE TO SPEND A, INIMUM OF $50,000 ON LAST MINUTE TV AND RADIO ADVERTISEMENTS WITH MYROMISE TO HELP THEM AFTER THE ELECTIONS..... I KNEW THAT IN A CLOSE RACE,,44AVY TV AND RADIO SATURATION WOULD PUSH THEM OVER THE TOP..... MYSTRATEGY WORKED BUT CAMPAIGNS HAD TO GO INTO DEBT..... WITH MASSIVE DEBTS'WDW HANGING OVER THEIR HEADS THEY CAN'T CONCENTRATE ON THEIR WORK.....-- MORE IMPORTANTLY, NEW CONSERVATIVES WITH LARGE DEBTS BECOME A PRIMETARGET OF WEALTHY LIBERALS AND POWERFUL LABOR UNIONS WHO HAVE SWORN"TO GET EVEN"..... PLEASE HELP ME KEEP MY PROMISE TO HELP THESE GOODCONSERVATIVES PAY OFF THEIR DEBTS..... Mr. Davis, WON'T YOU SEND THENAT. REP. CANDIDATE'S COMM. $50 OR PERHAPS $100 OR MORE SO THAT I DON'T HAVETO BREAK MY PROMISES TO THEM ...... I APOLOGIZE FOR NOT CONSULTING WITH YOUBEFORE ADVISING OUR CANDIDATES TO GO INTO DEBT IN ORDER TO WIN, BUTTHERE WASN'T ANY TIME TO CONTACT YOU IN THE REMAINING DAYS OF THE ELECTION ....I HOPE YOU'LL FORGIVE ME AND HELP THE COMMITTEE NOW BY SENDING AS GENEROUS
A CONTRIBUTION AS POSSIBLE..... GOD BLESS .....

0900 P EST JOHN. D. ROMANIN ..... NATIONAL FINANCE CHAIRMAN

• * PLEASE REFOLD ENTIRE URGENTGRAM AND RETURN WITH CHECK IN
ENCLOSED ENVELOPE - MAKE CHECK PAYABLE TO NATIONAL
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE.*****

To REPLY BY URGETGAM. CALL URGENIGPAM AT (703) 998.0338
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National Republican Candidate Committee
c/o National Urgentgram Communication Center
1900 North Beauregard Street
#12
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

P1tn: National Finance Director
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DEC 1 ? 1980

Media America
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear Sir or Madam:

It has come to our attention that your "Urgentgram" mailing
envelopes include an altered eagle logotype, obviously
copied from the U.S. Postal Service seal and emblem. You
are advised that affixing such altered seal to paper is a
criminal violation carrying a fine of up to $5,000, impri-
sonment for up to 5 years, or both. 18 U.S.C. S506.

* The Postal Service emblem, in addition to being the official
seal of the Postal Service, is also its registered trademark
and service mark, Registration No. 975,033. As I am sure
you are aware, a trademark owner must take the actions neces-

0 sary to assure that its marks are not misused.

V Because of the seriousness with which we consider this mat-
ter, we must require the unequivocable written assurance
that you will cease all use of the Postal Service emblem or
any imitation thereof.

Sincerely,

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel
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JAN 2 118

Media America
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Dear S ir or Madam:

On December 12, 1980 we wrote to you asking that you ceasethe use of the altered eagle logotype which is the seal and
r*;% emblem of the United States Postal Service and our registered

trademark/service mark, Registration No. 975,033. You have
IZZI"not yet responded.

Since that time we have been informed of your continued,
widespread violation of both the Criminal Code, Section 50t.0
of Title 18 of the United States Code and of our property

'17 rights in the United States Postal Service emblem trademark,
Registration No. 975,033.
You are hereby advised that if we do not have your unequi-
vocable written assurance within '10 days of the date of this
letter that you are ceasing all use of the Postal Service
emblem, any imitation or alteration of the emblem, the Depart-
ment of Justice will be provided with the necessary information
to take immediate steps to enforce both the criminal and civil
violations.

Respectfully,

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel



January 23, 1981

Theodore Major
Patent Counsel
United States Postal Service
475 L'Enfant Plaza, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20260

Dear Mr. Major:

49 per my telephone conversation of this date and your correspondence
dated December 12, 1980 and January 21, 1981, please be advised that
you have my unequivocable assurance that MeditAmerica has ceased using
all envelopes in question.

In fact, upon receipt of your first letter dated December 12, 1980,
I took immediate action to comply with your request by cancelling all
pending orders. Additionally, I directed the supervisor in charge of
our mailing center to immediately discontinue the use of any of these
forms and envelopes that remained in stock.

On this same date however, it came to my attention that some
C remaining overage was inadvertently used. To prevent this error from

re-occuring, I have taken the precaution of ordering this stock destroyed.

C7 MediAmerica printed "Urgentgram" envelopes and forms for direct
mail solicitations with the hope of better serving our clients by
increasing their response rates. At no time was the design of the
package thought to violate any ordinance, law, patent, trademark, or
federal code, hence the modifications in the eagle emblem and the use
of the word "Urgentgram".

Thank you, Mr. Major, for being so courteous and helpful, and
please be assured that you have my complete and earnest cooperation
in this matter.

RG/ckt
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US v. john Doe No. T402%
Grand Jury #81-1 11nnteb Otales Disstrict ntt

FOR THE

EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA - Alexandria

Custodian of Records

to National Republican Candidate's Committee
1900 N. Baauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311

You are hereby commanded to appear in the United States District Court for the Eastern

District of Virginia at 200 S. Washington Street in the city of

Alexandria on the 2nd day of March 1981 at 9 :30o'lock A.M. to

tcstify before the Grand Jury and bring with you' originals# or in lieu thereof, copies of any
and all records relating to any business agreement or arrangement between the
National Republican Candidate's Committee (NRCC) and MediAmerica, Inc., such
records to include but not limited to the following:

1. Any contractual agreement or arrangement between NRCC and
MadiAm-rica, Inc.

2. Any records submitted to NRCC by MediAmerica in support
of any bill or statement of charges for services rendered by rMediAmarica, Inc.

(See attached continuation)
This subpoena is issued on application of the United States.

Karen P. Tandy, AUSA
117 S. Washington Street
Alexandria, VA 22314
703-557-9100 W. FARLEY POWERS, JR.

Date February 10 , 9 19 81.
OWL

BY 4~x

'Sike th words "ad bi wt ym" ude the subpoena isto require o the po dm d doe n wortsol tins in which cm
th documents m d hins should bt digtdnatdw blua spae pmvided for tha pupe.

RETURN

Received this subpoena at
and on
ithin named

by delivering a copy to
allowed by law.

Date

I served it on the

and tendering2 to the fee for one day's attendance and the mileg

19

Service Fees
Travel
Senices

Total

!e-:. not be tendered t,. the witness upon service of a subpoena issued in behalf of the Unied States or an oflicvr o ragency
S.-. alf of a dc:: n.:2.: who is financially unable to pay such costs (Rule 17(b). Federal Rules Criminal Pr vSurn.

______________
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3. Any and all actual bills or statements of charges
submitted to NRCC by MediAmerica, Inc., for services rendered

/ 4. Any document submitted to the Federal ElectionCommission by the NRCC or by MediAmerica, Inc. on behalf of
NRCC.

P'5. Any mailing list used to solicit responses or
funds for use in connection with any person running for reelection
to a Republican seat in the Congress of the United States (either
Senate or House of Representatives)

6. Any correspondence, letter, memorandum, record oftelephozl calls, telegrams, urgentgrams, or other communication
between NRCC and republican senatorial candidates Steve Symms
(Idaho) and Paula Hawkins (Florida), or any representative ofhis or her election campaign, or any other person running forelection or reelection to a Republican seat in the Congress of
the United States (either the Senate or the House of Representa-
tives)

." 7. Any checks, or other negotiable instruments, moneyorders, bank transfers, cashier checks, or any other do-ument
representing monies paid to republican senatorial candidates
Steve Symms (Idaho) or Paula Hawkins (Florida) or any representa-
tive of his or her election campaign, or any other person runningfor a Republican seat in the Congress of the United States (either
the Senate or the House of Representatives)

8. Any response received by NRCC as a result of amass-mailing to solicit monies for use in connection with the
election or reelection of any parson running for a Republican
.seat in the Congress of the United States (either the Senate
or the House of Representatives)

V 9. Any checks or other negotiable instruments, money
orders, bank transfers, cashiers checks or any other document
representing monies paid to MediAuirica, Inc. for any services
:rendered by MediAerica, Inc.

Itt

4' - !I
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Chairman January 13, 1981

The Honorable John W. McGarry
Chairman, Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Chairman McGarry:

We have recently learned of the existence of a committee known as the
National Republican Candidates Committee. This committee filed its
statement of organization with the Commission on June 30, 1980. Its
statement of organization clearly reflects that the committee is not
a party committee.

It 'has further come to our attention that, upon inquiry to the FEC as
tfl to the status of the National Republican Candidates Committee, the person

low! making the inquiry is advised by the Commission that the National Republican
Candidates Committee is a party committee. It is my understanding that
this misinformation is given out because the National Republican Candidates
Committee has been entered into your computer as a party committee in the

0 normal course of your operation.

'V I ask that the Commission immediately correct this error as the National

C", Republican Candidates Committee is not a committee of the Republican Party.
To have the Commission represent it as such has resulted in confusion on

y") the part of contributors which has resulted in a number of inquiries to the
three national committees of the Republican Party. I further request that
you make public, through a press release and/or your normal publications
the fact that the National Republican Candidates Committee is not a party
committee.

Your prompt and favorable consideration of this request will be greatly
appreciated.

Very truly yours,

BILL BROCK

BB:ijd

cc: Charles N. Steel, Esq.
D. Richard Ceske

&John D. Romanin

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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JBNIXNS, NYSTROM & STrILACI, P. C
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JAM0 E. SCI4HOENER ___

STE0H5N 1. MITCH COCK (3O8)3gm-U*ai
C4ii 14. PARrITT 14ICMIQ @7i!C
*ARY J. NYSTROM 11140000 WErT TWELVE MIL. ROAD
CHARLES m. L.OWTHER SOJTmrlIw, Mciaw 4s07o
MICHAl . A. MURPHY0' (3OUTHIE _I119N-2686
JAMES i. SCH4OENER
GERARD P. PANARO+ January 15, 1981 *AoMITTED IN O.C.
JANIS a. DaGrNNARO 'ADMITTDo IN VA.
ROSENT .J. DSLUCIA0 +ADMITTEO IN MD.
RICHARD A. PEARSON*

MICHAEL J. TAUSCHE MEMORANDUM

TO: Republican United States Senators

FROM: James Schoener, legal counsel, and
Rodney Smith, Treasurer
National Republican Senatorial Committee

c RE: National Republican Candidate's Committee

Recently a group calling itself the National Republican

Candidates Committee was formed and sent out a test fund raisin'

'7 letter. This group shows its treasurer to be K.E. Dent or RichdI

0 Geske, and its self-proclaimed "National Finance Director" is lined

as a John D. Romanin. We believe that a very large solicitation will

be made in the next few days. This appeal will be ostensibly for debt

reduction for Republican Senators and Congressmen. We have been

unable to find any of our people who have authorized this group to act

in their name.

The Federal Election Commission erroneously listed this group as

an official party committee, but the R.N.C. has obtained a correction

of that error. The National Committee, the National Republican

Congressional Committee and our committee have tried to get the

"candidates" committee to indicate that they are not an authorized

official committee of the Republican Party, but we do not believe they

will comply. We also object to their use of the names of President-



t' Rooak an various Senators without perfL.Ssions
*i~o yo ma ha* iquiries otcerning this orM" ~w

urge you to:

1. Advise potential contributors that the National Republican
Candidates Committee is not an official party fund raiser, and

2. That any contributions they may wish to make should be made
payable directly to the Senator or Congressman the contributor
wants to support, or

3. Send the funds directly to our committee with instructions
stating which Senator they desired to benefit.

$14

1%
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Chairman January 13, 1981

The Honorable John W. McGarry
Chairman, Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Chairman McGarry:

We have recently learned of the existence of a committee known as the
National Republican Candidates Committee. This committee filed its
statement of organization with the Commission on June 30, 1980. Its
statement of organization clearly reflects that the committee is not
a party committee.

It has further come to our attention that, upon inquiry to the FEC as
to the status of the National Republican Candidates Committee, the person
making the inquiry is advised by the Commission that the National Republican
Candidates Committee is a party committee. It is my understanding that

Ir this misinformation is given out because the National Republican Candidates
Committee has been entered into your computer as a party committee in the

C normal course of your operation.

I ask that the Commission immediately correct this error as the National
C-"* Republican Candidates Committee is not a committee of the Republican Party.

To have the Commission represent it as such has resulted in confusion on
the part of contributors which has resulted in a number of inquiries to the
three national committees of the Republican Party. I further request that
you make public, through a press release and/or your normal publications
the fact that the National Republican Candidates Committee is not a party
committee.

Your prompt and favorable consideration of this request will be greatly
appreciated.

Very truly yours,

BILL BROCK

BB:ijd

cc: Charles N. Steel, Esq.
k-D. Richard Ceske

John D. Romanin

Dwight D. Eisenhower Republican Center: 310 First Street Southeast, Washington, D.C. 20003. (202) 484-6500.
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(Sent to all State Chairmen of the JAN19 1
Republican National Coumaittee)

JANUARY 15,1981

THIS MESSAGE IS TO NOTIFY YOU THAT AN ORGANIZATION CALLING ITSELF
"-THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE IS UNDERTAKING OIR[CT
,-4AIL FUND RAISING OSTENSIBLY IN SUPPORT OF REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES.
1,,$ ORGANIATION HAS NOCONNECTION WITH THE REPUBLICAN NATIONAL
PeCOmMITTEEv THE REPUBLICAN NATIONAL SENATORIAL COMMITTEE, OR THE
NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE

SE RECOMMEND THAT YOU ADVISE INDIVIDUALS WHO INQUIRE IN REFERENCE
0 THIS FUND RAISING ORGANIZATION TWAT THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN

qCANDTDATE'S COMMITTEE IS NOT A PARTY COMMITTEE AND THEN ENCOURAGE
THEM TO CONTRIBUTE TO YOUR COMMITTEE* TO THE NATIONAL COMMITTEES.

cbR DIRECTLY TO REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES.

SILL BROCK, CHAIRMAN
CdEPUSLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE

t-#)

102 EST

MGMCOMP MGM

4c: D. Richard Geske

TO REeLY BY MAILGRAM. SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR .VESTEPN UNION'S TOLL - FREE PHONE NUMBERS
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Robert R. Sparks, Jr.# Esq.
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

RECEIVED
MAR 91981

SEOAM & MeRG,

Dear Bob:

Thank you for your letter of March 3. 1981,
which informed us that your clients National Republican
Candidates' Committee ("Committee") has taken formal steps
to change its name to National Candidates' Committee.
Our client, National Republican Congressional Committee
("NRCC"), is pleased and grateful that the Committee has
voluntarily taken this action pursuant to our suggestion in
order to avoid potential public confusion between the two
organizations.

You mention in your letter that Messrs. Geske
and Romanin are attributing certain purportedly libelous
statements to "members of the Republican National Committee
or its affiliates." As you know, we do not represent the
Republican National Committee ("RNC"). Furthermore, the
NRCC is not an "affiliate" of the RNC as such term is used
in the Federal Election Campaign Act, as amended. Please
advise your client that the NRCC totally denies that any
member has expressed any intent to "get" any member of the
Committee or have anyone incarcerated. Nor has any member of
NRCC imputed dishonesty or fraud on the part of Romanin
or Geske. Your clients' suspicions are unfounded as well
as unsubstantiated.

NRCC is pleased that its present differences with
the Committee have been informally resolved and regrets that
the Committee chose not to informally discuss NRCC's concerns
earlier as originally requested.

Very t:Euly yours,

Ja - V. Baran

cc: Larry Halloran, Esq.
Mr. Wyatt Stewart





FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WA~Sf4WT D. ZO-

March 23, 1982
Mr. J. Curtis Berge, Esquire
Sedam & Herge
8300 Greensboro Drive
McLean, VA 22102 Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Berge:

This is in response to your letter dated March 10, 1982, in
which you requested an extension of time for compliance with a
subpoena issued by the Commission for the production of certain
documents in connection with its investigation of MUR 1363.

The Office of General Counsel has considered your request and
decided to extend the due date for compliance with the subpoena
until March 26, 1982.

Should you have any additional matters you would like to
discuss in connection with this MUR, please contact Stephen Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4060.

Sincrerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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(703) 63I-1000

March 10, 1982
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Kenneth A. Gross, Esq.
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Stephen Mims, Esq.

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Gross:

This letter is written with reference to your letter,
dated February 22, 1982, with which you enclosed a subpoena for
the production of certain documents by Friday, March 12, 1982.

We are advised by our client that, because of the
demands of scheduled business activities, it will not be possible
for him to accumulate and produce the requested documents by
March 12, 1982. Accordingly, we respectfully request an
extension, until 10:00 a.m. on Friday, March 26, 1982, within
which to comply with the subpoena.

J. Curtis Herge



'SEIDA?4 HERGE
ATTOMft~fg AT LAWS

1700 PCNNSYANIA AVE.dd.*w.

WASHI,,,ON, D. C. 80006

C0

Kenneth A. Gross, Esquire
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Stephen Mires, Esquire
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FEDERAL ELECTION COSSION
WASHINGTON.D.C. 2W43

February 22, 1982

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

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

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that your clients,
MediaAmerica, Inc., National Candidates Committee, and
Richard Geske, had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). An investigation of this

n matter is being conducted and it has been determined that
additional information is necessary. Consequently, the
Federal*Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena
which requires your client, Richard Geske, to provide
information which will assist it in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

If you have any questions please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at
202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. SteeleGeneral Counsel

BY: ___
Kenneth A rs
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



DUFOIN TWEFEDURAL ULECTION CONKISSi"0

an the Matter of)

MediaAmerica, Inc., ) MUR 1363
)

The National Candidates )
Committee (formerly known )
as the'National Republican )
Candidates Committee), )
and Richard Geske. )

SUBPOENA

TO: Richard Geske

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-styled matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby subpoenas:

1. The Articles of Incorporation of MediaAmerica, Inc.
2. The bylaws of MediaAmerica, Inc.
3. The bylaws of the National Candidates Committee

IT (formerly known as the National Republican
Candidates Committee)

- 4. All books, records, memoranda and other written
materials in your possession or within your access
or control which
a) reflect time allocations for any employee of
MediaAmerica who performed services for the
National Candidates Committee;

00 b) relate to the credit extended by MediaAmerica,
Inc., to the National Candidates Committee
including those materials which establish the
basis for extending credit, the terms of the
extension of credit, and payment schedules
established by MediaAmerica, Inc.;
c) relate to the terms for extensions of credit toall other political committees by MediaAmerica,
Inc., during the period of January 1, 1980,
through December 31, 1980, together with materials
which establish the basis for extensions of
credit, the terms of the extension of credit, and
payment schedules established by MediaAmerica,
Inc.;
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d) relate to the establishment of the Natia"I.
Candidates Committee including, but not limited
to:
i. the organizational structure of the National
Candidates Committee;
ii. the decision-making process within the
committee; and
iii. the provisions for organizing the committee
and for establishing the availability of initial
working capital to cover overhead, fund-raising
and other operating costs.

and any and all other such materials which pertain to the

establishment and administration of and solicitation of

contributions to and making of contributions by the National

Candidates Committee.

Notice is given that these materials must be delivered

IM to the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election Commissibn,

1325 K Street, N.W., Washington, D.C., on March 12, 1982,

at 10:00 a.m. Upon inspection, the Office of General CounselC
will copy those documents, or portions thereof, that it deems

necessary, and will return the originals to you.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on

this 22nd day of February, 1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the
Federal Election Commission

ATTEST:

pMarjorie W. Emmons
-Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSIO
WASHNGTON,04r. ZM6

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that your clients,
MediaAmerica, Inc., National Candidates Committee, and
Richard Geske, had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). An investigation of this
matter is being conducted and it has been determined that
additional information is necessary. Consequently, the

; Federal Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena
which requires your client, Richard Geske, to provide
information which will assist it in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

If you have any questions please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at
202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMO$SI1,
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

?B42tMW4 TO:

F~lq4:

MM~:

SW:JE

CHART.E N. STrE=~

MAROI W. amDS/JWY CU9TJ R

FEMAY22, 1982

9UB~pl. RE: MJR 1363

The attached s e, which was Ccnmission apjroed cn

February 11, 1982 by a vote of 5-0, has been signed and sealed

this date.

Attachbmnt:
Subpoena

*&*
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COWNKI5rO

In the Matter of

MdiaAmerica, Inc.

The National Candidates
Committee (formerly known
as the National Republican
Candidates Committee), and
Richard Geske

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal

Election Commission, do hereby certify that on February 11,

1982, the Commission decided by a vote of 5-0 to take the

following actions in MUR 1363:

1. Authorize the subpoena to
Richard Geske as submitted
with the General Counsel's
February 9, 1982 Memorandum
to the Commission.

2. Approve the sending of the
letter as submitted with
the February 9, 1982 Memo-
randum to the Commission.

Commissioners Aikens, Elliott, McDonald, McGarry and

Reiche voted affirmatively; Commissioner Harris did not

cast a vote in this matter.

Attest:

~Y~L9-i~id

DMarjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary:
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis:

2-9-82,12:41
2-9-82, 4:00

ZaWA-64T
A

°.Date



rbruary %* 1982

MKDOMNDUM TO: Marjorie W. Rmons

ISOM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: NOR 1363

Please have the attached Memo to the Commission

distributdd to the Commission on a 48 hour tally basis.

Thankygou.

Attachment

cc: S.Mims



ENSITIVE
FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

February 9, 1982

MEMORANDUM TO: The Commission

FROM: Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General CounseoIfJN

SUBJECT: Authorization to issue Subpoena in
Connection with MUR 1363

This matter involves allegations by the Republican
National Committee, the National Republican Congressional
Committee, and the National Republican Senatorial Committee
against MediaAmerica, Inc., the National Republican
Candidates Committee (now known as the National Candidates
Committee, hereinafter referred to as the Committee), Karen
E. Dent, Richard Geske and John D. Romanin. The complaint
alleges the National Candidates Committee's failure to
identify MediaAmerica, Inc. as its connected organization,
2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2), and the Committee's violation of
2 U.S.C. S 441b(4) (A) (i) by soliciting contributions from

a persons other than executive or administrative personnel,
stockholders or their families. Additionally, the complaint
alleges that the Committee submitted reports signed by a
person other than the treasurer of the Committee, 2 U.S.C.
S 434(a)(1), and that solicitations by the Committee failed
to provide the notice required by 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(3).
The complaint alleges alternatively a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a) by MediaAmerica, Inc. for financing the activities
of the Committee by subsidizing its overhead expenses and by
extending credit for the rental of mailing lists.

On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to
believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b)(2),
433(c), 432(e)(5), 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i), that
MediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and
441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President of
MediaAmerica, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The notification
letters were sent to the respondents in early July.
Throughout July and August communications were held between
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counsel for the respondents and Office of General .
staff regarding the substance of the allegations and-
the respondents would seek pre-probable cause conotl O

On July 31, 1981, the Office of General Couns .Z- -

received a response to the Commission's reason to believe
determinations in which respondents requested pre-probable
cause conciliation, but only as to the Committee's failure
to timely amend its Statement of Organization listing its
treasurer. Respondents' counsel was informed that, due to
certain factual questions left unanswered by the response,
and due to respondents' apparent desire not to conciliate as
to the central issue involving 2 U.S.C. S 441b, this Office
was not prepared to enter into pre-probable cause
conciliation.

On September 16, 1981, the former Committee treasurer,
Shirley S. King, contacted this Office and voluntarily
agreed to submit to a deposition regarding these matters.
Her deposition was taken on October 19, 1981. Although not
a respondent in this MUR, Mrs. King presented information to

A" this Office which appeared to contradict the response filed
by counsel for respondents on February 25, 1981. As an
employee of MediaAmerica, Inc., Mrs. King produced testimony

U) which asserted an active involvement by MediaAmerica, Inc.
and some of its officers and directors in the affairs of the
committee which lends support to the Commission's reason to
beleive determinations. Mrs. King also provided the names
of several other individuals who would appear to have

_T knowledge of the matters at issue. We are presently trying
to contact and depose, pursuant to a voluntary arrangement,
certain of those individuals who have been fired by
MediaAmerica or who have no current connection with the
firm.

In order to obtain further information from the
respondents themselves, this Office considers it necessary
to have certain documents produced for inspection and
copying. The subpoena for such documents should be directed
to Richard Geske, President of MediaAmerica, Inc., and
Chairman of the Committee, through Mr. Herge, his counsel.
The documents requested may provide us with further
information as to direct involvement by MediaAmerica, Inc.,
in both the financing and direction of the Committee as well
as the level of involvement of certain officers and
directors of MediaAmerica, Inc., in those matters.
Therefore, the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission approve the issuance of the attached subpoena for
documents.

Recommendations
1. Authorize the attached subpoena to Richard Geske.
2. Approve sending the attached letter.

Attachments
1. Subpoena to Richard Geske
2. Proposed letter



BEFOPE THE FEDAL ELECTION COMMISSION

in the Matter of)

MediaAmerica, Inc., ) MUR 1363
)

The National Candidates )
Committee (formerly known )
as the-National Republican )
Candidates Committee), )
and Richard Geske. )

SUBPOENA

TO: Richard Geske

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-styled matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby subpoenas:

1'n

1. The Articles of Incorporation of MediaAmerica, Inc.
2. The bylaws of MediaAmerica, Inc.
3. The bylaws of the National Candidates Committee

(formerly known as the National Republican
Candidates Committee)

4. All books, records, memoranda and other written
materials in your possession or within your access
or control which
a) reflect time allocations for any employee of
MediaAmerica who performed services for the
National Candidates Committee;
b) relate to the credit extended by MediaAmerica,
Inc., to the National Candidates Committee
including those materials which establish the
basis for extending credit, the terms of the
extension of credit, and payment schedules
established by MediaAmerica, Inc.;
c) relate to the terms for extensions of credit to
all other political committees by MediaAmerica,
Inc., during the period of January 1, 1980,
through December 31, 1980, together with materials
which establish the basis for extensions of
credit, the terms of the extension of credit, and
payment schedules established by MediaAmerica,
Inc.;
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d) relate to the establishment of the Na"J.,.
Candidates Committee including, but not liaite*4-
to:
i. the organizational structure of the National
Candidates Committee;
ii.the decision-making process within the
committee; and
iii. the provisions for organizing the committee
and for establishing the availability of initial
working capital to cover overhead, fund-raising and
other operating costs.

and any and all other such materials which pertain to the

establishment and administration of and solicitation of

contributions to and making of contributions by the National

Candidates Committee.

Notice is given that these materials must be delivered

to the Office of General Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington on February

1982, at 10:00 a.m. Upon inspection, the Office of General

Counsel will copy those documents, or portions therof, that

it deems necessary, and will return the originals to you.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on

this day of , 1982.

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the Federal Election
Commission

ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON.D.C, 2063,

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that your clients,
MediaAmerica, Inc., National Candidates Committee, and
Richard Geske, had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). An investigation of this

(7 matter is being conducted and it has been determined that
additional information is necessary. Consequently, the

Til Federal Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena
which requires your client, Richard Geske, to provide
information which will assist it in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

If you have any questions please direct them
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at
202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

to Stephen

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena

AtQL melt 9.



RAL ELECTION COMMISSION 8
~W~6N0 ,OT D0C. 20463

February 9, 1982
N OR0D1UN TO The Commission

IIRONt Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counse

SUBJECT: Authorization to issue Subpoena In
Connection with DUR 1363

This matter involves allegations by the Republican
National Co=ittee, the National Republican Congressional

Ga Committee, and the National Republican Senatorial Committee
against MeLaAmecica, Inc., the National Republican
Candidates Cmmttee (now known as the National Candidates
Committee, helelnafter referred to as the Committee), eirM R. Deft, Richard Geske and John D. Romanin. The cuplafivt
alleges the National Candidates Committee's failure to
identify MediaAmorica, Inc. as its connected organization,
2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2), and the Committee's violation of
2 U.S.C. I 441b(4)(A)(i) by soliciting contributions from

o persons other than executive or administrative personnel,stockholders or their families. Additionally, the complaint
alleges that the Committee submitted reports signed by a
person other than the treasurer of the Committee, 2 U.S.C.
S 434(a)(l), and that solicitations by the Committee failedto provide the notice required by 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)(3).
The complaint alleges alternatively a violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a) by NediaAmerica, Inc. for financing the activitiesof the Committee by subsidizing its overhead expenses and byextending credit for the rental of mailing lists.

On June 29, 1981, the Commission found reason to
believe that the Committee violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b) (2),
433(c), 432(e) (5), 441b(a) and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i), thatMediaAmerica, Inc. violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and
441b(b) (4) (A) (i), and that Richard Geske, President ofMediaAmerica, violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The notification
letters were sent to the respondents in early July.
Throughout July and August communications were held between
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40"se1 for the respondents and Off"ec M General
-,,staff regarding the substance of the allegatio"s u4
-the respondents would seek pre-probable cause cono

On July 31, 1981, the Office of General Counsel
teceived a response to the Commission's reason to" bell
determinations in which respondents requested preepr
cause conciliation, but only as to the Committee's fatl'
to timely amend its Statement of Organization listing its
treasurer. Respondents' counsel was informed that. due tirw -

certain factual questions left unanswered by the response,
and due to respondents' apparent desire not to conciliate as
to the central issue involving 2 U.S.C. S 441b, this Office
was not prepared to enter into pre-probable cause
conciliation.

On September 16, 1981, the former Committee treasurer,
Shirley S. King, contacted this Office and voluntarily
agreed to submit to a deposition regarding these matters.
Her deposition was taken on October 19, 1981. Although not
a respondent in this MUR, Mrs. King presented information to
this Office which appeared to contradict the response filed
by counsel for respondents on February 25, 1981. As an
employee of MediaAmerica, Inc., Mrs. King produced testimony

Ln which asserted an active involvement by MediaAmerica, In.
and some of its officers and directors in the affairs Q-the
committee which lends support to the Commission's reason t
beleive determinations. Mrs. King also provided the nmnes
of several other individuals who would appear to have

7knowledge of the matters at issue. We are presently trying
to contact and depose, pursuant to a voluntary arrangement,

0 certain of those individuals who have been fired by
MediaAmerica or who have no current connection with the

Tv"' firm.

C71 In order to obtain further information from the
respondents themselves, this Office considers it necessary
to have certain documents produced for inspection and

cc copying. The subpoena for such documents should be directed
to Richard Geske, President of MediaAmerica, Inc., and
Chairman of the Committee, through Mr. Herge, his counsel.
The documents requested may provide us with further
information as to direct involvement by MediaAmerica, Inc.,
in both the financing and direction of the Committee as well
as the level of involvement of certain officers and
directors of MediaAmerica, Inc., in those matters.
Therefore, the General Counsel recommends that the
Commission approve the issuance of the attached subpoena for
documents.

Recommendations
1. Authorize the attached subpoena to Richard Geske.
2. Approve sending the attached letter.

Attachments
1. Subpoena to Richard Geske
2. Proposed letter
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The Natloial Candidates )
Committee ( Q m w! known )
as the.NatiOhtl iepublican )
Candidates CQmmittee), )
and Richard '0eske.

SUBPOIMA

TO: Richard Geske

Pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S 437d(a)(3), and in furtherance

of its investigation in the above-styled matter, the Federal

Election Commission hereby subpoenas:

Ln
1. The Articles of Incorporation of MediaAimerica, Inc.2. The bylaws of MediaAmerica, Inc.
3. The bylaws of the National Candidates Committee

(formerly known as the National RepublicanICandidates Committee)
C) 4. All books, records, memoranda and other written-materials in your possession or within your access

or control which
a) reflect time allocations for any employee ofo MediaAmerica who performed services for the

f-41 National Candidates Committee;b) relate to the credit extended by MediaAmerica,
0Inc., to the National Candidates Committee

including those materials which establish thebasis for extending credit, the terms of the
extension of credit, and payment schedules
established by MediaAmerica, Inc.;
c) relate to the terms for extensions of credit toall other political committees by MediaAmerica,
Inc., during the period of January 1, 1980,
through December 31, 1980, together with materialswhich establish the basis for extensions of
credit, the terms of the extension of credit, andpayment schedules established by MediaAmerica,
Inc.;

partI4
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ATTEST:

Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary to the Commission

"k pcd~ A .

Frank P. Reiche
Chairman for the Federal Election
Commission

LI

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . .i ''.-

4) t*JiUUe to tb* estaibRD* n 0 tR*
Candidate$ Cos -tq LInluding, but flo A
to:
L. the organizational structure of the iti p,
Candidates Committee,
ii.the decision-making process within th
comitteej and
iii. the provisions for organizing the 0olit *
and for establishing the availability of ia i
working capital to cover overhead, fund-raising and
other operating costs.

and any and all other such materials which pertain to the

establishment and administration of and solicitation of

contributions to and making of contributions by the National

Candidates Committee.

Notice is given that these materials must be delivered

to the Office of General'Counsel, Federal Election

Commission, 1325 K Street, N.W., Washington on February

1982, at 10:00 a.m. Upon inspection, the Office of General

Counsel will copy those documents, or portions therof, that

it deems necessary, and will return the originals to you.

WHEREFORE, the Chairman of the Federal Election

Commission has hereunto set his hand in Washington, D.C. on

this day of , 1982.



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

J. Curtis Herge, Esquire
Sedam and serge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Herge:

On July 20, 1981, you received notification that the
Commission had found reason to believe that your clients,
MediaAmerica, Inc., National Candidates Committee, and
Richard Geske, had violated the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ('the Act'). An investigation of this

0) matter is being conducted and it has been determined that
additional information is necessary. Consequently, theFederal Election Commission has issued the attached subpoena
which requires your client, Richard Geske, to provide

Cinformation which will assist it in carrying out its
statutory duty of supervising compliance with the Act.

If you have any questions please direct them to Stephen
Mims, the staff member handling this matter, at
202-523-4060.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY:
Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Subpoena

Atxc meyt L



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

M4EMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

DATE:

SUBJECT:

CHARLES STEELE

MARJORIE W. EMMONS/JODY CUSTER9 /
JULY 31, 1981

REFERRAL OF LETTER REGARDING MUR 1363

The attached letter regarding MUR 1363

was received in Chairman McGarry's office and then

forwarded to the Secretary of the Commission. It is

provided for your action.

Attachment:
Letter dated July 30, 1981

Lfl

0,



GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.
J. CURTIS MERGE

ROBERT R. SPARKS, JR.
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER
KAREN LUSSEN BLAIR
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(703) I31-000 1700 !019NN14SIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASNINVW mc. 0006(101) 1t1-7114

Jul y 30, 1981 WX/TZL x: 710-831-0o0o
CABLE: SEDAMHCeG

The Honorable John Warren McGarry
Chairman
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Mr. Steve Mims
Office of General Counsel

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Chairman:

This letter is written on behalf of our clients,

MediAmerica, Inc.; Mr. D. Richard Geske; and National Can-

didates Committee (formerly known as National Republican

Candidates' Committee), in reply to your letter of July 17,

1981 with respect to the above-captioned matter.

In your letter of July 17, 1981, you reported that

the Federal Election Commission had found reason to believe

that one or more of our clients may have violated one or

more sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,

as amended. Those findings fell into two basic categories,

as follows:

~% p

ii)



T%. Honorable John Warren McGarry

y 30, 1981

(1) That there is reason to believe that National
Candidates Committee may have violated 2 U.S.C.
433(c) for failing to amend its Statement of
Organization within ten days after the date
of the change in information previously sub-
mitted; and,

(2) That there is reason to believe that MediAmerica,
Inc. may have violated 2 U.S.C. 441b(a) and
441b(b)(4)(A)(i); that Mr. D. Richard Geske
may have violated 2 U.S.C. 441b(a); and, that
National Candidates Committee may have violated
2 U.S.C. 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), 44lb(a) and
441b(b)(4)(A)(i), all by reason of the fact
that MediAmerica, Inc. appears to be the
connected organization of National Candidates
Committee, or that National Candidates Committee
appears to be the separate segregated fund of
MediAmerica, Inc.; and that, if so, our
clients did not conduct their activities in
conformity with the requirements of the Act.

11-7 We believe an orderly analysis would be to address the

Cmerits of each of those two categories of findings.

V3 (1) That National Candidates Committee May

Have Violated 2 U.S.C. 433(c)

On July 14, 1981, the Federal Election Commission

(the Commission) found reason to believe that National

Candidates Committee (NCC) may have violated 2 U.S.C. 433(c)

for failing to amend its Statement of Organization within

ten days after the date of the change in information previously

submitted. That finding was based upon the fact that Mr.

John D. Romanin assumed the office of treasurer of NCC on or



The Honorable John Warren McGarry
Pae Three
My 30, 1981

about July 23, 1980; that he served as such until on or

about January 13, 1981; and, that an amended Statement of

Organization was not filed to record that fact until the

matter was brought to the attention of counsel. (The amended

Statement of Organization was filed with counsel's letter

dated February 25, 1981.)

NCC admits that it violated 2 U.S.C. 433(c) by

reason of the foregoing facts. Accordingly, NCC advises the

General Counsel, through you and in accordance with the

provisions of 11 CFR 111.18(d), of its desire to enter into

negotiations directed towards reaching a conciliation agreement

prior to a finding of probable cause as to this particular

finding. Should this request be accepted, we direct the

attention of the Commission to the factors that should be

taken into consideration in mitigation of the violation.

Those factors were described in detail in our letter of

February 25, 1981 and include (1) the fact that the original

treasurer of NCC suddenly failed to report to work on or

about July 23, 1980, leading to a finding of irregularities

in other financial records maintained by that individual and

her eventual arrest; (2) the expected and justifiable pre-

occupation of Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin with the turmoil
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occasioned by the incident with the treasurer to the extent

that the affairs of NCC were neglected for several months;

(3) the fact, as may be noted from the technically deficient

and untimely filings of NCC's Reports and other demonstrable

evidence, that none of the persons associated with the NCC

had a basic understanding of the Act, no less an awareness

of the specific requirements of 2 U.S.C. 433(c); (4) the

fact that an amended Statement of Organization was filed as

soon as the problem was brought to the attention of counsel;

(5) the fact that, as evidenced by our letter of February

25, 1981, the violation was never subject to interpretation

and was thus forthrightly admitted. As a consequence, NCC is

prepared to admit a violation of 2 U.S.C. 433(c) in a con-

ciliation agreement, but avers the penalty under the circumstances

should be nominal.

(2) That MediAmerica, Inc., Mr. D. Richard Geske
and NCC May Have Violated Certain Other Sec-

tions of the Act

On July 14, 1981, the Commission also found reason

to believe that MediAmerica, Inc. may have violated 2 U.S.C.

441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i); that Mr. D. Richard Geske may

have violated 2 U.S.C. 441b(a); and, that NCC may have
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violated 2 U.S.C. 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), 441b(a) and 441b(b)

(4)(A)(i). All of those findings were predicated upon a

threshold finding that MediAmerica, Inc. "appears to be" the

connected organization of NCC, or that NCC "appears" to be

the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. It is

possible to substantiate those alleged violations only if

those "appearances" were found to be correct. Alternatively,

all the alleged violations would be moot if those "appearances"

were found to be incorrect.

Our clients deny that MediAmerica, Inc. is the

connected organization of NCC and, alternatively, deny that

NCC is the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. As

defined in 2 U.S.C. 431(7), the term "connected organization"

means any organization which is not a political committee

but which directly or indirectly establishes, administers,

or financially supports a political committee. The facts of

this matter do not and cannot support a finding that Medi-

America, Inc. directly or indirectly established, administered

or financially supported NCC.

As explained in our letter of February 25, 1981,

the genesis of NCC is that it was eventually organized as a

consequence of a conversation between Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin
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about the potential impact on Federal elections of the so-

called Obey-Railsback campaign reform legislation. In the

view of Messrs. Geske and Romanin, who happen to be personal

friends as well as business colleagues, the Federal Election

Campaign Act of 1971, as amended, and the Obey-Railsback

bill encouraged the organization and operation of multicandidate

political committees. It was the specific objective of

Messrs. Geske and Romanin that they joii together as private
1I

individuals to organize a committee that could be operated

at a limited cost and that could utilize mass direct-mail

solicitation techniques to solicit contributions. In their

view, it would be possible to engage MediAmerica, Inc., an

advertising firm with experience in commercial direct-mail

techniques and with which they were associated, to produce

the direct-mail solicitations on a reimbursable basis.

There is no evidence or indication whatsoever that

the proposal to organize, or the organization of, NCC was

brought to the attention of the Board of Directors of MediAmerica,

Inc. Furthermore, Mr. Geske, as President of Mediamerica,

Inc., had no real or apparent authority to establish a

separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. without the

approval and authorization of the corporation's Board of

Directors; and, any attempt to do so would have been ultra
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vires under applicable corporate law. As a consequence, the

organization of NCC was not the corporate act of MediAmerica,

Inc. Therefore, it cannot be concluded that MediAmerica,

Inc. "established" NCC.

A conclusion that MediAmerica, Inc. established

NCC as its separate segregated fund leads to an absurd

result. Mr. Geske advises that, at the time NCC was organized,

he had a general awareness of the fact that a political

action committee of a corporation is severely limited in

from whom it may solicit contributions. MediAmerica, Inc.

T has one individual stockholder and approximately six executive

or administrative personnel on its staff. In view of the

fact that it was the intention of Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin,

in establishing NCC, to raise its funds through mass direct-

mail solicitations, it would be illogical to conclude that

Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin intended to establish NCC as the

separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. which could

solicit contributions from only seven people. To the contrary,

Mr. Geske and Mr. Romanin were acting as private individuals,

and not as corporate officers of MediAmerica, Inc., when

they established NCC. There is nothing in the Act which

denies individuals, when joining together to form a political
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committee, their right of association, or their right to act

in their private capacities, just because they also happen

to work together for the same employer.

Furthermore, there is no evidence or indication

whatsoever that MediAmerica, Inc. administered NCC. To the

contrary, NCC engaged MediAmerica, Inc. to produce its

direct-mail solicitations in return for a fee. The files of

the Commission are replete with examples of authorized and

unauthorized political committees which commence operations

with little or no capital; which engage the services of

direct-mail firms to develop a contributor base; and, which
have no assets or office facilities other than a post office

box or mail drop. The Act does not mandate otherwise, only

that fees incurred in providing goods and services be paid

within a commercially reasonable time. The only control the

Board of Directors of MediAmerica, Inc. had over NCC was

whether or not to accept NCC as a client. The Board had no

authority to "administer" NCC. All decisions relating to

the administration of NCC were made by Mr. Geske and Mr.

Romanin in their private capacities. As set forth in detail

in our letter of February 25, 1981, any time spent by

MediAmerica, Inc. employees on NCC affairs during the business
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day was either incidental as defined in 11 CFR 114.9(a); or,

if not incidental, was billed to NCC by MediAmerica, Inc.

for reimbursement. This was consistent with the objectives

of Mr. Geske, in establishing the committee, that NCC be

operated with the lowest possible overhead consistent with

the law.

Finally, there is no evidence or indication whatso-

ever that MediAmerica, Inc. financially supported NCC.

Financial support, in the context of 2 U.S.C. 431(7), refers

to the payment by a connected organization of the costs of

establishing, administering and soliciting contributions to

its separate segregated fund. 2 U.S.C. 441b(b)(2)(C), 11

CFR 114.5(b). In this matter, NCC paid or was billed for all

of those costs.

In its Post General Election Report, NCC reported

an obligation due MediAmerica, Inc. of $9,305.92, of which

$8,305.92 was for the production and mailing of its first

solicitation and $1,000.00 was for administrative and operating

costs. Copies of the applicable invoices were provided to

you with our letter of February 25, 1981. Of that obligation,

NCC paid MediAmerica, Inc. the sum of $4,500.00 within a

commercially reasonable time on December 1, 1980.
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In its Year-End Report, NCC reported that it

incurred an additional obligation to MediAmerica, Inc. of

$10,608.10, of which $9,543.60 was for the production and

mailing of the second solicitation and $1,064.50 was for

administrative and operating costs. Copies of the applicable

invoices were provided to you with our letter of February

25, 1981. On December 1, 1980, NCC paid MediAmerica, Inc.

$1,064.50 and, on January 10, 1981, NCC paid MediAmerica,

Inc. an additional $2,000.00. Furthermore the Year-End

Report shows that NCC paid $275.00 directly to the landlord

on December 1, 1980 for rental of the office space it utilizes.

As a consequence, it is evident that NCC has been

billed for, and has paid, the cost of its solicitations and

for its pro-rata expenses for space and equipment rental,

supplies and administrative costs. To the extent that

MediAmerica, Inc. has presently outstanding any unpaid

invoices due it from NCC, it is due to the advice of counsel

that NCC not solicit any additional contributions until this

matter is resolved. Therefore, it cannot be said that

MediAmerica, Inc. has not been paid in full within a com-

mercially reasonable time, because it is due to the pendency

of this matter that the cash flow of NCC has been curtailed.
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In considering this matter, it should be kept

in mind that MediAmerica, Inc. is a commercial firm which

engages in the production of direct-mail advertising and

solicitation programs. MediAmerica, Inc. was engaged to

render that service to NCC. That relationship, as vendor

and customer, neither makes MediAmerica, Inc. the connected

organization of its customer political committees, nor does

it make its customer political committees affiliated. (See,

MUR 303 and note particularly the relationship in that

matter between the Committee for Responsible Youth Politics

and The Viguerie Company.) Furthermore, as evidenced by

numerous other examples, it is not unusual or unlawful for a

Cdirect-mail firm to advance production costs to its customer

political committee, or to have a political committee indebted

to a direct-mail firm, so long as the debt is paid within a

commercially reasonable time.

(3) Summary

In summary, NCC admits it violated 2 U.S.C. 433(c)

for the reasons and under the circumstances stated herein;

and, expresses' its desire to enter into negotiations directed

towards reaching a conciliation agreement prior to a finding
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of probable cause as to that violation. On the other hand,

it is evident that MediAmerica, Inc. is not the connected

organization of NCC and that NCC is not the separate segregated

fund of MediAmerica, Inc. As a consequence, the balance of

the alleged violations should be dismissed as moot.

In the event additional information or documentation

is required, or in the event you should like to depose Mr.

F-n Geske or others, we would be pleased to accommodate you.

Sincery yours

1V1/

>J* .u Th Herge(
Counsel to National Candidates
Committee, MediAmerica, Inc.
and Mr. D. Richard Geske

¢7J
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RrTURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Karen E. Dent
4608 North 26th Street

. Arlington, "A 22207
I-e: MUR 1363

Dear Ms. D)ent

On February 18, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you haJ violated certainl provisions out th
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, a amended.

The Commission, on , 1961, determ~ined thiat on the
( basis of the information in the complaint and intormation provided

by counsel for the National Republican Candidates Committee, et. 0L.,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any statute
within its jurisdiction had been coiuitted by you.

'A inerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

by: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. J. Curtis Herge, Esq. Re: MUR 1363
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients on
January 30, 1981, of a complaint which alleges that your clients
had violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Actof 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was

Lfl forwarded to your clients at that time. We acknowledge receipt of
your explanation of this matter which was dated February 25, 1981.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in thecomplaint, and information submitted by you, the Commission, on
F 1981, determined that:

C 1. because certain key principals of MediaAmerica, Inc.,
(MediaAmerica) are actively involved in the affairs of the,
National Republican Candidates Committee (NRCC), and

C, because MediaAmerica has provided funds and services forthe establishment and administration of NRCC, MediaAmerica
appears to be the connected organization of NRCC, 2 U.S.C.
S 431(17). There is, therefore, reason to believe that

1 MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i)
by financing communications with and solicitation of contri-
butions from persons outside the permissible class, and that
Richard Geske, as President and Director of MediaAmerica,
Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to
contributions and expenditures made by MediaAmerica, Inc.

2. because it appears that NRCC is the separate segregated
fund of MediaAmerica, there is reason to believe that NRCC
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i) by
communicating with and soliciting contributions to a
separate segregated fund established by a corporation from
persons outside the permissible class for such a fund;

rI~Y\

7'
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3. because NRCC failed to include in its nuw t
.-of its connected organization there is reason to bo$iVe
that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(5);

4. because NRCC failed to include the name of its
connected organization on its Statement of Organization,
there is reason to believe that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(b)(2);

5. because NRCC failed to amend its Statement of
Organization within ten days from the time of a change
in the office of treasurer, or other change in previously
reported information, there is reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(c);

6. because NRCC has the responsibility of amending its
Statement of Organization within ten days from the date of
a change in previously reported information (see #5 above)
there is no reason to believe that John D. Romanin individu-
ally violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2);

LO 7. because NRCC appears to be the separate segregated fund
of MediaAmerica and thereby restricted to solicitations

f of a limited class, there is no reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) or 11 C.F.R. S ll0.11(a)(1).

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Please
submit any such response within ten days of your receipt of this
notification.

The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this matter
through conciliation prior to finding probable cause. See 11 C.F.R.
S 111.18(d). However, in the absence of any informationwhich demon-
strates that no further action should be taken against your clients,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next complaince
stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
Procedures
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July 17, 1981

*CERTIFIED M4AIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms, Karen E. Dent
4608 North 26th Street
Arlington, VA 22207

Re:* MUR 1363.

Dear Ms. Dent

On February 18, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
t $ complaint alleging that you had violated certain provisions of the

Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on July 14,r 1981, determined that on the
basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by counsel for the National Republican Candidates Committee, et. al.,
there is no reason to believe that a violation of any statute
within its jurisdiction had been committed by you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

0



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

July 17, 1981
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. J. Curtis Herge, Esq. Re: MUR 1363
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients on
January 30, 1981, of a complaint which alleges that your clients
had violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was

Lfl forwarded to your clients at that time. We acknowledge receipt of
your explanation of this matter which was dated February 25, 1981.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information submitted by you, the Commission, on
July 14 , 1981, determined that:

1. because certain key principals of MediaAmerica, Inc.,(MediaAmerica) are actively involved in the affairs of the,
National Republican Candidates Committee (NRCC), and
because MediaAmerica has provided funds and services for
the establishment and administration of NRCC, MediaAmerica

ID appears to be the connected organization of NRCC, 2 U.S.C.
S 431(17). There is, therefore, reason to believe that
MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i)
by financing communications with and solicitation of contri-
butions from persons outside the permissible class, and that
Richard Geske, as President and Director of MediaAmerica,
Inc., violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to
contributions and expenditures made by MediaAmerica, Inc.

2. because it appears that NRCC is the separate segregated
fund of MediaAmerica, there is reason to believe that NRCC
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i) by
communicating with and soliciting contributions to a
separate segregated fund established by a corporation from
persons outside the permissible class for such a fund;



U. fu8 %'mTrge, Esq.
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse
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3. because NRCC failed to include in its name thV,
-of its connected organization there is reason t6
that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(5);

4. because NRCC failed to include the name of its
connected organization on its Statement of Organization,
there is reason to believe that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C.
S 433(b)(2);

5. because NRCC failed to amend its Statement of
Organization within ten days from the time of a change
in the office of treasurer, or other change in previously
reported information, there is reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(c);

6. because NRCC has the responsibility of amending its
Statement of Organization within ten days from the date of
a change in previously reported information (see #5 above)
there is no reason to believe that John D. Romanin individu-
ally violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2);

7. because NRCC appears to be the separate segregated fund
of MediaAmerica and thereby restricted to solicitations
of a limited class, there is no reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) or 11 C.F.R. S ll0.11(a)(1).

You may submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. Please
submit any such response within ten days of your receipt of this
notification.

The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this matter
C through conciliation prior to finding probable cause. See 11 C.F.R.

S 111.18(d). However, in the absence of any information-which demon-
strates that no further action should be taken against your clients,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next complaince
stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify the
Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.

EnclsJuH N WARREN McG RRY '

Enclosure irman
Procedures



In the Matter of )
National Republican Candidates )

committee ) MR 1363
Meia~Aurica, Inc. )
K [Karen) E. Dent
Richard Geske
John D. ftimanin

CERTIFICATICN

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Recording Secretary for the Federal

Election Omcxuission 's Executive Session on July 14, 1981, do hereby

certify that the Commissin decided by a vote of 6-0 to take the

11) following actions in MJR 1363:

Ln 1. FIND MASON TO BELIEVE that:

a) Mediaherica violated 2 U.S.C. SS441b(a) and

"IT 441b(b) (4) (A) (i);

0 b) NBCC violated 2 U.S.C. SS432(e) (5), 433(c),
1433(b) (2), 441b(a), and 441b(b) (4) (A) (i).

0 2. FIND NO RASON TO BELIEVE that:

I" a) NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S441d(a) or 11 C.F.R.
c 5110.11 (a) (1) ;

b) Karen E. Dent violated 2 U.S.C. SS433(b) (2)

or 434(a) (1);

c) John D. Romanin violated 2 U.S.C. S433(b)(2).

3. FIND RASON TO BELIEVE that Richard Geske violated
2 U.S.C. S441b(a).

4. Send appropriate letters to respondents.
Attest:

Date ie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Ccmuission



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

MEMORANDUM TO: CHARLES STEELE

FROM: MARJORIE W. EMIONS/JODY CUSTER

DATE: JULY 2, 1981

SUBJECT: OBJECTION - MUR 1363 First General Counsel's
Report, dated 6-29-81; Received in OCS,
6-29-81, 3:20

The above-named document was circulated on a 48

hour vote basis at 11:00, June 30, 1981.

Commissioner Aikens submitted an objection at 5:39,

July 1, 1981.

This matter will be placed on the Executive Session

Agenda for Tuesday, July 14, 1981.



June 29, 1981

MEOUNDUM TO: Marjorie W. mons

FROM: Phyllis A. Kayson

SUBJECT: MUR 1363

Please have the attached First General Counsel's

Report distributed to the Commission on a 48 hour tally

basis. Thank you.

Attachment

cc: Mims



ISITIVE
V E

Federal Election Commissi ' ' - -
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington# D.C.81JN93:2

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION (-0 i

MUR # 1363
DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED
BY OGC January 16, 1981

STAFF MEMBER Steve Mims

COMPLAINANTS' NAMES: Donald L. Ivers, Mark E. Goldhaber, and
James F. Schoener on behalf of the Republican National
Committee, the National Republican Congressional Committee
and the National Republican Senatorial Committee, respectively.

"RESPONDENTS' NAMES: National Republican Candidates Committee
(NRCC or committee), MediaAmerica, Inc. (MediaAmerica),

LIP K. [Karen] E. Dent (Dent), Richard Geske (Geske) and
John D. Romanin (Romanin).

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(5), 433(b)(2), 433(c), 434(a)(l),
7r441b(a), 441b(b)(4)(A)(i), 441d(a).

0N

"INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: All reports and statements filed by the
C Committee through March 10, 1981.

eSUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

It is alleged that respondent committee, failed
to indicate MediaAmerica as its connected organization
on its Statement of Organization, 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2),
and that as a separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica,
it solicited contributions from persons other than executive
or administrative personnel, stockholders or their families,
2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(4)(A)(i). Furthermore, it is alleged that
NRCC submitted reports signed by a person other than the
treasurer of the committee, 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(1), and that
solicitations by the committee failed to provide the notice
required by 2 U.S.C. § 441d(a)(3).

SE
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As to respondent Dent, it is alleged that as trte 4
the Committee, she failed to sign reports submitte,,.
Committee, 2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(1), and that the Statow ;7
Organization submitted by Dent failed to indicate Mediam ,ica
as the connected organization of NRCC.

As to respondent MediaAmerica, it is alleged that it is
the connected organization of the committee or, in the
alternative, that MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. 5 441b(a)
by financing the activities of the committee by subsidizing its
overhead expenses and through extensions of credit for the
rental of mailing lists.

As to respondent Geske, it is alleged that if MediaAmerica
is not the connected organization of the Committee, Geske,
as an officer and director of MediaAmerica, violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) by consenting to the subsidization of the
committee's overhead and extensions of credit for the rental of
mailing lists to the Committee by MediaAmerica.

As to respondent Romanin, it is alleged that if he was not
treasurer of NRCC, he violated 18 U.S.C. S1001 by signing the
October 15 Quarterly Report and Post General Election Report
as treasurer or, in the alternative, if he is the treasurer,

In he failed to show, on the Committee's Statement of Organization,
a change in the office of treasurer. In addition, if Romanin
is the treasurer, he failed to show MediaAmerica as the committee's
connected organization on its Statement of Organization.

CIt is further alleged that respondents did knowingly and
willfully violate the Act. See Attachment 1.

FACTUAL AND LEGAL ANALYSIS

A. Whether MediaAmerica is the connected organization of the
NRCC; whether MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. S 44lb(a);

Under 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2), a committee must list on its
Statement of Organization, "the name, address, relationship,
and type of any connected organization.... " The term "connected
organization" is defined as "any organization which is not
a political committee but which directly or indirectly
establishes, administers or financially supports a political
committee." 2 U.S.C. S 431(7).



Complainants allege that MediaAmerica did incur cost
which constituted financial support of the committee and
that such costs, if not borne by a connected organization,
constituted a violation of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a). The costs
apparently involved included use of corporate facilities
(including utilities), clerical support, the services during
company time of an officer of the company, as well as office
supplies provided and postage spent on behalf of the committee.
If MediaAmerica is the connected organization of NRCC,
such expenditures could be considered permissible if within
the restrictions of 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(2)(C).

In a reply by counsel on behalf of all but one respondent
(Dent), submitted on February 25, 1981, it is denied that
MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) or that it is
the connected organization of the committee. See attachment 2.
There has been no response by respondent Dent. Respondents
adopt the position that the amount of company time utilized by
respondents as employees of MediaAmerica was "incidental" and
within the limits established for volunteer activity by
11 C.F.R. S 114.9(a) of the regulations which establishes
a standard that the use of corporate facilities by employees
during working hours must not prevent the employees from
completing the normal amount of work.

Respondents point out that the committee was billed for
the use of office equipment and supplies and that the committee
paid a pro rata portion of the rent. Furthermore, respondents
assert that MediaAmerica billed the committee for the
costs of the direct mail services within a commercially
reasonable time, and while there is an outstanding balance
due on the invoices, no part of the outstanding balance
has exceeded a period which would be considered "commercially
reasonable in the trade." Respondents further contend that
any credit extended to the committee by MediaAmerica was
not out of the normal course of business and thus did
not violate 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a).

A review of the committee's reports submitted through
December 31, 1980, shows that of the $11,103.52 spent
during the committee's existence, $5,000 was contributed
to federal candidates (none on behalf of or to Presidential
candidates) and that the remaining expenditures ($5,564.50)
were paid to MediaAmerica. The outstanding debt owed to
MediaAmerica is $14,349.52. The first time a debt was reported
owed to MediaAmerica was for services rendered as part of
a solicitation effort on October 25 and 26, 1980. To date, payment
towards the amount due has been in the amount of $5,564.50.

-3-
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Although respondents urge that the relationship between
MediaAmerica and NRCC is merely one of vendor-vendee, the
evidence available suggests that it would have been unlikely
that NRCC could have functioned as a political committee
without MediaAmerica's direct assistance. MediaAmerica did,
in effect, contribute those services necessary for the
establishment and maintenance of a political committee.
Furthermore all participants in the operations of NRCC are
(or, in the case of respondent Dent, were) employees of
MediaAmerica. Geske and Romanin are officers of MediaAmerica
(See affidavit by E.M. Braden attached to the original complaint).
Respondents' reply admits that MediaAmerica did advance corporate
facilities, utilities, and supplies to NRCC. The fact that
NRCC reimbursed MediaAmerica for those services, facilities
and supplies does not mitigate the effect MediaAmerica had
upon the establishment of NRCC. 1/

L)

The motive for such an arrangement would appear to stem
from the business interests of MediaAmerica. As officers
of MediaAmerica, Geske and Romanin are under a fiduciary
obligation to MediaAmerica to act in a manner consistent

Iwith the bests interests of MediaAmerica. The likelihood
that a corporation would extend such services, supplies

C and other forms of credit to a newly established political
committee without some prospect of recovering its investment
is questionable. In the present case, advances by MediaAmerica
to NRCC were supervised by employees and officers of MediaAmerica
as those advances were made. This close relationship indicates
that NRCC served as an agent of MediaAmerica to enable
MediaAmerica to expand its contributor lists, and did so
in a manner which would otherwise be prohibited by S 441b.

At the same time as the contributor lists were being
expanded, MediaAmerica, through NRCC, was able to recoup
its initial investment by soliciting contributions from
the general public and to advocate the election of certain
clearly identified candidates for federal office. (See
attachment 2). A corporation would not be entitled under
the FECA to engage in such activities directed towards the
public in general. Pipefitters v. United States,
407 U.S. 385 at 431(1972). Instead, such activity would
be restricted to the narrow exception provided by Congress
in S 441b(b)(4)(A)(i).
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Because certain key principals of MediaAmerica
are actively involved in the affairs of the committee
and because MediaAmerica has been willing to provide
advances for the costs of office space, utilities, equipment,
personnel and production services, it appears that MediaAmerica
is, in fact, the sponsoring organization of NRCC. If
MediaAmerica is to be considered the connected organization
of the committee, MediaAmerica violated S 441b(b)(4)(A)(i)
by soliciting contributions outside of its permissible
class.

The Office of General Counsel recommends, therefore,
that the Commission find reason to believe (1) that
MediaAmerica and NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and
441b(b)(4)(A)(i) by making communications and soliciting
contributions to a separate segregated fund outside of the
class permissible for corporate solicitations , (2) that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2) for its failure to indicate
MediaAmerica as its connected organization, and (3) that as a

wn separate segregated fund of MediaAmerica, NRCC violated
2 U.S.C. 432(e)(5) for its failure to include within the Committee

!fl name the name of the connected organization, MediaAmerica, Inc.

7T B. Whether NRCC failed to amend its Statement of Organization
within 10 days from the date of a change in previously reported
information as required by 2 U.S.C. S 433(c)

2 U.S.C. S433(c) requires a committee to submit an amended
Statement of Organization within 10 days from the date of
a change in information previously reported.

On February 25, 1981, NRCC submitted an amended Statement
CO of Organization which indicated a change in the offices of

committee treasurer and accountant. The amendment was back-
dated to July 23, 1980 but signed on February 25, 1981. Reports
filed subsequent to July 23, 1981 were signed by the newly
designated treasurer, Romanin, evidencing Romanin's role as
treasurer during the period in which the treasurer of record
was Dent.

The Office of General Counsel accordingly recommends that
the Commission find reason to believe that NRCC violated
2 U.S.C. S 433(c) for its failure to amend its Statement of
Organization within 10 days from the date of a change in the
office of committee treasurer.
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Whether NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a)

2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) and 11 C.F.R. S ll.11(a)(1.)
require a committee to state on any solicitation of
the general public who paid for the solicitation and,
if the solicitation is on behalf of a candidate
who has not authorized it, that the communication
is not so authorized. The Commission has indicated,
however, that the requirement of S 441d(a) and S 110.11
(a)(1) does not apply to solicitations by separate
segregated funds under 2 U.S.C. S 441b since such
solicitations are required to be restricted to a
specified class. See Advisory Opinion 1980-71.

In the present set of circumstances, the General
Counsel views the solicitation by NRCC as that of a
separate segregated fund. Thus, even though the
solicitation went beyond the permissible class in
apparent violation of S 441b(a) and (b)(4)(A)(i),
it would not have required the disclaimer required by
S 441d(a) and S ll0.11(a)(1). Accordingly, the General
Counsel recommends that the Commission find no reason
to believe that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) or
S ll0.11(a)(1) by failing to provide the specified
notice on the solicitation. While it is arguable that
the committee did violate 2 U.S.C. S 441b(b)(3)(C)
and 11 C.F.R. S 114.5(a)(4) and (5) by failing to
include in the solicitation notice of the right to
refuse to contribute, the General Counsel withholds
making any such recommendation at this time. This
is a specific allegation not raised by the complainant,
and the General Counsel believes it advisable to gather
information regarding the status of NRCC as a separate
segregated fund before pursuing this additional possible
violation.

D. Whether Dent Violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2) and S 434(a)(1)

While Dent appears to have been the treasurer of the
committee and may have been involved in the Committee's
failure to report MediaAmerica as a connected organization,
the General Counsel does not recommend a separate reason to
believe finding with regard to her under 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2).
We have already recommended reason to believe against the
committee itself, and the statute involved speaks only of the
obligation of the committee, not the treasurer. Compare
2 U.S.C. S 434(a)(1).

Tr

0
C'
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As to the allegation that Dent failed to sign repQZ o and
statements submitted by the Committee, a review of the
Committee records indicates submission of an amend*A" nt
of Organization signed on February 25, 1981, which was ack-kdated
to July 23, 1980 to indicate a change in the office of treasurer
to Romanin and to S. King as custodian of books. See Attachment
2, page 14. Other than the Statement of Organizatio-n
(dated June 30, 1980) which was signed by Dent, no other
report was submitted until after the effective date of the
amended Statement of Organization received at the Commission
on February 26, 1981.

Although Dent appeared as treasurer of record it appears that
she did not serve in that position after July 23, 1980 (as
evidenced by the back-dated amendment to the Statement of
Organization). The Office of General Counsel recommends,
therefore, that the Commission not find reason to believe
that Dent violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2) or S 434(a)(1).

E. Whether Geske violated 2 U.S.C. S 441b(a)

2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) makes it unlawful for any officer
or director of any corporation to consent to the making of

Uf any contribution or expenditure by the corporation.

From the foregoing, it appears that MediaAmerica,
as the connected organization of NRCC, violated 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(b)(4)(A)(i). By soliciting contributions, 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(b)(4)(A)(i), and making communications, 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(b)(2)(A), outside the permissible class defined

0 by the Act for a separate segregated fund established by
a corporation, MediaAmerica went beyond the narrowly
defined exception to the definition of contribution or
expenditure established by S 441b(b)(2).

Whether Geske or any other officer or director of
MediaAmerica violated S 441b(a) depends upon that person's
involvement in the corporate decision-making process.
The Office of General Counsel, therefore, withholds its
recommendation regarding a possible violation of 2 U.S.C.
S 441b(a) by any officer or director of MediaAmerica until
additional evidence is obtained to enable this Office
to make an appropriate recommendation.

F. Whether Romanin violated 18 U.S.C. S 1001 or
2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2)

Complainants allege that Romanin violated 18 U.S.C.
S 1001 by signing reports as treasurer of the committee while
not, in fact, treasurer. The committee's amended Statement of
Organization back-dated to July 23, 1980 [as submitted in
February, 1981] named Romanin as committee treasurer.
All reports signed by Romanin were filed subsequent to
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July 23, 1980, i.e. during the time when he apparentjj.,
in fact treasurer. The Commission does not have juri T 1-
over possible violations of 18 U.S.C. S 1001, as this
is a criminal provision. Because this matter essenf trilo
involves only the late filing of the amended Statear0bt
of Organization by NRCC, there is no basis, in the General
Counsel's view, for recommending that the matter be
referred to the Justice Department for a possible violation
of 18 U.S.C. S 1001.

For the same reason that no recommendation against Dent
was made, the General Counsel makes no separate reason to
believe recommendation against Romanin under 2 U.S.C.
S 433(b)(2). The committee itself appears to be the
proper respondent.

G. Whether violations by respondents were knowing and willful

Although the complainants asserted that the violations
alleged were knowing and willful, the General Counsel
does not recommend making such a determination at this
time. The evidence would more clearly have to demonstrate
that respondents MediaAmerica, NRCC, and their officers
and directors knew of the potential legal problems and
consciously disregarded them.

UP RECOMMENDATIONS

kT 1. Find reason to believe that:

a. MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and
441b(b)(4)(A)(i);

-b. NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. SS 432(e)(5), 433(c), 433(b)(2)
441b(a), and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i).

2. Find no reason to believe that:

a. NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) or 11 C.F.R. S ll0.11(a)(1)

b. Karen E. Dent violated 2 U.S.C. SS 433(b)(2) or 434(a)(1);

c. John D. Romanin violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2).

3. Defer findings of reason to believe that Richard Geske or
other officers and directors of MediaAmerica violated
2 U.S.C. S 441b(a) or that violations of the Act by
respondents were knowing or willful until further evidence
may be analyzed.

Attachments
I.Complaint
2.Response to initial notification
3.Letters to respondents (2)
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January 15, 1981

Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed is a signed-and sworn to complaint filedby the un,.rsigned against the National Republican Candidates
Committee: MediAmerica, Inc., K. E. Dent, Richard Geskeand John D. Romanin. Please process this complaint promptly
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S1ll.5.

- ald L. Ivbr" a
House Counsel
Republican National Committe
310 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

4,,, ,.. . I
'.; ,., . . - .

ii

D

Mail z. uo.anaDer
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congres-

sional Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

/ames IV. Schoener
//Legal Counsel

National Republican Senatorial
Committee

227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D. C. 20002

R*k-I\0 I

9/i ~Z?
" J.!,, i"



BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
UNITED STATES OF AIERICA

)
In Re NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES )
COMMITTEE, K.E. DENT, MEDIAMERICA, ) Matter Under Review
I INC., RICHARD GESKE, and JOHN D. )
RONANIN

COMPLAINT

1. The undersigned hereby file and verify the instant

complaint against:

(a) the National Republican Candidates Com-

* mittee ("Committee"), a political committee

registered with the Federal Election Commis-t'

sion ("FEC");

(b) K.E. Dent ("Dent"), treasurer of the

0 Committee;

117 (c) MediAmerica, Inc. ( "MediAmerica"),

a Virginia corporation;

(d) Richard Geske ("Geske"), chairman of the

Committee and president of MediAmerica;

(e) John D. Romanin ("Romanin"), treasurer

of MediAmerica and an officer of the Com-

mittee.

2. The business address of the above-mentioned

persons is 1900 North Beauregard Street, Suite 12, Alexan-

dria, Virginia 22311.
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3. Complainants aver that the Committee is not

a national Republican party committee nor is it affiliated

with any national Republican party committee.

4. Upon information and belief, the Committee is

not an independent political committee but a separate, segre-

gated fund established and administered by MediAmerica,

2 U.S.C. S44lb(b)(2)(C). MediAmerica is the connected

organization of the Committee because it directly or indirectly

established, and presently administers and financially supports,

the Committee. 11 C.F.R. S100.6.

"n 5. The Committee is not an independent committee

but a separate, segregated fund of its connected organization

14ediAmerica for the following reasons [see Advisory Opinions

1975-143 and 1977-21:

(a) Upon information and belief, the Committee

and MediAmerica are controlled by the same

individuals, namely Geske and Romanin. See

Exhibits 1-3.

(b) The facilities of MediAmerica are used

by the Committee. See Exhibits 2-5.

(c) The activities of the Committee have

been subsidized almost totally by MediAmerica.

See Exhibit 3.

(d) The telephone response number listed in a

solicitation for contributions mailed to poten-

tial contributors by the Committee is the tele-

Rk\,. t -



COUNT I

Violations of the Federal Election
Laws by the Committee

6. The Committee in its statement of organization

failed to list MediAmerica as its connected organization

in violation of 2 U.S.C. S433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.

7. The Committee failed to include in its name the
name of MediAmerica, its connected organization, in viola-

tion of 2 U.S.C. S432(e)(5). See Exhibit 4.

8. Upon information and belief, the Committee

solicited contributions from individuals other than execu-
tive or administrative personnel and their families or share-
holders and their families of MediAmerica in violation of

2 U.S.C. S44lb(b)(4)(i). See Exhibit 5.

9. The Committee filed reports with the FEC which

were signed by an individual other than the Committee's

!,treasurer, Dent, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S434(a)(1). See

Exhibits 2-3, 6.

Lfl

0
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phone number of MediAmerica. 4 t $
(e) A report filed with the P 111, #* °

Commission by the Committee is written on Ntdi-

America stationery and signed by Shirley King,

an accountant/office manager of MediAmerica.

See Exhibit 6.
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l0. upon information and belieft the Cottee

failed to state on a written communication soliciting con-

tributions the identity of the person who paid for the com-

munication and that the communication was not authorized by

any candidate or candidate's committee in violation of

2 U.S.C. S441d(a)(3). See Exhibit 5.

COUNT 2

Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Dent

L--4Il. Dent failed to sign reports filed by the

t Committee with the FEC in violation of 2 U.S.C. 5434(a)(1).
L"

M See Exhibits 2-3, 6.

12. Dent, on behalf of the Committee, failed to file

0 with the FEC a sta!ement of organization listing MediAmerica

'IT as the Committee's connected organization in violation of

D 2 U.S.C. S433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.

COUNT 3

Violations of the Federal Election
Laws by MediAmerica

13. If kediAmerica is not the connected organi-

zation of the Committee, then upon information and belief

MediAmerica financed the activities of the Committee by

means of subsidizing the Committee's overhead and clerical

expenses and extending credit for the rental of mailing lists

in violation of 2 U.S.C. S441b(a). See Exhibit 3.

R~. '~~5
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COUNT 4 1
Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Geske

14. If MediAmerica is not the connected organiza-

tion of the Committee, then upon information and belief

Geske, an officer and director of MediAmerica, consented

to the financing by MediAmerica of the activities of the

Committee by means of subsidizing the Committee's overhead

and clerical expenses and extending credit for the rental

of mailing lists in violation of 2 U.S.C. S44lb(a). See

Exhibits 1, 3.
Ln

COUNT 5

Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Romanin

15. If Romanin is not the treasurer of the Committee,

he signed and submitted to the FEC the Committee's October 15

Quarterly Report and Post-Election Report falsely stating

that he is the treasurer in violation of 18 U.S.C. 51001.

See Exhibits 2-3.

16. If Romanin is the treasurer of the Committee, he ,

failed to amend the Committee's statement of organization to

-reflect the fact that he, and not Dent, is the treas-

surer of the Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. $433(c).

See Exhibits 2-4.

17. If Romanin is the treasurer of the Committee, he

failed to report on the Committee's statement of organiza-

tion that MediAmerica is the Committee's connected organi-

zation in violation of 2 U.S.C. S433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.
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COUNT 6

Knowing and Willful Violations of the
Federal Election Laws by the Com-
mittee, Dent, MediAmerica, Geske
and Romanin

18. Upon information and belief the above-mentioned

actions by the Committee, Dent, MediAmerica, Geske and

Romanin constitute knowing and willful violations of the

federal election laws requiring an immediate referral of

such violations by the FEC to the Attorney General of the

United States pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (5) (c).

Lne
T I ~Donald L. Ivers-

House Counsel
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

11 Subscribed and sworn to before me this /1 day of January,

0 1981.

GO Notary Public U.-.: August 2i, I.F5

,.-/

Mark E. Goldhaber.
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional

Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

N\ I .
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981.d and to before me this 5,# day of JanUary

1981.

Notary Public

James A. Schoener
Legal Counsel

( 0National Republican Senatorial
Committee

227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Subscribed and sworn to before me this / 'day of January,

1981.

Notary Public

1,1y Commiulon Expires August 31. IM95

CO

CC)
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AFFIDAVIT

OF

3. MARK BRADEN

I, R. Mark Braden, Deputy House Counsel for the
Republican National Committee, do hereby on oath, depose and
state as follows:

1. Upon Information and belief MEDIAMERICA,
is a Virginia corporation, incorporated 4/21/78. Charter
Its stated purpose for advertising and public relations.

INC.
#184302.

2. Upon information and belief J. Curtis Herge is
the incorporator. The Directors are listed as: Dennis M.
Davis, III; Michael D. Hughes: and J. Curtis Herge.

3. Upon information and belief Virginia State
Corporation records also show current officers as follows:

1) D. Richard Geske, President and Director
2) Maiselle Shortley, Vice President and Director
3) Rhonda K. Stahlman, Secretary
4) Terry Lenehan, Assistant Secretary
S) John D. Romanin, Treasurer

B.mark Braden
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, SE
Washington, DC 20003

District of Columbia:

Subscribed and sworn to before

1981.

My commission expires: 1commisSSoNExPi
• MM~tE 15. 1981

me this

At-k. INp9

16 y
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1325 K Street. N.V.
Washington. D.C. 20463

October 22, 1980
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GLENN J. EDAM. JR.

j. CURTIS MERGE

IROOCRT P. SPARKS, JR.

MICHAEL. 0. HUGHES

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

KARN LUSSN OLAIRot

JOHN OSERT CLARK M
J STANLEY PAYNE,. JR.

(703) t81-1000

February 25, 1981

1700 PNNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASNIN1N Me. 110006

(201) 1193-7184.

TWX/TELEX: 7IO0-31-6Ose

CAOLE: 86DAM9NR

Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mims, Esq.

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written on behalf of our clients,
National Republican Candidates' Committee; MediAmerica,
Inc.; Mr. John D. Romanin; and, Mr. D. Richard Geske, four
of the five respondents named in the complaint filed with
the Federal Election Commission by the Republican National
Committee, the National Republican Congressional Committee
and the National Republican Senatorial Committee, which has
been denominated by the Federal Election Commission as MUR
1363.* This firm has not been authorized to appear in this
matter by K. E. Dent.

National Republican Candidates' Committee mailed a letter

of representation to the Federal Election Commission on
February 4, 1981. Enclosed herewith are letters of repre-
sentation of MediAmerica, Inc., Mr. John D. Romanin and
Mr. D. Richard Geske.
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Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Two
February 25, 1981

The respondent, National Republican Candidates'

Committee (hereinafter "NRCC"), was organized in accordance

with the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended, when it filed with the Federal Election
Commission a Statement of Organization, FEC Form 1, dated

June 30, 1980. That Statement of Organization reported that

NRCC would support or oppose more than one Federal candidate;

that it is not a separate segregated fund or a party committee;

N. that it has no connected organization or affiliated committee;

LMo and, that K. [Karen] E. Dent was the treasurer of the committee.

M Except for its Statement of Organization, as amended, NRCC

has no charter or other governing document. The complainants

in this matter have alleged, inter alia, that NRCC is the

separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc.; that, if NRCC
0 is the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc., sections

47 of the Act relating to registration, reporting and the

Csolicitation of contributions have been violated; that
solicitations failed to identify the person who authorized

and paid for the communications; that certain reports of

NRCC were not signed by its treasurer; that MediAmerica,

Inc., if not the connected organization of NRCC, extended
unlawful credit to NRCC; and, that the alleged violations

were made in a knowing and willful manner. While certain of

the allegations made by complainants are true, and will be

admitted herein, we will demonstrate that a number of the

allegations are without foundation and should be dismissed.

The genesis of NRCC is that it was eventually

organized as a consequence of a conversation between Mr.

Geske and Mr. Romanin about the potential impact on Federal
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elections of the so-called Obey-Railsback campaign reform

legislation. In the view of Messrs. Geske and Romanin, who

happen to be personal friends as well as business colleagues,

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and the Obey-

Railsback bill encouraged the organization and operation of

multicandidate political committees. It was the specific

objective of Messrs. Geske and Romanin to nreanize a committee

that could be operated at a limited cost and that could

utilize mass direct-mail solicitation techniques. By reason

of the fact that Messrs. Geske and Romanin were associated

with MediAmerica, Inc., an advertising firm with experience

in commercial direct-mail techniques, it was believed that

their objectives could be accomplished by utilizing the

resources of MediAmerica, Inc. to produce the direct-mail
7r solicitations; and, to provide office space, equipment and

administrative support on a reimbursable basis. These plans

were discussed with Karen E. Dent, who, we are advised,

agreed to participate as the committee's Treasurer. Mr.

Geske assumed the title of Chairman of NRCC and Mr. Romanin

assumed the title of National Finance Chairman. It was by

coincidence that these three individuals were also employees

of MediAmerica, Inc.

Logic dictates that NRCC was not established as

the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. MediAmerica,

Inc. has one individual stockholder and approximately six

executive or administrative personnel on its staff. The

goals of the organizers of NRCC... to engage MediAmerica,

Inc. to produce mass direct-mail solicitations.. .could not
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have been met if NRCC were the separate segregated fund of

MediAmerica, Inc. Furthermore, the decision to establish

NRCC was not a corporate decision of MediAmerica, Inc.

Unfortunately, from the time the decision was made

by Messrs. Geske, Romanin and Ms. Dent to form NRCC, a

combination of events and a lack of understanding of the

provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as

amended, culminated in a series of problems for NRCC. The

most significant problem was that, on or about July 23,
U 1980, Karen E. Dent failed to report to work as the bookkeeper

Ln and accountant of MediAmerica, Inc. It was learned almost .....
immediately that there were significant and substantial

irregularities in the books and accounts of MediAmerica,

Inc. We are advised that that discovery led to an investigation

by First American Bank of Virginia and by the Arlington and

Alexandria police, which resulted in the arrest of Ms. Dent

Cby the Arlington police. The turmoil occasioned by the

incident involving Ms. Dent preoccupied Mr. Geske and Mr.
ORomanin and, as a result, NRCC remained relatively quiescent

during the early months of its existence.

Following the departure of Ms. Dent, Mr. Romanin

assumed the position of Treasurer of NRCC. Among other

things, he took steps to open a bank account for NRCC at

United Virginia Bank. A copy of the authorization submitted

to United Virginia Bank by NRCC, dated September 23, 1980,

is enclosed. It will be noted that Mr. Romanin is described

as the Treasurer of NRCC in that authorization. Neither Mr.

Geske, Mr. Romanin nor any other person associated with NRCC
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was aware of the requirement that an amended Statement of
Organization, FEC Form 1, had to be filed with the Federal
Election Commission, recording the designation of Mr. Romanin
as the new Treasurer of NRCC. For the record, there is
enclosed and filed herewith an amended Statement of Organization
of NRCC, FEC Form 1, dated July 23, 1980, reporting Mr.
Romanin's designation as Treasurer of the Committee as of

that date.*

Another unfortunate incident which befell NRCC was

in that, when it filed its original Statement of Organization,
the Federal Election Commission mistakenly recorded NRCC as
a party committee. That act by the Commission, which was
clearly in contravention of the terms of NRCC's Statement of
Organization, resulted in confusion and it raised the ire of

C the three national committees of the Republican Party.
(See, letter from Chairman Brock to Chairman McGarry, dated

C-1 January 13, 1981; letter from Chairman McGarry to Chairman
V) Brock, dated January 15, 1981; and, release from the Press

Office of the Federal Election Commission, dated January 15,
1981.) The three national committees of the Republican
Party, apparently concerned that NRCC was representing
itself as a party committee, are the complainants in this
matter. NRCC has taken every reasonable step to extricate
itself from the confusion caused by the error of the Federal
Election Commission in listing it as a party committee. It
has filed an amended Statement of Organization, dated January 13,
1981, showing...using phrases and a format recommended by

*NRCC filed with the Federal Election Commission an amended
Statement of Organization, FEC Form 1, dated January 13,
1981, reporting that as of that date S. King assumed the
position of Treasurer of NRCC.



Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Six
February 25, 1981

the staff of the Commission... that it is not affiliated

with the Republican Party. That amendment was followed by a

separate letter from NRCC to the Commission, dated January 14,

1981, explaining that it is neither an affiliate, nor a

subordinate, of any party committee. To avoid any possibility

of further confusion, there is enclosed and filed herewith

an amended Statement of Organization of NRCC, dated February 25,

1981, changing the name of the committee to National Candidates

Committee.*

Turning now to the reports of receipts and disbursements

filed by NRCC, one will note that they were prepared and

presented in a manner which clearly evidences a lack of

'"T understanding and familiarity, on the part of the individuals

associated with the committee, with the provisions of the

0 Act. The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements of

NRCC, for the period July 1, 1980 through September 30,

1980, was not filed with the Federal Election Commission

until December 8, 1980 and then only after a reminder from

071 the Commission. It was noted by counsel to be deficient in

several respects and, for that reason, an amended Report is

enclosed and filed herewith.

The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements

of NRCC, for the period October 1, 1980 through November 24,

1980, was filed in a timely fashion but, it too, was found

deficient. (See lines 4(a), 6(a), 6(c), 11(a) and Schedule

D.) For that reason, an amended Report is enclosed and filed

herewith.

For consistency, the committee shall continue to be referred
to as NRCC throughout the balance of this letter.
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The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements
of NRCC, for the period November 25, 1980 through December 31,
1980, while timely filed, was also found deficient. (See

lines 6(a), 6(c), 6(d), 8, 11(a), 11(d), 18, 29, 31, Schedule B

for line 19, Schedule B for line 21 and Schedule D.) For
that reason, an amended Report is enclosed and filed herewith.

N4 While the reports filed by NRCC required amendment
eto comply with the provisions of the Act, the record is, and

Lnl has been, abundantly clear that MediAmerica, Inc. has not
financially supported NRCC, nor has MediAmerica, Inc. extended

credit to NRCC in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a). During the
period from the date of its organization until her departure,
Karen E. Dent spent approximately 1.5 hours of her time

C0 obtaining, preparing, typing and filing the original Statement
*-V VSof Organization of NRCC; and, an additional 1.5 hours in

___ making the necessary arrangements to open the checking

account of NRCC. Clearly, that time was incidental as
adefined in 11 CFR 114.9(a). Furthermore, prior to October 1,

1980, the total time expended by MediAmerica, Inc. personnel

on NRCC consisted of approximately 40 minutes by S. King in
recording and depositing the r'hecks totalling $300.00; and
of approximately 20 minutes by Messrs. Geske and Romanin in

discussing a budget for NRCC and general administrative

matters. Clearly, that time was also incidental as defined

in 11 CFR 114.9(a).

In its Post General Election Report, NRCC reported

an obligation due MediAmerica, Inc. of $9,305.92, of which
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$8,305.92 was for the production and mailing of the first

solicitation (see, invoice #758 attached) and $1,000.00 was

for administrative and operating costs (see, invoice #772

attached). Of that obligation, NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc.

the sum of $4,500.00 within a commercially reasonable time

on December 1, 1980.

In its Year-End Report, NRCC reported that it

incurred an additional obligation to MediAmerica, Inc. of

$10,608.10, of which $9,543.60 was for the production and

mailing of the second solicitation (see, invoice #000010

attached) and $1,064.50 was for administrative and operating

costs (see, invoice #776 attached). On December 1, 1980,
NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc. $1,064.50 and, on January 10,

1981, NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc. an additional $2,000.00.

Furthermore, the Year-End Report shows that NRCC paid $275.00
directly to the landlord on December 1, 1980 for rental of

the office space it utilizes.

r') As a consequence, it is evident that NRCC has been

billed for, and has paid, its pro-rata expenses for space

and equipment rental, supplies and personnel costs. Furthermore,

it is evident that MediAmerica, Inc. has rendered invoices

for its professional services rendered in producing its

direct-mail solicitations; that it was paid $5,500.00 for

those services to date; and, that the balance has not been

outstanding for a period which is commercially unreasonable

in the trade.

Thus, in conclusion, while mistakes were made in

the organization and administration of NRCC, one series of

P\ 9L 1P
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related allegations made by complainants can not withstand

scrutiny. Those are the allegations that MediAmerica, Inc.

is the connected organization of NRCC. As noted, Messrs.

Geske and Romanin are employees of MediAmerica, Inc.

Furthermore, Karen E. Dent was an employee of MediAmerica,

Inc. However, NRCC was organized by these individuals in

free and common association as individuals, not as employees

of MediAmerica, Inc. Their individual goals were achieved

by engaging MediAmerica, Inc. to produce its direct-mail

solicitations and by meeting its administrative and operating

costs on a pro-rata and reasonable basis. All of the costs

to incurred were accounted for in the original reports filed by

NRCC and the credit extended to NRCC for that purpose has

not been in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a).

0 As a consequence of the foregoing and with reference

to the specific violations alleged in the complaint, respondents

MediAmerica, Inc., NRCC, Geske and Romanin respond as follows:

The paragraphs numbered herein correspond to the
paragraph numbers in the complaint.

6. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

7. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

8. Admit that NRCC solicited contributions from
individuals other than executive or adminis-
trative personnel and their families or
shareholders and their families of MediAmerica,
but deny that that activity constituted a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(b)(4)(i);
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9. Deny, in that Romanin was
from on or about July 23,
about January 13, 1981;

10. Admit;

11. Deny, for the reasons set
above;

Treasurer of NRCC
1980 until on or

forth in paragraph 9,

12. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization NRCC;

13. Admit that MediAmerica is not the connected
organization of NRCC, but deny that it ex-
tended credit in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a);

14. The response herein is the same as the response
in paragraph 13, above;

15. The response herein is the same as the response

in paragraph 9, above;

16. Admit;

17. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

18. Deny.

In summary, the Federal Election Commission should find

reason to believe that the respondents herein (1) violated

2 U.S.C. 433(c) by failing co amend the statement of organi-

zation, as required, to report that Mr. Romanin became

Treasurer of NRCC on or about July 23, 1980; and (2) violated

2 U.S.C. 441d(a)(3) by failing to identify on its solicitations

the person who authorized and paid for the communications

(although it is readily apparent in the text of the solicitation

that NRCC was its source). The record is clear, however,

that the foregoing violations were not knowing and willful.

N'L"Q Ip( I
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Furthermore, the Commission should take cognizance of the

fact that any confusion as to whether NRCC was a party

committee was due to the error of its staff in listing it as

such. The Commission should, on the other hand and for the

reasons stated herein, dismiss the remaining allegations

made in the complaint.

Respectfully submitted,
Sincer yours, /

W/A

J. Curtis Herge 7
Counsel to National Republican
Candidates' Committee, MediAmerica,
Inc., Mr. John D. Romanin and
Mr. D. Richard Geske

enclosures

\Km;J' IP I
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February 25, 1981

To:

From:

Subj ec t:

Federal Election Comnission

National Republican Candidates' Committee
MediAmerica, Inc.
John D. Romanin
D. Richard Geske

MUR 1363

This is to certify that the matters of fact set
forth in the letter from J. Curtis Herge, Esq. to the General
Counsel of the Federal Election Commission relative to MUR
1363, dated February 25, 1981, are to the best of our knowledge
true and correct.

National Republican Candidates'
Committee

AW~ Qp
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OATEMENT OF ORGANIZATIOmN O
(see revrse side for Instuctions)

. io)ne of Committee in Full) 0 Chack If ram or ures Is chaned. 2. Date

MA REPUBUCA AS Q T- July 23, 1980
ru Number aOd Street) 3. FEC lidentiflication Nme

N. BMW d Steet, SuWie 12 o. .

(o) Ch. taote and ZIP Code 4. Is thi an-ond ftemone m t? YS - NO
Al]em &dia, Vg a 22311

S. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one):

O (a) This committee is a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

13 (b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate Information below.)

EName of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought StatelDistric

0 (c) This committee supports/opposes only one candidate and is NOT an authorized eommlttei

03 (d) This committee is a
(name of candidate)

committee of the-
(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican. etc.)

(a) This committee is a separate segregated fund.

(f) This committee supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate and Is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

h

Party.

6. Name of Any Connected Mailing Address and Rietionhip
Organization or Affiliated Committee ZIP Code

If the registering political committee has identified a "connected organization" above, please indicate type of organization:
D Corporation O Corporation w/o Capital Stock 3 Labor Organization 0 Membership Organization 0 Trade Association 0 Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records:ldentify by name, address (phone number - optional) and position, the person in possession of committee books and
records.

Full Name

S. King
Mailing Address and ZIP Code

1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alwnnrhi V 4ro4riv4 99'111

Title or Position

Accountant
a - .

8. Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
C- agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position

" John D. Ranmin 1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12 Treasurer
Alexadria, Virgin!a 22311

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Name of Bank, Depository, etc. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

I certify that I have examined this Statemi t and tc

JOHN D. RCIANIN
Type or Print Name of Treasurer

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or inctlz

For further information contact.O"'

ic ct and complete.

!NATURE OF TREASURER Date

i'nformation may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530. Local 202-523-4068

IFE FOR 1 13/80) I

Ak -Q .(4

LC,



*ATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION
(see reverse side for instructions)

1. t) -tom of Committee (in Full) K Ouk If se or addes is changed.
NATIONAL CANDIDATES COI4ITrEE

ib) Address (Nmber and Stree t

2. ,1eFebr-uary/ 25, 1981

3. FEC Identification Number

1900 N.3 eaurefard . Suite 12 C0010682
i. Ci. Sat@ and ZIP Code 4. Is this an amended Staemient? S 0 NO

Alexandria, Virginia 22311 1
TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one): *fomerly known as: NATICNAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES C 1ITTE
o (a) This committee is a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

O (b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

ENeme of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought SNteDtstrct]

3 () This committee supports/opposes only one candidate and is NOT an authorind committee.

0 (d) This committee is a

(name of candidate)
committee of the

(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican. etc.)

O () This committee is a separate segregated fund.

o f) This committee supports/opposes more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

6. Name of Any Connected Mailing Address and Relationship
Organization or Affiliated Committee ZIP Code

Porty.

If the registering political committee has identified a "connected organization" above, please indicate type of organization:

3 Corporation 0 Corporation w/o Capital Stock 0 Labor Organization 0 Membership Organization E Trade Association E Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records: Identify by name. address (phone number - optional) and Position, the person in possession of committee books and
records.

Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position

"1

1. Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
£ agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position
i 4

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other dePositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Name of Bank. Depository. etc. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

I certify that I have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

S. KING
Type or Print Name of Treasurer SIGNATURE OF TREASURER 'DOie

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact:
-Vi

Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530. Local 202-5234068

FEC FORM 1 (3/80)

m QIPbI .1

S.

Full Name



REPORTOT3 AND DUEMENTs
Fom Pola f T 11 11n 118 Connftm

- Pop)

1. Nam of Committee (in Full)

NATIOMIL REPUBICAN CANDITm WE ir'HTM

Address (Number and treet)
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12

City, State and ZIP Code

Alea ndria, Virginia 22311
0 Check if address is differen than previoudy repore.

2. FEC Identification Number

C00130682
3. 0 This committee qualified as a rmuticandidM com-

mittee during this Reporting Period on
(dat)

I SUMMARY

5, Covering Period 6-30-80 Through 9-30-80

6. (a) Cash on HandJauary 1, low .........................

1b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period ..............

(c) Total Receipts (from Une 18) ..........................

(d) Subtotal (add lines 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(a) end 6(c) for Column B) .......................

7. Total Disbursements (from URe 28) .........................

S. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(d)) ..

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ....................

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ...................

I

I

Column AThis Period

8 -0-

$ -0- TS -0-
$ 300.00

-0-

'a V -... :A:::::::::::::: ::::::::.::: ...
" '!;'.''

...... 'mono
4....---

*::.:.y.:.:>...I~.~::::~~.

I cify that I have examined this RepOrt and to the best of my knowledp end belief For further information, eonteut:It il true. oect end complete.
S. KING Fedral Election CommsionToll Free 8004244530

Tvpe or Print Name of Treasurer Local 202423-4068

.EGNATUE O7REASURER Dots
NOTE: Submimion of fal, erroneous, or Incomplete information may subjet the person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. 14379.

All Pr vious versions of FEC FORM 3 end FEC FORM 3@we ebeem end dould no longer be uMag.

I i 1 I 1 -j I I FEC FORM 3X 13180)

•I *

a -n-

4. TYPE OF REPORT o 110111"0111 boxes) "

(a) 0QApril 1I uaterly Report

O3 July Is Gluarterly ReOr t
October 1S Quarterly Report

O a nuary 31 Yeer End Report

O July 31 Mid Year Report (Noneletion Yeer Only)

O Monthly Report for

O Twelfth day report prce ding (Type of Elestie)
election on in the State of

O3 Thirtieth day report following the General Election

on in the State of

O Termination Report

1b) Is this Report an Amendment?
10 YES o NO

I

Colum 8

$ '4n o



DETAILED SUMMARY PAGE
C X)

I~ms Uomin . W 0"
-O - - ..--

L RECEIPTS

11.CONThIBUTIOtS lom *An Issul PROM:

6) o i O lt .mm.. ................

b)lpoI. a pny Comm .......

W) Other m - ............ C..om t e.............

kS)TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (.0mh then loms)(dd IeI, Ilbmnd l1l) ......

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ........

13.ALL LOANS RECEIVED ...................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... .: .................

IS.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Rehm, Rabm., etc.) .......

1SREFUNDS U' CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHENI POLITICAL COMMITTEES ........................

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividen ds, rt. ec.) ........................

ISTOTAL RECEIPTS (Add lid. 12.13, 14.16 16 ed 17) ................

If) II. DISBURSEMENTS

S 1.OPERATING EXPENDITURES .............................

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATEDOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES...........

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND
OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES............................

22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (Urn Schedule E) ...................

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.S.C. §441(d1) (U. Schedule F) ...........................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE .............................

25. LOANS MADE ........................................

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(a) Inclivlduals/Peram Otw Than Political Commns.................

4b) Political Party Committs.................................

We) Other Political Committees ..................

1d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26s. 28b and 26c) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS .................................

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Unin 19.20.21.22.23.24.25. 26d end 27...

III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loms) from Lne lid .............

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Una 2 ..................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other then loans) (subtct Una 30 from Una 29) .....

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Une 19 ..................

33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 1S ..............

34. NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (subtmct Line 33 from Une 32) ........

T:9/30/80
OSIAA I ojs

Tm Thb fred om Ywe~

.$QQ..00 .... ,0000. .....

.4....... ......q.. . .. ..

300.00 . 300.00

.,;nn nn A nn nn

-- g

..... . .. . . . . . .....:!:::,: .: ,:, .:.. :;:: .......

.. .. . . . ..;... :. ;,.::

ii

300.00 300.00

-0- -0-

.:.,, ...... : .-::...'...::......:':...: i-. % p..17!ii ::"!':::i: ':. :: : :::
:

.1



REOT OF o AND DImeUaEMNTS
Fora PONt Osmnmltlwb er Then Asite-Id Conims

I "K~ POP)

1. Neme of emmittee fin Full)
NATIONIAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES OrhT(L17.

Address (Number and 1treet)
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12

City. Sto and ZIP Code

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

0 eck if address is differentan previoudy mpoi.

2. FEC Identification Number
C001306 82
3. 0 This committee qualified as a multicandidate om

mitte during this Reporting Period on_
!) Wdate)

I

II - .

SU MMARY

Covering Period 10-1-80 Through 11-24-80

() Cash on HandJanuary 1.Igo .........................

4b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period ...............

() Total Receipts (from Ling 18) ...........................

(D Subtotal (add lines 6b) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(s) and 8(c) for Column B) ........................

Total Disbursements (from ne 28) ..........................

Cash on Hand at Clowe of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(d)) ...

Column A
This Period

Cslumi S

$ 300.00 __.... _ ...______

$ 99813.50 * 10v113.50

s 10,113.50 $ 10,113.50

$ 106.31 $ 106.31

III HII ' 1 - III Ijr.--1 11

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee t
(itemize il on Schedule Cor Schedule D) .................... $ -0-

0. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) .............. $ 9305.92

I.o..if..that...h..e.e.amine..th...Repor..and.to tha best.of m n g . ....i.ef..

I 0rtifY that I hoe examined this Re"ort and to the best of my knowledge and belief
It Is true, corrm and omple.

S. KRU
Type or Print Name of Trmaurer

Por further hiforatk". emet:

Federal Election Commission
Toll Free 000424-9630
Local 2024234066

SINATURE OF T1RA RoER Dete

NOTE: Sibmiusion of fin, erroneous, or incomplete information mey subject the person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §4379.

All pmvlous versions of FEC FORM ind FEC FORM 3 eo Obsolete and shouM no loner be md.

I I FEC FORM 3X 1380)

S ,, .... .

C

r

4. TYPE OF REPORT lchek appropriate bo! .)

(a) April IS arerlyReport

'-yJul ISMarterly Repot

- October 1S uarterly Report

S.nuary 3 Yew End Report

O- Jy 31 Mid Vee Report (NonVlction Yew Only)

O Monthly Report for

O Twelfth day report prieding (Type of Eleslo)
election on In the State of

Thirtieth day report following the General Eletion

,o. 11/4/80 m .

O Termination Report

1b) Is thReport an Amendment?
%AYES 0 NO

:4, 7771



ORTANLED SUMARY PAGE

7FP.C FOAtM 3X)

mnai& 9EPLIUM CAMM1M Mp:10/1/80 To: 11/24/80
oo N AOOLUMN

Wmm qma" M L....

L RECEIPTS

1I.CONTRIBUTIONS (other than lons) FROM:

1 Ind uIsl, one Other Than FbilW Com un ................
ami Fanv urwnmwa 9,813.50 _

i)PWea Part com ,m ...............................

Wi Other Peia m ts .e..............................

dWTOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than ons)Kdd Ile, 1lb lnde) ......

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEDOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ........

l3.ALL LOANS RECEIVED ..................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... : .....................

, 1S.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refunds. Rebstes. etc.) .......

IS.REFUNDS UI, CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEh POLITICAL COMMITTEES ........................

r! 17. OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends, Inmmst. etc.) ......................

IS.TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add lid. 12.13.14. 15. 16 end 17) ................

II. DISBURSEMENTS

19.OPERATING EXPONDITURES ...............................

20. TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ...........

C~ 21. CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES.AND
OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES.............................

" 22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (Ue Schedule E) ..................

' 23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.S.C. §441(d)) (Um Schedule F) ...........................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE ................................

25. LOANS MADE ........................................

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(o) Individuals/Paraons Other Than PolitIcal Committees..................

(b) Political Party Committees ................................

4a) Other Political Committe ...............................

id) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26, 06b and 2@0) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS .................................

2S.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Unes 19. 20. 21, 22. 23 .225. 26d ad 27)..

III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) from Une ld .............

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Une 26d ...................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other then loans) (subtract Une 30 from Une 29) .....

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Un 19 ..................

33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Una 15 ..............

34.NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (mbtact Une 33 from Une 32) ........

• .• ......................... o o9 ..8. 50..*.

9.813.50

;tl A r~n10. 113.50n. .. .. . . .....

106.31

.... . . :.. . .. .. . :.'' % -.-. . ... i. .

9,813.50 109113.50

2,813.50 10,113.50
106.31 106.31

106.31 106.31 ,,A106.31 10 ;( I ,I

0 . 0.0 0 0 . 0 . 0 0

10.113.50
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1900 H. Beauregard Street
AlecmdiaVirginia 22311

Noonm of Dont EMumpuI
See statent attaclud.

8. FullNenwm. hMlIng Address wn ZIP Code of Debtor or Creditor

I I

I -Tecs

mbw or odgr 4.i..mmm.mm ..

-0- 9,305.92 mO- 9,305.92

Mature of Debt 1Puvm l M.-:x

C. FullNer Amg ling Address and Zip Cods of Debtor or Creditor

Mature of Debt (Purpose): *:::~ ~ :. .' :.~....:*.~...

D. Full Nwm. MAfiling Addriuu and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Mature of Debt (Purpose): ::;:. .......... ,. .

E. Full Mama. MAfiling Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Mature of Debt (Purpoe):

F. Full Nutri. Mailing Address land ZIP Cuds of Debtor or Creditor

NOUN* of Dobt grurpogel: ____________ I I
___________ I.SI ...........

I1I SUBTOTALS This Period This Page (optIonal

21 TOTAL This Period ls Pp this line only) ...................... .. 9305.92
31 TOTAL OUTSTANDING LOANS from Schedule C (last pegs only)................. ......................
41 ADD 2and 31and car forwr dto aprpiaelieofuumma P (jt popeonly).........................9,09

__ 
990

A A = == n

Of
*""Wowft ad 16401



Attachment to Schedule D of Report of
Receipts and Disbursements of

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES COMMITTEE
For the Period Oct. 1, 1980 through Nov. 24, 1980

Nature of obligation due MediAmerica

Production and mailing services for
solicitation mailed Oct. 25 and 26,
1980 $8,305.92

Reimbursement of:

General clerical and
• administrative costs
Accounting costs
Telephone costs
Rental of office

equipment
Xerox costs and

supplies

$442.00
198.00
140.00

150.00

70.00

TOTAL

1,000.00

$9,305.92

k~ ./0 1P I



RRPOSRAND DUIURSIMENTS
Fr- . ...... O Thmm a0obe Comim

awww~ PP)
1. Nam of Committee (in Full)

NLTIMOI REPULICAN CA S
00ft~a=

Address (Number and Street)

1900 N. Beauregard Street, SuLte 12

City, State and ZIP Code

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

0 Check if address is different than previoudy reported.

2. FEC Identification Number
C00130682

3. 0 This committee qualified asa multkandidate com-

mitte during this Reporting Period on 12/30/80
Idate)

SUMMARY

.Covering Period 11/25/80 Through l2131180

60. (a) Cash on Hand January 1, 19.Q .........................

1b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period ...............

(c) Total Receipts (from Line 18) ...........................

(d) Subtotal (add lines 6(b) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B) ........................

7. Total Disbursements (from Line 28) ..........................

S. Cash on Hand at Clow of Reporting Period (mbtract line 7 from 6(d)) ...

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ....................

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) ..................

I

Column A
This Period Colund

$ -0

$ 6,897.81 $ 17,011.31

$ 16,905.00 $ 17,011.31

$ 10,997.21 $ 11,103.52

5,907.79I I ~.......

s 5,907.79.

$- -0--I-
$ 14,349.52

-~ I I
I cmrtify that I have examined this Report and to the best of my knowledge and belief
It i true. Correct and complete.

S. K Ml
Type or Print Name of Treasurer

.:::..

* ~

:1

For further iformation. nmae:

Federal Election Commisson
Toll Free 600-4244530
Local 202423-4068

NATURE OF TIASURER Date

NOTE: Sbmssion of false. rorneous, or Incomplete Information may subject the person igning this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

All Prvious wrsions of FEC FORM 3 ad FEC FORM 3@ e obesolets and douM no ongr be usd.

I I I I I I D
FEC FORM 3X (31801

I

4. TYPE OF R ORT Jhk app TI"

) Apil15 suuly npot

ol My s Onatey Report

EJ October 15 Qoarteroy Report

Ja nuary 31 YewrEnd Report

O July 31 Mid Yeer Report (Non-elecion Year Only)

O Monthly Report for__ _________

STwelfth day report precedIng (Type of Elesslonl
election on In the State of

O Thirtieth day report following the General Election

.on in the &tat of

O Termination Report

(b) Is this Report an Amendment?
XPYES o NO

11 5,907.79 1

$ -0-

<



a
* DE~TAILED SUMMAY PAE

Of DI " awuiuL2, FEC FORM SI)...

... ..... 1 m VI , 12/31/80 ,

.,A.

fi gndiiusi.' e 0sa Thu JOJa 00j~j* 1 17,0113s,,mkTu,. m t69897.81

1bel kiWtM CosmmNss ...

I Other Poulsem Cwmnlueu

1d) TOTAL CONTRIIUTIONS (om Anu Iefs IIs.d t&. I le) ...... 6.897.81-. . 17,011.31
12.TRANSFERS PROM AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ........

I3.ALL LOANS RECEIVED .................................. _,

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... ___..................

IS.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refind. Ru-m.,. oe.) .......

. .I1.REFUNDS Of- CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEN POLITICAL COMMITTEES .... .................... _

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends. Intlest et.).......................

I&TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add IId. 12.13.14. 15. 16 nd 17) ................ -81 17.011.31

19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES ................................... . . .2 .6.103.

0.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES............ 5,997.21_6.103.5_

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES.AND 5,000.00 5,000.00
OTHER PO LITICA L COM M ITTEES. _________5_00 0 .0

22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (Um. Schedule El ...................._ _

2.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.SC. §4410(d)) Urs Sehedule F)............................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE

25 LOANS MADE......................

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(a) Individuls/Persons Other Then PoIiticai Commit os ..............

(b Political Party Committees. ...................................................................

(t) Other Political Committm

d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 2 .........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS.

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Unes 19.20.21.22. 23.225 26d and 271... 9c7. 21 11,103.5_2
III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES .gg.

29. TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) from LUne lid ................. 6 897.81 17,011.31
30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Line 26d ....................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other then loans) (subtract n 30 f, on U2 9) ...... 6,897.81 17,011.31
32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 19..................... .5,997.21 6,103.52
33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from iune 15...............

34. NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (subtrct LiW 33 from Line 32) ......... .5,997.21 61 9



SCH4EDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS tun e~ 9010o ... A AwiA

f matemats a not be Sold or used by any p for tew p 0
eMnlntl PSIPOSN, 0W e 4 Vte ft name nd adw of anV olitical emumt t SIAO ....................

mm

Non" Of Co m mite fi Full)

NATIONAL REPUBICAN CANDIIATES COMtI-TIEE

A. Full Nuns. Milking Addes end ZIP codeF okWinkler -- tC.Rrta rnr es ce Date (month, Amount of Each
1900 N. Beauregard Street dy. yow) Disbsnent This Period
Alexandria, Va. 22311 -ibm.,,, . o-. General 12/01/80 275.0010l Other (bm,.S). lug

9. Fall Name, Melling Adiren and zIP Cede Purpoa of Disbursement Date (month, Amount Of EachMediAmrica Payment of accountd
1900 N. Beauregard Street payable day, year) Dsbursment Thi PerIod
Alexandria, Va. 22311 - Disbursementfor: oPrimary o0anege 12/01/80 4,500.00

X Other (pecify): 1980
C. Funl Name. Mailin: Address . ZIP -Cod Purpoe of Diursmab t Date (month. Amount ofEa
MediAmerica Reimbursent £or suppliec Day, y Db mti o

1900 N. Beauregard Street eup, rental,clerical andAlexandria, Va. 22311 " ,,.-12/01/80 1,064.50
X Other (,peif,): 190 .

. Full Name, Mailing Address ad ZIP Code urpose of Disbursement Dote (month. Amount of EachSTelep Co. of VirginiaTelephone day. year) Disurement This Period

Disbursment for: OPrimary OGeneral 83.09
' .... . O ther (specify): 1 9 8 0 .

I. Full Name, Mailing Addnd ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
William P. Goldberg, Inc. Door sign day. ver) Diburnment This Period
rshingtcn, D. C. 12/29/80 74.62

Disbursmentfor: OPrimary OGeneral

0 Nome, Mailing Address and ZIP Code K Other(Speify):_1980_ _ _ _ _ _
ailing Adds and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

C, day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursment for: OPrimry OGeneral
0 Other (specify):

6.PulName, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary 0 General
Q1 Other (specify):

N. Full Name,. Mailing Address and ZIP Cod Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

Disbuementday. 
year) Disburseent This Period

03 Other (specify):
I. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary OGeneral
0 other (specify):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursmenu This Pags (optional)

TOTAL This Period (last pae this line number only) ............................ 5,997.21

I'\"W



SCHEDULE B ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
Ppe 1  of -2 fo

-r Pap)~i.z."

Any nfomason pie frs~b~S~vs nd tatements may not begold oruned byay person for"teproeS oilneuuin oro
Commearcial purpss P ol.her in Wing Oiw namse and address of any political committee to solicit contrbadapn from much committee.
Naime of Committe (in Full)

WIOAI REPEICA CANkE O44

A. Ful Name, Maling Adem and ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
for Senate Contribution day. year) Disbursement This Period

.0. Box 471 f~ac 0 i 00) ry12/2ise, Idaho 83701 bl mentfor. i "r 12/29/80 500.00
Id Other (specify):

1. Pull Name. Malin Addre a ZIP c Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
for Senate Conrib 0i1Po SP ~ Co0iurlo day, Year) Disbursemnt This Period

P.O. Box 12637 (Aggr. 500.00)
Tallahassee, FL 32308 Disbursement for: OPrimary flGeneral 12/29/80 500.00

1 Other (Ispeclfy):
C. PUN Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpos q sorsement Date (month. Amount of Each

Collun for Congress Contibution
P. 0. Box 732 (Agr. 500.00) day. year) Disbument This Period
Al.anite Springs, FL Disbursement for: OPrimary IGeneral 12/29/80 500.00

0 Other (specify):
D. Full Nome, Mailing Address and ZiP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

Carman for Congress Ccntribution day. year) Disbursement This Period
266 Main Street . 500.00)
Farnington, N. Y. 11735 Disbursement for: 0 Primary KGenerai 12/29/80 500.00

13 Other (specify):

E. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Ceb Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
Grassley for Senate Contribution day. year) Disbursement This Period
P. 0. Box 1000 OR . 500.00)
Des Moines, IA 50306 Disbursement for: OPrimrv KGenerai 12/29/80 500.00

I::)0 Other (secify):i

F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date *(month, Amount of Each
Mattingly for Senate Contribution day. year) Disbursement This Period
P. 0. Box 1980 (_ _ ___500.00)

Atlanta, GA 30301 Disbursmentfor: 0Primary KGnera, 12/29/80 500.00
13 Other (specify):

0. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
D'Amato for Senate Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period
1697 Broadway (Agg. 500.00)
New York, N. Y. 10019 Disbursementfor: OPrimary Genera 12/29/80 500.00

o Other (specify):
H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZiP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
Hunter for Congress Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period
2309-1/2 National Avenue (Aggr. 500.00)
San Diego, CA 92113 Disbursement for: OPrimry nerd 12/29/80 500.00

o Other (specify):
I. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
Molinari for Congress Contribution day. year) Disbursement This Period
1720 Hylan Boulevard (Agr. 500.00)
Staten Island, N.Y. 10304 Dis-bursementfor: OPrimary KGeneral 12/29/80 500.00o Other (specify): I
SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional) ............................................ 4,500.00

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only ) ..........................................

4tk2 Q jP. Qb

a



ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

2Of 2  for

4wh sen! uow ds for saCh

fttewi tmay not be sold or uwd by nyperso for t or w

COW 01p41s ot'er - Oe n sn t -e name and addres of any political committee to solicit cont1btOs fr" "Oh CoMme.

Namea 0t; awamePt (in Full)

NATMNL RELICAN CWNI1MIS tITE

A. Full sme &Nbiq Adds and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date ,month. Amount of Each

Lei tillier for Cng Contribution day. Yer) Disbursement This Period

202 Wonthrm (Aggr. 500.00)
westb , IW.Y. 11590 Disburssmentfor: OPrimary(Genel 12/29/80 500.00

O Other (specify):

11. FuN lkl m. Mailig Addressl W ZIP Code Pupoee of Disburie-.vnt Date (month, Amount of Each
day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: Q Primary 0 General
o Other (specify):

C. Full Name, Mailing Addre and ZIP Cods Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 0 General

o Other (specify):

D. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 3 General

0 Other (specify):

E. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary OGeneral

0 Other (specify):

F. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary OGeneral
3 Other (specify):

G. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0Primary 0 General
13 Other (specify):

H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, veer) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0Primary 0 General

o Other (specify):

I. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 0 General

o Other (specify):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional) ............................................ 500.00

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only) .......................................... .5,000.00

LE 6
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w 1 amd w M 1ofn or Oir

1900 N. w nea-w1- Stree.
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Nature of Debt (Purpose):
See statement attached.

. Full Nome. Mailing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Tla-h A"010

-- 4 I I

9,05.92 10,608.10 5,564.50 14,349.52

Nature of Debt (Purpose): . "*:.. :.....

C. Full Noa. Mailing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature.of Debt (Purpose):::.:..............

D. Full Name, Mailing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpose): ...........

...... Ful Nae Maln Adre..ndZ.....o.DbororCrdio
F. Full Name. Mailing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpose):

1 SUBTOTALS This Period This Page (optional)......

2 TOTAL Tis Period (last pag this line only). ................................................ 14,349.52
3) TOTAL OUTSTANDING LOANS from Schedule C (last page only)...................................

4) ADD 2) and 3) and carry forperd to appropriate line of Summary Page (lest page only).......................... 1 ,349.52

4* QP69r
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Attachment to Schedule D of Report
of Receipts and Disbursements of

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES COMMITTEE

Nature of Obligation Incurred this Period
to MediAmerica

Production and mailing services
for solicitation mailed Dec. 5, 1980

Reimbursement of:

General clerical and
adminis trative cos ts

Accounting costs
Rental of office

equipment
Xerox costs and supplies

$446.00
271.00

150.00
197.50

TOTAL

$ 9,543.60

1,064.50

$10,608.10

no,"' -AAA AO(A -
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Phou 7~ uSuu

National Republicans Candidates
Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St., Ste. 12
Alexandria, VA. 22311

October 27, 1980

Invoice #758

Production and mailing services. Total count
Grams. Drop date 10/25 & 10/26/80.

Production:

8778 @ ./ each

Set-up

PrintingBRE #9 Blue (1SK)

Carrier Window (15K)

Live stamp application

StamfSpo iLge
Postage for 8778

Total Due

8778 Urgent

$ 4,389.00

10.00

569.82
636.00

50.00

17.00
2,633.40

$8,'30S.92
3, :' .

-, o -0, - / .I -
All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. ) cl-.'
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

7~. - -

Job #0037

.%0

qL



)IAMERICAe
Mrk Center Office PMa= 6
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 7031 99810334

November 1*, 1980

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

Invoice # 772

Reimbursement for services rendered by MediaAmerica for
November, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist, General Office:

J. Kanak (Caging/Batching/Zeroxing)
work-up for stationery
17 hr at 5.49/hr.

B. Wheeler (Caging/Batching,verification
35 hr at 4.00/hr.

A. Gosain/Filing/general office
7 hr at 4.00/hr.

Keypunch & Verify Contributors List

$ 92.00

140.00

28.00

100.00

Accounting:

S. King (28 hrs at 8.24/hr.)
Caging, Batching, Bank Deposits
FEC report, Organizing Files.

Xerox Machine: Copies,Supplies.

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk, Desk Chair.

Answering Telephone ($40/wk: 11-4-80/11-30-80)

Administrative (S. King 10 hrs at 8.24)
Chart of Accounts/Opening Bank Accounts

TOTAL

198.00

70.00

150.00

140.00

82.00

$1,000.00

A-LLr% V... a, P. 30



O43S60

MEDIAIMERICA
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

,m-,-,. 1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 703 I 998 1 0334

INVOICE
000010

A cwgus m 0aM 3 e mW e"
I1 m of Is% W w asn" M kwi h ts

added Is pW d .

of mv . i I IurN a wI "e n b

National Republican Candidates Comttee
1900 North Beauregard Street, #12
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

PURCHASE ORDER NO.
V - -- -------.-. I
INVOICE NUMBER IJE3UIW I ILN'4

____________L

Composition/Production of 12,245 UrgentGrms,
Drop date - December 5, 1980.

-Copy Creative Fee
-UrgentGram @ .50/unit
-Printing - Envelopes

20K Blue Wove Black Ink
-Postage (.15 each)

TOTAL DUE
Paid on Account 1/10/81 - Ck. #116
BALANCE DUE

PIM Sud ame O m ur fIlImmII

1,000.006,122.50
584.35

1 S365

Claim for defects, damages or shortages must be made In writnig
' within a period of ton (10) days after delivery.

8 3 0 4

Job #0090

flATE=

12/12/80

^19KRUM ILKESCRIP110NINVOtIFE N~UMBE

I Account Mote



IAMERICA*MkCenter Off c Plaza 5
1900 N. BeauresrdStreet. Suie12
Alone VA 8311Poe703199810334

November 26, 198(

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

Invoice # 776

Reimbursement of services rendered by MediaAmerica for
December, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist:

Answering telephone(40/week: 12/1-12/31)
Anita Gosain-general office-set-up files

(37.5 hr x 4)
Filing at 4hr x 4.00

$ 160.00

150.00
16.00

Supplies:

S Boxes file folders at($15/each)
2 Boxes letter size folders($12/each)
3 Packages of red tabs($3/each)
1 Package of white tabs
1 Accounting check holder

Keypunch: Contributors and verify

Xerox Machine: Copies and supplies

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk & Desk Chair

Accounting & General Office:

S. King (8.24 x 33 hours)
FEC Report
Caging and batching
Bank deposits

TOTAL

271.00

$ 1,064.50

4

t9) 75.00
24.00
9.00
1.50

18.00

120.00

70.00

150.00

A*, q, P03Q,



Attachment 3 - Letters
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1325 K STREET N.W.
WASHINGTON.D.C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. J. Curtis Herge, Esq. Re: MUR 1363
Sedam & Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, VA 22102

Dear Mr. Herge:

The Federal Election Commission notified your clients on
January 30, 1981, of a complaint which alleges that your clients
had violated certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended ("the Act"). A copy of the complaint was
forwarded to your clients at that time. We acknowledge receipt of
your explanation of this matter which was dated February 25, 1981.

Upon further review of the allegations contained in the
complaint, and information submitted by you, the Commission, on

, 1981, determined that:

1. because certain key principals of MediaAmerica* Inc.,
(MediaAmerica) are actively involved in the affairs of the,
National Republican Candidates Committee (NRCC), and
because MediaAmerica has provided funds and services for
the establishment and administration of NRCC, MediaAmerica
appears to be the connected organization of NRCC, 2 U.S.C.
S 431(17). There is, therefore, reason to believe that
MediaAmerica violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i)
by financing communications with and solicitation of contri-
butions from persons outside the permissible class.

2. because it appears that NRCC is the separate segregated
fund of MediaAmerica, there is reason to believe that NRCC
violated 2 U.S.C. SS 441b(a) and 441b(b)(4)(A)(i) by
communicating with and soliciting contributions to a
separate segregated fund established by a corporation from
persons outside the permissible class for such a fund;

3. because NRCC failed to include in its name the name
of its connected organization there is reason to believe
that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 432(e)(5);



Letter to J. Curtis Hee, Esq.Pogo 24%

"S 4'- because NRCC failed to include the name of its
connected organization on its Statement of Organizatihe-
there is reason to believe that NRCC violated 2 U.S.C.
5 433(b)(2);

5. because NRCC failed to amend its Statement of
Organization within ten days from the time of a change
in the office of treasurer, or other change in previously
reported information, there is reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(c);

6. because NRCC has the responsibility of amending its
Statement of Organization within ten days from the date of
a change in previously reported information (see #5 above)
there is no reason to believe that John D. Romanin individu-
ally violated 2 U.S.C. S 433(b)(2);

7. because NRCC appears to be the separate segregated fund
of MediaAmerica and thereby restricted to solicitations
of a limited class, there is no reason to believe that
NRCC violated 2 U.S.C. S 441d(a) or 11 C.F.R. S ll0.11(a)(1).

%0 You may submit any factual or legal materials which you believe
are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. PleaseL' submit any such response within ten days of your receipt of this
notification.

The Office of General Counsel would like to settle this matter
through conciliation prior to finding probable cause. See 11 C.F.R.

C$ S 111.18(d). However, in the absence of any information-which demon-
strates that no further action should be taken against your clients,
the Office of General Counsel must proceed to the next complaince

C stage as noted on page 2, paragraph 2 of the enclosed procedures.

IThis matter will remain confidential in accordance with
2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12) (A) unless you notify the

o Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made public.
If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims, the staff
member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.

Sincerely,

Enclosure
Procedures

.91A Qil'.% 
I I'll

!N A, Aw ___ 4.. . ........
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Karen E. Dent
~?4608 North 26th Street

Arlington, VA 22207 Re: MUR 1363

Dear Ms. Dent

VI On February 18, 1981, the Commission notified you of a
complaint alleging that you had violated certain provisions of the

V), Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,, as amended.

'7 ~ The Commission, on , 1981, determined that on theoI basis of the information in the complaint and information provided
by counsel for the National Republican Candidates Committee, et. al.,

VT there is no reason to believe that a violation of any statute
C7within its jurisdiction had been committed by you.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel



MEMORANDUM FOR THE FILE : MUR 1363

RE: Return of Notification of Complaint Letter to Karen E. Dent

DATE : March 17, 1981
FROM Steve Mims

Notification was originally sent to respondent Dent at the
address shared by the other respondents in the MUR. The attorney
for the remaining respondents notified the Commission that Dent
was no longer employed by respondent MEDIAAMERICA and her last
known address was provided by the attorney.

Subsequent notification was sent to 4608 North 26th Street,
Arlington, VA, 22207. This notice was returned unclaimed by the
Post Office on or about March 16, 1981.

Due to the fact that it appears likely that a recommendation
of no RTB will be made regarding this respondent, the Dockett Room
is requested to re-mail the notification by regular mail.

C,

cc: work file



; SiAMs& II R =  7:i

A P001PIESMNAL Cox**,Too

AYT@RNES AT LAW

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR. (703) 1I-1000 1700 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.

j. CURTIS HERGE WASHINGTON, D.C. aOOO
(1) 303-7134

RONERT R. SPARKS, JR.
MICHAEL 0. HUGHES February 25, 1981 Twx/TELEM ,.Q-.3.-O
A. MARK CHRISTOPHER CASLV SErAMHlNEG

KAREN LUSSEN SLAIR
JOHN ROIERT CLARK In

J. STANLEY PAYNE, JR.

Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mims, Esq.

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written on behalf of our clients,

National Republican Candidates' Committee; MediAmerica,

Inc.; Mr. John D. Romanin; and, Mr. D. Richard Geske, four

of the five respondents named in the complaint filed with

CT the Federal Election Commission by the Republican National

Committee, the National Republican Congressional Committee

and the National Republican Senatorial Committee, which has

been denominated by the Federal Election Commission as MUR

1363.* This firm has not been authorized to appear in this

matter by K. E. Dent.

National Republican Candidates' Committee mailed a letter

of representation to the Federal Election Commission on
February 4, 1981. Enclosed herewith are letters of repre-
sentation of MediAmerica, Inc., Mr. John D. Romanin and
Mr. D. Richard Geske.



Honorable Charles N. Steele
Page Two
February 25, 1981

The respondent, National Republican Candidates'

Committee (hereinafter "NRCC"), was organized in accordance

with the provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of

1971, as amended, when it filed with the Federal Election

Commission a Statement of Organization, FEC Form 1, dated

June 30, 1980. That Statement of Organization reported that

NRCC would support or oppose more than one Federal candidate;

that it is not a separate segregated fund or a party committee;

that it has no connected organization or affiliated committee;

and, that K. [Karen] E. Dent was the treasurer of the committee.

Except for its Statement of Organization, as amended, NRCC

has no charter or other governing document. The complainants

in this matter have alleged, inter alia, that NRCC is the

separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc.; that, if NRCC

is the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc., sections

of the Act relating to registration, reporting and the

solicitation of contributions have been violated; that

solicitations failed to identify the person who authorized

and paid for the communications; that certain reports of

NRCC were not signed by its treasurer; that MediAmerica,

Inc., if not the connected organization of NRCC, extended

unlawful credit to NRCC; and, that the alleged violations

were made in a knowing and willful manner. While certain of

the allegations made by complainants are true, and will be

admitted herein, we will demonstrate that a number of the

allegations are without foundation and should be dismissed.

The genesis of NRCC is that it was eventually

organized as a consequence of a conversation between Mr.

Geske and Mr. Romanin about the potential impact on Federal



* ~~

Honorable Charles N. Steele
Pag e Three
February 25, 1981

elections of the so-called Obey-Railsback campaign reform

legislation. In the view of Messrs. Geske and Romanin, who

happen to be personal friends as well as business colleagues,

the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and the Obey-
Railsback bill encouraged the organization and operation of

multicandidate political committees. It was the specific

objective of Messrs. Geske and Romanin to organize a committee

that could be operated at a limited cost and that could

utilize mass direct-mail solicitation techniques. By reason
of the fact that Messrs. Geske and Romanin were associated
with MediAmerica, Inc., an advertising firm with experience
in commercial direct-mail techniques, it was believed that
their objectives could be accomplished by utilizing the
resources of MediAmerica, Inc. to produce the direct-mail
solicitations; and, to provide office space, equipment and

Cadministrative support on a reimbursable basis. These plans
were discussed with Karen E. Dent, who, we are advised,
agreed to participate as the committee's Treasurer. Mr.
Geske assumed the title of Chairman of NRCC and Mr. Romanin
assumed the title of National Finance Chairman. It was by
coincidence that these three individuals were also employees
of MediAmerica, Inc.

Logic dictates that NRCC was not established as
the separate segregated fund of MediAmerica, Inc. MediAmerica,
Inc. has one individual stockholder and approximately six
executive or administrative personnel on its staff. The
goals of the organizers of NRCC...to engage MediAmerica,
Inc. to produce mass direct-mail solicitations.. .could not



Honorable Charles N. Steele
Pae Four
February 25, 1981

have been met if NRCC were the separate segregated fund of
MediAmerica, Inc. Furthermore, the decision to establish
NRCC was not a corporate decision of MediAmerica, Inc.

Unfortunately, from the time the decision was made

by Messrs. Geske, Romanin and Ms. Dent to form NRCC, a
combination of events and a lack of understanding of the
provisions of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as
amended, culminated in a series of problems for NRCC. The
most significant problem was that, on or about July 23,
1980, Karen E. Dent failed to report to work as the bookkeeper
and accountant of MediAmerica, Inc. It was learned almost

immediately that there were significant and substantial
17r irregularities in the books and accounts of MediAmerica,

Inc. We are advised that that discovery led to an investigation
by First American Bank of Virginia and by the Arlington and
Alexandria police, which resulted in the arrest of Ms. Dent
by the Arlington police. The turmoil occasioned by the
incident involving Ms. Dent preoccupied Mr. Geske and Mr.
Romanin and, as a result, NRCC remained relatively quiescent

during the early months of its existence.

Following the departure of Ms. Dent, Mr. Romanin
assumed the position of Treasurer of NRCC. Among other

things, he took steps to open a bank account for NRCC at
United Virginia Bank. A copy of the authorization submitted
to United Virginia Bank by NRCC, dated September 23, 1980,
is enclosed. It will be noted that Mr. Romanin is described

as the Treasurer of NRCC in that authorization. Neither Mr.
Geske, Mr. Romanin nor any other person associated with NRCC



Honorable Charles N. Steele
PAge Five
February 25, 1981

was aware of the requirement that an amended Statement of
Organization, FEC Form 1, had to be filed with the Federal
Election Commission, recording the designation of Mr. Romanin
as the new Treasurer of NRCC. For the record, there is
enclosed and filed herewith an amended Statement of Organization
of NRCC, FEC Form 1, dated July 23, 1980, reporting Mr.
Romanin's designation as Treasurer of the Committee as of
that date.*

0" Another unfortunate incident which befell NRCC was
%0 that, when it filed its original Statement of Organization,

the Federal Election Commission mistakenly recorded NRCC as
a party committee. That act by the Commission, which was
clearly in contravention of the terms of NRCC's Statement of
Organization, resulted in confusion and it raised the ire of
the three national committees of the Republican Party.
(See, letter from Chairman Brock to Chairman McGarry, dated
January 13, 1981; letter from Chairman McGarry to Chairman

;'10 Brock, dated January 15, 1981; and, release from the Press
Office of the Federal Election Commission, dated January 15,
1981.) The three national committees of the Republican
Party, apparently concerned that NRCC was representing
itself as a party committee, are the complainants in this
matter. NRCC has taken every reasonable step to extricate
itself from the confusion caused by the error of the Federal
Election Commission in listing it as a party committee. It
has filed an amended Statement of Organization, dated January 13,
1981, showing...using phrases and a format recommended by

*NRCC filed with the Federal Election Commission an amended
Statement of Organization, FEC Form 1, dated January 13,
1981, reporting that as of that date S. King assumed the
position of Treasurer of NRCC.



Honorable Charles N. Steele
Pa a Six
Feg ruary 25, 1981

the staff of the Commission... that it is not affiliated

with the Republican Party. That amendment was followed by a

separate letter from NRCC to the Commission, dated January 14,

1981, explaining that it is neither an affiliate, nor a

subordinate, of any party committee. To avoid any possibility

of further confusion, there is enclosed and filed herewith

an amended Statement of Organization of NRCC, dated February 25,

1981, changing the name of the committee to National Candidates

Committee.*

Turning now to the reports of receipts and disbursements

filed by NRCC, one will note that they were prepared and

presented in a manner which clearly evidences a lack of

understanding and familiarity, on the part of the individuals

associated with the committee, with the provisions of the

Act. The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements of

NRCC, for the period July 1, 1980 through September 30,

1980, was not filed with the Federal Election Commission

until December 8, 1980 and then only after a reminder from

the Commission. It was noted by counsel to be deficient in

several respects and, for that reason, an amended Report is

enclosed and filed herewith.

The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements

of NRCC, for the period October 1, 1980 through November 24,

1980, was filed in a timely fashion but, it too, was found

deficient. (See lines 4(a), 6(a), 6(c), 11(a) and Schedule

D.) For that reason, an amended Report is enclosed and filed

herewith.

For consistency, the committee shall continue to be referred
to as NRCC throughout the balance of this letter.
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The original Report of Receipts and Disbursements

of NRCC, for the period November 25, 1980 through December 31,

1980, while timely filed, was also found deficient. (See

lines 6(a), 6(c), 6(d), 8, 11(a), 11(d), 18, 29, 31, Schedule B

for line 19, Schedule B for line 21 and Schedule D.) For

that reason, an amended Report is enclosed and filed herewith.

While the reports filed by NRCC required amendment

to comply with the provisions of the Act, the record is, and

has been, abundantly clear that MediAmerica, Inc. has not

financially supported NRCC, nor has MediAmerica, Inc. extended

credit to NRCC in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a). During the

period from the date of its organization until her departure,

Karen E. Dent spent approximately 1.5 hours of her time

obtaining, preparing, typing and filing the original Statement

of Organization of NRCC; and, an additional 1.5 hours in

making the necessary arrangements to open the checking

account of NRCC. Clearly, that time was incidental as

defined in 11 CFR 114.9(a). Furthermore, prior to October 1,

1980, the total time expended by MediAmerica, Inc. personnel

on NRCC consisted of approximately 40 minutes by S. King in

recording and depositing the checks totalling $300.00; and

of approximately 20 minutes by Messrs. Geske and Romanin in

discussing a budget for NRCC and general administrative

matters. Clearly, that time was also incidental as defined

in 11 CFR 114.9(a).

In its Post General Election Report, NRCC reported

an obligation due MediAmerica, Inc. of $9,305.92, of which
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$8,305.92 was for the production and mailing of the first
solicitation (see, invoice #758 attached) and $1,000.00 was
for administrative and operating costs (see, invoice #772
attached). Of that obligation, NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc.
the sum of $4,500.00 within a commercially reasonable time
on December 1, 1980.

In its Year-End Report, NRCC reported that it

incurred an additional obligation to MediAmerica, Inc. of
$10,608.10, of which $9,543.60 was for the production and
mailing of the second solicitation (see, invoice #000010
attached) and $1,064.50 was for administrative and operating
costs (see, invoice #776 attached). On December 1, 1980,
NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc. $1,064.50 and, on January 10,

T1981, NRCC paid MediAmerica, Inc. an additional $2,000.00.
CFurthermore, the Year-End Report shows that NRCC paid $275.00
Vdirectly to the landlord on December 1, 1980 for rental of

the office space it utilizes.

As a consequence, it is evident that NRCC has been
billed for, and has paid, its pro-rata expenses for space
and equipment rental, supplies and personnel costs. Furthermore,
it is evident that MediAmerica, Inc. has rendered invoices
for its professional services rendered in producing its
direct-mail solicitations; that it was paid $5,500.00 for
those services to date; and, that the balance has not been
outstanding for a period which is commercially unreasonable
in the trade.

Thus, in conclusion, while mistakes were made in
the organization and administration of NRCC, one series of
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related allegations made by complainants can not withstand

scrutiny. Those are the allegations that MediAmerica, Inc.

is the connected organization of NRCC. As noted, Messrs.

Geske and Romanin are employees of MediAmerica, Inc.

Furthermore, Karen E. Dent was an employee of MediAmerica,

Inc. However, NRCC was organized by these individuals in

free and connon association as individuals, not as employees

of MediAmerica, Inc. Their individual goals were achieved

by engaging MediAmerica, Inc. to produce its direct-mail

solicitations and by meeting its administrative and operating

costs on a pro-rata and reasonable basis. All of the costs

incurred were accounted for in the original reports filed by

NRCC and the credit extended to NRCC for that purpose has

not been in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a).

As a consequence of the foregoing and with reference

to the specific violations alleged in the complaint, respondents

MediAmerica, Inc., NRCC, Geske and Romanin respond as follows:

The paragraphs numbered herein correspond to the
paragraph numbers in the complaint.

6. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

7. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

8. Admit that NRCC solicited contributions from
individuals other than executive or adminis-
trative personnel and their families or
shareholders and their families of MediAmerica,
but deny that that activity constituted a
violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(b)(4)(i);
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9. Deny, in that Romanin was Treasurer of NRCC
from on or about July 23, 1980 until on or
about January 13, 1981;

10. Admit;

11. Deny, for the reasons set forth in paragraph 9,
above;

12. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization NRCC;

13. Admit that MediAmerica is not the connected
organization of NRCC, but deny that it ex-
tended credit in violation of 2 U.S.C. 441b(a);

14. The response herein is the same as the response
in paragraph 13, above;

15. The response herein is the same as the response
in paragraph 9, above;

16. Admit;

17. Admit, but deny MediAmerica is the connected
organization of NRCC;

18. Deny.

In summary, the Federal Election Commission should find
reason to believe that the respondents herein (1) violated
2 U.S.C. 433(c) by failing to amend the statement of organi-
zation, as required, to report that Mr. Romanin became
Treasurer of NRCC on or about July 23, 1980; and (2) violated
2 U.S.C. 441d(a)(3) by failing to identify on its solicitations
the person who authorized and paid for the communications
(although it is readily apparent in the text of the solicitation
that NRCC was its source). The record is clear, however,
that the foregoing violations were not knowing and willful.
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Furthermore, the Commission should take cognizance of the

fact that any confusion as to whether NRCC was a party

committee was due to the error of its staff in listing it as

such. The Commission should, on the other hand and for the

reasons stated herein, dismiss the remaining allegations

made in the complaint.

Respectfully submitted,
Sincer yours

J. Curtis Hrg4
Counsel to National Republican
Candidates' Committee, MediAmerica,
Inc., Mr. John D. Romanin and
Mr. D. Richard Geske

enclosures
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To: Federal Election Commission

From: National Republican Candidates' Committee
MediAmerica, Inc.
John D. Romanin
D. Richard Geske

Subject: MUR 1363

This is to certify that the matters of fact set
%o forth in the letter from J. Curtis Herge, Esq. to the General

Counsel of the Federal Election Commission relative to MUR
Mn 1363, dated February 25, 1981, are to the best of our knowledge

true and correct.

National Republican Candidates'
Committee

0

By .
S. Kng, Trdasu
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Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

February 13, 1981

LETTER OF REPRESENTATION

Gentlemen:

In reference to MUR 1363, I hereby authorize
Mr. J. Curtis Herge of Sedam and Herge, 7600 Old
Springhouse Road, Mclean, Virginia, 22102 to represent
me and to receive any notifications and/or other
communications from the Federal Election Commission
concerning MUR 1363.

D. Richard Geske



Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

February 13, 1981

LETTER OF REPRESENTATION

%0 Gentlemen:

In reference to MUR 1363, I hereby authorize
Mr. J. Curtis Herge of Sedam and Herge, 7600 Old
Springhouse Road, Mclean, Virginia, 22102 to represent
me and to receive any notifications and/or other
communications from the FEC concerning MUR 1363.0D

.r



Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

February 13, 1981

LETTER OF REPRESENTATION

Gent lemen:

In reference to IIUR 1363, HediAmerica herein authorizes
the following counsel:

J. Curtis Herge
Sedam and Herge
7600 Old Springhouse Road
Mclean, Virginia 22102

(703) 821-1000

Mr. Herge is authorized to receive any notifications
and/or other communications from the Federal Ele ction Commission
concerning MUR 1363. A

AO
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TATG (rOORGAIATION91
oee rewee side for instructions)

1. () Neme of Committee (in Full) 0 I # -,,-s is -w,,d.

b) Addrem (Number and Street) 3. FC Idweti"fhi Nume r
. m prd Stm, 8it 12

(C) City. State and ZIP Code
Alxamdria, Virg -a 22311

(3~P6P
4,A ,

4. , Is th is a iended Statemnt?

5. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one):
o (a) This committee is a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

o b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

E Name of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought StatelDistric

o (c) This committee supports/opposes only one candidate and is NOT an authorized €ommittei

0 (d) This committee is a
(name of candidate)

committee of the -
(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican, etc.)

(a) This committee Is a separate segregated fund.

f) This committee supports/opposesmore than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

i1.

Party.

6. Name of Any Connected Mailing Address and RelationshipOrganization or Affiliated Committee ,jZiP Codej

If the registering political committee has identified a "connected organization" above, please indicate type of organization:
1 Corporation 0 Corporation w/o Capital Stock 13 Labor Organization OMembership Organization 3 Trade Association 1O Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records: Identify by name, address (phone number - optional) and position, the person in possession of committee books and
records.

Full Name

S. King
Mailing Address and ZIP Code

1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12Al~s-ynnrlr-A V4"r'oIns . rnlI

Title or Position

Accountant

8. Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position

'- John D. Rananin 1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12 Treasurer
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit boxes
or maintains funds.

Name of Bank, Depository, etc. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

I certify that I have examined this

JOHN D. R IANIN
Type or Print Name of Treasurer INATURE OF TREASURER

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or inc 6 npletKnformation may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact.'" '
Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530, Local 202-523-4068I FEC FORM 1 (3/80)

C

Date

mom



T rATEM iT OR iGANIZATio
(see reveres side for, instructions)

1. () Name of Committee (in Fu)kif ore Is .
mATY TAT PAT IAMATIC ftI VMT ,rI*'
£UL £'A,,U,, UJl'i Ik,,d.""&W&M.Plln"A LJ F J £4sv~ L65.d " t'W&ISl, . p. 5.PL!

1b) Address Number and Street) F

190 N3a~.ar Sret 1 Jt' 1Z;. I "s,~~$

T i.p

(c) Cty, State and ZIP Code 4. Wsthis oa.aneded, atnt~ ifVJW

miadria, Virginia 22311I
5. TYPE OF COMMITTEE (check one): *formjerly known as: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CAl DI1AtI.%,0*WII

o (a) This committee is a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)
o 1b) This committee is an authorized committee, and is NOT a principal campaign committee. (Complete the candidate information below.)

L Name of Candidate Candidate Party Affiliation Office Sought State/District]

(c) This committee supports/opposes only one candidate and Is NOT an authorized committee.
(name of candidate)

o (d)This committee is a committee of the Party.

(National, State or subordinate) (Democratic, Republican, etc.)

3 (a) This committee is a separate segregated fund.

o () This committee supports/opposes'more than one Federal candidate and is NOT a separate segregated fund nor a party committee.

6. Name of Any Connected I Mailing Address and Relatiomhp
Organization or Affiliated Committee ZIP Code L

1-ff the registering political committee has identified a "connected organization" above, please indicate type of organization:
,, Corporation 0 Corporation w/o Capital Stock 3 Labor Organization 3 Membership Organization 3 Trade Association 0 Cooperative

7. Custodian of Records: Identify by name, address (phone number - optional) and position, the person in possession of committee books and
records.

Mailing Address and ZIP Code
Full Name Title or Position

Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
Treasurer: List the name and address (phone number - optional) of the treasurer of the committee; and the name and address of any designated
agent (e.g., assistant treasurer).

Full Name Mailing Address and ZIP Code Title or Position

9. Banks or Other Depositories: List all banks or other depositories in which the committee deposits funds, holds accounts, rents safety deposit boxes

or maintains funds.

Name of Bank, Depository, etc. Mailing Address and ZIP Code

I certify that I have examined this Statement and to the best of my knowledge and belief it is true, correct and complete.

S. KING
Type or Print Name of Treasurer SIGNATURE OF TREASURER

NOTE: Submission of false, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Statement to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

For further information contact: Federal Election Commission, Toll Free 800-424-9530, Local 202-523-4068I FEC FORM 1 (3/80)

Ale

'8.

• , .
d

DiFEC OM1(/0



01E1MT OF, IU~WT I ND DPREM
Fr a '~U Osgd~ Th0 A kuwed Commitue

1. Nems of Ommittee On Fuill)
NATIONA REPUBLICM N CND S

Ie

Mdrel (Number and frest)
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12

city. stateand ZIP code

Alexandria, Virginia 22311
a Check if addres is differen than preioudy epol od.

2. FEC Identification Nunbr
C00130682

3. 0 This committee qualified as a multicendlde oom-

mittee during this Reporting Period on
-O (date)

4. TYP OF REPORT jchec! appmoprteo bons)

(a) QAprilIS Outerly Report

July 15 Quarterly Report

Octobler 1ISanarterly Report

O Januarv 31 Yew End Report

O July31 Mid Year Report (Non.eectlon Yew Only)

O Monthly Report for

STwelfth day report preceding
election on in the &mt of

O Thirtieth day report following the General Election

on In the State of

O Termination Report

(b) Is this Report an Amendment?
10 YES 0 NO

SUMMARY Coium A
S, Covering period 6-30-80 Thoh9-30-80 This Ped

. () Cath on Hand January 1, 1 O ......................... ...

4b) Cash on Hand at Saginning of Reporting Period ............... $  -0 -

1c) Total Receipts (from Ln 18) ........................... $ 300.00

(d) Subtotal (add lines Sib) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6() and 6(c) for Column B) ....................... $ 300.00

7. Total Disbursements (from Un. 28) .......................... $

8. Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(d)) ... $ 300.00

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule Cor Schedule D) .................... $ -0-

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) .................... $ -0-
I cetif tha I avee.amnedth .Repotadt h eto ykidaadble

I certify that I have examined this ROM t OWd to OW bent of my ktnoaodso and belief
It is true, orec and complete.

S. KING
Type or Print Name of Trusurer

Calnd Yew4.Deu

-0-

$ 300.00

$ -0-
$ qn/% r%

For further information, eonmt:

Federal Election Commission
Toll Free 8004244)530
Local 202423-4066

SIGNATURE OFAhEASURER1 Date

NOTE: tAbmision of false. erroneous, or Incomplete information may subject the Person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

All prvios -eriow of FEC FORM 2 and FEC FORM 3@ we obsoletem dould no longer be used.
1 I I I

FEC FORM 3X (3/80)I I I I I I I I I I

II 

I



"TAUAl" euMARY PAE

PO2 M ;W m3X)

N.fto O1mmmesl WON &
NATML W

I. RMner

I.COdTR IlUTIONS father Uhu ll) FROM:

(a) %u Other Then Relidul Omokm... .

Nmw EtY WUMud S. 300.00

1) PO u p m m ...............................

6 Ot her PoitlicuI Com .............................

id) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (othenu Iowu)hd Ie, ib end 11. ) ......

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEOTHER PARTY COMMTrEES ........

1S.ALL LOANS RECEIVED ..................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... : ..................

IS.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Refndmb, Reaes. etc.) .......

ISREFUNDI W CONIiUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEk POLITICAL COMMITTEES ........................

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (Dividends., intre em.) ......................

I&STOTAL RECEIPTS (Add I1d. 12.13.14. IS is end 17) ................

II. DISUURSEMENTS
19.OPERATING EXPENDITURES ..............................

.'v. 20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ..........

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND
OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEE. ...........................

, 22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (Un SIcheduie E) ..................

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES
(2 U.SC. § afdi ) (U. Schdule F) ...........................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE ...............................

L- 25 LOANS MADE ........................................

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

t) Indivlduall/Peinsm Other Thin Political Comnittes................

(b Political ty Committee ................................

(c) Other Political Committees................................

id) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add e, 2.b end 2&) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS .................................

2STOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Lines 19.20.21.22.23.24.25. 26d ed 27)...

III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (othr then loens) from Une 1ld .............

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Line 2d ..................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other then loins) (subtrct Une 30 from Une 29) .....

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Line 19 .................

33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Une 15 ..............

34. NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (subtract Line 33 from Line 32) ........

I -
9/30/180'

T~ Thb~eTot60UMNA un

. . . .... ...... . .................

-0- 0

300.00 300.00

-0- -0-I

1.11111
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FW a '191013 ij Pap)

I. Nam0 of Comitee On FiPull)
NATIM&A RERMCA CANIMTE CarIE

I~

Addre (Number and &rmt)
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12

City, Stow and ZIP Code

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

0 Check if addres is differnt than previoudy reported.

2. FEC Identification Number
C001306 82
3. 0 This committee qualified as multicandidate cota-

mittee during this Reporting Period on
Wdate)

4. TYPE OP REPORT E b .am)

(a) [J] April15 Onurterly Report

o- J 5 Is oarty Report

O October 15 Quarterly Report

O -- nuary 31 Vew End Report

O July 21 Mid Ye Report (Non.-ection Yew Only)

O Monthly Report for

O Twelfth day report preceding (ryps of leslon)
election on in the State of

1 Thirtieth day report following the General Election

on 11/4/80

D Termination Report

(b) Is this eport an Amendment?
4YES 0 NO

*flA~~j 

I - -

~EI V

Covering Period 10-1-80 Though 11-24-80

(a) Cath on Hand Jtnsry 1.108D .........................

4b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period ..............

(c) Total Receipts (from Ln IS) ..........................

(d) Subtotal (add lines 6b) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B) .......................

Total Disbursements (from Use 28) ..........................

Cash on Hand at Close of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(d)) ...

I Column ATh'l luld

$ 10,113.50 $ 10,113.50

$ 106.31 $ 106.31

9. Debts and Obligations Owed TO the Committee
(Itemize all on Schedule C or Schedule D) .................... $ -0-

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee
(itemize all on ScheduleCorchedule D) .................... $ 9,305.92

Is %%S I

I oertify that I hew examined this Report adto thO best of my knowledge and belief
iso mo. correct and omeplete.

S. Kr2U
TYPe or Print Names of Treasurer

For furthw iformation, eaqvet:

Federal Election Commission
Toll Free 800424-9530
Local 202-523-4068

GNATURE OF< T AURER

NOTE: Submision of filM, erroneous, or incomplete information may subject the person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §4379.

IIII I I I I I FEC FORM 3/80)

I e)

C71

8.

AN previous mn of FEC FORM 3 and FEC FORM ftre obsoI and O iould no longer be umd.

ll lNimt T

. .. . . , • . ... . . n n I I III I

I I I I i •

$ in t)n7 10
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L RIPT
11.CONTRIBUTIONS (ather tw soe FROM:

I) Who DOu O m 1 ain wfOte ................

Wmo u ww* 9,813.50 -
b)P k w ...............................

) m ................ ..............

id) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS asher i ktMdd 11e 11b and110) ......

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES ........

iS.ALL LOANS RECEIVED ..................................

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... : ..................

IS.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (ReNmds, Rebegs, eec.) .......

I.REFUNDS UW CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEN POLITICAL COMMITTEES ........................

17.OTHER RECEIPTS (DivldmdB. Imues, eec.) .......................

S.TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add lid. 12.13. 14. 16. 16 &d 17) ................

I U. DOUURSEMENTs

1S.OPERATING EXPENDITURES ..............................

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATED/OTHER PARTY COMMITTEES. ..........

2I.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATESAND
OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEES. ...........................

S 22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (U. Scheu E) ..................

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEESr'" (2 U.LC. §4410(d)) (Un Schedule F) .............................

' 24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE ................................

25. LOANS MADE .........................................

26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(a) Indivkdmlls/Psnme Other Than PoIltkcld CommIttms ................

(b) Political Prty Ccmmlus ................................

1c) Other Political Committms ...............................

1d) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add 26e. 2b and 2bc) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS ..................................

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Lei 19.20.21.22.23.m.2. 26d and 27). ..

III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29,TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than kon) from Une ld .............

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from LIne 26d ...................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loan.) (subtract Line 30 from Un. 29) .....

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Une 19 ..................

33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Une 15 ..............

34. NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (subtract Une 33 from Une 32)........

...9 9.81i..50.

... . ..... ... . .. . . ..- . . 0 . a 0 .

. . . . . .* . . . .0.. . e. . .o. *.. o. , . . . .o ...

9,813.50 10,113.50

106.31 106.31

106.31 106.1

9,813.50 10,113.50

106.31 106.31

106,31 106.-31

0
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1.900 a.-m Street
e arI, Viginia 22311

fttv I of Det (Pwpm):
See statemmt attached.

9. Full Mn. M.lli Addre .and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

I .1 1 i.;;.~

u-s-s
ThbPedei

N

IhhAu, rhf %.6

-0- 9,305.92 -0-

Umegg~hm

9,305.92

Nature of Debt IPupoeas: ....

MiC. Full, Nm. Willing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpm.): ! i !

D. Full N am. Melling Addreaw and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Pu erpon):

E. Pull NeTe, iling Address and Zip olde of Debtor or Credito

Nature of Debt Purpoe):.............92

F. Full Name. Mulling Addres and ZIP Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpoes):

1) SUBTOTALS This Period This Page (optional) ................ ................

3) TO AL OU-TSANDING LOANS from Shedule C (lst p oge only). .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . .

4) AD 2) and 3) nd arry forward to propr iate line of Summ ary P ope (lost p only) . . . . . . . . . . ..9 3 05 92

W :QW-11 ;- - -"ad 1440)
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Attachment to Schedule D of Report of
Receipts and Disbursements of

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES COMMITTEE
For the Period Oct. 1, 1980 through Nov. 24, 1980

Nature of obligation due MediAmerica

Production and mailing services for
solicitation mailed Oct. 25 and 26,
1980 $8,305.92

Reimbursement of:

General clerical and
administrative costs

Accounting costs
Telephone costs
Rental of office

equipment
Xerox costs and

supplies

$442.00
198.00
140.00

150.00

70.00 1,000.00

$9,305.92TOTAL



, PWRT OF SPRPYSAND DSUET
PMe~lud emIWO& Thinso Me-ulinsi dCommhis

1. Nam of Commnittee (in Full)

MA MI EOICAN CANDI1mS
O0MMITIXE

Addrm (Number and Streat)

1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12

City, State and ZIP C e

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

0 Check if address I differt * p1ioudy eported.

2. FEC Identification Number
C00130682

3.10 This committee qualified ne amuvlticenidae om

mittee during this Reporting Period on- 12130/180
idate)

a
IUMMARY

Coming Period 1112%/80 Through ./31/8

Ia) Cah on Hand .Jrury 1, 1 . ........................

1b) Cash on Hand at Beginning of Reporting Period ..............

1c) Total Receipts (from Line 18) ..........................

(d) Subtotal (add lines6b) and 6(c) for Column A and
lines 6(a) and 6(c) for Column B) .......................

Total Disbursements (from Line 26) .........................

Cash on Hand at Com of Reporting Period (subtract line 7 from 6(d)) ..

n A Ceum
dold asie O40

$ 10.007.19

$ 6,897.81 $ 17,011.31

$ 16,905.00 $ 17,011.31

$ 10,997.21 $ 11,103.52

9. Debts and Obligations Owevd TO the Committee
(itemize all on Schedule Cor Schedule D) .................. $ -0-

10. Debts and Obligations Owed BY the Committee i" _'i
(Itemize all on Schedule Cor Schedule D) ................... $ 14,349.52 X:

I cerify that I haoe examined this Report and to the beet of my knowlidge and belief
It k true, rect and complete.

S. KflX
Type or Print Name of TrmNurer

For furhw Infonmate seniset:

Federal Election Commision
Toll Free 8004244630
Local 202423-4068

UNTRE OF Th(AIURER Date

NOTE: Bbmiuslon of fale erronesouS, or incomPlete Information may subfet the person signing this Report to the penalties of 2 U.S.C. §437g.

Al prIwks versine of FEC FORM 3.md FEC FORM 3@ w Ame and i..ld no loner be usd.

I I I

I FEC FORM 3X (3/90)AI I

0

C-

... .. . . .. . . . . . . . , .. .. .. i .= I I I I
4. TYPE OF REPORT (ch e!k appr opribs es)

(a) 0QAprIS Q~rtrIy Report

O July Is Ouerterly Report

October 15 Ouarterly Report

J ,enuarv 31 Yew End Report

Q July 31 Mid Yee Report (Noneetion Yew Only)

SMonthly Report for

Twelfth day report preed(ing (Type ef Elesso)

election on in the State of

O3 'Thirtieth day report following the General lection

on in the Sto of

Termination Report

1b) Is this Report an Amendment?
X YES o NO

5 907.79 5 9 7.79l I
5.907.79



~,. ~.. s~ W O~TLED SUMMARY PAGE

04m"Iof 011uOkam owl I-

I J*
L 10=11118

11.CONTRIBUT1IONS Wir than lom) PROM:

a) ImdJduhle/PWerm DeOhr Thm PImI Omm .. .

Eb,Poli t ica m au,.* * ...................

fe) DO1W PlffI Comum ..................................

fe) TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (tm the imWtM f lea 1Ib and I l) ......

12.TRANSFERS FROM AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES........

13.ALL LOANS RECEIVED................ .......

14. LOAN REPAYMENTS RECEIVED ......... .................

IS.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES (Reiunds. Rtbame. eM.) .......

16.REFUNDS UC CONTRIBUTIONS MADE TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES
AND OTHEk POLITICAL COMMITTEES ........................

1?.OTHER RECEIPTS (DIvkindsha8st eJ.......................

.1.TOTAL RECEIPTS (Add IId. 12 13.14.15. 1S and 171................

It. DIMURSIEMENTS
IS.OPERATING EXPENDITUJRES ..............................

20.TRANSFERS TO AFFILIATEDIOTHER PARTY COMMITTEES& ..........

21.CONTRIBUTIONS TO FEDERAL CANDIDATES AND
OTHER POLITICAL COMMITTEE&. ...........................

22. INDEPENDENT EXPENDITURES (Ue S0hdule El....................

23.COORDINATED EXPENDITURES MADE BY PARTY COMMITTEES(2 U.S.C. §4410(d)) (Use bihedwe F) ...........................

24. LOAN REPAYMENTS MADE ...............................

25. LOANS MADE ..............................................

~ ~26. REFUNDS OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO:

(8) Individuals/Persoms Other Than Political Conmtm.....................

b) Political Party Committees ................................ .
c) Other Political Com m itee . ............... ................ .

dl) TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS (add Na@. 29b and L c) ...........

27.OTHER DISBURSEMENTS. ................................

28.TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (Add Lines 19,20.21.22.23,24.25, 2d and 27)...
III. NET CONTRIBUTIONS AND NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES

29.TOTAL CONTRIBUTIONS (other than onal from Un IId .............

30.TOTAL CONTRIBUTION REFUNDS from Lino 2d ...................

31.NET CONTRIBUTIONS (other than loans) (subtract Une 30 from Un 29) .....

32.TOTAL OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Lin 19 ..................

33.OFFSETS TO OPERATING EXPENDITURES from Unio15 ................

34. NET OPERATING EXPENDITURES (subtract Line 33 from Lin 32) ........

6 8?81. 0

.

17,011.31

6,897.81 17,011.31

5.99 7.21 6,103.52

5,000.0 5,000.0

S ................ ., .................. ...L e .. . . . . . . . .. . .• 0 . . . . . . e.. . . .

10.-997.2- 1 11.,10-3.5-2

6p897.81 17,011.31

6,897.81
5,997.21

5,997.21

17-01.3

NOLTMNAL tZ W,



0
ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTSSWCEDULE B

,1 ,1.
LtNE NUMBE M , e
(U W11 00104014461dlla for each

eampgovof, the Detile-umr P011e1

Any PfmIWon eped f c O ilpatW nd lnte ne m not besod or used by anyo pIan - fortheposofasuting smlbeato foswereIlal! purPOs. otheW then Wing the none and adres of any politi committee to solickit ontlbtons from such ounmegs.
I45 T 91 wwUv s1 ruI

NATMNAL R EI3LICAN CANDIDATES 0(14rrn4

A. F (A Nuue Mi Mn A OUan ZIP Ckde PU F0O of Tjburp nt Date (month, Amount of EachkWinkler Manageent Co. a ce space
1900 N. Beauregard Street
Alexandria, Va. 22311 Disbursemmnt for: a P 0ien r a 12/01/80 275.00

X Other (specify): J. uL. rm Name. MAig Adiw ad ZP Coda Purpose of Disburnment Dee (month, Amount of EachMArjjwnerica Payment of account day. year) Disbursement This Period
1900 N. Beargard Street payable IAlexandria, Va. 22311 Disbursementfor: oPrimary 5Geeral 12/01/80 4,500.00

X Other (wecif): 1980
C. Full Name. Mailing Addres and ZIP Cad Purpow of Disbursment Date (month. Amount of EachMediw rica Reimbursement for suppliec1900 N. Beauregard Street " .rental clerical and day. vow) Disburm t This Period
Alexandria, Va. 22311 rOnmea 12/01/80 1,064.50
-." . K Other (spcify): 19800. PON Name, Mlin d a ZiP Cb Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of EachISP Telephone Co. of Virginia Telephone day. year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursementfor: 0Primary 0General 12/29/80 83.09K Other (specify):_1980
9. OWN Nam. Mailing Address and Zip Code
Williame P.oldb e, In odePurpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of EachWalian P. Goldberg, Inc. Door sign day. year) Disbursement This PeriodWashington, D. C. 12/29/80 74.62
CT) Disbursment for: 0 Primary OGeneral

WlOther (specify): 1980Fuf Nae, Mailing Address and _Z CodePurpow of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each
day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0Primary 0 General

MZ Other (specify):
Purpose of Disburusment Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary 1General

o3 Other (specify):. FuN Nme, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day, Year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 13 General
_ O Other (specify):

I. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month. Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period
Disbursement for: OPrimary O)Ganerl

_13 Other (specify):
SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Pag (optional)................

TOTAL This Period (lNt page this line number only)o
.. .. . .. . .. . .. .. . .. . .. . .. . 5P997.21

i



ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS
a.3.jU .39 80:3 2001OUTUI

pope1Lof 2 f
LINE NUMBEI .
(Use separafte shMdwls) for ash

category of the Dessled
-WI Pe)

Aftewod be sold oetmuabw* PW-WVe VWd wwfl--bqr---,. -for
oospp~qs~p~e, qf~er4~~ I"-~w ed00*ese4f iy petiCel owiW *wcin b 11 1IR~tt ffemmsewtt

. . .' ..Il, Aw

REPUEILW DADUWJS CatfnTIE

A. FuU me, S' 4dlJ Purpose of Disbursement Pe ( noh,
Sym.for Senate Cn iu o ya sburse t riod. 99x 4~/71 otbui ,-, ,..v Osbrmti, rd

(A-- 50, tm- ...... 1 ;, 2/29/80 ),0+

Boise, Idaho 83701 ruemen f'or: primary eneral 1229 0 000
, ,,, , , . " 

-'  
.... . J;)Other ISlm i, fy).:

Se. Ful Name. Mailing Addnm wmi ZIP, Go& Purpoe of Di rement -Date (month, i*Tkemt of Eih

wis6 for Se e Contribution ... day. year) Disbursement This PeriodP.O. Box 12637 (Aggr. 500.00)

Tallahassee, FL 32308 Disbursement for: 0 1lrimary neral 12/29/80 500.0
3 Other (specify):

C. Full Name, Malling Ad6ii a ZiP Code Purpose of Disloursement Date (month. Amount of Each
cColl!fn for Congress Co rbu Ion , day. year) Disbursement This Period
P. 0. Box 732 (Aggr. 500.00)
Altamonte Springs, EL Disbursement for: oPrimwv Kene,, 12/29/80 500.00

03 Other (sPecifyk,,'

D. Full Name, Mailing Admo and ZIP CVde PurPs of Disbursement Dem (month, Amount of Each
Carman for Congress Contribution day. Ver) Disbursement Thu Period
266 Main Street . 500.00)
Farlfngton, N. Y. 11735 Disburement for: OPrimry KGenera 12/29/80 500.00

13 Other (specify):" "

E. Ful N me. Malling Addis nd ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

Grassley for Senate Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period

P. 0. Box 1000 (Agr. 500.00)
Des Moines, IA 50306 Disbursement for: 3Primary KGeneral 12/29/80 500.00

C3 Other (specify):

F. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

Mattingly for Senate Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period

P. 0. Box 1980 (Agr. 500.00)
Atlanta, GA 30301 Disbursement for: OPrimary KGeneral 12/29/80 500.00

0 Other (specify):

0. Full Name. Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

D'Aimato for Senate Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period

1697 Broadway (Aggr. 500.00)
New York, N. Y. 10019 Disbursement for: OPrimary aeneral 12/29/80 500.00

3 Other (specify):

H. Full Name, Mailing Addres and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each
Hunter for Congress Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period

2309-1/2 National Avenue (Aggr. 500.00)
San Diego, CA 92113 Disbursement for: 0Primary 6<eneral 12/29/80 500.00

3 Other (specify):

I. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

Molinari for Congress Contribution day, year) Disbursement This Period

1720 Hylan Boulevard (Agr. 500.00)
Staten Island, N.Y. 10304 Disbursement for: 0OPrimary KGeneral 12/29/80 500.00

0 Other (specify):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional) ........................................... 4,500.00

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only). ..........................................

SCHEDULE B



W4EDULE B

6 0
ITEMIZED DISBURSEMENTS

83 3J1: ) T- T? 2 ; $Oi )i TU A

ps,2 Of2
LINE NUMSERZL.eu)
(Use serte sIeues fr amh

'Aa-yf h Deba"e

WIN' y1% 'be bsold or4*40b r, pwPlAp fo

A. FUN Wdme Meliti
Le~wjtilL f fOr Con.

a plleo, fti A 1150

U. Piall IMO, MNirin an ZImlPCd

Purpose of Disb.!rm,.nt .

Contribution
(Aggr. 500.00)

DIsbursement for: 0 Primary General
F ] Other (specify$:

Purpose of Disbursement

dy.Yer)

12/29/80

D;te (month,
day, year)

.Aimqnt O F
lQislurGsmaet; This Pqriod

500.00,

Amo-nt of E*-1
Disbursement' This Period

Diasbursement for: D srimTry ieneral

3 Other (specify): , , _____... ..___--

0. Full Name. Mailing Addrss and ZIP Cede Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Eah

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 0 General

O3 Other (specify): _ _ _

D. Full Name, Mailing Add4as aWd ZIP Co4e Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amliount of Ea h

day, year) Disbursement ThilPeriod

Disbursement for: 1 Primary 13 General

(3 Other (specify): _ _

E. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary 0 General

] Other (specify):

F. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OlPrimary o General

O Other (specify):

G. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: OPrimary OGeneral

o Other (specify):

H. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: 0 Primary "General

o Other (specify):
1. Full Name, Mailing Address and ZIP Code Purpose of Disbursement Date (month, Amount of Each,'

day, year) Disbursement This Period

Disbursement for: [] Primary 13 General

0] Other (specify):

SUBTOTAL of Disbursements This Page (optional) .................................................. ... 500.00

TOTAL This Period (last page this line number only) ................................................. .5,000.00

44ilf
NOW 

11* 
i FOP

-, i qwJ . ...r " _ ! ' . . . ...'.", . ...



IRDULS D-"on So
*j~rjH3F,)AIRM8lF 1i

DEBTS AND OBLIGATIONS
Ehdk Loon

for 0011% aman 114161

imot% 0dj nontf l '04J-t'Irt mVW W -i ti :d ede

1 9,305.92 60,8. 564'.50 44.

____________.___-__.-____*....... . .:.:.
Nature of I::btI (Purmon): 

.. ::: ,,::........: :.:i.:

Nature of Debt (Purpose):

C. Full Nte,: Miliing Addres and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

d~

Natut%*fQDebt (Purpose): ::.,& .... :________

. ..

................... .. .....

D. FUf Nine. lmlling- Addires end Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpo0: ~~~f<*t

E. Full Name,liling Addres and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

Nature of Debt (Purpose):x
: ::; : i ...................................... iii~ii~~ii :iiii~i:: ~iii:i !!i.... ....... i! ....i

F. Full Name, Mailing Address and Zip Code of Debtor or Creditor

N a t u r e o f D e b t ( P u rp o s e ) :: ...... ........ ...........iiii~ ~iiii: iiiiiii!iii~i i!i!i ii!i!i iil ii;: ::::::::: :ii i ] :ii i!i!!: ::i!!iiii!!: !.:.... .....! : :~ : :::i :" i i i !i i l i ii i i

1) SUBTOTALS This Period This Page (optional) ...............................................

2) TOTAL This Period (last page this line only) ................................................ 14,349.52

3) TOTAL OUTSTANDING LOANS from Schedule C (last page only) ...................................

4) ADD 2) and 3) and carry forward to appropriate line of Summary Page (last page only) ....................... 114,349.52



0

Attachment to Schedule D of Report
of Receipts and Disbursements of

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES COMMITTEE

Nature of Obligation Incurred this Period
to MediAmerica

Production and mailing services
for solicitation mailed Dec. 5, 1980 $ 9t543.60
Reimbursement of:

General clerical and
administrative cos ts

Accounting costs
Rental of office

equipment
Xerox costs and supplies

$446.00
271.00

150.00
197.50

TOTAL

1lt064.50

$109608.10



\ifl t IL")
S

National Republicans Candidates
Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St., Ste. 12
Alexandria, VA. 22311

Invoice #758

Production and mailing services. Total
Grams. Drop date 10/25 4 10/26/80.

Production:
8778 @ SO/each

Set-up

BRE#9 Blue (1SK)

Carrier Window (1SK)

Live stamp application

StamfSpowliage
Postage for 8778

Total Due
L' '),

October 27, 1980

count 8778 Urgent

$ 4,389.00

10.00

569.82
636.00

50.00

17.00
2,633.40

$8,'305.92
3,p 0

All invoices are due and payable upon receipt. q0WZ-'
All charges are payable 20 days from date of invoice. A
service charge of 1.5% per month (equivalent to 18% per
year) will be added to past due items.

Job #0037

97 PA".



IAMERICO
MakQ vrn t 18Ote Pa 5

9"U rdftestSuite 12
Pne7031 9N610334

lowk

National Republican
Candidates' Comittee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

Invoice # 772

Reimbursement for services rendered by MediaAmerica for
November, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist, General Office:

J. Kanak (Caging/Batching/Zeroxing)
work-up for stationery
17 hr at 5.49/hr.

B. Wheeler (Caging/Batching,verification
35 hr at 4.00/hr.

A. Gosain/Filing/general office
7 hr at 4.00/hr.

Keypunch & Verify Contributors List

Accounting:

S. King (28 hrs at 8.24/hr.)
Caging, Batching, Bank Deposits
FEC report, Organizing Files.

Xerox Machine: Copies,Supplies.

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk, Desk Chair.

Answering Telephone ($40/wk: 11-4-80/11-30-80)

Administrative (S. King 10 hrs at 8.24)
Chart of Accounts/Opening Bank Accounts

TOTAL

$ 92.00

140.00

28.00

100.00

198.00

70.00

150.00

140.00

82.00

$1,000.00



8 : f4O04 33'

MEDIAMERICA
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

utm..,8-1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12
Alexandria, VA 22311
Phone 703 I 998 I 0334

INVOICE
000010

MN chrW ea 0-10s 30 fti &W d.1 of A ~
ofd. 18" 0u1 as ft W soWil

National Republican Candidates Comittee
1900 North Beauregard Street, #12

Alexandria, Virginia 22311

PURCHASE ORDER NO. Ptm sawi om owp urn AN~

DATE INVOICE NUMBER DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

12/12/80 Compositif/PtoduCtion of 12,245 UrgentGrinm,

Drop date - December 59 1980.
-Copy Creative Fee $ ,.0ooios
-UrgentGram @ .50/unit 69122.50

-Printing - Envelopes 54.35
20K Blue Wove Black Ink

-Postage (.15 each)
TOTAL DUE956.
Paid on Account 1/10/81 - Ck. #116 2,000.00

BALANCE DUE 79543.60

Claims for dsmecf, damage or shortagn must be made In w.11ng

within a period of tan (10) days aftr delivery. :__ _

6 Ar' F

Job #0090

I Amouffl M ~ I



iAMERICR
Mi-ar Ce~e ofroe Plaz 6

Poe7031 99610334

National Republican
Candidates' Committee
1900 N. Beauregard St.
Alexandria, VA 22311

NOVea0be r 26, 1460O

Invoice # 776

Reimbursement of services rendered by MediaAmerica
December, 1980.

Secretarial Receptionist:

Answering telephone(40/week:12/1-12/31)
Anita Gosain-general office-set-up files

(37.5 hr x 4)Filing at 4hr x 4.00

$ 160.00

150.00
16.00

Supplies:

S Boxes file folders at($lS/each)
2 Boxes letter size folders($12/each)
3 Packages of red tabs($3/each)
1 Package of white tabs
1 Accounting check holder

Keypunch: Contributors and verify

Xerox Machine: Copies and supplies

IBM Typewriter, File Cabinet, Desk & Desk Chair,

Accounting & General Office:

S. King (8.24 x 33 hours)
FEC Report
Caging and batching
Bank deposits

75.00
24.00
9.00
1.50

18.00

120.00

70.00

150.00

271.00

$ 1,064.50

for

TOTAL



SEDAM & HERGE, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

7600 OLD SPRINGHOUSE ROAD

MCLEAN. VIRGINIA 22102

To:
Honorable Charles N. Steele

General Counsel
Federal Election Corn ission

1325 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mimms, Esquire

FIRST CLASS MAIL



SEDAM & uEitR G
A P00t*010NAL 00*APA@

ATVT*NEVS At LAW

7ea604 @ PO i# 0 0"a-

Mci.W5 V1~E solos.i

GLENN J. SEDAM, JR.

J. CURTIS HERGE

ROSGT R. SPARKS, JR.

MICHAEL 0. HUGHES

A. MARK CHRISTOPHER

KAREN LUSSEN SLAIR
JOHN ROSERT CLARK MI

J. STANLEY PAYNE, JR.

(703) 0811000

February 19, 1981

1700 PCNNIYLVANIA AVENUE, N.W.
WASHINTON, D.C. 30006

(303) 3S3-7124

TWX/TELEX: 710-031-OSS

CABLE: SEDAmmanRG
m

Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission . .-
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mims, Esq.

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written on behalf of our client,
National Republican Candidates' Committee, with respect to
the above-captioned matter, to request an extension of time
until Wednesday, February 25, 1981 for the purpose of
submitting an initial response to the complaint.

This proposed extension is required because of
the number of respondents named in the complaint and the
need to accumulate and analyze factual data relevant to
the matter.

Since

J. Curtis Herg

w
~,

~



A7775 791

A PkPESIi$*.~L COPPOPAYQ0

Al L*ty AT LA-

N* *QP VL URINNOUS81b@A

r

VW0t7'
r~~o 6 88

Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, NOW.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mims, Esq.



IFEDERALREECTION COMMISSION
WM*G0 % D.C 2"W3

February 18, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Karen E. Dent
4608 -North 26th Street
Arlington, Virginia 22207

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Ms. Dent:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,
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
1363. 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

7 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.
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Misrt ilt = 04 ~ re it
202-523-4060. br your information, we have attached
a brief description of the Commission's procedure for
handling complaints.

General Counsel

Enclosure

Complaint
Procedures
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Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Comnission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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February 13, 1981
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1700 PCNNSYLVANIA AVENUE, NW,
WASIHIN@TO, D.C. 20000

(1011) 393-7114

TWX/?ELZX: 710-631-OSS

CASLE: SErDAMHNRG

Honorable Charles N. Steele
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

Attention: Steve Mims, Esq.
r, "4%

C~ '~

b

Re: MUR 1363 1.

Dear Mr. Steele:

This letter is written on behalf of our client,
National Republican Candidates' Committee, with reference to
your letters, dated January 30, 1981, addressed to MediAmerica,
Inc.; Mr. John D. Romanin; Mr. K. E. Dent; National Republican
Candidates' Committee; and, Mr. Richard Geske, respectively,
at 1900 N. Beauregard Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22311.

While receipt of the letter addressed to Mr. K. E.
Dent was apparently acknowledged on February 3, 1981, together
with the other four letters, that letter was accepted inad-
vertantly. K. E. Dent (whose full name is Ms. Karen E. Dent
can, upon information and belief, be reached at 4608 North
26th Street, Arlington, Virginia 22207.

Since ,

J. Curtis Berg
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February 4, 1981

Charles N. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Steve Mims, Esq.
Assistant to General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Letter of Representation
REF: MUR 1363

Gentlemen:

In response to your letter dated January 30, 1981, the National
Republican Candidates Committee (FEC ID# C00130682) herein authorizes
the following Counsel:

J. Curtis Herge
Sedam & Herge

7600 Old Springhouse Road
McLean, Virginia 22102

703/821-1000

Mr. Herge is authorized to receive any notifications and/or other
communication from the Federal Election Commission concerning MUR 1363.

Sincerely,

S. King,

Treasurer

SK:cp

I~fc C"

PAID FOR BY THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES COMMITTEE;
NOT AUTHORIZED BY ANY CANDIDAIE OR CANDIDATES COMMITTEE.
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Charles V. Steele, Esq.
General Counsel
Steve Mims, Esq.
Assistant to General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHIkTON. O)C. 20463

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. John D. Romanin
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Romanin:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,the Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichN alleges that you may have violated certain sections of theFederal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("theAct") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1363. 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 Committeein connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted
within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response isreceived within 15 days, the Commission may take further actionbased 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 with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe 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.

% 0 7. . . •
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fr. John D. Romanin
age Two

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling qomplaints.

Sincexe

Ce C
General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

li.

IE J~

*.2*.**~.*-
I .C e,-.,



FEDE RAL RUCT ION COMMISSION,
- WASHINGTON, D.C. 2043

Uanuary 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Richard Geske
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Geske:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,
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
1363. 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 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 notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.



0

Mr. Richard Guske
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMI SSION
*41,HNGCTON, D.C. 2M*3

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

MediaAmerica, Inc.
,1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,the Federal Election Commission received a complaint whichalleges that your Committee may have violated certain sectionsof the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("theAct") or Chapters 95 and 96 of Title 26, U.S. Code. A copy ofthis complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MURrf 1363 . Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.
Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,0 in writing, that no action should be taken against your Committeein connection with this matter. Your response must be submitted-. within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no response isreceived within 15 days, the Commission may take further actionr based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which youbelieve 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 with2 U.S.C. S 437g(a)(4)(B) and S 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notifythe 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 representationstating 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.



S

MediaAmerica, Inc.
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handl g complaipts.

Sincerely'e

General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

'.4



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 2O43

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. K. E. Dent
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Dent:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

.., alleges that you may h~ve violated certain sections of the
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the

fl 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
1363 Please refer to this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to demonstrate,
Cn 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 materials which you
on 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.



0
Mr. K. E. Dent
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handlin9 eomplaints.

EnClosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

II I



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

National Republican Candidates
Committee

K. E. Dent, Treasurer
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

Re: MUR 1363

Dear Mr. Dent:

This letter is to notify you that on January 16, 1981,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which

%0 alleges that your Committee may have violated certain sectionsof the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended ("the
F.7 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
* .) 1363. 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

C. based on the available information.

Please submit any factual or legal materials which you
S 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.



National Republican Candidates
Committee

Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Steve Mims,
the staff member assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4060.
For your information, we have attached a brief description
of the Commission's procedure for handJinS complaints.

- / -Sincgri"e1

Charles e

General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures

%0
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
1451 111 1) WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Donald L. Ivers
House Counsel
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003
Dear Mr. Ivers:

%O This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National

In Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
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 complain8 1

Sincer y,;

C a les N. Seele
General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20463

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark E. Goldhaber
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional

Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Dear Mr. Goldhaber:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National
Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
whiph 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.

Sinc ,

/ Cn

General Counsel

Enclosure
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20463

January 30, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James F. Schoener
Legal Counsel
National Republican Senatorial

Committee
227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D. C. 20002

Dear Mr. Schoener:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
'f complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National

Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
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.

Sincerely,/

Ch .es N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure



i .

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. James F. Schoener
Legal Counsel
National Republican Senatorial

Committee
227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D. C. 20002

Dear Mr. Schoener:
%0

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National
Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
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 bo 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 bou 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 Commissionis
procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Enclosure

pakayson:1-29-81



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Mark E. Goldhaber
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional

Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Dear Mr. Goldhaber:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National
Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
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
recomendation 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.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele

General Counsel

Encl~sure

pakayson:1-29-81
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Donald L. Ivers
House Counsel
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Dear Mr. Ivers:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your
complaint of January 15, 1981, against the National
Republican Candidates Committee, K. E. Dent, Media-
America, Inc., Richard Geske, and John D. Romanin
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 hw e attached a brief description of the Commission's
procedures for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Lnclosure

pakayson:1-29-81



PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALLE I

WHICH ARE TO BE SENT A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT. IF A PRIftfI-

CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE IS A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY IS TO'*- EN

TO THE CANDIDATE. PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF 'HE

CANDIDATE AND PUT A "CC" BESIDE THE CANDIDATEIS NAME. IF A:

CANDIDATE IS A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY IS TO BE SENT TO THE

CANDIDATE'S PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE. PLEASE PROVIDE THE

NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE PRINCIPAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE AND PUT A

"CC" BESIDE THE COMMITTEE'S NAME. PLEASE PROVIDE THIS INFORMATION,

ON THIS SHEET, WITHIN 24 HOURS OF RECEIPT OF THIS NOTICE. THANK YOU.

- Complainants:

1. Donald L. Ivers
House Counsel
Republican National Committee

C" 310 First Street, S.E.
Washinqton, D.C. 20003

2. Mark E. Goldhaber
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional Committee
320 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 20003

3. James F. Schoener
Legal Counsel
National Republican Senatorial Committee
227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Respondents

1. National Republican Candidates Committee
K.E. Dent, Treasurer
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

2. K.E. Dent
1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311

(over)
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*auregard St., C14" Blg
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'1900 N. Beauregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
A~ex&Ad-IA, Virginia 22311

5. John D. Ropanin
1900 N. Beuaregard St., #12, Bldg. 5
Alexandria, Virginia 22311
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Charles N. Steele, Esquire
General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Enclosed is a signed and sworn to complaint filed
by the undersigned against the National Republican Candidates
Committee, MediAmerica, Inc., K. E. Dent, Richard Geske
and John D. Romanin. Please process this complaint promptly
pursuant to 11 C.F.R. S111.5.

ka%~ ic~AALu
Le Tvbk a

House Counsel
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Mark E. Goldhaber
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congres-

sional Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Legal Counsel

National Republican Senatorial
Committee

227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D. C. 20002

(% "(f'-# J. .";'-7

0 

January 15, 1981

Atz
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a1JANIS P3: 5

BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMISSION
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

)
In Re NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES )
COMMITTEE, K.E. DENT, MEDIAMERICA, ) Matter Under Review
INC., RICHARD GESKE, and JOHN D. )
ROMANIN

COMPLAINT

1. The undersigned hereby file and verify the instant

complaint against:

(a) the National Republican Candidates Com-

mittee ("Committee"), a political committee

In registered with the Federal Election Commis-

sion ("FEC");

(b) K.E. Dent ("Dent"), treasurer of the

Committee;

(c) MediAmerica, Inc. ("MediAmerica"),

a Virginia corporation;

(d) Richard Geske ("Geske"), chairman of the

Committee and president of MediAmerica;

(e) John D. Romanin ("Romanin"), treasurer

of MediAmerica and an officer of the Com-

mittee.

2. The business address of the above-mentioned

persons is 1900 North Beauregard Street, Suite 12, Alexan-

dria, Virginia 22311.



- 2 -

3. Complainants aver that the Committee isenoaat

a national Republican party committee nor is it affiliated

with any national Republican party committee.

4. Upon information and belief, the Committee is

not an independent political committee but a separate, segre-

gated fund established and administered by MediAmerica,

2 U.S.C. S441b(b)(2)(C). MediAmerica is the connected

organization of the Committee because it directly or indirectly

established, and presently administers and financially supports,

the Committee. 11 C.F.R. S100.6.

5. The Committee is not an independent committee

but a separate, segregated fund of its connected organization

MediAmerica for the following reasons [see Advisory Opinions

1975-143 and 1977-2]:

C(a) Upon information and belief, the Committee

and MediAmerica are controlled by the same

individuals, namely Geske and Romanin. See

Exhibits 1-3.

(b) The facilities of MediAmerica are used

by the Committee. See Exhibits 2-5.

(c) The activities of the Committee have

been subsidized almost totally by MediAmerica.

See Exhibit 3.

(d) The telephone response number listed in a

solicitation for contributions mailed to poten-

tial contributors by the Committee is the tele-



phone number of MediAmsericaij.,L

(e) A report filed with the Federal Election

Commission by the Committee is written on Medi-

America stationery and signed by Shirley King,

an accountant/office manager of MediAmerica.

See Exhibit 6.

COUNT I

Violations of the Federal Election
Laws by the Committee

6. The Committee in its statement of organization

failed to list MediAmerica as its connected organization

m in violation of 2 U.S.C. S433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.

7. The Committee failed to include in its name the

name of MediAmerica, its connected organization, in viola-

tion of 2 U.S.C. S432(e)(5). See Exhibit 4.

8. Upon information and belief, the Committee

solicited contributions from individuals other than execu-

tive or administrative personnel and their families or share-

holders and their families of MediAmerica in violation of

2 U.S.C. S44lb(b)(4)(i). See Exhibit 5.

9. The Committee filed reports with the FEC which

were signed by an individual other than the Committee's

treasurer, Dent, in violation of 2 U.S.C. S434(a)(1). See

Exhibits 2-3, 6.
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10. Upon information and belief, the Covaittee

failed to state on a written communication soliciting con-

tributions the identity of the person who paid for the com-

munication and that the communication was not authorized by

any candidate or candidate's committee in violation of

2 U.S.C. S44ld(a)(3). See Exhibit 5.

COUNT 2

Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Dent

11. Dent failed to sign reports filed by the

Committee with the FEC in violation of 2 U.S.C. S434(a)(1).

10 See Exhibits 2-3, 6.

12. Dent, on behalf of the Committee, failed to file

with the FEC a statement of organization listing MediAmerica

as the Committee's connected organization in violation of

2 U.S.C. 5433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.

COUNT 3

Violations of the Federal Election
Laws by MediAmerica

13. If MediAmerica is not the connected organi-

zation of the Committee, then upon information and belief

MediAmerica financed the activities of the Committee by

means of subsidizing the Committee's overhead and clerical

expenses and extending credit for the rental of mailing lists

in violation of 2 U.S.C. §441b(a). See Exhibit 3.
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COUNT 4

Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Geske

14. If MediAmerica is not the connected organiza-

tion of the Committee, then upon information and belief

Geske, an officer and director of MediAmerica, consented

to the financing by MediAmerica of the activities of the

Committee by means of subsidizing the Committee's overhead

and clerical expenses and extending credit for the rental

of mailing lists in violation of 2 U.S.C. S441b(a). See

Exhibits 1, 3.

COUNT 5

Violations of the Federal
Election Laws by Romanin

15. If Romanin is not the treasurer of the Committee,

he signed and submitted to the FEC the Committee's October 15

rQuarterly Report and Post-Election Report falsely stating

that he is the treasurer in violation of 18 U.S.C. S1001.

See Exhibits 2-3.

16. If Romanin is the treasurer of the Committee, he

failed to amend the Committee's statement of organization to

reflect the fact that he, and not Dent, is the treas-

surer of the Committee in violation of 2 U.S.C. §433(c).

See Exhibits 2-4.

17. If Romanin is the treasurer of the Committee, he

failed to report on the Committee's statement of organiza-

tion that MediAmerica is the Committee's connected organi-

zation in violation of 2 U.S.C. §433(b)(2). See Exhibit 4.
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COUNT 6

Knowing and Willful Violations of the
Federal Election Laws by the Com-
mittee, Dent, MediAmerica, Geske
and Romanin

18. Upon information and belief the above-mentioned

actions by the Committee, Dent, MediAmerica, Geske and

Romanin constitute knowing and willful violations of the

federal election laws requiring an immediate referral of

such violations by the FEC to the Attorney General of the

United States pursuant to 2 U.S.C. S437g(a) (5) (c).

Donald mL. Ivers-
House Counsel
Republican National Committee
310 First Street, S.E.
Washington, D. C. 20003

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /-O day of January,

1981.

;< Notary Public No ay Pb i Commission Expizw August 31, 1985

Mark E. Gold aber.
Assistant Legal Counsel
National Republican Congressional

Committee
320 First Street, S. E.
Washington, D. C. 20003
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S U / ab4 'and worn to before me this f.# day of January,

1981.

My Commission Expires Auguat l,k!

7}

ames A. Schoener
Legal Counsel

( National Republican Senatorial
Committee

227 Massachusetts Avenue, N.E.
Washington, D.C. 20002

Subscribed and sworn to before me this /I day of January,

1981.

Notary Public

1,y Commission Expires August 31, 1985

:1

Notary Publi(



II

EXHIBIT I

AFFIDAVIT

OF

E. MARK BRADEN

I, E. Mark Braden, Deputy House Counsel for the
Republican National Committee, do hereby on oath, depose and
state as follows:

1. Upon information and belief MEDIAMERICA, INC.
is a Virginia corporation, incorporated 4/21/78, Charter #184302.
Its stated purpose for advertising and public relations.

2. Upon information and belief J. Curtis Herge is
the incorporator. The Directors are listed as: Dennis M.
Davis, III; Michael D. Hughes: and J. Curtis Herge.

3. Upon information and belief Virginia State
Corporation records also show current officers as follows:

1) D. Richard Geske, President and Director
2) Maiselle Shortley, Vice President and Director
3) Rhonda K. Stahlman, Secretary
4) Terry Lenehan, Assistant Secretary
S) John D. Romanin, Treasurer

Republican National Committee
310 First Street, SE
Washington, DC 20003

District of Columbia:

Subscribed and sworn to before me this day of

V, 1981.

My commission expires: .
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fffEf 4-032453 J 234 121/5/80 SIC FSCFI
I 7P399SO334 UGM 7DMA ALEXANDRIA VA 12/5 0900 ES

THE FOLLOWING MESSAGE IS TRANSMITTED FROM: NATIONAL REPUBLICAN

O CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE...... JOHN Do ROMANIN.....NATIONAL FINANCE
CHAIRMAN........ 0900 EST 12/5

G" ON BEHALF OF PRESIDENT-ELECT RONALD REAGAN AND MYSELF, THANK YOU!

M MAKE NO MISTAKE ABOUT IT ..... RONALD REAGAN IS PRESIDEM!
BEiAUSE OF YOUR BELIEF IN THE MAN AND THE PRINCIPLES HE REPRESENTS AND

o BECAUSE OF YOUR ENDURING SUPPORT ..... I ALSO WANT TO EXTEND MY PERSONAL

GRATITUDE TO YOU FOR HELPING ELECT A REPUBLICAN MAJORITY TO THE Uo S.

SENATE..... IT'S THE FIRST TIME IN OVER 26 YEARS REPUBLICANS HAVE

0 CONTROLLED THE 'UPPER CHAMBER'..... THIS VICTORY IS EVEN MORE GRATIFYING

BECAUSE MANY GOOD CONSERVATIVES LIKE SENATORS THURMOND, HATCH AND 
GARK

WILL BECOME CHAIRMEN OF VERY POWERFUL COMMITTEES..... ADDITIONALLY, OUT-

STANDING CANDIDATES LIKE STEVE SYMMS FROM IDAHO AND PAULA HAWKINS FROM

0 FLORIDA WILL GREATLY INCREASE OUR STRENGTH IN THE SENATE..... NONE OF

THESE GAINS COULD HAVE BEEN POSSIBLE WITHOUT YOUR PERSONAL COMMITMENT...

o BUT NOW I MUST TURN MY ATTENTION TO HELPING THESE NEWLY ELECTED "REAGAN'
- SENATORS AND CONGRESSMEN..... COMBINEDi THEY HAVE CAMPAIGN DEBTS TOTALIK

$1.2 MILLION...TIEY REALLY DESERVE HELP...MANY CAMPAIGNED 16-18 HOURS A

DAY FOR MONTHS BEFORE THE ELECTION SO AS NOT TO-LET US DOWN..... AND 1N

STHE RACES THAT WERE TOO CLOSE TO CALL, I URGED EACH CANDIDATE TO SPEND J

MINIMUM OF $50,000 ON LAST MINUTE TV AND RADIO ADVERTISEMENTS WITH MY

74r, PROMISE TO HELP.THEM AFTER THE ELECTIONS..... I KNEW THAT IN A CLOSE RAC

HEAVY TV AND RADIO SATURATION WOULD PUSH THEM OVER THE TOP...*. MY

STRATEGY WORKED BUT CAMPAIGNS HAD TO GV INTO DEBT..... WITH MASSIVE DEPI

Q0 ! NOW HANGING OVER THEIR HEADS THEY CAN'T COPCENTRATE ON THEIR WORK....
- -MORE IMPORTANTLY, NEW CONSERVATIVES WITH LARGE DEBTS BECOME A PRIME

TARGET OF WEALTHY LIBERALS AND POWERFUL LABOR UNIONS WHO HAVE SWOPN

O "TO GET EVEN'..... PLEASE HELP ME KEEP 'Y PROMISE TO HELP THESE GOOD

CONSERVATIVES PAY OFF THEIR DEBTS..... , WON'T YOU SEND THE

NAT, REP. CANDIDATE'S COMM. $50 OR PERHAPS $100 OR MORE SO THAT I DON'T

o TO BREAK MY PROMISES TO THEM...... I APOLOGIZE FOR NOT CONSULTING WITH

BEFORE ADVISING OUR CANDIDATES TO GO INTO DEBT IN ORDER TO WIN, BUT
THERE WASN'T ANY TIME TO CONTACT YOU IN THE REMAINING DAYS OF THE ELECT

o 1 HOPE YOU'LL FORGIVE ME AND HELP THE COMMITTEE NOW BY SENDING AS GENER
A CONTRIBUTION AS POSSIBLE..... GOD BLESS.....

o 0900 P EST JOHN. D. ROMANIN ..... NATIONAL FINANCE CHAIRMWAN

S***** PLEASE REFOLD ENTIRE URGENTGRAM AND RETURN WITH CHECK IN

o ENCLOSED ENVELOPE - 'AKE CHECK PAYABLE TO NATIONAL
REPUBLICAN CANDIDATE'S COMMITTEE.******

7

, ... 10 REPLY BY URGEN1GRAM. CALL UR EJTGP~kM AT 1703i 9SO.33

EXHIBIT 5



1900 W. BEAuREGARiD #Tiy 120 Bldg.5
ALEXADRI0A, VIRGINIA 22311 
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A** ZN1900 N. Beauregard St., # 12, Bldg. 5 Treasurer3T 8 Tme.oer: LAst the names and address (phone numtor - optinl i IOf the tresare Of the committee; and the nalse and a-me ofan esetsaprn Wa.,. assistant tresured, 
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K.E. Dent
"ifd A*drn. and 2W Code

1900 N. Beauregard St., #12,r Bldg. 5Alexandria, Virginia 22311
Th e a suess

or mnaintains funds

Almone of Wa1mnk. epstory, etc.

UNITED VIRGINIA BANK
1460 North Beauregard Street

Alexandria, Virginia 22311
I certify that I havej exarnied this Statement anid to the best of fm' knlowledge anid belief it Is true, Correct arnd com~viete

Type or Print Name of Treasurer 
SIGNATURE OFi TRjEAUE
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Mark Center Offe P s s1900 N. Beaur.~Alexandrih, VA 231ts" ut 12
Phone 7031 MS10334

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

October 22, 1980

Attn: Mark Keinman

For the period October 1 thru 15th weActivity.

(NATIONAL REPUBLICANS CANDIDATES COMMITTEE

have hao no Federal

Sincerely.

Shirley King.Accountamt/Offi ce pant
SK/bw

EXHIBIT 6

Fec. #00130683)

Fec 1 1!A 14n



9

EDIAMERICA r4
1900 N. Beauregard Street, Suite 12 tip
Mark Center Office Plaza 5

Alexandria, VA 22311" 

I , ' "/ 
.

Phone 7031 99810334

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

lb 
:
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Charles N. Steele, EsquireGeneral Counsel
Federal Election Commission1325 K Street, N. W.Washington, 

D.C. 20463

S I
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Date Filmed i Camera No. --- 3

Cameraman
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M
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
12S K SIRII? N.W

WASI NGION.D.C. 20463

THIS IS THE BEGIIIING OF MUR F.
I

._/3 (V .A.*
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Cameraman iR I.,

FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
112S K SIRI N.W
WASt IING1ON.D.C. 204b3

TIllS IS THE BEGIRiNING OF rUR #

Date Filmed Camera No. --- 3
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