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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.S5.C. Section 552(b):

(1) Classified Information (6) Personal privacy
(2) Internal rules and (7) Investigatory

practices files

(3) Exempted by other (8) Banking
statute Information

(4) Trade secrets and Well Information
commercial or {gecgraphic or
financial information geophysical)

Internal Documents




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. DC 20463

October 9, 1981

Mg, Millie Norton Sellers

anssociation of Professignal
Flight Attendants

1004 Hest Fuless Boulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391
Cear Ms. Sellers:

On July 24, 1981, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Commission, on September 28, 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the conplaint
and information provided by you there is no reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within
ite jurisdiction has been committed by you. Accordingly,
the Commission closed its file in this ratter. This
ratter will becore a part of the pulic record within
30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N, Steeles
Cﬂ“ﬂral Counqn‘

i \{bsa
s Koo éw

quccxate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 20461

October 9, 1981

Ms. Barbara DiAnge=li Tabor

Ascociation of Profesgsional
Flight Attandants

1004 Vest Euless Boulevard

Fuless, Texas 76039

MUR 1391
Dear l's. Tabor:

On July 24, 19281, the Commission notified you
rf a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as anended,

The Commission, on September 28, 1981, deternined
ttat on the basis of the information in the complaint
and iaforration provided by you there is no reason
to kelieve that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been comritted by you. Accordingly,
tha Comriseion closed itsg file in this matter. This
ratter will becorme a part of the pulic record within
in davs,

Sinceraly,

Charles N,

Lt (mﬂ foss

BY: Kenneth A
Associate General Counsal




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

October 9, 1981

Mr. Henrv Kerry, Treasurer

Congressman Wright Anpreciation
Conmittees

Pox 1413

Fort Yorth, Texas 76101

Re: MUR 1391
Dear Mr. Kerry:

On Julv 24, 1981, the Commission notified you
of a conmplaint allegina that your committee had violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as amended.

The Cormission, on September 28, 1981, determined
that on the ktasis of the information in the complaint
and information provided by you there is no reason
to believe that a viclation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been committed by your committee,
Accordinalyv, the Cormission clcsed its file in this
rmatter. This matter will become a part of the pulie
record within 30 days.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stesle

Fﬂﬁﬂral Cﬁuﬂﬁﬁiffj 7
% ""\-— L \_)4((__

BY: Kenneth A. Grnqz
Lssociate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 204b]

October 9, 1981

Naniel J. Swillinger, Esquire
azn Pennsvlvania Avenue, S.E.
tlashington, D.C. 20003

Re: MUR 1391
Pear Mr. Swillinger:

On July 24, l98], the Commission notified your clients,
the RAssociation of Professiconal Flight Attendants (APFA),
Tamara Utens, Pat Gihbs, and Robin Mayfield, of a complaint
alleging that they had violated certain sections of the
Federal Flection Campaian Act of 1971, as amended.

The Commission on September 28, 1981, determined that
on the basis of the information in the complaint and informa-
tion provided by you and your cliesnts, there is no reason to
believe that a violation of any statute within its jurisdiction
has heen cormmitted. FZccordingly, the Cormission closed its
file in this natter. This ratter will become a part of the
puirlic record within thirty davs.

Sincerely,

Charles 1. Steels
General Counsel

Ao N K/xft
o S
\ ’
i
bt L?{{-({l_ r\.f:}', §-
Aenneth A. Gross

Lssopiate Ceneral Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINCTON, DC 20463

October 9, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN_RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael F. EKellilier
#22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, 1llincis 60068

Re: MUR 1391
Dear tir. Kelliher:

The Federal Electiovn Cormission, on Septerber 28, 1981,
voted to terrinate its inguiry in connection with the
ccrplaint vhich you filed on June 13, 1981. The Conmission
deterr:ined that substantial compliance had been achieved with
respect to the allegations in your corplaint. The Federal
Electicon Carmpaicn Act allows a corplainant to seek judicial
review cf the Comrissicon's dismissal of this action. See
2 U.5.C. § 437c(a)(8).

If you have any questions, please contact kancy E.
Mathan, the attorney assigned to this nmatter, at (202)523-4073,

Sincerely,

Charles k. Steele
Ceneral Counsel

J
U Ay

Lerneth A. Cross
hssociate Ceneral Counsel




Mg, Millie Horton Sellers

hasocfation of Professional
Flioht Attendants

1004 llast Fuless Poulevard

Fulengg, Taxasg TEN39

Re: MUR 1301

July 24, 1981, the Commisalion notified you
nf n comrlaint allaging that yvou had viclated certain
snotinne of the Pederal Election Campalngn Act of 1971,
AS armondas,

"he Comrmission, on Saptembar 28, 1981, determined
that nn the basis of the inforrmation in the complaint
antl informatinn provided by you there {s no reason
kn believe that a violation of any statute within
fres jurisdiction has heen committed by wvou. Accordingly,
tha Comriission closed {tes file in this patter. This
matter will hecome A part of the pulic record within
':I" .]_.I..L.

Sincarely,

Charles H. Steelna
Genaeral Counsel

Kemnnth A. Gross
hssociate Ceneral Counsal




Y5, Parbara DiAngel{i Tabor

ssaociation of Professianal
Flioht Attandants

100d Tlegqt Punleaes Roplavard

Fuulesg, Texas THOIQ

MUR 1391
Tahoy:

fin Jule 24, 1981, the Comnission notifiled you
rf a corrleint alleging that you had viclated certain
nantions of the Padaeral Flectien Cenpaign Act of 1971,

T™he Commisgsion, on Septembar 28, 1981, determinad

5
g

.|'_..-.
is of the information in the complaint
arl infarrmation providad by vou there 3 ho reason

tn telifave that a violation of any statute within

Fla*r s Ehe by

inriadictinn has bean comritted by vou. Accordingly,
o or=inafeon alogsd ftge £file 1in this matter. This

vktar will bherone a patt of thae pulie rvecord within
N, P

Bimcare Ll- ’

Chayieg N, SEreln

Ceneral Cotinsal

T i Kennea = M § sIONRg

heseciate General Counsel




My, Henrv Karrv, Treasurer

Conoresaman YVright Anpreciation
Cormritten

o 1417

Frort Vorth, Texas 76101

fe:; MNUR 1391

ear Mr, LKerry:

on Jnlv 24, 1981, the Conmission notified you
nf a cornplaint allegtna that your cormittees had vioclated
cnrtain sechiona of the Tederal Flection Campaign Act
nf 1871, ase anendad,

T™e Cormrmisaion, on September 28, 1981, detarmined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and infor-mation provided Iw vou there is no reason
tn helieve that a violation of anvy statute within
ite Suriediction hase been comnitted by yvour committas,
Aecordinalw, tha Cormission closed itg file in this
rattar, This natter will heecone a part of the pulie

Al L ala ¥ i TN OAYS -

Sincerely,

Charles N.
General Con

RY: Eenneth A. Gross

hesociate Ceneral




Paniel 7, Swillinger, Fasquire
a20 Pennevivanfa Avenue, S.E.
Washinqton, D.C. 20003

Ee: MUR 1391
Dear Mr, Swillinoey:

m July 24, 1981, the Connission notified vour cliencs,
the Association of Professional Flight Attendante (APFA),
Tamarva [tens, Pat Gihbs, and Robin Maviield, of a complaint
allacina that they had violated certain sections of the
Federal Blection Campafian Act eof 1971, as anended.

The Comniasion on Septepheyr 28, 1981, determined that
on tlia basig of the {nformation in the complalint and {anforma-

tlion providad Ly veu and your clients, theras (= no reagen Lo
belinve Ehat a viplaticon of any statute within its jurisdiction
hag haon committed. Rocordinaly, the Cormission closed {ts
filn fn this matter. This pateter will become a part of the
pulillic record within thirtv davs.,

Sincerely,

Clinrlas ¥, Stagle

nnnral Counsel

Rennsth fnes LIGSS

rasocipte Cenearal Counsgsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 1db3

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael F. Kelliher
$22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, Illinois 60068

Re: MUR 1391
pDear Mr. Kelliher:

The Federal Election Commission, on s 1981,
voted to terninate its inguiry in connection with the
complaint which you filed on June 13, 198l. The Cornmission
determined that substantial compliance had been achieved with
respect to the allegations in your complaint. The Federal
Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek judicial
review of the Commission's dismissal of this action., See
2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(8).

1f you have any questions, please contact Nancy B.
Nathan, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4073.

Sincerely,

T

Charles k. Steele
General Counsel

BY:

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of

MUR 1391

Association of Professional Flight
Attendants (APFA)

Congressman (Jim) Wright Appreciation
Committee (Henry Kerry, Treas.)

Barbara DiAngeli

Tamara Utens

Millie Norton

Pat Gibbs .

Robin Mayfield

T Tl Tt Sl St Sl Vgl Sl Sl Tl Vgt

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. Emmons, Secretary of the Federal
Election Commission, do hereby certify that on September 28,
1981, the Commission decided by a vote of 4-0 to take the
following actions regarding MUR 1391:

1. Find NO Reason to Believe that the
Association of Professional Flight
Attendants; Congressman Wright
Appreciation Committee; Pat Gibbs;
Tamara Utens; Barbara DiAngeli;
Millie Norton; or Robin Mayfield
violated 2 U.S5.C. § 441lb(a) by
making or accepting a money contri-
bution.

Find NO Reason to Believe that the
Association of Professional Flight
Attendents; Congressman Wright
Appreciation Committee; Pat Gibbs;
Tamara Utens; Barbara DiAngeli;
Millie Norton; or Robin Mayfield
violated 2 U.5.C. § 44lb(a) by
contributing union-paid staff time
and facilities.

(Continued)




CERTIFICATION

MUR 1391

First General Counsel's Report
Dated September 24, 1981

CLOSE THE FILE.

Approve and send the letters
as submitted with the First
General Counsel's Report
dated September 24, 1981.

Commissioners Aikens, Reiche, Thomson and Tiernan voted

affirmatively in this matter; Commissioners Harris and McGarry

did not cast a vote.

Attest:

) P 7
i;f/;z f’,/f/ )’/Zaf @hco Y Lo QUL _

Date f Marjorie W. Emmons
Secretary of the Commission

Received in Office of Commission Secretary: 9-24-81, 10:02
Circulated on 48 hour tally basis: 9-24-81, 4:00




Beaptamber 24, 1981

MEMROANDUM TO: Marjorie W. Emmons
FROM: Elissa T. GErr
SUBJECT: MUR 1391

Please have the attached First GC Report distributed

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




FEDERAL ELECTION CGIHIHIESS\I
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463

FIRST GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT
e " 2
DATE AND TIME OF TRANSMITTAL MUR # 1391
BY OGC TO THE COMMISSION _ 4 -24-§[ DATE COMPLAINT RECEIVED

BY OGC 7/20/81
DATE OF NOTIFICATION TO
RESPONDENT 7/24/81

sENS"'IVE STAFF MEMBER
Nancy Nathan

COMPLAINANT'S NAME: Michael F. Kelliher

RESPONDENT'S NAME: Association of Professional Flight Attendants (APFA);
Congressman (Jim) Wright Appreciation Committe (Henry Kerry, Treas.):
Barbara DiAngeli, Tamara Utens, Millie Norton, Pat Gibbs, Robin Mayfield,
all of APFA.

RELEVANT STATUTE: 2 U.S5.C. § 441b(a).

INTERNAL REPORTS CHECKED: Register of Political Committees

FEDERAL AGENCIES CHECKED: None

SUMMARY OF ALLEGATIONS

In a corplairant received July 20, 198l, a rerber of
the Assoclation of Frofessional Flicht Attendants (AFFA),
Michael F. Kelliher, alleged that the union rade illegal
contributions of roney and staff tire toc the 198C carpaign
of Congressman Jir Wright. (Attachrment 1)

Conplainant alleged that funds verived from APFA dues,
collected through a check-cff syster by Arerican Airlines,
were contributed toc the Wright carpaign for EPFAR Ly respondents
Cikbs and Utens, and cited as authority &accounts of unnared
AFPFA staff.

Corrplainant further alleged that certain narec
ern.ployees had worked on the wright carpaion [or varying

tire. Specifically, it was alleced that respondent

CiAnceli worked at Wright headquarters for four days while on




union salary. It also was alleged that respondent Mayfield
worked at Wright headquarters for one day while on the union
payroll, and did so under threat of discharge by respondent
Gibbs, APFA President. Further, complainant alleged that
respondent Norton used APFA telephones on one day to
communicate with union members for the Wright campaign.
Submitted as support for that contention was a letter
written by a non-respondent APFA member to the F.B.l.,
complaining of respondent Norton's activities.

For each allegation of volunteer work performed by

staff for the Wright campaign, complainant asserted

no reimbursement had been made to AFFA.

FACTUARL AND LEGAL ANALYS5IS

l. Alleged contribution of funds by Fat Gibbs and Tamara Utens.

Responses received from the named officers of APFA that
were alleged to have contributed to the Wright campaign, from the
Wright comnittee (Attachment 2) and from cuunsel retained by the
APFA respondents (Attachment 3), contend that no money contri-
huticon was nade or received. The letter submitted by respondent
Tamara Utens, APFA secretary-treasurer (Attachment 4), notes that
APFA makes available to its membership a monthly chech register
reflecting all disbursements, and contends that respondent
would have hoen abble to substantiate the contribution charge
bv submitting such a register had the check been issued. The

response fror the Congressman Wright Appreciation Comnmittee




asserts that there is no record of receipt of any contri-
bution either from APFA or officers Utens or Gibbs.

It is recommended that the Commission find no reason to
believe that respondents violated 2 U.S.C. § 441lb(a) by
making or accepting a money contribution from the union
or its officers.

2. Alleged contribution of union-paid staff time

As to the allegations of contributed staff time, the
responses received from respondents DiAngeli (Attachment 5)
and Utens, the Wright campaign and the AFFA respondents'
counsel all indicate that DiAngeli was not on salaried
time when she performed volunteer work at Wright head-
juarters on one day, and therefore that there is no need
to reinburse APFA,., 11 C.F.R. §§ 100.7(a)(3)(iii) and
100.7(b)(3).

Respondent Mayfield denies she acted under threat
of discharge but confirms that she performed three hours
of campaiagn work on APFA time. Moreover, Mayfield submits
that the time was made up during the same month. 11 C.F.R.
§ 100.7(a)(3)(i). (Attachment 6). 1/

Complainant's charge that respondent Norton used APFA
telephones to communicate to members also appears to be

unfounded. NHorton's response denies makinyg such calls

1/ Mavfield's admission that she worked tor the campaign
arguably contradicts the Wriaght committee's response that
their records show DiAngeli was the only respondent who
worked in the campaign. However, it is plausible that the
committee did not keep records of each and every volunteer
worlker.




(Attachment 7), and the responses of Utens and counsel
swillinger also deny that Norton could have made such
contacts on union time. While the letter complainant
submitted, written to the F.B.I. by another APFA member
to complain of Norton's telephoning, supports the charge,
even assuming arguendo that Norton made the alleged calls,
no violation would be made out. The contacts were not
alleged to have been made to non-members, and therefore
would be exempt from the contribution definition under

§ 441b(b)(2)(A). Further, the time allegedly contributed
would appear to fall within the exception for "occasional,

isolated or incidental”™ use of union facilities under

Il C.F.R. & 114.9{(bJ(1).

RECOMMENDATION

Therefore, the General Counsel recurmends that the
Commission:
1. Find no reason to believe that the Association of
Professional Flight Attendants; Congressman Wright
Appreciation Committee; Pat Gibbs; Tamarva Utens; Barbara
DiAngeli; Millie Norton; or Robin Mayfield violated
2 U.5.C. § 441b(a) by making or accepting a money contri=-
bution.
Zs Find no reason to believe that the Association of
Professional Flight Attendants; Congressnan Wright

Appreciation Committee; Pat Gibbs; Tamara Utens; Barbara




LiAnyeli; Millie Norton; or Robin Mayfield violated

4 Lib.Cs § 441b(a) by contributing union-paid staff time
and tacilities.

3 Llose the file.

4. Approve and send the attached letters.

Lharles I« Steele
General Counsel

Kegt 33, )58/ ' i
“Late’ § Kenneth A. Gross
Asscoclate General Counsel

Attaclinents
l. Complaint received trom hichael t. Kelliher apnd subsequent letter
<. Hhesponse of Conyressiman wWright Appreciation Committee
3. HResponse of Laniel u. bwillinger, counsel to AFFA
responaents
Response Tamara uLtens
Response barvara DiAngyell Tabor
Response . Robin kaytiela
Hesponse Millie Nurton Sellers

Letters
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CLAUSS & SWILLINGER
M al 5‘--

820 PENNEYLVAMIA AVENUL SOUTHEIAST MADISON, WIBCONSIN
DAMIEL J. BWILLINGER WasmingTon. D.C. 20003
Camin ANN CLAUER 908 EUR-RESO

(20N B4d.DEAB

Sept. 8, 1981

Ms. Nancy Nathan

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

RE: MUR 1391
Dear Ms. Nathan:

You have received individual letters from the res-
pondents and others involved in this complaint.

The purpose of this letter is to summarize those
responses and, on the basis of the responses, ask that
the Commission find no reason to believe the Act has
been violated.

The summary of the response follows:

1. Barbara DiAngeli (Tabor)

Mrs. Tabor is accused of working in a candidates’
campaign office "while on APFA payroll". Mrs, Tabor
was indeed on the payroll at that time, as APFA
Health and Safety Officer. She is on-call 24 hours
a day, seven days a week to respond to emergencies,
alcohol or drug-related crises. She has no set
schedule, and her whereabouts must be known at all
times. She listed herself as working at a campaign
office so that she could be reached in an emergency.
The time she put in as a campagin volunteer was her
own time. She put in well in excess of a '"normal"”
working month during November, 1980, as she does
every month, There is no need to reimburse the
APFA for "lost" sglary, since she was on her own
time, sge 11 CFR 8100.7(a)(3)(i) and (iii) and
11 CFR 5100.7(b)(3).




PAGE TWO
MUR 1391
Sept. 8, 1981

Robin Mayfield

Mrs. Mayfield is charged with working as a
volunteer in a campaign u%fice while on the APFA
payroll. As she explained in her letter, Mrs.
Mayfield volunteered for three hours on one day.
While this occured during the normal work day,
Mrs. Mayfield "made up'" the three hours, as office
records dempnstrate., No contribution occured,

see 11 CFR B3100.7 (a) (3) (i) and (iii), and

11 CFR §100.7 (b) (3). As she stated, she vol-
unteered at the request of the APFA President, but
was not threatened or coerced in any way.

3. Mildred Norton (Sellers)

Mrs. Sellers is accused of working "APFA phone
banks'" to assist a Congressional candidate. Mrs.
Sellers' letter lists calls she did make; none
related to Federal elections.

Mrs. Sellers has never been on the APFA payroll,
has never held the position ascribed to her, and
APFA did not have a '"'phone bank' in operation in
late October, 1980, or any other time.

4, Patt Gibbs and Tamara Utens

Ms. Gibbs and Ms. Utens are accused of con-
tributing APFA funds to a Federal candidate. No
such contribution was made. A review of the

APFA check records will confirm this.
In addition, Ms. Gibbs and Ms. Utens made no

personal contribution to the campaign, either by
check or in cash.

As has been intimated, but not explicitly stated
in the individual responses, the complaint appears to
be part of a campaign of harassment of the current union
leadership by supporters of the former leadership, which
was defeated in a bitter election in April, 1980. While
the Commission must, of course, investigate a complaint
containing allegations of violations of the Act, in this
case they are unfounded. The responses amply support a
General Counsel's recommendation that Reason to Believe
should not be found.




PAGE THREE
MUR 1391
Sept. 8, 1981

Finally, the last paragraph of the complaint states
that enclosed with the complaint were 'documents cited
as evidence..." I would appreciate receiving copies of
all documents which purport to support the allegations
in the complaint.

Thank you,

Sincerely,
CLAUSS & SWILLINGER

-

DJS/jms
cc: Ms. Patt A. Gibbs
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Michael ¥. Kelliher
ff22/304 Touhy
Park Hidge, Illinois

60068
June 13, 1981 =

|
Ceneral Counsel P>

Federal Election Commission i

1325 K Btreet; LK.M, =

Washi ngtm"l, D.C. -
20463 e

(]

w

Deas S5ir:

In accordence with Part TII - Compliance and Procedure, of the Federal Electicn

Commission code I request an investigntion of the allegationa limted below.

I am a flight attendant represented by the Association of Professional Flight

Attendants, and this letter concerns activities of various officers, agents

and employees of the APFA during the 19BC campalign of Oeongresaman Jim Wright,

Texus. It is understood that the AFFA has no provision, constitutional or

horwise for a seperate segregated fund as defined by the FEC; nor was one
opcra ive durlng the campaign in gquestion.

kriowledze of are as follows
f‘.J.T""‘ N '\'}l.- -41:4..-4
he sole income of ATF.,
114.6(e): ALPD. du are commonly collected
agreement with American Ai ’
Sec. 114.6(d): in funding political
without the benefit of a cu: iial rangement as defined

The following viclations are based upon information or belief:

Sec. 114 2{1 I.I': i Parbare DiA '-‘“1!.. APFA Hen lT-"'- and Safet
& Faom . - Y &
dinstor worked four dave (11/1 = 11/4/90) at Yright neﬁﬂqunr.e:s waile

reli exceeded the FEC definition of
1 "' in termn of union tinme,

no indication of intent 1o

Iright campadm.,

be subatantianted by the Hovember, 154

ol
LY

}.rﬂ HL..jﬁr and socretory

t headsuarters while on

Attachment 1
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.Secs 114.9(8): Mas. Mayfield exceeded the FEC definition of
“seealsional, isolated, or incidental use"™ in terms of union time.

Ser, 115;9{hji1): There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the ono (1) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.

Soc. 114.5{,;. Though she did not endorse his candidacy, Ms. Mayfield
wan foreod to contribute her servicss to the Wright campaign. She was threatened
with the loao of her job if she did not comply by her superior, Ms. Fatt Gibbs,
preafident of AFFA.

Sece 114.5(z)(2): ¥hile an employee, and not a member or family to
a member of AFFA, Ma, Mayfield was compelled to contribute her services to the
Wright campaign by Ma, Gibba,

The violations listed above can be subatantiated by the testimony
of APFPA office staff, emploved aas of November, 1980,

UGIKGL APF: phone banka
Wpeight eampaign from the AFFL membarship roater,
See 14.3(0): Sxpenditures for communicating APFA advocacy of
Cangress*an" cht's re-election have not been reported in accordance with
Sec., 100.8(}

Sec. 114.3{c)(3): Ms. Iillie Norton, seated APFA/Laluardia chairperson
= {10/ fSh; in an effért to sclicit support for the
PP

-.I'1_ -
m

[ ¢ SENES -
—& _.h,_,..

Horton oxceedad the FEC definition of
neidental uae" of union fac11 iEﬂ.
| nﬂb been no indication of intent to reimburse
erential law. to the Wright campaign,
sbove can be substantiated by correspondence
en Sullivan to the F3I§{ and the testimony of
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=
-
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tion wan made to the Wright campailsgsn by
The source of money contributed

[
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d and prohibited by the

FPA president Gibbs an ary Utens consented
ditures in suprport " the % ".'t campaign. These
1ug ] ted io the charges
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A i ( Colleen Sullivan
1 re Ve e LEYNa32 glacter
Grapevine, Texas 76051

November 14, 1980

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Mercantile Continental Building
Dallas, Texas

Gentlemen:

My name is Colleen Sullivan. I am a Flight Attendant
employed by American Airlines. The labor orgainization to
which I belong is the Association of Professional Flight
Attendants whose offices are located at 2008 East Randol
Mill Read, Arlington Texas, 76011.

On October 30, 1980 I was called at my home by a person
representing herself as Millie Norton a Flight Attendant and
representative of my union. She explained that she was
soliciting support for Democratic candidate Jim Wright in
the upcoming election. She asked me to participate in the
Wright campaign. I told her I was not interested and ended
the conversation. Much later that day I reported to the DFW
airport for my scheduled flight assignment. Ms, Norton was
also working the same trip.

During the flight Ms. Norton, a Flight Attendant based
in New York LaGuardia, explained that she was an APFA repre-
sentative in New York and had been working that same day at
APFA headquarters. She said that she had been given the names
of the membership roster that began with the letters S-T-U-V-
and had spent the day at APFA headguarters using APFA phone
lines to call APFA members to solicit support for Congressman
Wright. She also indicated that all of this was totally
sanctioned by APFA. In addition she implied that other APFA
officers were participating in the Wright Campaign in a like
manner.

It is my understanding that the use of union member's
dues money in any way to support a candidate in a federal
election is a violation of the Labor Management Reporting and
Disclosure Act. If this is correct, I object to the activities
of Ms. Norton and the sanctions granted by my union. I call
upon you to investigate these activities and look forward to
a responsce from your office as to the action taken. Please
call upon me if I can assist you in any way.

Thank you for what I hope will be prompt attention to this
matter. =

Sincerely,
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Michsel F. Kelliher

#22/ 304 Touhy

Park Ridge, ITllinois
60068

Ceptemler 18, 1981

Fhyllis A. Kayson
Assistant Docket Chief
Federal Election Commission
145 X Street, N.W.
washington, D.C.

20463

Dear iis. Kaysou:

Below are excerpts from & telephone convers=tion hetween
Cathy Spengel Onore, an American Airlinee flicht attendant
and Serbara DiAngeli, a respondent listed in my complaint
to the FEC dated June 13, 1981, citing the Association

of Frofessional Flight Attendants for violations of the
FEC code. These remarks, matched to the APFA officers
czlendar for November, 1880 esugment charges that the AFFA
contributed illegaly to the 180 campsign of Congressman
Jim srizght.

Follcewing ere excerpts from the conversation between
ss. Srengel Cnore énd is. Disngeli during Fetruary of 1981:

+e had people working for Senator Wright and Senator
Burton. It should help AFFA since they are both interested
in airline safety."

"Working for him was exciting and interesting,"

"I worked four days at his campaign headgquarters.”

"I spent all day 2t headquarters on election day."

"It was easy, I just slipped into the orgzanization."

"I orgsanized bus rides to the polls."

Cathy Cpengel Onore can te contacted at:

187 Erook Harbor Lane

Toms River, Lew Jersey 08753

201-255=-54 4

Should you require clarification of any sort, plesse
feel free to contact me.

SinceralyL\

=< L

Michael R, Kelliher
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August 7, 1981

CERTIFTED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Charles N. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Upon receipt of your letter dated July 24 concerning the above
captioned complaint, we made a thorough search of all our records, and
would like to make the following observations regarding the allegations
contained in Michael F. Kelliher's letter to the Commission.

We have no record of having received any contribution from the
Association of Professional Flight Attendants. Further, we have no
record of any contribution made to Congressman Wright's campaign by
either Ms. Patt Gibbs or Ms. Tamara Utens. Neither do we have any
record of any in-kind contribution made by the APFA.

Our records do reflect that Barbara DiAngeli was a volunteer in
our campalgn headquarters. She is listed as a volunteer and worked during
a lunch hour (from approximately 11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.) passing out
literature at the Tandy Center (a downtown shopping center) in Fort
Worth, Texas. We believe that Earticiputinn by volunteers is very important
to the political process and would not want to discourage this participation.
We feel it would be highly inappropriate (if not downright insulting) to check
with an employer to see if a volunteer was working on "company" time.

As to the other individuals listed in the complaint, we have double-
checked our records and do not find any reference to Ms. Robin Mayfield,
Ms. Millie Norton, Ms. Patt Gibbs, Mr. Tamara Utens or Ms. Colleen Sullivan.
We try to keep good records of our volunteers so that we may call on them
again, but no where do these names appear.

It would appear to us that the subject of this complaint should have
been addressed toward APFA if Mr. Kelliher felt his organization violated
its rules.

Sincerely,

enty Ketry
Treasurer

Attachment 2
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Sept. 8, 1981 m i
oo - i—f
Ms. Nancy Nathan -
Office of the General Counsel e
Federal Election Commission ey =
1325 K Street, N.W. s ar 3
) ! -

Washington, D.C. 20463
RE: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Nathan:

M You have received individual letters from the res-
pondents and others involved in this complaint.

3

The purpose of this letter is to summarize those
responses and, on the basis of the responses, ask that
ity the Commission find no reason to believe the Act has

been wviolated.

1

-
The summary of the response follows:

(= 1. Barbara DiAngeli (Tabor)

. Mrs. Tabor is accused of working in a candidates'’
campaign office "while on APFA payroll"., Mrs. Tabor

c was indeed on the payroll at that time, as APFA

- Health and Safety Officer. She is on-call 24 hours
a day, seven days a week to respond to emergencies,

o alcohol or drug-related crises. She has no set
schedule, and her whereabouts must be known at all

times. She listed herself as working at a campaign
office so that she could be reached in an emergency.
The time she put in as a campagin volunteer was her
own time. She put in well in excess of a '"mormal”
working month during November, 1980, as she does
avery month. There is no need to reimburse the
APFA for "lost" sglary, since she was on her own
time, sge 11 CFR 5100.7(a)(3)(i) and (iii) and

11 CFR E100.7(b) (3).

Attachment 3




PAGE TWO
MUR 1391
Sept. 8, 1981

2. Robin Mayfield

Mrs. Mayfield is charged with working as a
volunteer in a campaign office while on the APFA
payroll. As she explained in her letter, Mrs.
Mayfield volunteered for three hours on one day.
While this occured during the normal work day,
Mrs. Mayfield "made up" the three hours, as office
records dempnstrate. No contribution occured,
see 11 CFR 5100.7 (a) (3) (i) and (iii), and
11 CFR 5100.7 (b) (3). As she stated, she vol-
unteered at the r.juest of the APFA President, but
was not threatened or coerced in any way.

3 )'Mildred Norton (Sellers)

\Mrs. Sellers is accused of working "APFA phone
ban.:s" to assist a Congressional candidate. Mrs.
Sellers' letter lists calls she did make; none
related to Federal elections.

Mrs._ Sellers has never been on the APFA payroll,
has never held the positiuu ascribec to her, ana ~
APFA did not have a "phone bank ' in operation in
late October, 1980, or any other time.

4, Patt Gibbs and Tamara Utens

Ms. Gibbs and Ms. Utens are accused of con-
tributing APFA funds to a Federal candidate. No
such contribution was made. A review of the
APFA check records will confirm this.

In addition, Ms. Gibbs and Ms. Utens made no
personal contribution to the campaign, either by
check or in cash.

As has been intimated, but not explicitly stated
in the individual responses, the complaint appears to
be part of a campaign of harassment of the current union
leadership by supporters of the former leadership, which
was defcated in a bitter election in April, 1980. While
the Commission must, of course, investigate a complaint
containing allegations of wviolations of the Act, in this
case they are unfounded. The responses amply support a
General Counsel's recommendation that Reason to Believe
should not be found.




PAGE THREE
MUR 1391

Sept. 8, 1981

Finally, the last paragraph of the complaint states
that enclosed with the cnmp%aint were '"'documents cited
as evidence..." I would appreciate receiving copies of
all documents which purport to support the allegations
in the complaint.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
CLAUSS & SWILLINGER
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RE: MUR 1391 Rugust 4th, 19§3

Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D.C. 20463

Dear Sir:

Thank you for the opportunity to rebut the charges made against APFA President
pPatt A, Gibbs, the Association of Professional Flight Attendants and myself, As
Sccretary-Treasurer of this Association, I am answering the charges cutlined in
the Kelliher letter for President Gibbs, APFA and myself. If after reading this
letter, you have any further questions, please feel free to call or write.

In regards to the allegations made against Barbara D'Angeli (now Barbara Tabor),

APFA Health Coordinator, that she was engaging in political activities while on

the payroll of APFA, Ms, Tabor is responding to this in her own letter. It has to

be made clear that Ms, Tabor is not behclden to APFA on the basis of a five day

work week, She is on the Flight Attendant payroll and bids a line of time. APFA
reimburses American Airlines for the cost of that monthly flying schedule. In
addition, Tabor is given a small supplement to campensate her for the fact that

she is not receiving any of the tax free expense money that Flight Attendants do.

The line of time that Tabor is awarded which she bids every month (what we call a
"paper bid") demands nc more than about {ifteen davs a month of work, usually less.
Because of that fact there have'been absolutely no cuidelines set down for Tabor's
commitment to work time in this office as she travels a great deal and also does a lot
of alccholic counselling from her hame. My point is that it has been deemed unfair

to absclutely require Tabor to work more days than she would be working were she

on the line as a Flight Attendant and she has been given the latitude to work as

much as she wants in her own hame, where -she has greater privacy for dealing with
troubled Flight Attendants. She is not a nine to fiver and works many weekends.

The reason that she even wrote her location '(at the Wright Headquarters) on her
calendar was not because she was participating in union solicited activity but because
one of her obligations to the Flight Attendants and her job is to be always available
by phone contact should a crisis situation occur and a skilled individual is required
to help a Flight Attendant with an alechel or drug related problem or sameone with
anv other sort of personal trauma, In other words, the charge that Tabor was on the
union payroll is inaccurate; she was on her free time and like other individuals in
any other occupation, is free to do what she wishes on that free tire.Purthermore,

a perusal of Tabor's calendars will show that she has spent many months working more
dayvs than even could be reascnably be expected of any indivudal to work and as such,
even were she a ninc to fiver, her work record in previous months would have made

up for what activities she engaged in that are in question, were those days not her own
to have done what she wished.

In regards to the allegaticns that APFA President Patt A, Gibls and myself made a financial
contribution of union ducs moncy to the Wright campaign, not only is this totally untrue,
the iromy is that in the months prior to the election whon this was supposed to have
occurred, I was not even signators to APFA's checks and did not become a signatory

until the 25th of March at which time the position I was then holding, of Secretary,

Attachment 4
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became merged with the Treasurer's position, because of a referendum election in which
the membership voted to merge the positions. You are welcame to peruse the checks in
this office; you will find this allegation is totally without basis in truth. I might
also montion that we print a check register, showing every check written in sequential
order, to wham it was paid, each month and this is distributed to the Board and made
available to the membership and had any such contribution been made, Kelliher would
have been able to quite easily prove his charge by sending you a copy of the page of
the register where such a check had been written., We have not made any such, either
via a check or in any other form.

In regards to Robin Mayfield, our office manager, she is writing a letter to you herself.
The story that she was threatened with the loss of her job if she did not work in the
Wright campaign is a lie, and as politically motivated as the rest of the Kelliher letter.
Mayfield did indeed work in Wright Headquarters but she has made up the time..In July

of 1980 we eliminated overtime as a budgetary move and we did not go to a time clock until
same time after the election. But in the intervening months, the staff spent many hours
campleting their work, working overtime and even on a Saturday or two. Indeed, all of

the staff, regardless their political persuasion, were allowed as much time off as they
needed to vote, rather than to have to be at the polls at an early hour when they

had children to take to school or to have to wait until this office closed at five,

at which point they had children to pick uyp and families to feed. As a result of

the long lines at the polls, the majority of the staff was absent for a good part of

the day ; if this latitude which we gave all of the staff is a violation of any law and
they owe the union any time, please advise us and they will be instructed to do so.

It seemed the most humane course at the time.

1 read in the Kelliher letter that vou are to substantiate some of the charges by
secking the testimony of the office staff as of November, 1980. I hope that if you

do so0, you will keep in mind that one of those employees, Judy Elms, was terminated by
us for embezzling union funds and is now under investigation by the authorities. Two
other staff members, Donna Smill and Pat Cberg, (three including Donna Srull's
mother who, like the others, worked part time; her name is Maxine McCord) quit without
notice in a huff on April 1lst of this year when the pay increase voted for them by
the Board (which was up to 32% including the ability to go full time) was not deemed
sufficient , My point is that it would be very difficult to call any of these people
unbiased witnesses,

In reference to the alleged activitios of Millie Norton Sellers' soliciting support

from the APFA offices for the purpose of aiding the Wright campaign, first of all, as

a point of information, Ms., Sellers is not nor has she ever been Chairperson of our

LGA base or any base. As far as I know, Sellers was on a personal leave the month of
October as she was married that month. If,indeed, she did call Flight Attendants as
specified for the purposes detailed in the Kelliher letter, it was of her own voliticn
and not at the instigation of amv officer of this union. Neither Patt Zibbs nor myself
have had any knowledge of this, if it did occur, until this moment of reading the Kelliher
letter and if Sellers did engage in such activity, it is academic whether one can make

an arqument for the existence of a "teclephone operating cost differential” as the

phones are not charged on the basis of messace units; however, 1 have written Sellers

a letter requesting information about this charge. Again, to be quite blunt, it is news
to me, and because of the problem of enforcement, we do not put any prohibition on
perscnal calls to and fram this office, althouch we rogquest individuals making long distance
calls to bill them to their personal number or to put them on a credit card.

In conclusicn, 1: there is any further information that may shed sane light on the
charges made against us, pleas » know, All of the information contained in this
11 e

letter is accurate and factual w bost of my knowledge., If you require any dooument-
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ation that I have not thought of, please let me know of that also.

oc
Patt A. Gibbs
Barbara D'Angeli
Millie Norton Sellers
Legal
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CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

August 6, 1981 ™

e

Mr. Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission 2
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 1391 s

==
F—
2
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Dear Sir:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to allegations made
against me in the abovementioned case.

I am a salaried employee of the APFA, paid to provide a service
rather than occupy space for a given number of days or hours.
Since beginning to work for the APFA, it has been my policy to
make myself available for contact as much as possible, and to
make my schedule as flexible as possible. On November 1-4, 1
was on days off but was available for contact by the APFA at
Jim Wright's Headquarters and did, in fact, use Wright's phones
to conduct some union business. Several APFA projects appeared
to require my participation. None of the time I spent working
at Wright's Headquarters was paid for with APFA funds. My
responsibility at APFA includes planning my work schedule. My
work often requires irregular hours, for this reason, I am "off"
work during some “"regular" business hours.

‘My participation in the Wright campaign was limited; however, I

was pleased to be able to use my personal time to assist in his
re-election. Rather than time owed to APFA being used to participate
in the Wright Campaign, in fact, the time-off 1 chose to volunteer to
the Wright Campaign was interrupted by APFA projects.

Please contact me should you require additional information,

Sincerely,

ot ans Qb

Barbara Tabor (D'Angeli)

rm .

cc: Patt A. Gibbs Attachment 5
Tamara Utens
Millie Norton Sellers
Legal
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CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
August 5, 1981

Mr. Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 1391
Dear Mr. Gross:

Please consider this my response to your letter of July 24,
1981, with reference to the abovementioned case. [ thank you
in advance for your time and consideration of my reply.

Mr. Kelliher's letter to you indicates that “she (myself) was
forced to contribute her services to the Wright campaign”, and
that "she was threatened with the loss of her job if she did
not comply...". These stafements are incorrect. [ was never
threatened with the loss of my job. 1 did work at the Wright
headquarters for approximately three hours at the request of
APFA President Patt Gibbs.

However, the three hours I spent passing out flyers for the
Wright campaign could hardly be considered a misuse of union
dues, as | have more than made up that time by working after
hours during this same period of time. A record of these hours
is on file in headquarters offices.

My personal conviction on this matter is that it is purely
politically motivated, and | regret having to take up your
valuable time as well as my own refuting these challenges.
Again, thank you for the privilege of responding to Mr.
Kelliher's charges. Please let me know if there is any other
information | can provide.

Sincerely,
gbin Mayfield
Office Manager

62:1d zrﬂﬂ‘.'

-
L}

[$3 4

Attachment 6

ce: Tamara Utens
Legal
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Mr. Kenneth A. Gross

Associate General Counsel RE: MUR 1391
Federal Election Commission

Washingten, DC 20463

Dear Sir:

In regards to the allegations made against me by Michael F. Kelliher

on June 13, 1981, I wish to state the following: _

1. 1 am not now nor have | ever been the "seated Chairperson at LaEuardfﬂ'
or any other city with APFA or any other union.

2. In October, 1980, I was married thus I am Millie Sellers. Nee
Mildred L. Norton, aka Millie,

3. In October, 1980, I was on layover in Dallas-Fort Worth and spent part
of my layover at APFA Headquarters in ARlington, Texas.

4. The purpose of my being at Headquarters was to do a follow-up on a
Health and Safety meeting which I attended in September and to turn in
reports from that meeting.

5. HWhile at Headquarters, I answered phones as all Representatives of the
APFA do when they are in the office.

6. I did make some calls out and to the best of my knowledge;

-one was to Ms. Barbara Sogg, Manager Flight Services at LaGuardia in
regards to detention of a Flight Attendant dealing with a safety problem.
-one was to answer a Flight Attendant for Sharon Cyktor, Eastern I Division
Representative regarding a contract item.

-two or three calls to other Flight Attendants and just talked with them.

7. As far as a telephone cost differential to APFA lost to the Wright
Campaign, I cannot comment; I have no knowledge of this.

8. As for the use of union facilities for communications;l could have made
these calls from my hotel since I was doing a voluntary job with the APFA
and have never been on a payroll of the APFA or any other union which repre-
sents our Flight Attendant corps.

Mr. Kelliher was never introduced to me at APFA Headquarters or at any other
time. I believe he may have me confused with someone else. Furthermore, there
has never been a time when any union officer, including Patt Gibbs and/or
Tamara Utens, have ever tried to intimidate or instigate any action by me to

do anything.

If there are any further questions you may have, please let me know.

Sincerely,
Pl . J r. .z
sl i A e lbira
Mildred L. Sellers
cc: APFA Legal
Tamara Utens Attachment 7
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046)

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael F. Kelliher
$22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, Illinois 60068

Fe: MUR 1391
pear Mr. Kelliher:

The Federal Election Commission, on ; 1981,
voted to terminate its ingquiry in connection with the
complaint which you filed on June 13, 198l1. The Commission
deternined that substantial compliance had been achieved with
respect to the allegations in your complaint. The Federal
Election Campaign Act allows a complainant to seek judicial
review of the Commission's dismissal of this action. See
2 U.S.C. § 437¢g(a)(8).

I1f you have any quéstinns, please contact Nancy B.
Nathan, the attorney assigned to this matter, at (202)523-4073.

Sincerely,

Charles MN. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Daniel J. Swillinger
920 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.
Washington, D.C. 2C003

Re: MUR 1391
Dear Mr. Swillinger:

On » 1981, the Cormission notified you
of a complaint alleging that your clients had viclated
certain sections of the Federal Electicn Canmpaign Act
of 1971, as amended.

The Connission, on ; 1981, determined
that on the basis cof the infcorration in the complaint
anc informaticn previded by yeocu and the respcndents
there is no reason to believe that a vioclation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been comritted by
the respondents. Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter as it pertains to your clients.
This matter will become a part of the public record
within 30 days after the file has been closed with respect
to all respondents. The Ccrmission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U,.S5.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 437g(a){l12)(A) remain in effect until the entire
matter is closed. The Cormission will notify vou when
the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles M. Steele
Cereral Counsel

EFenneth A. Gross
Associate Ceneral Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCGTON, DC 246)

CERTIFIEL MAIL
RETURN_ RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Pat Gibbs

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 West Euless Eoulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Gibbs:

on , 1981, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Corrission, on « 1981, deternined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and inforrmation provided by you there 1s no reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been cocmmitted by you. Accordingly,
the Cormission closed its file in this natter as it
pertains to you. This matter will become a part of the
public record within 30 days after the file has been
closed with respect to all respondents. The Cormission
reninds you that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S5.C. §§ 437c(a)(4)(E) and 437a(a)(1l2)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission
will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stecele
General Counsel

henneth A. Gross
Associate Ceneral Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT RCQUESTEL

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W, Euless Boulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391
Dear Sir:

on » 1981, the Comnission notified you
of a cormplaint alleging that your association had violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Carmpaign Act
of 1971, as amended.

The Commission, on ¢ 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and information provideqg by your counsel and the named respon-
dent there 1s no reason'to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by
your asscciation or the named respondents. Accordingly, the
Cormission closed its file in this matter as it pertains
to your association. This matter will become a part
of the public record within 30 days after the file
has been closed with respect to all respondents. The
Cormission reminds you that the confidentiality provisions
of 2 U.5.C., §§ 437g(a)(4)(E) and 437g(a)(l2)(A) remain
in effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission
will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Ceneral Counsel

lkenneth A. Cross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTOMN, DC 0461

CERTIFIEC MAIL
RETURN RECEIFT RECUESTED

Ms. Barbara CDiAngeli Tabor

‘Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 West Euless Boulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Tabor:

On » 1981, the Cornmission notified you
of a cornplaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Comn:ission, on ¢ 1981, determined
that on the basis of the informaticn in the corplaint
and inforration provided by ycu there is nc reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been committed by you. Accordingly,
the Comnission closed its file in this matter as it
pertains to ycu. This matter will become a part of the
public record within 30 days after the file has been
closed with respect to all respondents. The Commission
reninds you that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter is closed. The Comnission
will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
Ceneral Counsel

lkenneth A. Cross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C. 20461

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

Mr. Henry Kerry, Treasurer

Congressman Wright Appreciation
Committee

Box 1413

Fort Worth, Tcxas 76101

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Mr. Kerry:

on y 1981, the Commission notified you
of a complaint alleging that your comnittee had violated
certain sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act
of 1971, as anended.

The Commission, on r 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the cormplaint
anéd information provided by the respondents and your
committee there is no reason to believe that a violation of any
statute within its jurisdiction has been committed by
the respondents., Accordingly, the Commission closed
its file in this matter as it pertains to your committee,
This matter will become a part.of the public record
within 30 days after the file has been closed with respect
to all respondents. The Commission reminds you that the
confidentiality provisions of 2 U.S.C. §§ 437g(a)(4)(B)
and 437g(a)(12)(A) rerain in effect until the entire
matter is closed. The Commission will notify you when
the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Eenneth A. Cross
Associate General Counsel
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGCTON, DC 20463

CERTIFIEL MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Robin Mayfield

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 west Euless Boulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Mayfield:

on ¢ 1981, the Cornission notified you
of a complaint alleging that you had violated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Cormission, on . 1981, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and inforration provided by you there is no reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within
its juriscdicticn has been committed by you. Accordingly,
the Commission closed its file in this matter as it
pertaine to you. This matter will become a part of the
public record within 30 days after the file has been
closed with respect to all respondents. The Commission
reminds you that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. §§ 437a(a)(4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) rernain in
ef{fect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission
will notify you when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

BY: Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC. 20463

CERTIFIELC MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Millie Norton Sellers

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1064 West Euless Boulevard

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391
Dear Ms. Sellers:

On » 1981, the Cormission notified you
of a cornplaint alleging that you had vioclated certain
sections of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971,
as amended.

The Comrission, on ¢ 19B1, determined
that on the basis of the information in the complaint
and informaticn provided by you there is no reason
to believe that a violation of any statute within
its jurisdiction has been comnitted by you. Accordingly,
the Cormission closed its file in this matter as it
pertains to you. This matter Will become a part of the
public record within 30 days after the file has been
closed with respect to all respondents. The Cormission
reminds you that the confidentiality provisions of 2
U.S.C. §§ 437g(a){4)(B) and 437g(a)(12)(A) remain in
effect until the entire matter is closed. The Commission
will notify yvou when the entire file has been closed.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stecle
Ceneral Counsel

Eenneth A. Gross
Asscciate General Counsel
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUSEL

NAME OF COUNSEL: Daniel J. Swillinger

ADDRESS: 970 Pennsylvania ﬂvﬁﬁue. S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

TELEPHONE: 202/543-5885

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

s dt

Date Signature

September 4, 1981

NAME : Association of Professional Flight Attendants

ADDRESS:1004 W. Euless Blvd., Euless, Texas 76039

HOME PHOMNE:
BUSINESS PHONE: 817/571-1888




STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUSEL

MAME OF COUNSEL: Daniel J. Swillinger
ADDRESS: 970 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E.. Washington, D.C.

TELEPHONE: 202/543-5885

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and

other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

September 4, 1981 -
Date Signature

NAME: IMs., Tamera Utens

ADDRESS:1004 W. Euless Blvd., Euless, Texas 76039

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE: 817/571-1888
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUSEL

-

NAME OF COUNSEL: Daniel J. Swillinger
ADDRESS: ‘920" Pennsylvania Avehue, S.E., Washington, D. C. 20003

TELEPHONE: 202/543-5885

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and

other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

September &4, 1981 .
Date Signature

NAME: Ms. Patt Gibbs

ADDRESS: 1004 W. Euless Blvd., Euless, Texas 76039

HOME PHONE:
BUSINESS PHONE: #817/571-1888
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STATEMENT OF DESIGNATION OF COUSEL

NMAME OF COUNSEL: Daniel J. Swillinger
ADDRESS: ~"970 Pennsylvania Avenue, S.E., Washington, D.C. 20003

TELEPHONE: 202/543-5885

The above-named individual is hereby designated as my
counsel and is authorized to receive any notifications and
other communications from the Commission and to act on my

behalf before the Commission.

September 4, 1981 iﬁiggéigpf

Date Signature

NAME: Ms. Robin Mayfield

ADDRESS: 1004 W. Euless Blvd., Euless,

HOME PHONE:

BUSINESS PHONE:
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EULESS. TEXAS 76039

Ms. Mancy Nathan

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463 1
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Ms. Nancy Nathan
Office of the General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W,

Washington, D.C. 20463
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September 1, 1981

Ms. Nancy Nathan

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

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Nathan,

I am counsel to respondent in this matter, the Associa-
tion of Professional Flight Attendants.

The original letter to the union arrived while I was on
vacation, and the responses were prepared without my partici-
pation. All of the material is being sent to me, and I
would like to have an opportunity to review the FEC letter

and union response to determine whether an additional response
should be made.

3 4% 9

C

I would therefore request that you delay preparation of
the general counsel's report for one week, until September 8,

1981, to give me the opportunity to prepare additional
material, if necessary.

&

1

If I conclude that an additional response is not necessary
prior to September 8, I will, of course, call you.

A 20

Thanks very much.

Sincerely,

- ; i
Q.‘éielii. Swillinger

DJS/asc

cc: Ms. Patt A. Gibbs
President, APFA
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Ms. Nancy Nathan

Office of the General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
1325 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20463
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Mr. Kenneth A. Gross

Azsociate General Counsel RE: MUR 1391
Federal Election Commission

Washington, DC 20463

Dear S5ir:

In regards to the allegations made against me by Michael F. Kelliher
on June 13, 1981, I wish to state the following:

1. 1 am not now nor have | ever been the "seated Chairperson at LaGuard
or any other city with APFA or any other union.

2. In October, 1980, I was married thus I am Millie Sellers. Nee
Mildred L. Norton, aka Millie.

3. In October, 1980, I was on layover in Dallas-Fort Worth and spent part
of my layover at APFA Headquarters in ARlington, Texas.

4. The purpose of my being at Headquarters was to do a follow-up on a
Health and Safety meeting which [ attended in September and to turn in
reports from that meeting.

5. While at Headquarters, | answered phones as all Representatives of the
APFA do when they are in the office.

6. | did make some calls out and to the best of my knowledge;

-one was to Ms. Barbara Sogg, Manager Flight Services at LaGuardia in
regards to detention of a Flight Attendant dealing with a safety problem.
-one was to answer a Flight Attendant for Sharon Cyktor, Eastern [ Division
Representative regarding a contract item.

-two or three calls to other Flight Attendants and just talked with them.

7. As far as a telephone cost differential to APFA lost to the Wright
Campaign, I cannot comment; I have no knowledge of this.

8. As for the use of union facilities for communications;l could have made
these calls from my hotel since I was doing a voluntary job with the APFA
and have never been on a payroll of the APFA or any other union which repre-
sents our Flight Attendant corps.

Mr. Kelliher was never introduced to me at APFA Headquarters or at any other
time. [ believe he may have me confused with someone else. Furthermore, there
has never been a time when any union officer, including Patt Gibbs and/or
Tamara Utens, have ever tried to intimidate or instigate any action by me to

do anything.

If there are any further gquestions you may have, please let me know.

Sincerely,

"':"/ﬁ"/ O A /fi IDIIE

Mildred L. Sellers
cc: APFA Legal
Tamara Utens
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Professional Flight Attendants

1004 WEST EULESS BLVD. « EULESS, TEXAS 76039 « B817/5400108

CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

August 6, 1981

Mr. Kenneth A, Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 1391
Dear Sir:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to allegations made
against me in the abovementioned case,

[ am a salaried employee of the APFA, paid to provide a service
rather than occupy space for a given number of days or hours.
Since beginning to work for the APFA, it has been my policy to
make myself available for contact as much as possible, and to
make my schedule as flexible as possible. On November 1-4, |
was on days off but was available for contact by the APFA at
Jim Wright's Headquarters and did, in fact, use Wright's phones
to conduct some union business. Several APFA projects appeared
to require my participation. None of the time I spent working
at Wright's Headquarters was paid for with APFA funds. My
responsibility at APFA includes planning my work schedule. My
work often requires irregular hours, for this reason, [ am "off"
work during some "regular" business hours.

My participation in the Wright campaign was limited; however, I

was pleased to be able to use my personal time to assist in his
re-election. Rather than time owed to APFA being used to participate
in the Wright Campaign, in fact, the time-off I chose to volunteer to
the Wright Campaign was interrupted by APFA projects.

Please contact me should you require additional information.

Sincerely,

Bnbans Qedo

Barbara Tabor (D'Angeli)

rm

cc: Patt A. Gibbs
Tamara Utens
Millie Norton Sellers
Legal




Mr. Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

CERTIFIED Washington, D.C. 20463

MAIL
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August 7, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL Re: MUR 1391
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Charles M. Steele, General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, D. C. 20463

Dear Mr. Steele:

Upon receipt of your letter dated July 24 concerning the above
captioned complaint, we made a thorough search of all our records, and
would like to make the following observations regarding the allegations
contained in Michael F. Kelliher's letter to the Commission,

We have no record of having recceived any contribution from the
Association of Professional Flight Attendants. Further, we have no
record of any contribution made to Congressman Wright's campaign by
either Ms. Patt Gibbs or Ms. Tamara Utens. Nelther do we have any
record of any in-kind contribution made by the APFA.

Our records do reflect that Barbara DiAngell was a volunteer in
our campaign headquarters. She is listed as a volunteer and worked during
a lunch hour (from approximately 11:30 a.m. to 1:00 p.m.) passing out
literature at the Tandy Center (a downtown shopping center) in Fort
Worth, Texas. We believe that participation by volunteers is very important
to the political process and would not want to discourage this participation.
We feel it would be highly inappropriate (if not downright Insulting) to check
with an employver to see if a volunteer was working on "company” time.

As to the other individuals listed in the complaint, we have double-
checked our records and do not find any reference to Ms. Robin Mayfield,
Ms. Millie Norton, Ms. Pactt Gibbs, Mr. Tamara Utens or Ms. Colleen Sullivan.
We try to keep good records of our volunteers so that we may call on them
again, but no where do these names appear.

It would appear to us that the subject of this complaint should have
been addressed toward APFA if Mr. Kelliher felt his organization violated
its rules.

Sincerelv,

enry Kefry
Treasurer

e AT Weight Aporeciation Cammities, Amon G, Cater, Jv, Crairman, 2.0, Bos 141), Fi, wortn, TX 76101




Wright Appreciation Committee

Poat Office Boz 1413 » Fort Worth, Texas 78101
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Federal Election Commiesion

CERT IFIED Washington, D.C. 20463

MAIL
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| Professional Flight Attendants

1004 WEST EULESS BLVD. « EULESS, TEXAS 76039 « B817/5400108

CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

August 5, 1981

Mr. Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel
Federal Election Commission
Washington, DC 20463

RE: MUR 1391
Dear Mr. Gross:

Please consider this my response to your letter of July 24,
1981, with reference to the abovementioned case. 1 thank you
in advance for your time and consideration of my reply.

Mr. Kelliher's letter to you indicates that "she (myself) was
forced to contribute her services to the Wright campaign", and
that “she was threatened with the loss of her job if she did
not comply...”. These statements are incorrect. I was never
threatened with the loss of my job. I did work at the Wright
headquarters for approximately three hours at the request of
APFA President Patt Gibbs.

However, the three hours [ spent passing out flyers for the
Wright campaign could hardly be considered a misuse of union
dues, as | have more than made up that time by working after
hours during this same period of time. A record of these hours
is on file in headquarters offices.

My personal conviction on this matter is that it is purely
politically motivated, and I regret having to take up your
valuable time as well as my own refuting these challenges.
Again, thank you for the privilege of responding to Mr.
Kelliner's charges. Please let me know if there is any other
information | can provide.

Sincerely,
pobin Mayfield
Dffice Manager

62:1a [ any

cc: Tamara Utens
Legal
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Association of [LAUG T sil: 54
Professional Flight Attendants

1004 WEST EULESS BLVD., » ELLESS. TEXAS 76039 « 817/54DD108
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RE: MUR 1391 August 4th, 19§

=J

Associate General Counsel -
Federal Election Cammission s
Washington, D.C. 20463 ok

~a
(=]

Dear Sir:
Thank you for the opportunity to rebut the charges made against APFA President
Patt A. Gibbs, the Association of Professional Flight Attendants and myself. As
Secretary-Treasurer of this Association, I am answering the charges ocutlined in
the Kelliher letter for President Gibbs, APFA and myself. If after reading this
letter, you have any further questions, please feel free to call or write.

In regards to the allegations made against Barbara D'Angeli (now Barbara Tabor) ,

APFA Health Coordinator, that she was engaging in political activities while on

the payroll of APFA, Ms. Tabor is responding to this in her own letter. It has to

be made clear that Ms, Tabor is not beholden to APFA on the basis of a five day

work week. She is on the Flight Attendant payroll and bids a line of time. APFA
reimburses American Airlines for the cost of that monthly flying schedule. In
addition, Tabor is given a small supplement to campensate her for the fact that

she is not receiving any of the tax free expense money that Flight Attendants do.

The line of time that Tabor is awarded which she bids every month (what we call a
"paper bid") demands no more than about iifteen days a month of work, usually less.
Because of that fact there have been absolutely no guidelines set down for Tabor's
commitment to work time in this office as she travels a great deal and also does a lot
of alcoholic counselling from her hame. My point is that it has been deemed unfair

to absolutely require Tabor to work more days than she would be working were she

on the line as a Flight Attendant and she has been given the latitude to work as

much as she wants in her own hame, where she has greater privacy for dealing with
troubled Flight Attendants, She is not a nine to fiver and works many weekends.

The reason that she even wrote her location (at the Wright Headquarters) on her
calendar was not because she was participating in union solicited activity but because
one of her obligations to the Flight Attendants and her job is to be always available
by phone contact should a crisis situation occur and a skilled individual is required
to help a Flight Attendant with an alcchol or drug related problem or sameone with
any other sort of personal trauma. In other words, the charge that Tabor was on the
union payroll is inaccurate; she was on her free time and like other individuals in
any other occupation, is free to do what she wishes on that free time,Furthermore,

a perusal of Tabor's calendars will show that she has spent many months working more
davs than even could be reasonably be expected of any indivudal to work and as such,
even were she a nine to fiver, her work record in previous months would have made-

up for what activities she engaged in that are in question, were those days not her own
to have done what she wished.

In regards to the allegations that APFA President Patt A, Gibbs and myself made a financial
contribution of union dues money to the Wright campaign, not only is this totally untrue,
the irony is that in the months prior to the election when this was supposed to have
occurred, I was not even signatory to APFA's checks and did not become a signatory

until the 25th of March at which time the position I was then holding, of Secretary,
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became merged with the Treasurer's position, because of a referendum election in which
the membership voted to merge the positions. You are welcome to peruse the checks in
this office; you will find this allegation is totally without basis in truth., I might
also mention that we print a check register, showing every check written in sequential
order, to wham it was paid, each month and this is distributed to the Board and made
available to the membership and had any such contribution been made, Kelliher would
have been able to quite easily prove his charge by sending you a copy of the page of
the register where such a check had been written. We have not made any such, either
via a check or in any other form.

In regards to Robin Mayfield, our office manager, she is writing a letter to you herself.
The story that she was threatened with the loss of her job 1f she did not work in the
Wright campaign is a lie, and as politically motivated as the rest of the Kelliher letter.
Mayfield did indeed work in Wright Headquarters but she has made up the time. In July

of 1980 we eliminated overtime as a budgetary move and we did not go to a time clock until
samre time after the election. But in the intervening months, the staff spent many hours
campleting their work, working overtime and even on a Saturday or two. Indeed, all of

the staff, regardless their political persuasion, were allowed as much time off as they
needed to vote, rather than to have to be at the polls at an early hour when they

had children to take to school or to have to wait until this office closed at five,

at which point they had children to pick up and famlies to feed. As a result of

the long lines at the polls, the majority of the staff was absent for a good part of

the day ; if this latitude vhich we gave all of the staff is a violation of any law and
they owe the union any time, please advise us and they will be instructed to do so.

It seemed the most humane course at the time.

I read in the Kelliher letter that you are to substantiate same of the charges by
seeking the testimony of the office staff as of November, 1980, I hope that if you

do so, you will keep in mind that one of those employees, Judy Elms, was terminated by
us for embezzling union funds and is now under investigation by the authorities. Two
other staff members, Donna Smill and Pat Oberg, (three including Donna Sull's
mother who, like the others, worked part time; her name is Maxine McCord) quit without
notice in a huff on April lst of this year when the pay increase voted for them by
the Board (which was up to 32% including the ability to go full time) was not deemed
sufficient . My point is that it would be very difficult to call any of these people
unbiased witnesses,

In reference to the alleged activities of Millie Norton Sellers' soliciting support

fram the APFA offices for the purpose of aiding the Wright campaign, first of all, as

a point of information, Ms., Sellers is not nor has she ever been Chairperson of our

LGA base or any base, As far as I know, Sellers was on a personal leave the month of
October as she was married that month. If,indeed, she did call Flight Attendants as
specified for the purposes detailed in the Kelliher letter, it was of her own wvolition
and not at the instigation of any officer of this union. Neither Patt Gibbs nor myself
have had any knowledge of this, if it did occur, until this mament of reading the Kelliher
letter and if Sellers did engage in such activity, it is academic whether one can make

an argurent for the existence of a "telephone operating cost differential” as the

phones are not charged on the basis of message units; however, T have written Sellers

a letter requesting information about this charge. Again, to be quite blunt, it is news
to me, and because of the problem of enforcement, we do not put any prohibition on
personal calls to and fram this office, although we reguest individuals making long distance
calls to bill them to their personal number or to put them on a credit card.

In conclusicn, if there is any further information that may shed same light on the
charges made against us, please let me know. All of the information contained in this
letter is accurate and factual, to the best of my knowledge. If you recuire any document-




-3
ation that I have not thought of, please let me know of that also.
Sincerely

Moume. WD

Tamara Utens
Secretary-Treasurer

oC
Patt A. Gibbs
Barbara D'Angeli
Millie Norton Sellers
. Legal
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CERTIFIED Associate General Counsel

Federal Election Commission
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Michael F. Kelliher
fi22/304 Touhy
Fark Ridge, Illinois

June 13, 1981

General Counsel
Yederal Election Commisaion
1325 K Street, k.M.
Yashl ngtﬂﬂ, D.C.
20463

Dear Sir:

In accordence with Part IIT - Ceompliance and Procedure, of the Federal Election

Commission code I regueast an investigation of the allegations listed below.

I am a [light attendant represented by the Association of Professional Flight
ttendants, and this letter concerms activities of various officers, agents

ard employees of the AFFA during the 1980 campaign of Congressman Jim Wright,

Texas, It is understood that the AFFA has no provision, constitutional or

otherwise for a seperate segregated fund as defined by the FEC; nor was one
operative during the campaign in gquestion.

have pe*so a2l knowledge of are as follows:
« 114.5(a): The source of funding political activity was necessarily
1 AFFA duea, as that is the sole income of fia
Secs 114.6(e): APFA dues are commonly collect through a check off
agreement with jgmerican Adrlines.
Sec. 114.6(d): Monies used in funding political activity were administered
without the benefit of & custoedial arrangement as defined by the FEC.

The following violations are based upon information or belief:

Sec. 114.2(%): Ms. Parbera DiAngeli, APFA Health and Safety
Comordinator worked four days (11/1 = 11/4/80) at Wright headquarters while
on AFT: payroll,

Sec, 114.9(8): e Diingeli exceeded the FEC definition of

i 1l use” in Yerna of union time.
been no indication of intent ito reimburse
Yright campalan.

1 be substantiated Ly the MNovember, 1928C

[+
-
1F}

Aobin Moaylield, AFFA office manager nnd segcretary
day (11/3/80) at “right Yendauarters while on
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.See, 114.9(b}: Ma, Mayfield exceeded the FEZC definition of
"oceaisional, isolated, or inecidental use" in terms of union time.
Sec. 114.9(b)(1): There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the one (1) days aamlary lost to the Wright campaign.
See. 114.5(5): Though she did not endorae his candidacy, Ms. Mayfield
wan forced to contribute her services to the Wright campaign. She was threatened
with the loon of her job if she did not comply by her superior, Ms, Fatt Glbba,

NN A

preaident of AFFA. -
Sec. 114.5(g¥(2): ¥hile an employee, and not a member or family to
a member of AFFA, Ms, Mayfield was compelled to contribute her services to the
Wright campalgn by Ms. Gibba.
The viclations listed above can be substantiated by the teatimony
office staff, employed as of November, 1980,

Sece 114.3(c)(3): Ms, Millie Norton, seated AFFA/laluardia chairperson
hone banka {1Df50f53) in an effoxrt to solicit support for the
campalign from the AFFL membership roster,

Sec. 114.3(b): Sxpenditurss for communicating AFF: advocacy of
Congressman YWright's re-election have noit been reported in accordance with
Sec. 100.8(b)(4).

Sec, 114.9(%): Ms. Norton exceeded the FEC definition of
"ogcalaional, isolated, or incidental use" of union facilities,

Sec, 11449(%)(1): There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
AFF4 the telephone cperating cost differential lost to the lWiright campaizn.

The viclaticons limted above can be substantiated by correspondence
dated 11/14/80, from iis. Colleen Sullivan to the F3I; and the testimony of
e Sullivan,

wun

mikygoop o

was made to the Wright campaign by
Utens. The source of money contributed

Ses,
APFA president
derived [rom |

¥
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o
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president Gibbs and secretary Utens consented
to contrxibutions and wditures in support of the Wright campaign. These
contrisutions and expondliures inelude, but may not be limited to the charges
ligted above,

violaotions listed ve can be substantiated by the testimony

, office stnlf, omployed a: November, 1980,

wy ee b owe B fLowe

m

Moo sl o 3

Zncloosd please find the documentis as @ividence in ths preceeding charges,

Should you recuire clarificatiog.on aoy podmis, please feel free to contact me,




August 6, 1981

MEMOPRANDUM TC: Marflorie Emmons
FROM: George Demougeot

SUBTECT: MUR 13581

Do to inadvertant error this MUR was not circulated
when 1t was first recééved., Please have it circulated
now with our appélgies. Thank you.

Attaclimmnt




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C 20463

July 24, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 76039

Re: MUR 1391

Dear Sir or Madam:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 1981,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that your Committee 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.5. Code. A copy of
this complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter MUR
1391. 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. § 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.

1f 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 suc.. counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Conmission.




Assoclation of Professional
Flight Attendants
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

o aﬁﬁ 6 4«»
Kenneth A. Gross o

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

l. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statemr--*
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 20463

July 24, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Henry Kerry, Treasurer

Congressman Wright Appreciation
Committee

P. 0. Box 1413

Fort Worth, Texas 76101

Re: MUR 1391
Dear Mr. Kerry:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 1981,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that your Committee 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
1391 . 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. 1If no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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

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

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such ccunsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.




Henry Kerry
Page Two

If you have any gquestions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For
you information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Assoclate General Counsel

Enclosures
l. Complaint

2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Staterment
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046}

July 24, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Barbara DiAngeli

Health and Safety Coordinator

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 76039
Re: MUR 1391

Dear Ms. DiAngeli:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 1981,
the Federal Election Commission received a complaint which
alleges that you may have viclated 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
1391. 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.S5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public-

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation
stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.




Ms. Barbara DiAngeli
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For
you information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

200,

Kenneth A. Gross
Assocliate General Enunsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, DC 20463

July 24, 1981

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms., Tamara Utens

Secretary

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 76039

Dear Ms., Utens:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 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
1391. 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 coﬁfidential in accordance with
2 U.5.C. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made
public.

I1f 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.




Ms. Tamara Utens
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Stecle
General Counse]

el &

Kemheth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures o
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D C  Habl

July 24, 1981

FIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Hillie Norton

APFA/LaGuardia Chairperson

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 7
6039 Re; MUR 1391

Dear Ms. Norton:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 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 nunbered this matter MUR
1391. 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. 1f no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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

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

I1f 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.




Ms. Millie Norton
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Nancy HNathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints,

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Kenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

Complaint
Procedures
Designation of Counsel Statement

e
e




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINCTON, DC 2046)
July 24, 1981

e e
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Patt Gibbs

President

Assocliation of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 76039
Re: MUR 1391

pear Ms. Gibbs:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 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 nunbered this matter MUR
1391. 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. 1f no response is
received within 15 days, the Commission may take further action
based on the available information.

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

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

1f 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.




Ms. Patt Gibbs
Page Two

If you have any questions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073. For

your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

By : L
Kenneth A. Gross

d

Associate General Counsel

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement




FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON, D C 20461

July 24, 19581

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Ms. Robin Mayfield

Office Hanager

Association of Professional
Flight Attendants

1004 W. Euless Blvd.

Euless, Texas 76039
. Re: MUR 139)

Dear Ms., Mayfield:

This letter is to notify you that on July 20, 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
1391 . 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. § 437g(a)(4)(B) and § 437g(a)(12)(A) unless you notify
the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be made

public.

If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter,
please advise the Commission by sending a letter of representation

stating the name, address and telephone number of such counsel,
and a statement authorizing such counsel to receive any notifica-
tions and other communications from the Commission.




Ms. Robin Mayfield
Page Two

I1f you have any questions, please contact Nancy Nathan,
the attorney assigned to this matter at (202) 523-4073, For
your information, we have attached a brief description of the
Commission's procedure for handling complaints.

Sincerely,

Charles N. Steele
General Counsel

Eenneth A. Gross
Associate General Counsal

Enclosures

1. Complaint
2. Procedures
3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, DC 2046

July 24, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Michael F. Kelliher
#22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, Illincis 60068

Dear Mr. Kelliher:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint
of June 13, 1981, against Association of Professional Flight
Attendants 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 recommendaticn to the Federal
Election Commission as to how this matter should be initially
handled will be made 15 days after the respondents' notifica-
tion.

You will be notified as soon as the Commisison 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,

Elissa T. Garr
Docket Chief

Chpt: 2. %%
Phyllis’ A. Kayson %
Assistant Docket Chief

Enclosure




?*_:‘_:f MUR #_/37/
DATE

PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF ALL RESPONDENTS
WHICH ARE TO BE SENT A COPY OF THE COMPLAINT. [F A PRINCIPAL
CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE 1S A RESPONDENT, A CARBON COPY IS TO BE SENT
TO THE CANDIDATE. PLEASE PROVIDE THE NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE
CANDIDATE AND PUT A “cc” BESIDE THE CANDIDATE’'S NAME. [F 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.

fiu -’.'j.—‘_ A




’?'I'.']"\""l.&q/ﬂ

ﬁ?' Hik

J /-ZHW-ﬁjmh Jfﬁéﬁ*hr/ﬁﬂf/%# P
/029 o/ (;,[m ’fk’»r/
/};/&4"‘5 3 ?;;44 o j?

Mo Budsaa Lo
f?«/’ﬁfﬂ ,.,M/% Md’mfm
f{fg,n‘.{f/ﬂ U%Hg/‘ff{//@ﬂd'ﬁiﬁ

oY L/ /J_/m

fﬁ‘ééd- ; '(E, 6r 7O 5"’*#

3) Mo Lot W
%‘J’ /f/-.-..r-arb'-
2‘-“1"!" -f'/ /L K%&Hr?-fﬂ 7“,’/}//,.;’#.12»
/0Dy (S, (,ﬂfw £t/ 3

7 — e W 2
(;J,({-ff-‘ }"'A’.'ff.a_‘i.".l' Fras b,

y) Mo Cut] bbt
Ovecdet
Pz orcalies 7 "f;f/,-fzw,f.q--/ /f”:{’/ Aot
59 gy Sude, Bd
Soboar Jerac 76037

) Hs Wlle Vner
APrp ,_-”',;_fq zﬁmﬁfm A’Aw,aw.-m
(Jtagzetio, ffuq,/;m# 7 Fop [t Lol
1008 ) Soless . ¢
Sndoss : ‘v;zf,a..a T odr

o) N ammra MiPne
j-’f.r,f At

B T By o
b c# B vy 2 .4"'!.:( u_./ J
Gndevs S Rgna: PO







Wiy /121136

@ Goc# 4985

U0 PI2: 42
ITJUNRR Pyt 17 Sleksiol

Michael F. Kelliher

#22/304 Touhy

Fark Hidge, Illinois
el

‘_- 1.. :-‘.‘I _‘_L

June 13, 1981

Ceneral Counsel
Federal Election Commimaion
1325 K Street, K.¥,
washington, D.C.

204612

Dea: Sir:

In accordance with Part 117 = Compliance and Procedure, of the Federal Election
Commiasion eode I request an investigation of the sllegationa liated below,.

I am a flight attendant represented by the Atssogiation of Prefeasional Flight
Attepdants, and this lelter concerne activitiea of various officers, agents

and employeea of the AFFA during the 1980 campalign of Congressman Jim Wright,
Taxan: 1t is urderstood that the APFA has no provision, constitutional or
atharwizse for a seperate segresated fund [ined by the FEC} nor was one
aparative during the campaign in guestiion.

nave personz]l knovledse of are as
114.5(a): The source of
¥t dues, as that is the sole
Sec., 114.6(e): APPA dues are commonly coll
ggreerent with American Airlines.
Sec, 114.6(d): Monies used in funding
wilthout the benefitl of a custodial arrangement

‘.":"','.'-'—'l"_"_ |"m:—| L n

14.9(8)t ¥s. DHAngzell exceeded
isolated, or incidental use"
¥ N Y

N DT e I

11 There

5
Ras




sec. 114,9(b): Ma. Mayfield exceeded the FEC definition of
“osocaisional, isolated, or incidental use" in terma of union time,

Bec. 114.,9(b)(1): There has been no indication of intent to relmburse
APFA the one (1) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.
ce 114.5(5): Though she did not endorse his candidacy, Ms. Mayfield
to contritute her services to the Wright campaign. 5he was threatened
as of her job if she did not comply by her superior, Ms, Fatt Gibbs,
=

Je
was forced
Hith the ID
preaident o god

Heg. 1 (g){2): While an employee, and not a member or family to
a member of AFFA, Ma., Mayfield was compelled to contribute her services to the
Wright campaign by Mz, Gibbs.

The violationa listed above can be substantiated by the testimony
of APFA fice stalf, employed az of November, 1980,

“J.ELc?L??: Ms., Millie Norton, seated AFFA/LaGuardia chairperson
banks (10/30/80) in an effort 4o solicit support for the
Wripght campeign from the APFA membership roater,

114.%{b): Expenditures for communicating APFA advocacy of
Congresaman Wrignt's r lection have not been reportied in accordance with
Sec. 100.8(b)

exceeded the FEC definiticn of
ugse” of union facilitien,
has been no indication of intent to reimburse
di Fferential lost to the Wright campaign.
can be substanti i by correspondence
3 i the testimony of

made to ithe Wright campaign by
;iobs and secr w Tamars Utena. The acurce of money contributed
FFA membershiy
114.2(b): AFF mtributed, es defined and prohibited by the
S

i
and secretary Utens consented
ef the Wright campaisn., 7These
net be limited to the charges




Michael F. Kelliher

#22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, Illindis
60068

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1325 K Street, K.v.
Washington, D.C.
20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

WASHINGTON DC 20461

July 6, 1981

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Michael F. Kelliher
#22/304 Touhy
Park Ridge, Illinois 60068

Dear Mr. Kelliher:

We have received your letter of June 13 . 1981,
incuiring into the possibility of a violation of the Federal
Election Campaign Act of 1971, as amended (the "Act").

As set forth in 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(l), any person who be-
lieves that there has been a vioclation of any law within the
Corrmission's jurisdiction ray file a written complaint. 1In
order for the Cormission to take action on such a complaint,
its contents rust be sworn to and signed in the presence of
a notary, and notarized. 3Jour letter did not satisfy this
regquirerent of the Act.

In addition, Commission Regulations, found at 11 C.F.R.
g
§ 111.4, provide that a corplaint:

(1) rust contain the full name and
address of the person making the
complaint;

should clearly identify as a
respondent each person or entity
who is alleged to have cormitted
a viclation;

should identify the source of
inforration upon which the corplaint
is based:




- LECTEE TO . .

Page two
gshould contain a :;Ear and concise recitation
of the facts describing the violacion of a

gtatute or law over which the Commission has
jurisdiction; and

(4]

{5) chould be accompanied by supporting documenta-

tion if known and available to the person making
the complaint.

Finally, please include ycur telephone number, as well as the
full names and addresses of all respondents.

Enclosed please find a copy of §§ 111.4 = 111.10 of Commis=-
sion regulations which deal with preliminary enforcement proce=
dures. I hope that an examination of these materials will answer

most of your guesticns, and will enable Yyou
assertions or allegations you might make in
to file a legally sufficient complaint with

to be specific in any
the event you wish
the Commission.

Please contact Elissa Garr, 202-523-4073, of this office
ghould you have any questions about the procedures which should

= be followed.
« Sincerely,
L - 5 : g
Charles H. Steele il
Generz]l Counh=el .
r i r."- X = #* f
e T, 5
= _..a' 4 .- Fa _‘..-"
— T ' JJ ‘}
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e - &
‘- By Kenneth A. Gross ;
As=scclate General Counsel
" 202=-523=4175
=
- Enclosur
e
ot Ms. Barbara DiAngeli
Ms. Robin MavEield
Ms. Millie Morton




& D Beaet.
N, - ‘ X ’--I;xl;-%\,.:‘ C.-l.:" Q"‘\‘-_\\- . 'C"-'_\.;\"‘:jq:

_/'\-L_r._ * 'Ei'*""l;‘_‘\'\ -.'.:;_j-ri'_;.;; A

———

\ S
-.-,.I ]\| T d | __'-._-.‘_ £ AL '\'\-.,'L;-\" \"t\
| = ,
] WS Ogce Toansees &tz_ve.\-'“-'% St GA‘

1

>\_\ S o, "—-\\I\'T-'l b :--és— : N:\“JFJ-EF* == \':‘:“-"\.rk\\ "‘:‘-:‘\ "".‘:\‘"‘ﬁ- ‘{":‘:.‘tb‘é—"._r;:‘m‘%

; I_Y}.\t\\ - "‘:‘}._‘.t =M ;}_\a r:.’_\.r" o "‘nf:.,\s_:;\, - g, i . sy ¥
RS N S Y
B Wiy o T e e

AL~-9bsY] (Do V. See
YRR Rude e, N,

Q: o ;.—“JQ{T




=Kelliher

#22/304 Touhy
“*Park "idge, Illincis
60868

L A

Jeneral Counsel

Federal Election Commiasion
13525 K Street, K.W.
washington, D.C.

204€7




~ € ‘.._ ’
L . n-\(;.ﬂ i n"‘b-r-- A ﬂ‘n L..u
P S R Pe.

» ) . ( Colleen Sullivan
2 : : - B32 Glacier
Grapevine, Texas 76051

November 14, 1980

Federal Bureau of Investigation
Mercantile Continental Building
Dallas, Texas

Gentlemen:

My name is Colleen Sullivan. I am a Flight Attendant
employed by American Airlines. The labor orgainization to
which I belong is the Association of Professional Flight
Attendants whose offices are located at 2008 East Randol

Road, Arlington Texas, 76011l.

On October 30, 1980 I was called at my home by a person
representing herself as Millie Norton a Flight Attendant and
representative of my union. She explained that she was
soliciting support for Democratic candidate Jim Wright in
the upcoming election. She asked me to participate in the
Wright campaign. I told her I was not interested and ended
the conversation. Much later that day I reported to the DFW
airport for my scheduled flight assignment. Ms. Norton was
also working the same trip.

During the flight Ms., MNorton, a Flight Attencant based
in New York LaGuardia, explained that she was an APFA repre-
sentative in New York and had been working that same day at
APFA headguarters. 5She said that she had been given the names
of the membership roster that began with the letters S-T-U-V-
and had spent the day at APFA headquarters using APFA phone
lines to call APFA members to solicit support for Congressman
Wright. She also indicated that all of this was totally
sanctioned by APFA. In addition she implied that other APFA
officers were participating in the Wright Campaign in a like
manner .

It is my understanding that the use of union member's
dues money in any way to support a candidate in a federal
election is a violation of the Labor Management Reporting and
Disclosure Act. If this is correct, I object to the activities
of Ms. Norton and the sanctions granted by my union. I call
upon you to investigate these activities and look forward to
a response from your office as to the action taken. Please
call upon me if I can assist you in any way.

Thank you for what I hope will be prompt attention to this
matter.

Sincerely,
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Michasl F. Kelliher

#22/304 Touhy

Park Ridge, Illinois
600648

June 1%, 1981

General Counsel
Federal Election Commission

1825 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C.
20463

Dea: Sir:

In accordance with Part I1I - Compliance and Procedure, of the Federal Election
Commission code I request an investigation of the allegations listed below.

I am a flight attendant represented by, the Assceclation of Professional Flight
Attendants, and this letter concerns aptivities of various officers, agents
and employees of the AFFA during the 1980 campaign of Congressman Jim Wright,
Texas. It is underastood that the APFA has no provision, constitutional or
othervise for a seperate segregated fund as defined by the FEC; nor was one
operative during the campaign in question.

Viclations I have personal knowledge of are a=s follows:

Sec. 114.5(a): The source of funding political activity was necessarily
derived from APFA dues, as that is the sole income of AFPFA.

Sec. 114.6(e): APFA dues are commonly collected through a check off
agreement with American Airlines,

Sec. 114.6(d): Monies used in funding political activity were administered
without the benefit of a custodial arrangement as defined by the FEC.

The following violationas are based upon information or belief:

Sec. 114.2(b): Ms. Barbara DiAngeli, APFA Health and Safety
Co-ordinator worked four days (11/1 - Hfdfaﬂﬁ at Wright headquarters while
on APFA payroll,

Sec. 114.9(b): Ms. DiAngeli exceeded the FEC definition of
"occaisional, imolated, or incidental use" in terms of union time.

Sec. 114.9(b)(1): There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the four (4) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.

The violations listed above can be substantiated by the November, 19&C
APFA officers calendar.

Sec. 114.2(b): Ms. Ropin Mayfield, APFA office manager and secretary
to the president worked one day (11/3/80) at wWright headquarters while an
FFY payroll,




Secs 114.9(b): Ms. Mayfield exceeded the FEC definition of
"oeeaisional, isolated, or incidental use” in terms of union time.

Sec. 114.9(b)(1): There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the one (1) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.

Sec. 114.5(5): Though she did not emdorse his candidacy, Ms. Mayfield
was forced to contribute her services to the Wright campeign. She was threatened
with the loss of her job if she did not comply by her superior, Ms. Patt Gibbes,
president of AFPFA.

Sec. 114.5(g)(2): While an employee, and not a member or family to
a member of AFFA, Ma, Mayfield was compelled to contribute her services to the
Wright campaign by Ms. Gibbs.

The viclations listed above can be substantiated by the testimony
of APFA office staff, employed as of November, 1980,

Sec. 114.3(e)(3): Ms, Millie Norton, seated APFA/LaGuardia chairperson
worked AFFA phone banks (10/30/80) in an effort to solicit support for the
Wright campaign from the AFFA membersfip roster.

Sec. 114.3(b): Expenditures_for communicating APFA advocacy of
Congresaman Wright's re-election hnve*nnt been reported in accordance with
Sec. 100.8(b)(4). ;

Sec. 114.9(b): Ms. Norton asgceeded the FEC definition of
"occaisional, isolated, or incldental use" of union facilities.

Sec. 111.9[b5{11: There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the telephone operating cost differential lost to the Wright campaign.

The violations listed above can be substantiated by correspondence
dated 11/14/80, from Ms. Colleen Sullivan to the FBI; and the testimony of
Ma, Sulliva.n-

Sec, 114.5(a): A contribution was made to the Wright campaign by
AFFA president Gibbs and secretary Tamara Utens. The source of money contributed
derived from AFFA membership dues.

Sec. 114.2(b): AFFA contributed, as defined and prohibited by the
FEC to the Wright campaign.

Sec. 114,2(d): APFA president Gibbs and secretary Utems consented
tc contributions and expenditures in support of the Wright campaign. Thense
contributions and expenditures includg, but may not be limited to the charges
listed above.

The violations listed above can be substantiated by the testimony
of AFFA office staff, employed as of November, 1980,

neloned please find the documenta cited as evidence in the preceeding charges.
Shoulz you regquire clarification on any points, please feel free to contact me,

Sincerely,

LI | I
"'_\:'l.u,q_u""

Michael F. Kelliher




Michael F. Kelliher

#22/304 Touhy

Park Ridge, Illinois
60068

June 1%, 1981

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

204653

Dea: Sir:

In accordance with Part III - Compliance and Procedure, of the Federal Election
Commismsion code I request an investigation of the allegations listed below.

I am a flight attendant represented by the Association of Professional Flight
Attendants, and this letter concerns aptivities of various officers, agents

and employees of the AFPFA during the 19680 campaign of Congressman Jim Wright,
Texas. It is understood that the APFA has no provision, constitutional or
otherwise for a seperate segregated fund as defined by the FEC; nor was one
operative during the campaign in question.

Violations 1 have personal knowledge of are as follows:

Sec. 114.5(n): The source of funding political activity was necessarily
derived from APFA dues, as that is the sole income of AFPFA.

Sec., 11#.6{!5: AFFA dues are commonly collected through a check off
agreement with American Airlines.

Sec. 114.6(d): Monies used in funding political activity were administered
without the benefit of a custodial arrangement as defined by the FEC.

The following violationa are based upon information or belief:

Sec. 114,.2(b): Ma. Barbara DiAngeli, APFA Health and Safety
Co-ordinator worked four days (11/1 - 11!4,’805 at Wright headquarters while
on APFA payroll.

Sec. 114.9(b): Ms. DiAngeli exceeded the FEC definition of
"occaisional, isolated, or incidental use” in terms of union time.

Sec. 11!.9{1:-5("}: There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
AFFA the four (4) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.

The violations listed above can be substantiated by the November, 128C
APT: officers calendar.

Sec. 114,.2(b): Ma. Robin Mayfield, APFA office manager and secretary
+0 tne president worked one day (11/3/80) at Wright headquarters while on




Sec. 114.9(b): Ms, Mayfield exceeded the FEC definition of
“gccaisional, isolated, or incidental use" in terms of union time.

Sec. 114.9{h5(1]: There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
AFFA the one (1) days salary lost to the Wright campaign.

Sec, 114.5(5): Though she did not endorse his candidacy, Ms. Mayfield
was forced to contribute her merviceas to the Wright campaign. She was threatened
with the loss of her job if she did not comply by her superior, Ms. Patt Gibbs,
preaident of AFFA.

Sec. 114.5(g)(2): While an employee, and not a meamber or family to
a member of APFA, Ms. Mayfield was compelled to contribute her services to the
Wright campaign by Ma. Cibba,

The violations listed above can be substantiated by the testimony
of APFA office staff, employed as of November, 1980.

Sec. 114.3(c)(3): Ma, Millie Norton, seated APFA/LaGuardia chairperson
vorked AFFA phone banks (10/30/80) in an effort to solicit support for the
Wright campaign from the AFFA membership roster.

Sec. 114.%(b): Expenditures for communicating APFA advocacy of
Congreaaman Wright's re-election have not been reported in accordance with
Sec. Tm.afb}{di-

Sec, 114,9(b): Ma. Norton exceesded the FEC definition of
"occaisional, isolated, or incidental use"™ of union facilities,.

Sec. 11¢.Q(h5{1}: There has been no indication of intent to reimburse
APFA the telephone operating cost differential lost to the Wright campaign.

The violations lisated above can be substantiated by correapondence
dated 11/14/80, from Ma. Colleen Sullivan to the FBI} and the testimony of
Ms, Sullivan.

Sec. 114,5(a): A contribution was made to the Wright campaign by
AFFA president Gibbs and secretary Tamara Utens, The source of money contributed
derived from AFFA memberahip dues.

Sec. 114.2(b): APFA contributed, as defined and prohibited by the
FEC to the Wright campaign.

Sec. 114,2(d): APFA president Gibbs and secretary Utens consented
to contributions and expenditures in support of the Wright campaign. These
contributions and expenditures include, but may not be limited to the charges
listed above.

The violations listed above can be substantiated by the testimony
of 2FFL office staff, employed as of November, 1980,

Priclosed plesse find the documents cited as evidence in the preceeding charges.
Should you require clarification on any points, please feel free to contact me,

Sincerely,

T \ . -4
/ -"ll.m.-qn.“"'r

Michael F., Kelliher
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